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) MAYOR BRIARE:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:
" DAN KIZERMAN: .

~ COUNCILMAN LURIE: -

" DAN KIZERMAN:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:
 DAN. KIZERMAN:
MAYOR BRIARE:
DAN KIZERMAN:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:
" DAN KIZERMAN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

* NITA BURROHS:
MAYOR BRIARE:
NITA BURROWS:

* COUNCILMAN LURIE:

DA KIZERMAN:

Item L is Council's Page 48. We're being asked to

-alter some conditions for S.F.S.. Investment. The
- Planning Commission's recommendation was for
“approval; staff recommended approval on 1, 2 and 4,

but wanted to deny Number 3, and there were three

iprotests. .

Let me ask a question on --

.Dan Kizerman, National Her1tage Corporation, 720
jSouth 4th Street, developer.

Harold, the item that you reconmended den1a1 of
Item 3, which one? I‘ve got so many. I've got
two Item 3 So o

- That was for the‘hinimum»of 1200 square feet.
. And you wanté&’io‘subStitute 11707
~ Eleven f1fty-two (1152).

Eleven fifty-two (1152) 1nstead of 12007

Correct, Mayor.

~ How many homes are going‘tO‘bé 11527

As few aS»péssible since it's. the leader item. -
I can't tell you exactly how many.

Is there anyoné'here-present to oppose this?

‘Are you opposing this particular part of it,

ladies, that you don't want them to make them
48 square feet sma11er than what they had in m1nd7

Can I come up?

-Sure. Come on up.

Nita Burrows, 917 Mohawk.- We're not oppos1ng the

48 feet. We just want to make sure that it's on
" .record that that is the lTowest amount that will be

allowed, so that we're not back down here in a
couple more months for a 900 sguare foot house.

I was going to.ask 1f,th1s was going to be the
final deletion that you're going to come --

As far. as I know-at.this point, yes.
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| NITAABURROWS:
* COUNCILMAN LURIE:

'DAN KIZERMAN:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

- COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

" COUNCILMAN LURIE:
- COUNCILMAN LEVY:
'DAN KIZERMAN: -

- COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

NITA’BURROWS:
;;COUNCILMAN LEVY:
 COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN-CHRISTENSENf |

'COUNCILMAN LURIE: -

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: .

Up to Up]and
.problem Haro]d's working on. Okay, based on that,

 That's really a]],fbecause,the 48 square feet is
: rea11y not - - : . ,

Do- you ‘agree w1th a11 the other requirements on the
paving of the: street on Cory and Mohawk agree to

the type? |
| AbsoTute]y. But de1et1ng the -- the property on

Cory to. Upland wh1ch we requested
That's gO1ng to be -- that's the

Mayor, I'd move ~--

~of that?

1 agree w1th the s1ze of the houses, but are you
‘aware of the fact that. if you are a single home

owner of a piece of property that's an R-1 lot,

| ~ that you can bu11d a house as sma11 as 500 square

feet?

Who's he talking to? Is he talking to me?

I th1nk he's. d1rect1ng the quest1on to the young

~ Tady.

If often comes to me- and because people don't under-

_‘stand and don't know, ‘and-I think they should know
" those th1ngs, that if this were R-1 property and-

there was no R-CL or anything involved, a developer

without asking for anybody's permission could build -

houses 500 square feet I wonder if you're aware .

Does'that mean'that_a_pTOt‘pTan has now --

No, it's not this one here.
'T:I m not ta1k1ng about that.
©We'! re. not ta1k1ng about th1s one here today.

. I'm talking about‘any R-1 lot in this commun1ty,
© you can build a 500 square feet house on.

“Nita, can we swear you in (laughter)?

Come on up here. ‘We're going to swear you in.
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. _.NITA BURROKS :

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
NITA BURROKS:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

NITA BURROWS:

'COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: -

* NITA BURROWS:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

NITA BURROWS:

* COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

'COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:"

COUNCILMAN LEVY
| NITA BURRONS'

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

_ COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN-

NITA BURROWS :

Okay, R-1.

Basica11y,‘you're’saying —

‘Not this one.

No, I.know, Not this one. But a little bit ago,
and since he brought' this up, I want to ask h1m a
question because Mr. Lurie knows how much we've

been 1nvolved in this --

I mvaware of that, and I agree with you.

But bas1ca11y ‘what you're saying now is if somebody --
if approved R-CL, no matter what kind of plan they
come up w1th they can turn around and change it?

I didn't say.R-Ct,

But -- Okay.h;Adywtyoe of . zoning, you said awhile
ago -~ i

 No, I said R-1.

No matter what they come up here and
get approved, they can change it without ever not1fy1ng
the neighbors. Now, that's what you said awh11e ago.

B what 1'm.saying is that 1f you own an R-1 lot anywhere
~1in this commun1ty --

‘One lot somewhere.

- You can go down to the Bu11d1ng Department and get

a perm1t and build a house 500 square feet. That's

the minimum size allowed under the code. If you have o
~ an R-A lot, which is an acre, you can build a 500

square foot house on it if you wish.

The 1ot you 11ve on. If somebody had wanted to.

But what I m asking you, and just to really verify
and save a few of us taking off work every other

- week to come down here and visit with you. You know, :

I love it, but today s really been an education.

Boy, hasn't 1t.

'It hasifor uS too.

If somebody submits a plot plan such as developer has,

- and .he has been very .generous in meeting with us and
. everything. He's been very nice. I want to say that.
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NITA BURROWS:

" COUNCILMAN LEVY:
~ COUNCILMAN LURIE:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

'NITA BURROWS:
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

* ‘NITA BURROWS:
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:
NITA BURROWS:
- COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

NITA BURROWS:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: -

 NITA BURROWS:
'COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

* NITA BURROWS:

We have met and jt's become a very good arrangement
as far as I'm concerned. But bas1ca]]y what I'm
worry about now, because there's a lot of desert
left out by our house, is somebody can come in and
get it zoned and .turn around a month later and change
what they want to do on 1t and never have to notify
us?

Not if it's specifics.

I'1 guarantee_ypu in that .area where you live,

. you'll be notified on every application. = =

What I'm say1ng is really kind of simple, but it's

- S0 s1mp]e it. confuses people, and I didn't realize
it for a long time,.but if you have most of the
vacant property around you area -- what is it now?
. R-E or R-1? -~

R"le

R-1. Okay, if I go out and buy one R-1 lot, I can

bu1Td a 500 square foot house, or --
What if you buy 10?

Pardon?

- If you bﬁy 10 lots, can you build 10 500 --

If I buy 10 lots together and it doesn't require

- a zone change to R-CL or anything 1ike that and

I want to go out and develop it, I can develop it
with 500 square foot houses, yes. Or if I guy 100
lots, I can put 500 .square foot houses if I feel I

" can sell them. °

As long as you keep the setbacks, etc.?

AS‘Tong as I meet the sebacks and code requirements,
everything.

What if you get it rezoned and submit a plot plan

for -- okay, 1ike he's .asked for changes.

Then we watch that closer. What he's doing, we
watch closer, yeah, but I'm saying saying --

. By what you said 6n that single Tot, I was wondering.
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COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: }kT'But what I'm saying is that you're very careful to
B . g ©  watch the size of the house and so forth, and I
agree with that. ‘I would be very part1cu1ar about -
what's built in my neighborhood, but by the same
token, if he had developed this whole area R-1,
not R-CL, and -wanted to build 500 square foot houses
on it, it would never have come before this Board,
the Planning Commission or anybody else. It would
have gone straight to the Building Department. for
_approval. . So you actually gained more by having a
public hearing-on R-CL than if he'd gone down and
~ developed it R-1, because he could have put 900
- square foot all he wanted. You see what I mean. .
You say it's an education and it really is, and 1 e ‘
hope you understand what we're up against when we :
get these kind of requests, because we have to take ' - .
~ that into consideration. We approved 'smaller lots, .
~ but made”him bu1]t bigger houses than he was
requ1red 1f We d approved b1gger Tots. It's confus1ng

COUNCILMAN LURIE:- ~ ~ We'll see, you at ‘the next meeting, Nita.

MAYOR BRIARE: = _ “What is the wish of the Counc11 We don't have a
L - motion year. o

.COUNCILMAN LURIE: 7 Yes, we do. I made a motion.to- approve as recommended

S by the. Plann1ngﬁComm1ss1on.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: Mo |

lDAN KIZERMAN:". o With one'exceptiOn‘of Item_3 to 1200 square feet.
© COUNCILMAN LURIE: -~ The 1200 would be 1152, \ S
| fMAYORVBRIARE: R o Any qUestions or comments by the Councilmen on this

- motion? Cast your votes. Post. THE MOTION'S APPROVED.
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS ® 400 E. STEWART AVENUE o 386-60"

pare: June 20, 1984
Time: 9:45°A.M.

- INVOCATION:  Reverend David Rose
' F1rst Presbyter1an Church
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PI.EDGE OF AI.I.EGIANCE' Given

Cl_‘l'Y» COUNCIL , PRESENT = ABSENT EXCUSED .
MAYOR BILL BRIARE . X O ]
COUNCILMAN PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN b4 - d O
COUNCILMAN RON ‘LU!£IE X O |

MAYOR PRO-TEM
COUNCILMAN AL LEVY d O |
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CITY ATTORNEY.

. GEORGE F. OGIVIE O O K beputy City Atty.
- - John Roethel was present
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

ITEM

I.

9:45 A.M.

CiTy of Las Vegar

CITY COUNCIL
COUNCIL CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

A.

B.

Il.

COMMUNITY RELATIONS

SPECIAL EVENTS

1. Presentation of Willie W. Davis Memorial
Award for Outstanding City Employee.

2. Presentation of Service Award Pins and
Service Award Certificates to include
City Employees with anniversary dates
falling January, February, March, April,
May and June 1984.

3. Presentation to the City of Las Vegas of
a Certificate of Conformance in Financial

Accounting Awarded by the National
Municipal Finance Officers Association.

10:00 A.M.

ANNOUNCEMENT RE COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN
MEETING LAW

INVOCATION

Reverend David Rose
First Presbyterian Church

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF CITY COUNCIL FINAL MINUTES

For the Meeting of February 1, 1984

Council Action

FULL BOARD PRESENT

0001

June 20, 1984

Page 1

Department Action

Deputy City Attorney John Roethel

was present. (City A
Ogilvie excused)

Plaque and check fon
to Billie Joe. See
information on Honor

Council to City's e
details in Final Mi

Presentation was maae by Mayor and

City Manager Ashley
the award.

ANNOUNCEMENT MADE

Invocation Given by
Reverend David Rose

Mayor Briare led
audience in Pledge.

Lurie -
APPROVED
Unanimous

ttorney George

$680 was presented
Final Minutes for
able Mentions.

ployees. See

utes.

Hall presented

Clerk to proceed
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(Mailing required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) (002

STATE OF NEVADA )
COUNTY OF CLARK 3 ss

;%%;1;4?‘1‘:£3§%34L¢,—- » an employee of the City oiegas Vegas, Nevada
ing first duly swOrn, deposes and says that on the day of

s 19 , a copy of an AGENDA (NOTICEY, tEe attached of which is
a true and correct copy, of a REGULAR MEEizyG of the CITY COUNCIL of the CITY OF
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, to be held on the %a of % s . 1859,
was deposited in the United States Majl, Postage prepaid, First Class Mail, tO
each person and/or organization whose name appears in the Agenda Register main-
tained in the Office of the City Clerk as having requested, in writing, a copy

of said AGENDA (NOTICE).
é;%NATURE ian empl oyee 1n5thg ;f%ice of

AND ADDENDUM- NUMBER ONE
the CITY CLERK)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

‘fj"ng day ofcfé;,a.fggk //);bf;f/

RY PUBLIC in and for said Cs%nty

and State.
My Commission expires: Z—/ £ &

S A AN < Y
1 ‘ SANDRA R. LE BOEUF
A o Notary Public - State of Nevada

ST Moot Rt in O oy
R — ¥ Aoxvintmert Eoirs My, 15, 1835
- TosseTroorese

e ——
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_be posted on Pub i

 CITY COUNCIL AVPERT 6PNBOBTINSSY
(Posting required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) 0003
' Ve

'STATE OF NEVADA )
- COUNTY OF CLARK ; ss

., an emp'loyee of the City of, Las Vegas, Nevada beingv
ses and says that on the . < day of -
19§%¢ , at the hour of 2.304» there were posted copies of

a. NTICE the attached of which is a true and correct copy, of a REGULAR MEETING

of the CITY COUNCIL of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, to be held on
- sl £¢, at 400 East Stewart Avenue Las Vegas, Nevada; to
etin Bowurd at the fo]'lovnng 'locatwns

AND ADDENDUM. NUMBER ONE™ -

ety

1. In the United States Post Office (Downtown) 301 Stewart Avenue;
2. In the Federa'l Buﬂd'nng, 300 Las Vegas Bou'levard South;
3. ~In ‘the C1ar~k County Courthouse, 200 East Carson Avenue,

4. On the Public Buﬂetin Board at the P]aza Leve1 of C1ty HaH 400 East
' ,Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to. the Court Clerk's office), and

5. On the Speci a'l Public Bu'l'letm Board at the P'laza Level of City Hall,
400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance: to’ the City Council -
Chambers) _ ,

_Subscr1bed and sworn to before me this

/5" dayof%«.&z_ Q‘Z[

Ak L Do

"TARY BUBLIC in and" for said @ounty

-and State. S
My_Commission exp1res T/ -v’&

(FE2, - SANDRAR, LE BOEUF §}
:-"‘.‘“_ 3-‘: Ratary Public - Statacfl‘lmd:s
% Knizers Bocoreg - bty o

N, Bk ‘zt&m:axsl,., {

T e e
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

WILLIE W. DAVIS MEMORIAL AWARD

Fact Sheet

Award Recipient

Billie J. Joe

Lead Animal Control Officer

Department of Public Services

Animal Care & Control Division

Hire Date: May 7, 1979 - 5 year City employee
Animal Control Officer - 5 years (5/79 - 5/85)
Lead Animal Control - Promoted 5-1-84

Honorable Mention

‘Linda Grimes

Detention Specialist
Detention & Correctional Services Department
Hire Date: 10-29-82 - 1 1/2 year City employee

Olan Lee Green

. Auto Body Mechanic

Department of General Services
Vehicle Services Divison
Hire Date: 6-19-72 - 12 year City employee

Theresa Vesely
Parking Enforcement Officer
Department of Engineering Services

Traffic Engineering Division, Parking Enforcement

Hire Date: 7-24-78 - 6 year City employee

Alma Vondenbrink

Stenographer

Department of Public Services

Animal Care & Control Division

Hire Date: 6-23-80 - 4 year City employee

0004



CIJ OF LAS VEGAS CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984 - e

o

.INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 1 June. 13, 1984
FAaWaWa Bl
FROM: — 5 \FAVAVEY)
¢ /@/
Ashley Hall an Tai , Director
City Manager Personnel & Employee Relations
;U.ECT : COPIES TO:
Willie W. Davis Memerial Award Mike Cool
Deputy City Manager
Don Saylor

Deputy City Manager

; -IIIP mE T N Ew em '..|I|}-.!’ ;e My ll'l"llll IL!I: Y

The selection process for the 1984 Willie W. Davis Award has been completed.
Five nominees were selected by the Employee Selection Committee from the

18 nominations received by the Department of Personnel & Employee Relations.
The five finalists were submitted to the Citizen's Selection Committee which,
after further evaluation, chose this year's recipient.

Billie J. Joe, a Lead Animal Control Officer for the Animal Care and Control
Division, was selected as the Employee of the Year for her dedication and
achievements which have contributed to improving operations and promot1ng
the professional image of the Animal Care and Control Division.

The Citizen's Selection Committee also recommended the following four persons
for honorable mention: ;

1. Linda Grimes, Detention Specialist
Department of Detention and Correctional Services

2. 0lan Lee Green, Auto Body Mechanic
General Services, Vehicles Services Division

3. Theresa Vesely, Parking Enforcement Officer
Engineering Services, Traff1c/Park1ng Enforcement

Division

4. Alma Vondenbrink, Stenographer
Public Services, Animal Control Division

Presentation of the Willie W. Davis Award and the four Honorable Mention
Certificates is scheduled for the City Council meeting June 20, 1984,
at 9:45 a.m.

In keeping with the procedure established last year, the employees being
honored will receive a letter from the Mayor notifying them of their selection.

JT:rc
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MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984
CITY COUNCIL MIN EAR/1C VEAR/i5 YEAR SERVICE ANARDS

5-YEAR AWARD

Michael L. Flynn .

5-YEAR AWAPD

Ken nun;an, Jr.

5-YEAR AWARD

Stephen G. Jones

5-YEAR AWARD
Carol A. Gradillas
Kimberly Hovaldt

5-YEAR ANWARD
Joyce A. Coyle

S-YEAR AWARD
Alan T. Hampton

Angie M. Richards
15-YEAR AWARD
William G. Burke
David H. Dillard
Nancy R. Miller

Raymond V. Parmer

5-YEAR AWARD
Judith A. Kusler
Lynda S+ Sayge

Clarence J. Small

BUSINESS ACTIVITY (1)

BUILDING & SAFETY (1)

R —— e ————————

CITY ATTORNEY (1)

COMMUNITY PLANNING § DEVELOPMENT (2)

DETENTION & CORRECTIONAL SERVICES (1)

ENGINEERING SERVICES (6)

FIRE SERVICES (6)

0006
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984
FIRE SERVICES (6) CONT'D

15-YEAR AWARD
Gerald T. Grabo
Paula G. Lemke

William S. Lescenski
FUNDS COORDINATION(3)

5-YEAR AWARD
Patricia A. Benefiel
Nathaniel Borden

Shirley Warmouth

GENERAL SERVICES (4)
S-YEAR AWARD

Furman D. McClain
David A. Rawski
10-YEAR AWARD
Orville L. Means

15-YEAR AWARD

Charles T, Butler

MUNICIPAL COURT (1)
10-YEAR AWARD

Marva D. Goodyear

PUBLIC SERVICES (8)

5-YEAR AWARD
Tracy F. Coleman
John C. Gengler
Rillie J. Joe
Alexander Webb
10-YEAR AWARD
Percy Coleman
Daniel W. Kingsley

Jerrold B. Magnuson

15-YEAR AWARD

Thomas M. Varden

0007
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 198%

RECREATION & LEISURE (5)
5-YEAR AWARD

Nonald S. Newquist.
10=-YEAR AVARD
Elvin C. Dawson
Nonald R. Peters

Hazel M. Traylor

15-YEAR AWARD

Glenn W. Rlack

SOUTHERN NEVADA_EMPLOYMENT TRAINING PROGRAM (3)

5-YEAR AWARD
Ntis Perkins
10-YEAR AWARD
Jimmie L. Gantt

Leo A. Johnson

0008
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

20-YEAR AUARD

James Gist

Richard Schacht

25-YEAR AWARD

Richard F. Sheffield

20-YEAR AWARD

Richard Kendall

James P. Pechacek

20-YEAR AWARD

Richard Dalke

Arnold Garren

25-YEAR AWARD

Bill Jackson
Hansel D. Newton

Jewell Taylor

20 YEAR/25 YEAR SERVICE AWARDS - 00CH
ENGINEERING SERVICES (3)

FIRE SERVICES (2)

GENERAL SERVICES (2)

PUBLIC SERVICES (3)
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

ITEM

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

JERRY J. CAHILL, DIRECTOR

*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l matters listed under Items A, B and
C are considered to be routine by the
City Council and may be enacted by one
motion. However, any item may be
discussed if a Councilman or citizen

SO requests.

o CHILD CARE FACILITY APPLICATIONS
(Approved by the Child Welfare
Board)

Family Child Care Homes

1. CATHERINE ARMSTRONG
3300 Corona Del Mar

5 children days

2. ELSE JOHNSON
2021 Embrey Avenue
6 children days

3. CHERYL LETTERIELLO
1316 Wintergreen Drive
5 children days

4. PATRICIA MAHONEY
6548 Figtree Road

AGENDA "'EM3 children days

Council Action

Lurie -

APPROVED Items 1
thru 7. as recommende
Unanimous

0010

03147 0‘ w VCSM June 20, 1984

CITY COUNCIL

Page 2

Department Action

Staff to proceed
d.




' CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

RGENDA (i of Lus Vegas v

l CITY COUNCIL Page 3
COUNCIL CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-60N ‘
ITEM Council Action Department Action

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

. (cont'd)
' *A ., CHILD CARE FACILITY APPLICATIONS APPROVED . See Page 2
(cont’d) See Page 2
' Family Child Care Homes
(cont'd) '
' 5. JILL VANDERBUR
2136 Conchita Street
l '4 children days
6. VICKI WAGNER
. 6600 Hyde Avenue
l 4 children days
7. KATHLEEN WILLIS
l 908 Meadbrook
r 6 children days
Yoo7 Child Care Center Lurie - Staff to proceed
: APPROVED :
1. BUSY BUDDIES :
l 2010 Palomino Unanimous

l 38 children days

'amom AGENDA ITEM
i
: l '4
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ROVED

ITEM

I11.

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

05 of Lus Vegan oot one

CITY COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

*B.

*C.

(cont'd)

GAMING -- Additional

1.

FOUR QUEENS, INC.

Four Queens Hotel & Casino
202 East Fremont
5 slots

E. G. & H., INC.
Las Vegas Club
18 East Fremont
1 Poker Table
RUJO, INC.

Club Rouge

900 West Bonanza
5 slots

FIREWORKS PERMITS

(Subject to the provisions of the

AGENDA ITEM

Fire codes)

1.

BONANZA HIGH SCHOOL, AMERICAN
LEGION BASEBALL
120 South Rainbow

BONANZA HIGH SCHOOQOL, ATHLETICS
6103 Clarice Avenue

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#64
4750 Vegas Drive

Page 4
Council Action Department Action
Lurie - Staff to proceed
APPROVED Items 1
thru 3.
Unanimous
Lurie - Staff to proceed

APPROVED Items 1
thru 39 and other
applications at the
Director's discretiop .
Unanimous




GJI? t{lM‘&jﬁouwcrL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984
June 8, 1984

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION > 0013

TO: FROM:
The City Council DON SAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- JUNE 20, 1984 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
FIREWORKS PERMITS

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Item, "C"

Appearing on the agenda under item "C" are 39 applications
from organizations requesting permits for the sale of
fireworks. By Ordinance, these permits can only be issued
to duly recognized charitable and fraternal organizations,
and only for the period June 28 through July 4.

Since there will not be another Council meeting held prior
to the fourth of July, it is recommended that, as in the
past years, the Council include in their motion authority
for the Director of the Department of Business Activity

to approve any additional applications received by staff,
provided they meet code regulations. .

11, Director
nt of Business Activity

RECOMMENDATIONS

Agenda item

I:T ¢
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l CITY COUNCIL Page 5
COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601
ITEM Council Action Department Action

IIT. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)
*C, FIREWORKS PERMITS APPROVED See Page 4
(cont'd) - See Page 4

4. BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#88
NE corner Charleston/Lamb

5. BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#102
1000-1078 North Rancho

6. BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#103
NW corner Bonanza/Eastern

7. BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#133
6000 West Cheyenne

8. BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#137
748 South Decatur

9. BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#154
1560 North Eastern

10. BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOQP
#172
218 North 15th Street

11. BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#236
2220 West Charleston

12. BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP

#253
6115 West Charleston

AInovr: AGENDA ITEM
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ITEM

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

CITY COUNCIL

COUNGL‘CHAMBERS e 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

*C.

(cont'd)

FIREWORKS PERMITS

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

(cont'd)

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOQP
#259
4618 Meadows Lane

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#280
4411 West Sahara

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#299 »
4717 West Charleston

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, TROOP
#370
4301 East Charleston

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA, EXPLORER
POST #555 '
225 North Lamb

CLARK COUNTY CHRISTIAN SCHOOLS
2929 Cedar Avenue

DOWNTOWN SERTOMA BREAKFAST
CLUB
1500 East Charleston

FAITH LUTHERAN JR. & SR. HIGH
SCHOOL SERVICE CLUB
NW corner Bonanza/Nellis

FIRST CHRISTIAN CHURCH
101 .South Rancho

FRATERNAL ORDER OF EAGLES #1213
1601 East Washington

ED AGENDA ITEM

Council Action

0015

aa; 0‘ w V% " June 20, 1984

Page 6

Department Action

APPROVED
See Page 4

—

See Page 4
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ITEM

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

CITY COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)

FIREWORKS PERMITS

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

(cont'd)
23.

INSTITUTE FOR THE STUDY OF
INDIVIDUAL SKILLS
NW corner "D" Street/Van Buren

LOYAL ORDER OF MOOSE #1928,
TEEN CLUB
SW corner Cheyenne/Rancho

MOST HIGH CHURCH OF GOD IN
CHRIST
1439 Lawry Street

NEVADA BIDDY BASKETBALL
ASSOCIATION
1592 North Eastern

NEVADA ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY
1775 North Rancho

ORDER OF DEMOLAY, OASIS CHAPTER
821 North Rancho

PILGRIM REST MISSIONARY
BAPTIST CHURCH
1000 North Highland

RAINBOW GIRLS, OASIS ASSEMBLY

. #19
6400 West Charleston

RANCHO HIGH SCHOOL, WRESTLING
CLUB
3051 East Charleston

SOUTHERN NEVADA GYMNASTIC
ASSOCIATION

YED AGENDA "i&FG South Valley View

Council Action

APPROVED
See Page 4

0016

a@ 0‘ Lﬁ/& VC&M June 20, 1984

Page 7

Department Action

See Page 4
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0017

‘GENDG | a‘@ 0‘ Lﬁ/& V% June 20, 1984
._ : , o . CITY COUNCIL ~ Page 8 -
' - : COUNCIL CHAMBERS e« 400 EASTSTEWART AVENUE
’ - : ‘ : PHONE 386-601 :
ITEM S S _ ~ Council Action ‘Department Action

 .IIi..vDEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

(cont'd)

*C. FIREWORKS PERMITS : S AP'PROVED' b‘ .See Page 4
- (cont'd) ' " | See Page 4 - '

- 33. SOUTHERN- NEVADA MINOR HOCKEY
ASSOCIATION .
1221 East Sahara'

34. SPRING MOUNTAIN SCHOOL ~
4420 East Bonanza ‘

35. ST. FRANCIS DE SALES YOUTH
MINISTRY
111 M1chae1 Way

36. ST. JOSEPH SCHOOL PARENTS CLUB
- 1704 South Mary]and Parkway

37.'SILVER STATE BUDGERIGAR SOCIETY
‘3830 West Sahara

38. WESTERN HIGH SCHOOL
J.A.F.R.0.T.C. BOOSTERS
3121 North-Rancho

s il il Lol

©39. WORLDWIDE CHURCH OF GOD
B 840 North Decatur »

D. | lJ'LQUOR‘;"-New Lurie - o Staffito'pkoceed

o 1 | - | APPROVED
‘]' *hﬁERY HPGHES ~ | Unanimous.

'LARRY'S ROYAL CHAMPION MEATS
420 South: Va]]ey View

~ Beer/Wine 0ff-Sale
Larry GerHughes, 100%

- ' *SubJect to the prov1s1ons of the
' : " Planning, -and Fire codes and
. Health Department reqgulations
u;ﬂDA "’EM - ‘
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

a"'z; 0‘ Lﬁ” VGSM June 20, 1984

CITY COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

ITEM

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

E. LIQUOR -- Change of Ownership

1. From: Ronald Ashby, 100%

T0: PETER TOGNERI
dba
PAPA'S PIZZA & PASTA
6010 West Cheyenne

Beer/Wine On-Sale
Peter J. Togneri, 100%
F. LIQUOR -- Change of Ownership/

Change of Location/Change of
Business Name

1. From: Puggy's
333 Rancho Drive

Margaret L. Kratzer,
100%

T0: *CHAR-SHAL CORPORATION
dba '
SHALIMAR HOTEL,
RESTAURANT & LOUNGE

1401 Las Vegas Blvd. So.

General On-Sale
Restaurant Limited

A. Charlotte Richards,
Pres, Secy, Treas,
100% v

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

AGENDA ITEM

y

Council Action

Lurie -
APPROVED
Unanimous

Note: Police report
record and on file 4

Lurie -

APPROVED, subject
to provisions.
Unanimous

0018

Page 9

Department Action

Staff to proceed

Applicant and
Lt. Hanief, LVMPD,
appeared

made part of
t LVMPD.

Staff to proceed

Applicant and
Jerry Cahill
appeared
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June 8, 1984

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |** 0019

TO: FROM:
The City Council DOK SAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- JUNE 20, 1984 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
LIQUOR -- Change of Ownership

PURPOSE/BACKGRQUND

Item, “E", 1.

Appearing on the Department of Business Activity portion of
the agenda is a request from Peter Togneri for a change of
ownership on the beer/wine on-sale liquor license issued

to Papa's Pifzza & Pasta at 6010 West Cheyenne.

This item has received an "unfavorable" police report. A
confidential investigative report will be submitted by the
Special/Privileged Investigations Section of the Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department to the City Council prior
to the meeting.

- Daletld’

err . 31, Director
Depd#tment of Business Activity

EiSCAL IMPACT

Agenda Item

ITI E 1
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' CITY COUNCIL Page 10
COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-60T .
ITEM Council Action Department Action

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

o

—

w
{2}

LIQUOR -- Change of Location

Lurie - Staff to proceed
APPROVED, subject
l 1. From: 1724 East Charleston to provisions. Applicant present
T0:  *LAS VEGAS PRESS CLUB Unanimous
dba
' LAS VEGAS PRESS CLUB
1116 East Fremont
l Non-Profit Club General
William Wright,
l Responsible Licensee
*Subject to the provisions of the
l Planning, and Fire codes
Hanager APPROVED
1. SOUTHLAND CORPORATION Unanimous
dba
7-ELEVEN FOOD STORES
431 Rue 13

1740 Fremont
1468 East Charleston

Beer/Wine 0ff-Sale Licenses

District Manager:
Richard A. Kravan

--

‘PROVIED AGENDA ITEM

l ’
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HGENDA iz of Lo Vegesr ..., 00

' CITY COUNCIL Page 11
COUNCIL CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-601
ITEM Council Action Department Action
III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
' Tcont'd)
.013 I.  PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR LICENSE -- Nolen - Staff to proceed
Approval of Qualifying Agent APPROVED
l 1. D. RICHEY MANAGEMENT CORP. Unanimous Leo Stevens appeare
dba
D. RICHEY MANAGEMENT CORP.
1000 South Third, #A
Qualifying Agent:
' Leo A. Stevens
14 | 9. PRIVATE PATROLMAN LICENSE -- Lurie - Staff to proceed
lo Six-month Review APPROVED
1. NEVADA SECURITY ALARMS, INC. |l nanimous peter Ellason and
dba : appeared
NEVADA SECURITY & PATROL
SERVICES ‘

3301 Spring Mountain Rd., #3

Peter B. Eliason, Pres

Casey A. Underwood, V. P.
Linda M. Eliason, Secy
Patricia A. Underwood, Treas

ﬁ-

‘Qualifying Agent:
Richard Dean Baublitz

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

q




--‘---—

% 4wV¢WUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

0022

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | —He-t128s 7

TO: FROM:
The City Council DON SAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT:  DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- JUNE 20, 1984 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
PRIVATE PATROLMAN LICENSE -- Six-Month Review
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Item "J*

On December 21, 1983, the City Council approved Nevada Security Alarms,
Inc. dba Nevada Security and Patrol Services, 3301 Spring Mountain
Road, for a private patrolman license. The principals of Nevada
Security Alarms, Inc. are as follows:

Peter Bart Eliason, President

Casey Allen Underwood, Vice President
Linda Mae Eliason, Secretary

Patricia Ann Underwood, Treasurer

Richard D. Baublitz, Qualifying Agent

Due to the fact that Mr. Baublitz resides in Carson City, Council
approval was granted subject to a six-month review to assure there
are adequate controls and supervision of the business.

Attached are copies of letters from Bart Eliason, President, and
Richard Baublitz, Qualifying Agent, outlining thefr method of
operation. A review by the Department of Business Activity of the
telephone bills submitted, reveals the following number of phone
calls made between the local Las Vegas office and Mr. Baublitz:

December 1983 11
January 1984 2
February 1984 5
March 1984 10
April 1984 1

Five-Month Total 29

During the six-month licensing perfod, the Department of Business
Activity has not received any complaints nor derogatory information
regarding the licensee.

Ll

r { Aahill, Director
art t of Business Activity

Agenda ltem

Irr. J. 1



- CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1964
TAHOE BUREAU of INVESTIGATION 0023

. '1 R L P. O. BOX 4097 . .

S CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89702

. ' .(702) 885-1706 - 883-3409

' ' senvme ENTIRE Nonmsnu NEVADA

I ' REPOSSESSIONS ~ ®  INVESTICATIONS ‘@ - PROCESS SERVING

PROTECTION SERVICES

' o L ' | 5/29/84
"' Nevada Secur:.ty and ‘Patrol

Reno Office amd
Las Vegas, Nevada Office
B I Atm.Bart Ellason, Presxdent.
Dear Bart° | o E .
Per our many telephone conversatlons, I am working with the Reno office here as well
' as paymg attent:.on to the other activities in your offlce -
| | Icanonlybe:.none offlce at a time.

' "What: spec:.f:Lcally does Mr. Jim leore with the Busmess Licensing, CJ.tv of Las Veaas
. want?

I have been in constant contact with your office as well as the Peno office and also

warking on qualifying for: t:he California State License requ:.red for the Lake Tahoe,
Callfornla -accounts. :

L ' Pe:'hans I cah meet w1th M. lelore, when we do our June aud:.t in your fair City and
ffmd out what hJ.s thinking is.

I am sure we are canply:.nq with all of the State and County: laws, so it should be no
problem to ccxnply WIth any other 'special nroblems the Citv mlcht think we have.

) I w111 be at your service as alwavs and will continue to serve as qualifying aqent ard

securlty advisor and intend to do everything in my power to comply w:.tb all requ:.renente ‘
in that capacity.

' Let me know in advance, if you sense and special ‘problems with the. C1ty of las Vegas, and i

please advise me, so- that T mlqht be prepared to bring any other 1nfomatmn they might
request of me. S

l I Wlll be in Sacramento, Callfornla m'nentarllv and vou have the number, in case vou wish
T to call me. I will be mak:.ng appllcatlon for the Callfornla exams.

Smcerei/
& l Fﬂ .,) / (ué

' o . Dick’ Bau.blltz Securlty }Zonsultant

| _ : II1.9.1, .+
INVESTIGATIONS .  REPOSSESSIONS” . PROCESS SERVICE . GUARD & PATROL + COURIER SERVICE:



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

NEVADA SECURITY 0024
” AND PATROL SERVICES
SntSPRﬂuiNﬂELROAD.#Q
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102
387-1077

June 5, 192

City of Las Vegas

400 Z. 3tewart

Las Vegas, levada £9101

Licensing Investi;ation Jepartment
Attn: Mr. Jim Cifiore

Dear Mr., Difiore:

Inclosed are conies o7 telenhone bills alony with a letter from

Richard Baublitz concernin;: aiz counsel with our Las Vegas office.

In order to Zeep cosis down, . Zaublitz drove, instead of flyin;: tc
s Tegas his vizits to ffice. ‘e have only f ecalinis

Las 7egas on hi ts tn nur offi e ha only a few r %

o I Fas these irirps, Lecause er times he visited our of¥ice

for nis gzas on ih triy 1 other t he visited our o

he was also on nersenal business and ve 4id net pay his expen:.-.

Cn all major decizions regmariding our irm, we hiave consulted with oo,
3aublitz for his advise 2nd expertise in the security “ield.

e re;ret we do ot rave more tan:iule idoar 8For.

nznageaent ol our Mie -

you ve havs counselel w during

menths. o looh ¢ viled:

ousiness Jrow hia Lo the aert gir aonths.

I” more information is requirasdi, »lease contact ovy o fice for t..e
speeilic in” tien Leeded,

Sincerely,

Zart Eliaszoa
Prezident

ITI, J. 1,
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

CITY COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

ITEM

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

K. LIQUOR -- Request for Approval

of Nonoperational Status

1. KEITH LOPEMAN
dba
MALLORY'S
1511 North Nellis

General On-Sale License
Keith Lopeman, 100%
(Request for approval of nonopera-

tional status for three-month
period: 7/1/84 to 10/1/84.)

APPﬂOVED AGENDA ITEM

<

Council Action

Lurie -
APPROVED
Unanimous

0025

0;1; 0‘ LM V% June 20, 1984

Page 12

Department Action

Staff to proceed
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | -lue-fo1384 BH= "

TO: FROM:
The City Council DON SAYLOR, DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- JUNE 20, 1984 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
LIQUOR -- Request for Approval of Nonoperational S;atus

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Item, "K", 1.

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

1. Keith Lopeman dba Mallory's

A copy of letter requesting extension is attached.

[

Y

aFiTT, Director
part t of Business Activity

RECOMMENDATIONS

Agenda Item

IIT K 1
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ooz

260 Country Club Drive
Henderson, Nevada 89015
May 24, 1984

City of Las Vegas

Dept. of Business Activity
P. 0. Box 1900

Las Vegas, Nevada 89125

Attention: Marjorie Heather
Re: Liquor License No. 04-029-4-00271

The above mentioned Liquor License for Keith Lopeman
is in effect April 1, 1984, through September 30, 1984,
paid by Ch. No. 10848 on March 23, 1984.

As of March 31, 1984, the place of business, Mallory's
Supper Club,conducted its last day of business and
is still now closed.

This letter is to request non-operational approval for
this license from the City Council, and that this
request be on the agenda for the June 20 meeting.

I shall be glad to provide any further information on
request at telephone number 452-1511 or 565-8098.

Sincerely,

ook e

Keit Lopeman

III,.K.1.
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

iy o Lua Vegas

CITY COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

ITEM

III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)

L. LIQUOR & GAMING -- Change of

Ownership/Change of Business Name

1. From: B. J.'S PUB, INC.
dba
THE GETAWAY PUB

Stephen R. Backus,
Pres, Dir

Sharon K. Backus,
Secy/Treas, Dir

T0: *4TH B, LIMITED
dba
B & P'S GETAWAY
1111 South Decatur Blvd

General On-0ff Sale
Gaming: 15 slots

Bruce David Boles,
Pres, Dir

Penny Kay Boles,
Secy/Treas

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

Also subject to final State gaming
approval on 6/28/84

Council Action

Lurie -

APPROVED, subject
to the provisions
and final State
gaming approval.
Unanimous

0028

June 20, 1984

Page 13

Department Action’

Staff to proceed
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AGENDA  (ir; of Lus Vegus

l CITY COUNCIL
v COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

0029
June 20, 1984
Page 14

ITEM Council Action Department Action

1
s
'

P

1

018

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA
ASHLEY HALL, CITY MANAGER

Iv(a).

A. CONSIDERATION OF DIRECTOR OF ENGINEERING

SERVICES REPORT IN REGARD TO PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 953 MILLER STREET TO RECOVER
COST OF DANGEROUS BUILDING ABATEMENT BY
THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS AND SETTING OF A
DATE FOR A PUBLIC HEARING AS SET FORTH
IN SECTION 902 OF THE ABATEMENT OF
DANGEROUS BUILDINGS CODE.

B.  CONTRACT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES -

MANAGEMENT CONSULTANT SUPER-SPEED
TRAIN PROJECT.

C. F/Y 1983-84 BUDGET AUGMENTATION.

Lurie -
Motion to set date
for Public Hearing

on 7/5/84 at 2:00 PM

carried unanimously.

(Christensen: excused)

Lurie -~

‘Motion to reject

Contract and readven
tise for bids carrie
Unanimously.

(Christensen excused

Note:
Final Minutes.

Levy -

APPROVED as recom-
mended.

Unanimous
(Christensen excused

Note: Verbatim tran
Final Minutes.

7/5/84 Agenda

Staff to proceed

L}

i
)

Verbatim transcript made part of

Staff to proceed

t
cript made part of
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Date: June 6, 1984

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

0030

TO: FROM:  ASHLEY HALL
The City Council } CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: REQUEST TO-SET A PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE REPORT OF EXPENSES FOR
ABATEMENT OF FOUR DANGEROUS BUILDINGS AT 953 MILLER AVENUE

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The subject property, 953 Miller Avenue, consists of four vacant buildings.
The Department of Building and Safety declared the site as dangerous on
December 5, 1983.

Staff has been in contact with the owner's daughter and son-in-law,

Carol and John Minefee. Mr. Minefee indicated in a telephone conversation
that be would do the work himself; however, no action was taken. On

June 4 and 5, 1984 the Department of Engineering Services hired a
contractor to abate the dangerous buildings and clean the property. The
attached Report of Expenses has been filed with the City Clerk.

The owner, Ruth McMillan as well as John and Carol Minefee, were notified
by mail of this item on today's agenda, and were. furnished a copy of the
abatement procedures.

EISCAL IMPACT
$2,550.00 has been paid to Weaver Construction.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The City Manager recommends the City Council set a time, place and
date for a public hearing to consider the report and any protests
thereto. :

Age‘ndn Item

1v.(a) A.
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0031
CITY of LAS VEGAS

MAYOR BILL BRIARE

COUNCILMEN

RON LURIE

PAUL ). CHRISTENSEN
AL LEVY

BOB NOLEN

CITY ATTORNEY
GEORGE F. OGILVIE

CITY MANAGER
ASHLEY HALL

[RRER

il
— Hid! |
HY

June 6, 1984

Ruth McMillan
P. 0. Box 28182
Las Vegas, Nevada 89126

DANGEROUS BUILDINGS AT 953 MILLER AVENUE
Dear Mrs. McMillan:

On June 4, 1984 the City of Las Vegas caused the four dangerous build-
ings at 953 Miller Avenue to be abated and the property to be cleaned.
A Report of Expenses has been submitted by the Department of Engineering

Services.

At the City Council meeting on June 20, 1984, the City Council will set
a time, date and place for hearing the report and any protests or
objections thereto. Your presence is requested at the June 20th meeting
which will be held in the Council Chambers, City Hall Complex, 400 East
Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. This item will be heard between the
hours of 10:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon. Please arrive at 10:00 a.m. and
await your turn.

For your information, a copy 6f the procedure for abatement of danger-
ous buildings is attached, as well as a copy of the Report of Expenses.

Very truly yours,

Cod @ Hucly

City Clerk

CAH/1m

cc: Don Saylor
Clay Hymer
Nancy DelaBarre

Letter sent: Certified & Regular Mail

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



INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM June 6, 1984

|l11): Fﬁffzzgdkzzuzk’ Z;)AQZQw/ééi;xvgjg )

' Carol Ann Hawley ' Nancy DélaBarre

. City Clerk Management Analyst II

' For Director of Eng. Services
SUBJECT: COPIES TO:

Dangerous Building Abatement
Report of Expenses - 953 Miller Ave.

e T T

- e G

After giving due process, notice, and an opportunity for hearing
as specified in the "Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous
Buildings", 1976 Edition, the Department of Engineering Services
has caused four dangerous buildings at the above location to be
abated and the property cleaned.

Work was performed by Weaver Construction on June 4 and 5 at a
cost of $2,550.00 as follows:

Labor - 4-man crew plus supervisor $ 1,100
Material/Equipment 1,450

3/4" exterior grade plywood, bolts,
nails, front end loader, dump truck

$ 2,550
Property location: 953 Miller Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada
Asseﬁsor's Parcel No.: - 01B-024-004
Owner of Record: Ruth McMillan

P. 0. Box 28182
Las Vegas, NV 89126

You are hereby requested to present the above report to the City
Council to set a time, date and place for hearing the above report
and any protests or objections hereto.

ND/jb
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION Date: _June 15, 1984

0033

TO: FROM: s

‘The City Council * DON J. SAYLOR O
- DEPUTY CITY MANAGER );%L

Laans o

SUBJECT:
CONTRACT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES - MANAGEMENT CONSULTANT -
— __SUPFR-SPFED TRATN PROIEC

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

We mailed RFPs to more than 50 firms but only received one proposal. The
City contacted several of these firms to find out why they had not
responded. There were two major reasons, one being the fact that they
felt they might be prohibited from submitting proposals on other studies
if awarded this contract. The second reason was the fact that the amount
of funding available for the service was not mentioned in the RFP.

The task force recommends that the Council reject all proposals and
authorize staff to make available a new RFP which will include language
satisfying the two points mentioned above.

None.

3] MM

The City Manager recommends that all proposals be rejected and that new
RFPs be sent out.

Agenda ltem 6-20-84

Iv(a) B.




CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

EXCERPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JUNE 20, 1984 : 003 4
IV(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA
B. CONTRACT FOR PROFESSIONAL sx-:ercr.s 'MANAGEMENT CONSULTANT SUPER-SPEED

TRAIN PROJECT. PAGE 1
MAYQOR BRIARE: The next, Mr. Hall.
CITY MANAGER HALL: Item Number two, Mr. Saylor.

DEPUTY CITY MGR. SAYLOR: Even though we mailed out -- I think it was over
50 RFP's on our management consultant for the
super-speed train, the response was extremely
limited and due to that fact, we are seeking
permission to reject all responses and to put
the RFP out on the street again. We feel ‘that
we have received enough information from those
firms that did not reply as to why they didn't
and have incorporated those changes in the new
RFP which allows us to be optimistic in terms
of, if we put it out again, we will receive an
adequate number of responses. So we recommend
that we reject all responses and re-put it out,
readvertise it.

COUNCILMAN LURIE: SO MOVE.

MAYOR BRIARE: : Is there any comment by any of the general public?
Mr. Saylor, I think it should be noted as you did
in your backup material that there were some
specific reasons given as to why these firms did
not respond, but now with what you've just indicated
to us, you expect to have more responses. It also
should be noted that we're talking about a science
that it's never ever in the whole history of the
Country, let alone lLas ‘Vegas, that any contract of
this nature has been going out. So we just have to
"go one step at a time until we get them resolved.
Cast your votes. Post. Motion's APPROVED. (Motion
carried unanimously with Christensen excused)

END OF EXCERPT
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION [ —=22-0035

TO: FROM:
The City Council * ASHLEY HALL
CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT:
F/Y 1983-84 BUDGET AUGMENTATION
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

During each fiscal year there are a number of expenditure changes, both increases and

decreases, that have been approved but were not projected at the time the final

budget was filed. Instead of approving a budget amendment or augmentation as each

change occurs, these are combined and presented to the Council during the month of

gu??. During the current year, changes to the budget are necessitated by the
ollowing:

(1) Salary increases granted by the arbitrator which became effective in
January, 1984, ($1,010,000)

(2) Retirements by City employees in larger numbers than normal, resulting in
substantially higher payoffs than were originally projected. ($530,000)

(3) The approval of the Council of additional employees in the Municipal Court.
($122,116)

These expenditure increases have been funded by the following:

(1) Expenditure savings because of the Critical Hire policy, savings on annual
contracts, less than budgeted medical insurance costs, and other cost
cutting programs which have been implemented.

(2) The refund of moneys previously advanced to the CETA Program and a premium
rebate from the industrial insurance fund.

(3) Revenues that are higher than anticipated because of economic improvements

in the Las Vegas area. Examples of this are in the sales tax and building
permit areas.

The attached schedules reflect these adjustments and represent the recommended
augmented 1983-84 budget for your approval.

EISCAL IMPACT

The amount of the augmentation to the Fiscal Year 1983-84 budget is $1,270,143.
This amount has been offset in the FY 1983-84 budget as explained above.

BECOMMENDATIONS

;t is recommended that the Council approve the augmentation of the FY 1983-84 budget
in the amount of $1,270,143 as is reflected in the accompanying schedules.

Agenda item

Iv.(a) c.
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- CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984
RESOLUTION TO AUGMENT THE 1983-84 BUDGET

OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS - 0036

WHEREAS, the resources of the General Fund of the City of Las Vegas,
County of Clark, State of Nevada, were estimated to be $62,036,891 on
August 17, 1983; and

WHEREAS, those resources are now determined to be $63,484.782; and

WHEREAS, there are adjustments to expenditure appropriations in
General Fund functions; and |

WHEREAS, the City Council of said City desires by this Resolution to
Augment the Budget for the City of Las Vegas, Névada, for 1983-84, pursuant to
NRS 354.615 for the purpose of effecting an increase in appropriations,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of
Las Vegas, Nevada, at a regular meeting thereof held on the 20th day of June,
1984, that the 1983-84 Budget of the City of Las Vegas for the General Fund
functions itemized in Exhibit B, which is attached hereto and incorporated
herein, is increased to the amounts listed opposite each function, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said Augmentation shall become effective
upon delivery of a certified copy of this Resolution to the Nevada State
Department of Taxation. .

PASSED and ADOPTED this 20th day of June, 1984, by the following vote:

Ayes: Mayor Briare, Councilmen Lurie, Levy and Nolen

Nays: None

Absent: Councilman Christensen

ATTEST:

CAROL ANN %M Z

LEY, City ﬁerﬂ
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CITY OF LAS VEGAS

SUMMARY EXHIBIT A

0037

SUBTOTAL
FINES AND FORFEITS

SUBTOTAL REVENUES

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES

SUBTOTAL REVENUES AND TRANSFERS

OPENING FUND BALANCE

TOTAL

| - an S s lll‘.llllllv G an o Ilili’4llll S s am Am am

$ 255,000

$ 61,388,884

$ 61,688,884
$ 348,007

$ 62,036,891

$ 352,300

$ 62,625,266

$ 62,935,370
$ 549,412

$ 63,484,782

FISCAL YEAR 1983-84
BUDGET AUGMENTATION - REVENUES
GENERAL FUND
Amended
Final Augmented Increase
Revenue Sources Budget Budget {-)Decrease
CHARGES FOR SERVICES
Recreation Charges $ 75,000 $ 75,000 $ 0
Construction & Subdivision
.Inspections 100,000 210,000 110,000
Planning & Development Charges 75,000 66,300 (8,700)
Police Investigation Charges 5,000 1,000 (4,000)

$ 97,300

Forfeited Bail $ 275,000 §$ 250,000 $  (25,000)
Fines - Court 1,675,000 1,737,500 62,500
Fines - Admin. Assessment 259,500 120,000 (139,500)

SUBTOTAL $ 2,209,500 $ 2,107,500 $ 51022000)

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUES )

Interest $ 750,000 $ 1,100,000 $ 350,000
Property Sales 5,000 5,000 0
Miscellaneous Sales & Rentals 7,500 4,500 (3,000)
Miscellaneous Revenue 85,000 525,490 440,490

SUBTOTAL $ 847,500 $ 1,634,990 $ 787,490

$ 1,236,382

Transfers from Revenue Sharing $ 2,270 $ 12,374 $ 10,104
Transfers from Other Funds 297,730 297,730 ' 0
SUBTOTAL $ 300,000 $ 310,104 $ 10,104

$ 1,246,486
s 201,405

$ 1,447,891
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SUMMARY EXHIBIT A

CITY OF LAS VEGAS
FISCAL YEAR 1983-84
BUDGET AUGMENTATION - REVENUES
GENERAL FUND

Taxes

Fees

TOTAL

Licenses, Permits and Franchise

Intergovernmental Revenues
Charges for Services

Fines and Forfeitures
Interest

_ Other Revenues

Other Financing Sources

TOTAL NEW SOURCES

OPENING FUND BALANCE

$ 31,747,804

15,470,000 .

10,859,080
255,000
2,209,500
750,000
97,500

300,000

$ 61,688,884

348,007

$ 62,036,891

Amended
: Final Augmented Increase
Revenue Sources Budget Budget (-)Decrease

$ 32,453,604

15,667,500
10,409,372
352,300
2,107,500

- 1,100,000.

534,990

310,104

$ 62,935,370

549,412

$ 63,484,782

$ 705,800

197,500
(449,708)
97,300
(102,000)
350,000
437,490

' 10,104

$ 1,246,486
201,405

$ 1,447,891
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SUMMARY EXHIBIT A

ICENSES AND PERMITS

Business Licenses

‘SUBTOTAL
" FRANCHISE FEES

INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUES

Motor Vehicle Privilege.Tax

SUBTOTAL

Illll' am o= ll-l ‘I-Il - lll‘ll’llll - om em

$ 2,670,000

$ 8,035,000

$ 1,209,080

$ 10,859,080

$ 2,490,000

$ _8,147,500

$ 1,091,300

$ 10,409,372

I CITY OF LAS VEGAS 0039
FISCAL YEAR 1983-84
BUDGET AUGMENTATION - REVENUES
. GENERAL FUND
l Amended
Final Augmented Increase
' Revenue Sources Budget Budget (-)Decrease
TAXES
ll Ad Valorem Taxes $ 7,333,192 § 7,333,192 $ 0
‘ Basic County/City Relief 13,355,150 14,060,950 705,800
Supplemental County/City
Relief Tax 11,059,462 11,059,462 0
SUBTOTAL $ 31,747,804 $ 32,453,604 $ 705,800

$ (180,000)

Liquor Licenses 800,000 725,000 (75,000)
Local Gaming Licenses 2,590,000 2,575,000 (15,000)
Other Licenses, Permits & Fees 55,000 61,000 6,000
Building/Construction Permits 1,200,000 1,661,500 461,500
Hotel/Motel Room Tax 720,000 635,000 (85,000)

$ 112,500

Utility Business Licenses 6,960,000 6,960,000 0
Garbage Franchise Fees 375,000 395,000 20,000
Other Franchise Fees 100,000 165,000 65,000

SUBTOTAL $ 7,435,000 $ 7,520,000 $ 85,000

$ (117,780)

Cigarette Tax 4,850,000 4,326,900 (523,100)
State Liquor Tax 775,000 819,500 44,500
Share of County Gaming Tax 1,750,000 1,750,000 0
Real Property Transfer Tax 875,000 1,166,672 291,672
T}ansfer from other Local Governments:
Gasoline Tax 1,350,000 1,205,000 (145,000)
Sr. Citizen Service 50,000 50,000 ’ 0

$  (449,708)

o ——————



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984
CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA | 0040
NOTICE OF INTENTION TO ACT ON RESOLUTION
TO AUGMENT GENERAL FUND BUDGET

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of the City of
Las Vegas, State ‘of Nevada, will act on a resolution to augment the
General Fund Budget for the 1983-84 fiscal year in the amount of
$1,270,143 in order to effect an increase in appropriations, pursuant
to NRS 354.615, at a meeting to be held at the Council Chambers, City
Hall, City of Las Vegas, Nevada, on June 20, 1984, at the hour of
10:00 A.M., at which time all persons may attend and be heard. Prior
_to the meeting, written comments may be filed w%th,CarOI Ann Hawley,

City Clerk, and will be considered.

CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA

Iv(a)C
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EXCERPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JUNE 20, 1984 0041
Iv(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA
- C. F/Y 1983-84 BUDGET AUGMENTATION. L PAGE 1
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MAYOR BRIARE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:
'MAYOR BRIARE:
CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

MAYOR BRIARE:

Item C, Mr. Hall.

Item C is the F/Y '83-'84 Budget Augmentation.
This is an annual process of setting up a pre-
pared process for closing out the fiscal year's
budget for '83-'84. The attachments to that

are already previously approved items by the
Council having to do with those items on the
arbitrator's award, the retirement of other
employees and so forth. It's the recommendatiom
of the City Manager that the Council approve the
augmentation for F/Y¥ '83-'84 budget in the
amount of one million two hundred seventy thousand
one hundred forty-three dollars as reflected in
the accompanying documents.

I'LL MOVE TO FOLLOW THE RECOMMENDATIONS.
Comments. '
One comment, Mayor.

Yes.

The budget this year -- we'd indicated back in --

first part of February that we had some departments
that had financial problems. I'm pleased to inform
you and inform others that the budget for F/Y '83-'84

that we're closing out by those departments, particularly

that were in problems at that time, have been resolved
and we will close out this year in the black of about
$500,000.

Are you talking about Metro and the Justice Courts our
court systems were the two problems?

Yes, I'm talking about those departments. The Fire
Department, Municipal Court and others that came
before you at that time.

Well, I think that they should be complimented.
We've already patted them on the back.

Further comments? Cast your votes. Post. The

motion's APPROVED. (Motion carried unanimously with
Christensen excused)

END OF EXCERPT
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City of Las Vegas

CITY COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

IV(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA (Cont'd)

ASHLEY HALL, CITY MANAGER

A-95 CLEARINGHOUSE COUNCIL COOPERATIVE
AGREEMENT.

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON
RECONSIDERATION OF OPPORTUNITIES
INDUSTRIALIZATION CENTER GRANT.

(ADDENDUM ITEM)

REQUEST OF CLARK COUNTY FOR AN EASEMENT
ACROSS CITY PROPERTY IN CONNECTION WITH
THE LAS VEGAS WASH ADJACENT TO THE CITY'S
WASTEWATER PLANT.

(ADDENDUM ITEM)

Council Action

Christensen -
ADOPTED Resolution.
Unanimous

Christensen -
Motion APPROVED to
follow recommen-
dations of City
Manager and withdray
Grant and hold money
($250,000) for re-
allocation.

Motion carried with
Nolen and Levy
voting "No."

Christensen directed

0042

June 20, 1984

Page 14A

Department Action

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Roy Woofter, Atty.
represented 0IC.

City Manager to

make City's audit findings available to
appropriate County, |State, and Federal

authorities. (Note
cript made part of H

Levy -

APPROVED as recom-
mended, subject to
the following con-
ditions:

Verbatim Trans-
inal Minutes)

Staff to proceed

channel being compat
hydraulic elements o

ible with the
the effluent

1. The design of thekf1ood control

channel from City's
ment Plant.

2. The Clark County
easement to accommod
flow channel for the

Unanimous
(Briare excused)

Note: Verbatim tran
Final Minutes.

astewater Treat-

ive the City an
te the City's
effluent.

bcript made part of
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | —meiae |

TO: FROM: )
The City Council . RICBARD B. BLUE, JR.
EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT TO CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: A-95 CLEARINGHOUSE COUNCIL COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

At the May 2, 1984 City Council meeting, the City of Las Vegas decided to
reestablish its membership in the Clark County Clearinghouse Council.

In order to reestablish membership, the City must enter into an agreement
with the other entities involved: North Las Vegas, Clark County, Henderson
and Boulder City.

Additionally, it will be necessary to adopt a Resolution which details the
terms and conditions of the agreement.

The anticipated share for the City is approximately $10,000 for the fiscal
year 1984-8S.

EISCAL IMPACT

Community Development Block Grant funds will be utilized as the City's
share of the Council's costs.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The City Manager recommends that the agreement be approved and the Resclution
adopted and the Mayor authorized to sign both documents.

Agenda ltem

Iv.(a) D.



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984
RESOLUTION

0044

WHEREAS, the Clark County Clearinghouse Council was established
pursuant to a Cooperative Agreement for the purpose of administering the
efforts which are necessary for the review, comment and recommendation for
compliance with Presidential Executive Order 12372 and the Executive Order
of the Governor of the State of Nevada, dated June 9, 1983, relative to
applications for Notification and Review System, Direct Federal Development,
State Plans and Coordination of Planning in Multijurisdictional Areas; and

WHEREAS, the City of Las Vegas elected not to participate financially
in said Council and, therefore, the membership of said Council elected to
exclude representation of said City on said Council; and

WHEREAS, said City has now elected to participate financially in
said Council; and '

WHEREAS, said Council, at its meeting which was held on the 24th
day of May, 1984, approved a motion which permits said City to become a

" member of said Council; and

WHEREAS, it has been determined that, in order to admit said City
to membership on said Council, it will be necessary for the City Council
of said City and the governing body of each of the members of said Council
to adopt a resolution which approves a new cooperative agreement which
reestablishes said council in accordance with the terms and conditions thereof;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City
of Las Vegas, Nevada, at this regular meeting thereof which is held on
June 20, 1984, that the Cooperative Agreemént which provides for the
reestablishment of the Clark County Clearinghouse Council and admits said
City to membership on said Council be, and the same hereby is, approved,
that said City hereby agrees to be bound by all of the terms and conditions
of safd Cooperative Agreement and that the Mayor be, and he hereby is,
authorized, empowered and directed to execute said Cooperative Agreement
on behalf of said City.

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 20th day of June, 1984.

APPROVED:

By .
WILLIAM H. BRIARE, MAYOR
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COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
FOR THE FORMATION CF THE 0045
~CLARK COUNTY CLEARTNGROUSE COUNCIL
THIS COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT is made and entered into this _____day of

¢ 1984, Dy and between the COUNTY F CIARK, the CITY &F LAS

VEGAS, the CTTY F NORTH LAS VEGAS, the CITY CF HENDERSON and the CITY CF
mm.m«muchbuwwwmeemsw&ee
Nevada.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the governing body of each of the aforementioned political
subdivigions desires to authorize the formation of a Clark County
Clearinghouse Council, hereinafter referred to as the “Council®, con~
sisting of representatives of each such palitical subdivision, to provide
a Council, regional in mature, with the responsibility to administer the
effarts necessary for the review, comment, and recommendaticns required
for compliance with Presidential Executive Order 12372 and Governor's
Executive Order, State of Nevada, June 9, 1983, relative to applications
for Project Notification and Review System, Direct Federal Development,
State Plana, and Coordinaticn of Planning in Multijuriséicticnal Aress; and

| WHEREAS, the term “clearinghouse® shall be synonymous with the wards
"areawide clearinghouse®” both being defined as a Council respensible for
identifying the relationship of any programs and/or projects to statewide
or arvawide comprehensive plarning: and the relationship of any program or
-mmmmmdmmmuwecwm;m

m.ﬂaw'smmmw@n@-
tions from Federsl agencies and applications for Pederal assistance for
Federal or federally assisted programs and/or projects are adviscry enly
_andm&amnm/amjectm1mmpcsitive
action by the Federal agency, nor will negative recomendations constitute
negative action by the Fedaral agency.

NOW, mmm.mmmmeyaﬁdirmam

-1-
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mmﬁmw.mwmﬁmmuw’m
divisions who are parties hereto, and pursuant to the authority of Nevada
Revigsed Statues 277.080 to 277.180 inclusive, the Interlocal Cooperation
Act, providing that smy power, privilege or authority exercised or mpable
of exercise by a public agency of the State of Nevada may be exercised
Mywithmympﬂhm&msute.minmﬁmo!
the matual covenants and agreements herein contained, it is hereby cove-
nanted and agreed by and between the aforesaid political subdivisions, and
each of them, and each of their successors as follows:
ARTICIE I

A. The Council, having a fiscal year tegirning on the first day of
the mnth of July of each year and ending on the last day of the month of
mﬁmmwmﬁwy.ism:ebygeatd&dam
with guch powers, duties, finctions and respensibdlities as hereinafter
set forth. _ ' '

B. The menbership of the Council shall consist of cne elected
awa-mdmmwuaampauwmw
that are a party to this Agreement in accordance with the provisions of

C. ‘The Camcil shall creste and establish a Technical Committee.

.D. The menbership of the Technical Committee shall consist of cne
staff perscnnel appainted by each of the political subdivisions that are
a party hereto (hereinafter referred to as “party mexber”). In additiem,
there may be cne staff perscrnel appointed by the governing tody of any
mwmm'amm«ummmmmpmm
Technical Committee upon submittal of written request from such political
subdivision to the Council (hereinafter referred to as “nenparty
menber”). Each party menber of the Technical Camdttee shall te entitled
wnm,mawid&h_mkla!mmn.mm.
W.ampanywbersmumtheemitledtodﬂxer‘mcrheld
office. Noma:imdaubepidﬁrmymmbya

-2
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Party member or a renparty menber.

E. The Technical Committee shall conduct the review of all applica-
tions submitted to the Council and the Chairman of the Technical
Committee shall attend the Council Meetings and advise the Councll of the
action taken by the Technical Committee.

P. The Council shall administer through said Techmical Committee
the necessary efforts for the review, coment, and recommendations
required for cmpliance with Presidential Executive Order 12372 and
Governor's Executive Order, State of Nevada, June 9, 1983, relative to
Applications for Project Notificatien and Review System, Direct Federal
Development, State Plans, and Cocrdination of Planning in
Multd jurisdicticnal Areas, and the Courcil shall transmit to all appli-
cants submitting projects to the Council for review the findings and com-
ments of the Council.

ARTICLE IT

A. mmmmmm&mmw&a

each such political subdivision from among its menbers, .and shall serve

withont compensation. Each such menber shall have me wte.

B. mwmwmtdammda
Vice-Chairman, and ehall be elected by the majority vote of the Council
at its reqular reeting held in Jaruary of each year and shall serve for a
term of cne (1) year. The Council officers shall be rominated from the
floor by ths menbers of the Council and no second shall be necessary.

C. The Council Chairman shall preside at all meetings, provide for
amm,@w,mmwmamm.
a@mmwuﬁNms&wﬁnM}mm
correspondence representing the Council, maintain custody of all mimutes,
mduﬁmuﬂmds&abadm‘mmamappmedbya
majority vote of the Council, and perform such cther duties as may be
assigned by the Council.

D. The Council Vice-Chairman shall perform all of the duties of the

-3-
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Council Chairman in the latter's absence or disability, provided that
upcn the death, resigmnation, or inability of the Chairman to act, the
Council may declare the office of Chairman vacant and elect a successor

to £ill the unexpired term.

E. The Council shall hold regular meetings o the fourth Thursday
dmmﬂ\uaﬂmad‘phadesigmtdwgmjuuyw&dﬁn
Camcil except when said Thursday falls on a legal federal, stats cr

. local holiday, then the meeting shall be held the Wednesday immediately

preceding said holiday. All such meetings shall comply with the require-
ments of the Nevada State Open Meeting Law (Chap. 527, Nevada Statutes,
1977 as may be amended). .

F. The Council Chairman may call special meetings, and must call a .
special meeting, when such is requested by two ar more menbers of the
Council. All such meetings shall comply with the requiremsnts of the
Mevada State Open Meeting Law (Chap. 527, Nevada Statutes, 1977 as may be
amended) . '

G. mm‘mmmmimutdacmén
a Vice-Chairman and shall be elected subject to the provisions set forth
in Article ID, by the majority vote of the party menbers cnly of the
Tmmmwuiuregummednghemmhmmz;efea&ym
and shall serve for a term of cne (1) year.

H.. The Technical Comuittee Chairman shall preside at all meetings
of the Technical Committee, provide for a secretary for each meeting,
smmmmdmm.dgnmmmm
senting actions of the Technical Comittee, maintain custody of all
Technical Comnittee records at a location and in a mamner approved by a
majority vote of the party menbers cnly. '

I. The Technical Camittee Vice-Chairman shall perform all the
duties of the Technical Comnittee Chairman in the latter's absence ar
Mney.mamupmumdeaﬁh.migmum,mmntyoe
the Technical Committee Chairman to act, the Technical Committee may

-4
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declare the office of Chairman vacant and elect a successor to £ill the

unexpired term.
J. The Tecimical Comnittee shall hold regular meetings on the second

_ Tuesday of each nonth at a time and place designated by a majority vote of

the party menbars and ncnparty menbers of the Technical Cammittee except
vhen said Tuesdsy falls cn a legal fedemal, state or local holiday then the
meeting shall be held tha Wednesday immediately following said holiday. ALl
mmmmﬁamwammsmoﬁa
Meeting Law (Chap. 527, Nevada Statutes, 1977 as may be amended).

K. The Tecimical Committee Chairman zay call special meetings and
must call a special meeting when so requested by two cr nove party and/or
nonparty mesbers of the Technical Committee. All such meetings shall
mymmwdmummumww(m.
527, Nevada Statutes, 1977 as may be amended).

L. Each menber of the Council and each party or nonparty menber of
the Tectinical Conmittee shall serve at the pleasure of the governing body
of the political subdivigion making the sppointment. In the event of the
mmwﬁwdam&ﬂmwuﬂlaa
MGMW&MWMMe,mWW
which made the appointment shall appoint a successcr. ’

ARTICLE IIT

Bylaws may be prepared by the Couhcil and adopted by majority vote of
the Council, prescribing appropriate provisions for the transaction of
tusiness, the duties of the Camcil and the povers of the Chairmen and the
Vice Chainmn, and such other officers as may be elected, which Bylaws may
be amended from time to time Dy the majority vote of the Council.

asrIciE

A. The Council shall review an amrual fiscal budget prepared by the
Technical Connittee Chairman and submitted to the Council for inclusion
as a Musiness item cn the Council's agenda for its regular meeting held
in Decenber of each year, and upon approval of said budget by a majority

-5-
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vote of the Council shall, priar to the first day in February of each
year, submit the same for ratification to the governing body of each
Council menber. The budget shall include cnly the expenses. proposed to

. be incurred during the fiscal year begimning on the first day of the

month of July €irst following the foregaing month of December, by the - -
secretarial staffs of the Chaimmn of the Council and the Chairman of the
Technical Conmittee and the direct costs proposed to be incurred fer, but
mnnuw,mm.m.m,m.m
supplies in performing the functicns assigned to said officers by this
Agreement and by the bylaws. Upon ratification of the budget by the
governing todies of the political subdivisions made a party hereto, the:
budget shall beccme the approved budget of the Comcil and each of the
parties to this Agreement shall be cbligated to pay at the commencement
of the fiscal year its proporticnate share of the of the budget as deter-
mined under paragrpsh B of this Article IV.

B. The proporticnate share of the hudget due from each of the par-
wmmmmummmg;dmmmwﬂ:m
is the same as that party’s percentage of the total population in Clark
Mnmmhmowm&namdm%itedm.

Per the purpose of conputing the percentage of the budget due from Clark
Comty, its populaticn shall be deemed to be cnly the population autside of
tha incorporated Cities of Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, Henderscn, and
Boulder City, respectively. . | g

C. Other than the costs and expenses which are art of the Comcil's
udget under paragragh A of this Article IV, all costs and expenses
mwmdeMGmmcmmd
the Technical Committes shall be komme by the party making the appoint-
ment, and all costs and expenses incurred by any political subdivision in
appointing and maintaining its Council and/or Technical Camittee menbers
shall be horne by that political subdivision.
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ARTICLE V

The Cauncil my by majority vote authorize any political subdivision
not a party to this Agreement to become a party to this Agreement upon
the presentation of a Resolution duly passed and adopted by the governing
body of such political subdivision seeking menbership cn the Council,
provided, however, said Resoluticn shall have been submitted %o the
Technical Committee and the Technical Committee Chairman submits to the
Oamdlﬂmthekasoluﬂmaﬂmtelym&npeﬁﬁmhgpaﬁd-
cal subdivision's cbligation of carpliance with all the administrative
and hudgetary movision of this Agreement. Said membership of sich peti-
tioning political subdivision shall not beccme effective until the first
day of the Council's fiscal year immediately following the Council's
approval of the new menber.

’ ARTICIE VI

A.'mmammuwamganmm&mm
to year unless términated. . '

B. This Cooperative Agreement may be torminated, and the Couneil °
dishanded, pricr to the expiration of such term by the adoption of a
resolution to that effect by the governing bodies of three (3) of the
five (5) political subiivisicns represented on the Council and who have
executed this Cooperative Agreement, all such resolutions having been
adopted within three (3) calendar months of each cther; provided,
however, that such termination shall not be rade effective earlier than
the end of the fiscal year of the Council in which the last of the
required mutber of political subdivisions adopts sach resolution, and
provided, further, that such termination shall not be effective unless
and until adequate provisions shall have been made for the assumption by
the political subdivisions that are party to this Agreement of all
outstanding indebtedness and/or contractual oblications of the Council
theretofore incurred, vhich said provisions for assumption shall have
£irst been accepted in writing by the cbligees of such cbligations.

7=
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This Agreement may be executed in any mmber of counterparts and when so |

executed each such counterpart shall be deemed to be an criginal hereof.
IN WITHESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be

© executed by their duly authorized representatives the day and year first

'ahavavd.tua. -*
BOARD P COUNTY CCMMISSICHERS )
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Bys

ATTEST: Chairman

CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA

By:
ATTEST: Mayer
. w "
Ety Clark
Bys
ATTEST: Mayor
BY : Ei“éfll;-:i:'l
' CITY & BOULDER CITY, NEVADA e
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~ MAYOR BRIARE:
CITY MANAGER HALL:

MAYOR BRIARE:

ATTY. ROY WOOFTER:

G AN BN &N aa s III‘I’IIII s II-I . Ill'i' fl N O N BE oy &

The next item, Mr. Hall,

The next item, Your Honor, is discussion and possible
action on recons1derat1on of Opportunities Industrialization
Center Grant. As you're aware, the City of Las Vegas
conducted an internal audit on 0IC, and based on the
results of the 0IC Audit, I recommended previously in a
memo dated June 14, 1984, to the City Council -- I
recommended that as of a result of that audit, I hereby
recommend that the City withdraw its commitment to OIC
for the $250,000 in Community Development Block Grant
Funds previously allocated as a result of recent Council
action and that 0IC not be considered for future grants
until the organization can demonstrate marked improvement
of their ability to account for grant dollars.

Good morning, Mr. Woofter. It's our understanding, I think,
that you represent -- well, I'11 let you tell us who you
represent.

Good morning, Mayor, Council. Roy Woofter, Attorney at
Law, 333 N. Rancho Rd., Las Vegas, NV, I am here to
represent 0IC in respect to the consideration to be given by
the body here this morning. On that date that Mr. Hall
mentioned, June 14, we did have a meeting with City staff,
as well as Councilman Nolen also being there, in which we
went over the financial report that was submitted by Mr.
Leavitt and Mr. Hanson in respect to the concerns that they
had.in regards to 0IC. The summation, without going into the
report, seems to indicate that there were certain procedural
irregularities that the Director of Finance had great
concern or anybody in accounting would. However, there

did not seem to be any allegations as far as any criminal
fraud or any criminal activity. It was just a matter of
trying to set forth the procedure in respect to the
administrating of this grant, as well as ones before. I
feel that because of this, and going into it in great
detail, that there was explanations that was set forth by
Jim Chaney that the Director of Finance took into
consideration and was going to follow through. So there

is certain follow-up as far as the City is concerned,

and naturally, along with this, there is a certain
1nvest1gat1on being conducted by the Federal Government
which is going on at the present time to determine whether
or not there is any criminal activity or irregularity
other than poss1ble certain bad procedure that was done by
0IC. And also, I'd like to mention too, when I was on
board here as a City Commissioner, I had many meetings
with Jim Chaney and other members of this organization

and previous organizations Jim Chaney has been associated
with, along with Richard Blue, where it's always been Mr.
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| ATTY. ROY NOOF]ER: L “rChaney s desire, as wel] as the other members of 0IC, to

allow. the City to set up stringent procedural guidelines
that they would follow, and.I feel“that there is a grey -
area in respect to what has. occurred here, that Mr. Chaney -
- has always been able, willing to come forward to answer
- .any, and for some reason, all-of a sudden, wham, bang,
- here we. got this situation where poss1b1y, ‘this could
‘have- been resolved in the past. What I'm asking here _
‘this morning.is that since this is still up in the air as far-
as the final result of what these investigations on both
~ the City and the Federal Government will finalize is that
rather than turning this money loose to be reallocated,
is to consider freezing it for a period of 60 days to
- determine the outcome of this before go1ng forward with
the $250,000 allotment. Mr. Chaney -- we're not dealing
with 1ndiv1duals that are fly by night organizations.
‘The individuals that are involved with OIC have been in
this community, been active .in many affairs, many - '
communi ty affa1rs, many governmental affairs, and they're
‘here to stay, and I feel that the final outcome will be
that there will not be shown any cr1m1na1 act1v1ty or
allegations that will be confirmed. It will be a situation .
where I feel. that the City would.come back and determine
that stricter guidelines have to be administered as far
as procedure aspects for, 0IC to follow. So I would hope --
I think that the organ1zat1on has shown ‘overall that it is
~a good organization, has been good to the community, and
- I think they deserve that small consideration of just-
allowing that. to be frozen, this money, for a 60 day-
period and then determination to be made at this City
Counc11 after the final outcome of the 1nvest1gat1on° ,

B MAYOR BRIARE: Comments by the Council members? 4
COUNCILMAN'LURIE& - How do’ we know the dec1s1on 1s go1ng to be made w1th1n 60
: days?” . . .
ATTY..ROYEWOOFTER:Y .= That was the understand1ng from-Mr, Chaney meeting w1th

certain FBI agents that :he .has been discussing .this
situation with.. I feel that the C1ty would certainly be
in a position to give their final opinion within 60 days
from what our d1scuss1on was at our meeting day before
yesterday.

'COUNCILMANfLEVY: . ":,‘Mr. Blue, how's our clock t1ck1ng on th1s whole situation
' regarding the money from the Federal Government as well as
the 2507 What is exact]y our. t1me?

RICHARD BLUE: . - The City's application to HUD w111 be approved by July 1.
- © ~ .The application can be amended,. ‘and by that, I mean any
- of the 11ne 1tems that have already previously been

_.»- - : - - - wm -> - - - __
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RICHARD BLUE:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:

RICHARD BLUE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
RICHARD BLUE:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
RICHARD BLUE:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

RICHARD BLUE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

RICHARD BLUE:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

approved can be amended at any time.

I guess I'm more worried about the Million Six or
Million whatever they're going to get.

If you're talking about the Million Six or the EDA
commi tment --

Right, sir.

Withdrawal of the City's commitment would immediately
negate the EDA's commitment to the program.

Well, is that --
For them, or for anybody?

For anyone.

‘Are you sure? Is that just speculation on your part,

or are you positive? You have something from them that
says that they will withdraw those funds from Las Vegas
if we withdraw these funds from QIC?

‘Well, it's based upon the application, Councilman. There's

as application in the EDA that is from 0IC, which requires a
matching condition -- a local matching condition. The City's
$250,000 in Community Development Block Grant Funds

satisfies that matching condition. In the absence of that
matching condition, then that negates the EDA funding.

1 guess where I'm coming from, Richard, is I think the
program and the idea what they're considering, or projected
here, was very interesting. I thought -- I liked it.

I'm not sure -- at the moment I would say 0IC is not the
people to handle it.

Then if that's your position, then it would be my suggestion
that you consider recommending a hold on .the $250,000

without a reallocation commitment at this time, pending

the outcome -of the investigation. In other words, keep

the Two Hundred and Fifty in tact so that it can match --

so that it could serve as a match for EDA. Now, we're

not talking about using the same grantee. We're Jjust talking
about keeping it in place in order that it could be used

as a matching condition.

Your Honor?

Councilman Christensen.
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COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

I can appreciate all the things Roy said and the discussion
that's gone on here, but I think the overriding thing is
that this money was approved at an open hearing based on
the information we had, and I don't think we would have
probably approved that grant had we had the audit
information that we now have. I don't think it's a case
of whether or not anybody's crooked or anybody has done
something wrong. I think it's just simply a case of had
we known this information beforehand, I don't think we
would have approved this grant. I know I wouldn't have
voted for it. THEREFORE, I WOULD LIKE TO MOVE THAT WE

FOLLOW THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE CI1Y MANAGER AND WITHDRAW

" THE MONEY AND HOLD IT FOR REALLOCATION, and as I understand,

you can't reallocate it today anyway. That requires other
public hearings. So all we can do is withdraw the money,
withdraw the support and hold it. And I would also like

to direct our City Manager to make available our audit
information to the appropriate County, Federal and State
agencies who are investigating so that they can get this
thing cleared up. And I would hope that it is cleared up
in a timely manner and I hope that they are all found to be
in good graces with the Federal Government. Now, as far as
the matching grant from EDA, there's speculation -- it's

a known fact that onte you pull this program, you're not
going to get that grant because we don't have the matching
funds and that we don't have a program. However, if you
don't pull the grant, I don't think you're going to get the
EDA money anyway. I think you can kiss that goodbye. 1
think it's gone. Now, that's a supposition, but I don't
picture the Federal Government with this much smoke raised
over this item coming in here with an EDA Grant of that size
on this piece. So that's my motion to withdraw it.

I'd just like to make a comment on that. I concur except
for one thing. You didn't talk about the project itself.
Let's just say OIC is guilty of all these things that's
been mentioned. We all hold off and say that's the case.
What is wrong with the idea of having somebody else do it?
I mean, I can see a coalition of the University and maybe
some local people here within the community and some staff
from the City of Las Vegas going together and putting on
this program. I think the basis of having this program --
I know I voted for the program as much if not more than for
the OIC or whoever was conducting it. I thought it was a
program that would be good for the conmunity. Therefore,
I'd Tike to see us be able to continue the idea and theme,
maybe getting the money from the Federal Government with
maybe different people in charge, and that's where I'm
coming from.

Well, I think you've lost sight of the whole point of the
Block Grant Programs and it's not up to the City Council
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COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COUNCILMAN NOLEN:
MAYOR BRIARE:

- e Ry & = *Ilﬂll'f!lll e -l!!l‘ - !-1II’ - N ae an =S s W

to determine a program and submit it for a Block Grant
proposal. Those have to come from certain directions and
they come through public hearings and we have a Citizens
Advisory Board that recommends which ones to be funded and
which ones not, and that's why I made the statement that
had I had this information going in in the first place,

I doubt very seriously if I would have voted for this and
I doubt very seriously if the Citizens Review Committee
would have recommended it. To say that it's a good idea
and we should come up with something to replace it is fine
and dandy, but that doesn't fit the Block Grant Program.

I think we can make it fit.

Well, I don't think that's the idea of the Block Grant
Program for us to make things fit it.

Councilman Lurie, or Councilman Nolen?

The only comment I was going to make that, Number One,

I was unhappy to find out about all of these allegations
and read them in the newspaper, and in my opinion I don't .
think we have any choice but to withdraw the application,-
the grant application, from OIC, you know, based on

these allegations, I've had a lot of contact with Federal
dollars through Block Grant or through Revenue Sharing

but also as Chairman of the CETA Program or the JPTA, as
you call it, and I know what these investigations entail,
and I know that the damage that's been done to OIC, it's
going to take a long time before they can address all
those allegations and come out with a clean bill, and I
just think that we have no choice but to withdraw the
money and set a time for a public hearing, which I
understand we have to do in order to eftﬁer reallocate

it to other agencies or to decide from this Board whether
or not we want to do what Councilman Levy has recommended,
which is not a bad idea to go out and try to find another
organization to develop a program that would entail what
0IC was trying to do, and that's my opinion. It's
unfortunate that this happened and I think that our
information that we have that's been put together by our
staff == I think all that information has to be turned
over to the proper agencies that are doing the investigation,
and we've cooperated One Hundred Percent, and let whatever
the chips fall, they have to fall.

" Other comments by the Council?

Yes, Your Honor.

Councilman Nolen.
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COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

ATTY. ROY WOOFTER:
MAYOR BRIARE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

The big concern I have if we go along with the motion and
withdraw this thing is it totally eliminates 1.6 Million
Dollars of Federal money coming into this community.

That money is dearly needed in the area. It will help out
quite a bit in the area of creating jobs training and
training for individuals who would otherwise not have the
opportunity to get that training. I think that if we
actually withdraw the grant, that kills it. It's over,
That 1.6 Million will go into some other conmunity, and
jt's tough enough to go out there and fight and bring
dollars into this community as it is, let alone doing --
taking action like this that would eliminate that. 1
would prefer to see the freeze on the allocation pending
the outcome of the Federal investigation. None of us at
this time can foresee the future and see what that
investigation is going to entail and what the results of
it is go1ng to be. These charges may be totally unfounded.
We don't know, and to take this action today on speculation
and on speculation that even if we leave the money there, we're
not going to get the EDA money to me, seems unreasonable.
Therefore, I would ask you to oppose that motion.

Mayor, may I add one more comment?

Sure. Just before you do, Mr. Woofter, if there's any
comments by the Council at this moment because I expect
that Mr. Woofter would like to ==

I'd just 1ike to make comment. I think that if we pass
Councilman Christensen's motion, that's the end of the
deal. 1Is that right? If we can hold -- put a hold on

the situation and maybe explore the idea that I'm
suggesting, wouldn't that be a 1ittle wiser? I mean, even
if we held it for two weeks or a month?

Well, I don't think you have ==
Forget OIC.

I don't think you have the forum to find another agency as
long as this one's funded because if you put a hold on

this money or don't withdraw it, then it's not available,

and until it's available, you can't push it another

direction. I would just like to clarify one thing. I

keep hearing these allegations and so forth and I think you're
talking about two things. There have been allegations

made against OIC and some of the members and some of the
Federal people and so forth that are just that -- allegations,
and I have no fight with that. What I'm basing my motion on
is the facts that were uncovered in an audit that would

have been strong enough to keep me from voting for it in

the first place, but since I made that mistake because I
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COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: -

'COUNCILMAN LEVY:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

" CITY MANAGER HALL: -

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

d1dn't have that 1nformat1on, that's why I'm trying to
correct it. I'm not casting reflections on anybody's

" personal ‘integrity or anyth1ng else as far as the

allegations are concerned.. It's just simply a case of had

‘we_had this ‘information, we would have never approved :
.+ this grant, and so I think the grant should be disapproved,
~and that's why I want to go. back .and do. JUSt exact1y that.

I want to d1sapprove 0IC and not d1sapprove the program,
and that's where - I'm com1ng from.:

I don't th1nk you can do that in this forum.- That's not

--the wa

He11, they just.to1dlme how to do it. -
You have to have another hearing, Al.
Well, if we have to have another hearing -- no one has

just == but I think it will give us an opportun1ty to
put this coal1t1on together.

‘But you can t have a pub11c hearing to spend the money
. unless you've got the money and if you freeze it, you

haven't got it. It's still frozen.

One comment of c1ar1f1cat1on, Mayor and Council. We did
touch base with EDA and asked them the question -- if

”-'the ‘money could not go to OIC, what then could we do to
‘retain the money in the- commun1ty They could: not answer

us yesterday. They said they'd try and get back to us

as quickly as they could to'let us know what we could do

possibly to retain that. Until such time as we can hear
from them, I don't be11eve staff can inform the Council as

 what best you can do. "My recommendat1on is basically a

recommendation on OIC, not on the program.

-But 1f we knock out 0IC to follow the mot1on, then the
© - program is through and. I don't feel I'd 1ike to lose
. that program.. I Tike the idea and concept behind-the

hprogram. '

If we could buy some t1me by not withdrawing the funds
to wait and see what EDA says. You know, if we withdraw -

it now, it's over. Forget it. If we freeze it, then we
“can get some feedback from EDA and find out just exactly
.‘what we'can do and what we can't do.

1f you had had the tnformat1on available in this audit
report, would you have supported the program in the

_f1rst place?
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COUNCILMAN LEVY: The program or the --

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: The request for the grant. However it came to us, would
: you have supported it in the first place?

COUNCILMAN LEVY: I would not have supported certainly 0IC, but I --
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: There's your question.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: No, sir. It is not the question. The question is would
I support this type of project and I would say yes.

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: But you see -=-
COUNCILMAN LEVY: But not OIC.

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: -- you cannot support a project without a founder and a
sponsor. It does not come before you on Block Grant
proposals. So had you had this information and not supported
0IC, you would have not supported the project; you wouldn't
even have had the project in front of you. That's what
I'm getting at. '

COUNCILMAN LEVY: But now that we've had the project in front of us, there's
. no reason why we can't find the right source.

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: Well, other than legal --

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: In addition to that, we have a commitment from EDA and
' one other agency for a total of 1.6 Million Dollars into

this community, and I'm just -- am willing to fight to

keep that and I don't want to see it go down the drain.

MAYOR BRIARE: I'd be a little surprised and perhaps Mr. Hall and Mr.
Blue can respond to this. In generally discussing Federal
grants, this could be different, but I'd be very surprised
if we could not submit a proposal or if some representative
body were to come forward that a proposal could be
submitted of some sort and be eligible for EDA monies,
Federal monies, or must it come at the time that we're
working on Community Development Block Grants? That's
1ike saying if we don't do it in April or May of the year
or June of the year, that means we can't do it again
until next year. I disagree with that. I don't think
that's the case. You could make an application tomorrow.
You can make an application next week, could you not?

RICHARD BLUE: : You're correct.
MAYOR BRIARE: ' Yes. So it's not 1ike the curtain's dropped.
COUNCILMAN LEVY: That's what I'm trying to.

->->é-:--‘i@a-<-q-'~fw:.—<.mc'—,
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MAYOR BRIARE:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

RICHARD BLUE:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:
RICHARD BLUE:

'MAYOR BRIARE:

RICHARD BLUE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:

RICHARD BLUE:

Well, you see what I'm trying to say, Al1?
That's the indication I --

I'm trying to say that if this money is set aside, and
I'm at this moment -- maybe Mr. Woofter will convince me
otherwise -- at this moment I'm in favor of Councilman
Christensen's motion because I think it's the idea to
rescind this but final action on the reallocation or
what's going to happen to that money will be determined
in some kind of proper way at a later date.

In reference to later dates, keeping in mind that the
EDA -- we're talking about the EDA side -- the EDA
application.

R1’ght° The Fed.
Yes.

The Fed was submitted long before the application came
before us for Community Development Block Grant. Okay,
the application is well within the EDA process or in the
EDA pipeline. Therefore, it has been sitting there
tentatively being approved. Okay, EDA as an agency is in the
same position that this Council is in in that there are
other applicants within the -- that Region 9, 10, that
EDA is a part of that we deal with,that could equally
and probably as well use the 1.3 M1111on Dollars. So --

Well, are we looking at a State allocation or are we
looking at a Region 9 allocation?

No, you're looking at a Region -- combination of Region 9
and 10. EDA does not have the luxury of having

a2 Region 9. It works out of a Seattle office. So it's

a very -- it's a larger than your normal western region.
It stems from Guam all the way to the mid West.

Mr. Blue.
Can I ask a question, Mayor? Go ahead, Al,

I'd just 1ike to ask one. R1chard, if we substituted some
other name for QIC in this grant, is that possible? If
we determine we have a good coalition --

If we determine that we have a -- that there is a coalition
that we would like to substitute, okay, we would have to --
we could do it on our part. It would have to be approved :
by EDA. EDA takes -- will consider th1s a change of grantee
and they would have to approve --
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COUNCILMAN LURIE: Well, then the motion would be to withdraw the funds from
! 0IC and amend the application --
. RICHARD BLUE: We can only amend -- we can amend ours -- our Two Hundred
and Fifty, of course.
j COUNCILMAN LURIE: Well, how about the 1.6?
RICHARD BLUE: Okay, that would to -- that's negotiable. EDA would have

to again come back in and review that grantee in terms

of its eligibility. Without being presumptious, I would
think that the only grantee that would be acceptable to
EDA under the current conditions would be a public entity.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: Which I wouldn't mind putting together a coalition that
would be active to the City of Las Vegas. I have no
problem with that.

MAYOR BRIARE: Other comments? Mr. Woofter, do you want to make a comment?

ATTY. ROY WOOFTER: Yes, a final one, Mayor. Like Councilman Lurie mentioned,
unfortunately a lot of this case -- this smoke is being
created and the case has been actually tried or this
application in the news media. However, I have to join
Councilman Nolen in respect to hoping that one of you
would change your mind as far as the freeze. In a sense,
you have more or less found Mr. Chaney and OIC guilty of certain
allegations without the full investigation of even the
City staff in. Now, there's certain -- the recommendations
Ashley has made is based on the report that was submitted
to us two days ago, but at the conclusion of that meeting
that I was present, there was an understanding that Mr..
Chaney would supply a CPA to go through the books and get
with City staff to finalize the concerns of the City. 1In
other words, the City's putting themselves ahead of the
Feds in determining the guilt and innocence of 0IC. The
Feds have not withdrawn the funds, 1ike Mr. Blue says.
It's still on the board. And until the Feds conclude
their investigation,that's when a determination will be
made by the Feds, and I just don't see the big rush, the
need to take action today, rather than hold for 60 days,
because I think all of us have lived in this community.
Mr. Chaney's been under fire times before -- certain
allegations and so forth, and it always has seemed to
clear up, and I would certainly hope that he deserves at
least that -- and his organization -- that much
consideration as far as holding it for a period of 60 days
until the investigation is concluded.

MAYOR BRIARE: ' Roy, I want you to know that what you say about finding
anybody guilty of anything or quote as you indicated
“fly by night" people -- I'm speaking personally -- am
not to be included in there, because I'm not.
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COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:
MAYOR BRIARE:

ATTY. ROY WOOFTER:
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

- COUNCILMAN LEVY:

OPPORTUNITIES INDUSTRIALIZATION CENTER GRANT ‘ _Page 11

And I likewise. I don't know why it's so difficult.

Actua11y, it's quite simple for me because I voted against
it in the first place but for different reasons. So I have
many different reasons to vote the way I'm going to vote
this morning unless something comes up to change my mind,
So don't include me in there, Roy.

Okay, Mayor.

I don't understand why that's so difficult to understand
because it's not a case of whether anybody's innocent or
guilty of anything. It's a case of the facts that I have
before me now, and I'm talking about facts would

}nd1cate to me that I wouldn't support it, and, therefore,

You wouldn't support OIC or the project?

I think the 0IC and the project were what were up before
us, and you have to take the two together when that's the
way the application came in on the Community Development
Block Grant, and I would not have supported it had I had
the audit information that I have now. That's correct.
And that's not trying or convicting anybody. There were a
lot of projects that were recommended that didn't get
funded, and we had to make a policy determination of which
ones we wanted to fund and which ones we didn't, and I
would not have funded this had I had the information at
that time that I have now. That's why I want to rescind
that funding because I have that information now.

I appreciate it, and I wouldn't have funded it either
with the information we have. I wouldn't fund 0IC, but

I 1iked the project and I'd 1ike us to make an effort to
see if we can continue to get this project on. If that
type of motion was on the floor, I'd certainly support it
and direct staff to see if we can =- in the next couple
weeks see if we can get something going and a coalition
and find out from the Feds if we can put it together and
continue along with this project. And I don't --

Well, that's not part of the motion. The motion is to
withdraw the funds and that automatically makes them
available for reallocation. Now, if you can find another
way to reallocate them, so be it, if you can get the votes
up to do it and get it past the Citizens Review Committee
and everybody, fine. I have no problem with that. My
motion is to withdraw the funds at this time because they
wouldn't have been funded before,

But if you withdraw the funds, no one else has a chance to
put this together.
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COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: Well, that's the problem you have.

MAYOR BRIARE: Is there any question in the minds of any of the members
: of the Council as to what the motion is before us? Are
you read to vote? . (No response.) Cast your votes. Post.
The motion's approved. Councilman Christensen's motion
passes.

(VOTE: Voting "YES": Councilman Lurie, Mayor Briare and

Councilman Chr1stensen. Voting "NO": Councilman Nolen and
Counc11man Levy.)

(END OF DISCUSSION ON THIS ITEM.)
/ch
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Date; _ June 18, 1984

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

-TO

- FROM: -
- . © DON J. SAYLOR
The City Council DEPUTY CITY MANAGER C};\K

SUBJECT: REQUEST OF CLARK COUNTY FOR AN EASEMENT ACROSS CITY PROPERTY IN CONNECTION

WITH THE LAS VEGAS WASH ADJACENT TO THE CITY'S WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Clark County proposes to realign the Las Vegas Wash Channel in the vicinity
of the Wastewater Treatment Plant. They are asking for a 100' wide ease-
ment for a distance of approximately 700'. The purpose for the easement

is to allow the County to excavate a drainage channel. The channel will
benefit the City of Las Vegas in two ways: 1) It will provide better

flood control protection to our plant. 2) It will save the City approxi-
mately $100,000 during the construction of the addition to the plant in
that the effluent channel running to the flood control channel will be
shortened substantially.

EISCAL IMPACT

Estimated value of the easement is approximately $18,000. Estimated savings
to the City is approximately $100,000.

BECOMMENDATIONS

The City Manager recommends that the easement be dedicated to the County
for flood control purposes subject to the design of the flood control
channel being compatible with the hydraulic elements of the effluent channel
from our Wastewater Treatment Plant and authorize the Mayor to exercise

the necessary documents.

Agenda lfemg.. 20-84

Iv(a) F.
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PAGE 1

MAYOR BRIARE:
CITY MANAGER HALL:

DEPUTY CITY MGR. SAYLOR:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE:

—--n‘-—-‘———;.— 1-—-—- - -y

Next Item, Mr. Hall. I have to return.

Next Item, Your Honor, request of Clark County

* for easement across City property in connection

with the Las Vegas Wash adjacent to the City's
Wastewater Treatment Plant. Mr. Saylor.

This is our sewer plant property. This is the
Las Vegas Wash. This area in red is already
contained in an easement and this is where the
water does flow. The County is in the process --
well, they received a loan of some equipment and

they want to dig a ditch to channel the water and

they want to bring it down this alignment and
they're asking for an easement from the City from
this point to this point which is 700 feet. It's
100 feet wide. There's two benefits to the City
in doing this. Number one, it will channel the
flood waters so that it'11 provide better flood
protection for our sewer plant. Number two, our

effluent Tine runs to the Wash and we now, without

the channelization, would have to carry it to a
low point here. With the channelization, this
would become the Tow point. It decreases the
distance we would have to carry that channel and
it would save approximately $100,000. I received
information this morning that the City, however,
also needs an easement from the County in that we
have to carry the effluent from our plant in here
to this point and we don't have an easement along
D.I. Road which we originally dedicated to the
County. So in recommending approval of granting
this easement, we would like to condition it upon

the condition you have in the backup which is that
this point would be low enough so this hydraulically --
the effluent can flow to it and number two, that the
County give us an easement to accommodate our flow

channel for the effluent.

I'LL MOVE THAT WE FOLLOW THAT RECOMMENDATION.
Subject to the last condition also?
Certainly.

Cast your votes on the motion.
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MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

I would just Tike to comment that I'm glad

we found out something we could trade because

I'm still smarting from the fact that the County
Commission played games with us on zoning when

we tried to expand that sewage plant and held us
for ransom at that time. It doesn't seem to make
a lot of difference sometimes what's good for who
it's a case of what can I get in return, what
ransom can I demand.

~ Cast your votes on the motion and post. The

motion's APPROVED. (Motion carried unanimously
with Briare excused)

Your Honor, that's all of my agenda.

END OF EXCERPT
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CITY COUNCIL

City of Las Vegas

COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601
ITEM

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 Council and may be
enacted by one motion. However, any items may
be discussed if a Council 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 $4,603,207.66

2. Payroll Warrants
In the amount of $1,409,772.85

3. Other Warrants and Investments
In the amount of $15,387.15

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

/32>¢2»c

Council Action

Nolen -
APPROVED Items 1
thru 3.
Unanimous
(Briare excused)

0068

June 20, 1984

Page 15

Department Action

Staff to proceed
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. CITY OF LAS VEGAS
- Warrant Rle_:§|ster Summaries R Ecap

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 198
SERVICE & MATERIAL WARRANTS AND OTHER WARRANTS 0069
No. 5202034 Thy, amr S {2,500.00) DEsCRIPTION: VOID
_B203516 . (170,00) VOID
_r207303 (12.80) VoI
F207507 , (83l.88) voIC
__F207543 (36.00) VOID
F207606 F207€19 . 888,223.47 Service & l'aterials
-—t207620 5208086 2,718,534.87 Service & ''aterials
—~E320000 1.000,000,00 ~ Sexvice & Materials
£411882 1,505.78 Bank Transfer
r514865 993,70 Bank Transfer
F7103192 12,887.67 Bank Transfer

Total Service & Material § 4,603,207,66_

Total Qther $ _15,387,15

PAYROLL WARRANTS
~o. 143577 145005 amrS_701,547,04 DESCRPTION. PPZE '‘av 10, 1984
~Jlgsoge . __14637 708,225,83 . PP/Z Jume 2, 1924

Total Payroll $__1,409,772,85

TOTAL NET AMOUNT $_£,223,327,56

| hereby certify tha(l have audited the above warrants:

ent as being in compliance with all appli best of my knowi and belief.
. APPROVED:
——
On sune 28 19 245 The Boarc of City Commissioners ordered the above warrants

ca f anc tne Citv -Treasée! 15 nere:\\oraerec :o'cusperse the warrants as presented.

! /
L e /z W J@c_ﬁ‘k.&*"
- MAY O CLERK
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ity of Las Vegas

CITY COUNCIL

COUNCIL. CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

IV. (c) DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL. &

EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
JAN TAIT, DIRECTOR

A. AUTHORIZATION TO FILL
POSITIONS (CRITICAL HIRES)

PHONE 386-601

I. BUDGETED VACANT POSITIONS TO BE FILLED:

MONTHLY
POSITION(S)  DEPARTMENT  _RANGE  FUNDING
Internal Financial $1,833-  General
Auditor Management 2,292
Adaptive Recreation $1,411- General
Recreation & Leisure 1,715
Leader Activities
Management Municipal $1,542- General
Analyst 1 Court 1,875
Engineering Engineering $1,519- General
Designer Services 1,847
Financial/ Financial $1,833- General
Budget Management 2,292
Analyst II

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

/»P Cort.

Council Action

Nolen -
APPROVED
Unanimous
(Briare excused)

0070

June 20, 1984

Page 16

Department Action

Staff to proceed
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Date: June 12, 1984

0071

TO: oMm:
The City Council MICHAEL P. COOL >
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT:
DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL & EMPLOYEE RELATIONS - AUTHORIZATION TO FILL POSITIONS
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Of the 1,572 positions in the City's 1983-84 Fiscal Budget, 14.3% (226 positions)
are currently vacant.

The staff is recommending the filling of five (5) critical positions at this time.

The chart below gives you a summary of our current staffing, as well as showing

the five (5) requests to fill positions.

I CURRENT STAFFING REGQUESTS 10 BE FILLED |
“FILL

AUTHORIZED | MUMBER OF EXISTING FILL NEW TOTAL

POSITIONS EMPLOYEES VACANCIES VACANCIES { POSITIONS | REQUESTED
Appaintive 152 140 12 3 0 3
Classified 1146 1087 59 2 0 2
Contract 18 15 3 0 0 0
Elective 9 9 0 0 0 0
Hourly 247 95 152 0 0 -0

Total 1872 1346 . 226 5 0 5

FISCAL IMPACT

-,

STAFFING SUMMARY

The five vacant and budgeted positions shown above are included in the City's current
budget and in the approved fiscal year '84-85 budget.
budgeted expenses assocfated with these positions.

There are no additional non-

The total dollar savings realized through vacancies thus far in fiscal year 1983-'84

is $1,021,568.

If the positions that are currently vacant were to remain vacant for

the remainder of fiscal year 1983-'84, the estimated total savings for the year would
be $1,104,828. . .

RECCMMENDATION
Staff recommends the filling of the five (5) positions indicated above.

RECOMMENDED

irector
onnel & Employee Relations

Agenda Item

V. (c)



AGEN

ll'l' e N = .

53

COUNCIL CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

ITEM

IV (g)  DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

DAN R. PILKINGTON, DIRECTOR
*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l items listed under Item *A are considered
to be routine by the City Council and may be
enacted by one motion. However, an; item may
be discussed if a Council member or citizen
S0 requests.

PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DIVISION
*A. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL

1. S.C.0.P.E. Services
Department of Detention & Correctional
Services

2. Expendable Chemicals for Water Treatment
Department of Public Services

3. Reimbursement for Improvements

Department of Recreation & Leisure
Activities

*B. AWARD OF BIDS

1. Metro Police Firing Range
Department of Engineering Services

e

Council Action

lLurie -

APPROVED Items A & B
Unanimous

Dﬁ CITY COyrg MmpNUTES - fUN O,V‘
| W égﬁ"« JUNE 20, 1984

"CITY COUNCIL

Page 17

0072

Department Action

Staff to proceed
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JUNE 8, 1984

TO:The Gity Council FHON_“ MICHAEL P. COOL 0073
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUBJECT: AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JUNE 20, 1984
) . IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*A  PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL
1. ITem: DATA INFORMATION SERVICE PURCHASE REQUEST: 2400-177
DESCRIPTION:  EQUIPMENT AND SERVICE FUNDING: GENERAL FUND
DEPARTMENT: DETENTION AND CORRECTION ESTIMATE: $  936.00/MONTH

SERVICES $11,232.00/YEAR

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO CONTINUE THE ACCESS TO THE COMPUTER BASED CRIMINAL
JUSTICE SYSTEM (S.C.0.P.E.) THROUGH THE CLARK COUNTY COMPUTER FACILITY FOR THE
PURPOSE OF RESEARCHING PRISONER IDENTIFICATION AND HISTORY,

STAFF _RECOMMENDATION
FOR _PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL

ESTIMATEQ
CLARK COUNTY DATA PROCESSING LAS VEGAS NV $11,232.00/YEAR

AUTHORIZE THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES TO EXTEND THE AGREEMENT ON A YEAR TO
YEAR BASIS S0 LONG AS THE AGREED TO PRICE EXTENSIONS ARE ACCEPTABLE TO THE DEPART-
MENT OF DETENTION AND CORRECTIDNAL SERVICES.

Fl IMP,

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 84-85. FUNDS ARE AVAILASLE IN THE GENERAL FUND.

R MM ATIONS

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

IT IS THE RECO TION OF CE OF THE C AT THIS ITEM BE

AWARDED. 2 é ;
Dan R. P11k1ngton, Direct Agenda ltem

Department of General Services
SECTION A PAGE 1
v (g)
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To;The City Council FROM: MICHAEL P. COOL D O 7 4
’ DEPUTY CITY MANAGER'
SUBJECT: . AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JUNE 20, 1984
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*A. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL
2. ITEM: EXPENDABLE SUPPLIES PURCHASE REQUEST: 7110-1594
DESCRIPTION: DRY IONIC POLYMER FUNDING: SANITAION
DEPARTMENT : PUBLIC SERVICES . ESTIMATE: $12,900.00

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THIS RATIFICATION OF THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY BECAUSE ADDITIONAL SUPPLIES WERE
NECESSARY TO CONTINUE MAINTAINING WATER QUALITY STANDARDS AS IMPOSED BY THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT AND THE STATE OF NEVADA FOR REMOVAL OF SUSPENDED SOLIDS FROM WASTEWATER.

STAFF _RECOMMENDATION
FOR _PURCHASE ORDER

AQUA BEN CORPORATION | ORANGE CA $12,900.00

EISCAL IMPACT

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 84-85. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE SANITATION FUND.

R MM Tl

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

IT IS THE RECOMMENDATIO ICE
AWARDED. %
(£ 2% .

Dan R. Piikington, Direct

THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE

Agenda Item

Department of General Services
SECTION A PAGE 2

IV (g)
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TO: FROM: ¥
The City Council ) MICHAEL P. COOL
: DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 0 0 '7 5
SUBJECT: AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JUNE 20, 1984
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*A. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL
3. ITEM: SERVICES PURCHASE REQUEST: 2662-188
DESCRIPTION:  PAYMENT FOR CAPITAL FUNDING: GOLF COURSE
= [IMPROVEMENT - ENTERPRISE
DEPARTMENT: RECREATION AND LIESURE ESTIMATE: $48,583.93
— ACTIVITIES -

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS AND COLBERT/FOGLER ENTERPRISES CONTAINS
A PROVISION WHERE BY THE CITY REIMBURSES THAT FIRM FOR ALLOWABLE CAPITAL IMPROVE-
MENTS MADE AT THE CITY'S DIRECTION.

STAFF_RECOMMENDATION
FOR PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL

COLBERT/FOGLER ENTERPRISES LAS VEGAS NV $48,583.93

EISCAL IMPACT

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 83-84. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GOLF COURSE
ENTERPRISE 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 RECOMMEND E THE Y MANA HAT THIS ITEM BE
AWARDED. .
A '
Direct

Dan R. Pilkington, Agenda Item
Department of General Services

SECTION A PAGE 3
IV (g)
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TO:Th G Council FROM: .
e City Counci MICHAEL P. COOL : Yo T2
. DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 0076
SUBJECT: AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JUNE 20, 1984
IV (g) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*8. ANARD OF BIDS
1. BID TITLE: METRO POLICE FIRING RANGE AND  BID NUMBER: 84.3550.11
—_— TRAINING COMPLEX, ACCESS ROAD —
AND SITE ROUGH GRADING
ITEM: CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT ESTIMATE : $535,000.00
DEPARTMENT: ENGINEERING SERVICES INVITATIONS MAILED: 52
FUNDING : SANITATION FUND RESPONSES RECEIVED: 4
NEED FOR PURCHASE
THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO RELOCATE THE METROPOLITAN POLICE PISTOL RANGE,
. UNDER AN AGREEMENT WHICH WILL RETURN THE EXISTING LAND TO THE CONTROL OF THE
CITY FOR EXPANSION OF THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT.
' BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY
' ADDITIVE ITEMS
BID GROUP I D SR § § 111 TOTAL
CHICO CONST.  LAS VEGAS $206,338.52 $5,370.00 $1,200.00 $6,570.00 $219,478.52
EARL WILLIAMS N.LAS VEGAS $232,190.50 $7,110.00 § 900,00 $7,110.00 $247,310.50
K.J. STOVER  LAS VEGAS $294.339.60 $9,000.00 $6,750.00 $18,000.00 $328,089.60
DIAMOND CONST. LAS VEGAS $389,463.18 $5,940.00 $4,080,00 $15,000.00 $414,483.18
STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD
THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED T0:
THAT THE BID OF CHICO CONSTRUCITON BE REJECTED FOR FAILURE TO BE PROPERLY LICENSED
BY THE STATE CONTRACTORS BOARD UNDER N.R.S. 624 (AB134) AT TIME OF BID OPENING.
EARL WILLIAMS N.LAS VEGAS NV $247,310.50 BID GROUP I AND ADDITIVE
ITEMS I, 1I, AND III.
FISCAL IMPACT
FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 84-85. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE SANITATION FUNO.
R M ATl

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.

Dan é. ;;;éingtonfsﬁ1rector

Department of General Services

Agenda Item

SECTION B PAGE 1
11V (q)
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ENDA

Council Action

CITY COUNCIL
COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-601
ITEM
IV (i). DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING SERVICES

C. E. GILPIN, DIRECTOR
*CONSENT AGENDA

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

*A. APPROVAL OF SUBDIVISION MAPS

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

1. Lewis Homes - Sahara #12-B. (Lewis
Homes of Nevada - property generally
located west of Torrey Pines Drive, south
of 0'Bannon Drive, No. of acres: 7.08,
No. of lots: 31, Zoned R-1 and R-D)

2. Charleston Heights Tract 54-A
(Reversionary Map) (Becker and Sons -
property generally located on the east
side of Michael Way, south of Cheyenne
Avenue, No. of acres: 8.3, No. of
lots: 26, Zoned R-D)

*B. ACCEPTANCE OF SUBDIVISION IMPROVEMENTS

A1l offsite improvements on the following

subdivision have been completed in

accordance with agreements and City

?tandards except for the final correction
ist.

1. Woodcrest Unit 3. (Nevada Savings
and Loan Association - property generally
located west of Torrey Pines Drive, north
of Gowan Road, No. of acres: 41.8, No.

) AGENDA [FEmiOts: 256, Zoned R-CL)

1

Levy -

APPROVED Items A,
B, C & D as recom-
mended.

Unanimous

Levy -

APPROVED Items A,
B, C & D as recom-
mended.

Unanimous

w 0‘ w v% June 20, 1984 (J()'7"7
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AGENDA

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

CITY COUNCIL

City of Las Vegar

COUNCIL CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-60M

ITEM
IV (i). DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING SERVICES
(Continued) ‘
*C. RELEASE OF BOND
A1l offsite improvements have been com-
pleted, inspected, and accepted. The
bond may be released.
1. Location: 1601 Kenyon Place
Use: Street light and
related conduit, side-
walk and driveway
Builder: Ike Kuiava
Surety Co.: None
Amount: $2,000.00
Bond No.: CLV #52-83
*D .

RELEASE OF CONTRACT RETENTION

A1l work has been completed in accord-
ance with contract plans and
specifications and the work has been
inspected.

1. Bid No.: 83.3550.17
Contractor: Wells Cargo, Inc.
For: Bonanza Road
Phase II - Pecos
Road to Las Vegas
Wash

Notice of

Completion: June 6, 1984

Release Date: July 11, 1984

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

Council Action

Levy -

APPROVED Items A,
B, C, & D as recom-
mended.

Unanimous

Levy -

APPROVED Items A,
B, C, & D as recom-
mended.

Unanimous

0078

1984
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Department Action

Staff to proceed

Clerk to notify &
Staff to proceed



AGEND@A

ITEM

IV (1).

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

COUNCIL CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-60M1

DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING SERVICES
(Continued)

APPROVAL OF TRAFFIC AND PARKING ITEMS

= o
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Traffic and Parking Commission recommends

approval of the following items:

1. Request for a driveway variance for
Westbridge Apartment Development

Resolution(s) to amend Title XI
(Traffic) of the City of Las Vegas
Municipal Code as follows:

2. Request by the Traffic Engineer to
restrict parking on "A" Street from
Washington Avenue to Wilson Avenue.

3. Request by the Traffic Engineer to
restrict parking on "A" Street from 900
feet north of Washington Avenue to
Owens Avenue.

4, Request by the Traffic Engineer to
designate Alexander Road a through
street from Rancho Drive to the Oran K.
Gragson Highway.

5. Traffic studies at the intersection
of Cimarron Road/Ducharme Ave. and at
Marion Drive/Diamond Head Dr.

REPORTS/ACTION

1. Request from Mary and David Roe for
an Encroachment Agreement at 106 Gass
Avenue. '

5D AGENDA ITEM

’

Council Action

Christensen -
APPROVED Items 1,
2, 3, &5 as recom-
mended and held in
ABEYANCE Item 4.
Unanimous

Lurie -
APPROVED
Unanimous

O‘E O‘ Lﬁd V% June 20, 'l984()(y79

CITY COUNCIL
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June 11, 1984

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |™™ 0080
TO: FROM: pON J. SAYLOR
The City Council - DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

REQUEST FOR A DRIVEWAY VARIANCE FOR WESTBRIDGE APARTMENT DEVELOPMENT

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The current City of Las Vegas policy allows a maximum driveway width

of 25 feet for apartments. Rene Blanchard of Blanchard Construction
Incorporated has requested a variance to allow a 32 foot wide driveway,
with 15 foot radius curb returns for the Westbridge Apartment Development.

The main access driveway will be at Garwood Avenue and will generate about
700 trips daily. The driveway will be forty feet wide on the development
grounds. Thus, a transition to 32 feet at the entrance is less drastic

than to 25 feet. The 15 foot radius curb returns would facilitate turning
movements and allow smoother access into the site.

EISCAL IMPACT

" None.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Traffic and Parking Commission recommends approval of the driveway
variance to allow a 32 foot driveway with 15 foot radii curb returns.

Staff concurs.

Agenda ltem §/20/84

D;re&tor of Engineering Services
Iv (i) E. 1
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WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1589 allows for the additions and corrections of
schedules pertaining to TITLE XI of the City Code to be done by Resolution; and 0082

WHEREAS, it has been determined and recommended by the Traffic and Parking
Commission and the Traffic Eng‘lneer- that the following additions and corrections be
made in said schedules; and

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council of the City of Las Vegas,
Nevada that the fo'llpvring schedules pertaining to TITLE XI of the City Code be
amended as follows:

SCHEDULE 17-1V be amended to include the following as parking prohibited
during certain hours on certain streets:

'A' Street - both sides - from Washington Avenue to Wilson Avenue
(6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m. daily).

'A' Street - both sides - from 900 feet north of Washington Avenue to Owens
Avenue (6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m. daily).

SCHEDULE 17-VI be amended to include the following as a two (2) hour parking

zone:

Location Zone From To Side
'A' Street 2 hrs. 900 feet North of Owens Ave. Both

Washington Avenue
SCHEDULE 14-1I, be amended to include the following as stops required:
Cimarron Road at Ducharme Avenue

Diamond Head Drive at Marion Drive

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS 20th day of

June , 1984,
- 1 E 3 .
%ﬂ H. BRI T
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

TO:
The City Council © DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

FROM:  pon J. SAYLOR

U083

SUBJECT: REQUEST BY THE TRAFFIC ENGINEER TO RESTRICT PARKING ON "A" STREET FROM WASHINGTON

AVENUE TO WILSON AVENUE.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

£

On-street parking on "A" Street from Washington Ave. to Wilson Ave. is
presently unrestricted.

There have been numerous complaints received concerning the use of this
and other sections of "A" Street for parking and camping overnight. This
section is parallel to the Union Pacific Railroad tracks and is frequently
used by transients.

The Traffic and Parking Commission conducted a public hearing at its regular
meeting of May 24, 1984 and unanimously recommended approval of the
restrictions described below.

Twelve notices were mailed to the nearby property owners of record. There

were four responses in favor and one against. The notices indicated that
no response would be assumed to be affirmative.

)

The Traffic Engineering Division will install the restricted parking signs.
Funds are available in the F.Y. 1983-84 Division budget.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Traffic and Parking Commission recommends approval of the prohibition of
parking from 6:00 P.M. to 8:00 A.M. on both sides of "A" Street from
Washington Avenue to Wilson Avenue and that the City Council authorize the
Mayor to sign the Resolution.

Staff concurs.

o
o
W Agendo ltem 6/20/84
N Ll

Director of Engineering Services IV (1). E. 2.
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PARKING ON BOTH SIDES OF "A" STREET FROM WASHINGTON

REQUEST BY TRAFFIC ENGINEER FOR THE PROHIBITION OF
AVENUE TO WILSON AVENUE, 6:00 P.M. TO 8:00 A.M. DAILY

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984




CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984
Washington Ave

. ﬁ' 0085

RECYCLE
CENTER

1]
36 Morgan Ave
;.

PROPOSED PROHIBITION OF PARKING ON BOTH SIDES
OF A ST. FROM WASHINGTON AVE. TO WILSON AVE.

6:00 PM TO 8:00 AM DAILY

IV(i)E.2.
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION > — 0086

To: FROM: [pgN J. SAYLOR
The City Council - DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: REQUEST BY THE TRAFFIC ENGINEER TO RESTRICT PARKING ON “A“ STREET FROM 900 FEET
NORTH OF WASHINGTON AVE. TO OWENS AVE.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

“A" Street between Washington Avenue and Owens Avenue is frequently used for
overnight camping by people waiting near the Employment Security offices.
The Traffic Engineering office has received numerous complaints about this .
activity.

At its meeting of April 18, 1984, the City Council approved the prohibition of
parking on both sides of "A" street from Washington Avenue to 900 feet

nort?. However, vehicles are simply moving farther north and still creating
problems.

The Traffic and Parking‘Commission conducted a public hearing at its regular
May 24, 1984 meeting and unanimously recommended approval of the restrictions
described below. ‘

Nine notices were mailed to those affected by the proposed changes. There was
one response in favor. The notices indicated that no response would be
assumed to be affirmative.

EISCALIMPACT

The Traffic Engineering Division will install the signs. Funds are
available in the F.Y. 1983-84 Divisfon budget.

RECOMMENDATIONS
The Traffic and Parking Commission recommends approval of the two hour time
limited parking, Monday through Saturday, Sundays and holidays excepted, 8:00 a.m.
to 6:00 p.m. and parking prohibited from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m. daily on both
sides of "A" Street from 900 feet north of Washington Avenue to Owens Avenue and
that the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Resolution.

Staff concurs.
Agends Item 6/20/84

Director of Engineering Services Iv (i) E. 3.
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PROPOSED 2 HOUR TIME LIMITED PARKING 8:00 AM TO 6:00PM
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REQUEST BY TRAFFIC ENGINEER FOR TWO HOUR TIME LIMITED
PARKING, MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY, SUNDAYS AND HOLIDAYS
EXCEPTED, 8:00 A.M, TO 6:00 P.M, AND PARKING PROHIBITED
FROM 6:00 P.M. TO 8:00 A.M. DAILY ON BOTH SIDES OF "A"
izgﬁﬁz FROM 900 FEET NORTH OF WASHINGTON AVENUE TO OWENS
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WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1589 allows for the additions and corrections of
schedules pertaining to TITLE XI of the City Code to be done by Resolution; and U 089

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

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council of the City of Las Vegas,
Nevada that the following schedules pertaining to TITLE XI of the City Code be
amended as follows:

SCHEDULE 17-1V be amended to include the following as parking prohibited
during certain hours on certain streets: '

'A' Street - both sides - from Washington Avenue to Wilson Avenue
(6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m. dafly).

'A' Street - both sides - from 900 feet north of Washington Avenue to Owens
Avenue (6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m. daily).

SCHEDULE 17-VI be amended to include the following as a two (2) hour parking

zone:

Location Zone From To Side
'A' Street 2 hrs. 900 feet North of Owens Ave. Both

Washington Avenue
SCHEDULE 14-11, be amended to include the following as stops required:
Cimarron Road at Ducharme Avenue
Diamond Head Drive at Marion Drive

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS 20th day of
June » 1984,




% a‘w‘é%umn. MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION Date: ___June 1. 1984

TO: FROM:  poy SAYLOR
The City Council - DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT:  prougsT BY TRAFFIC ENGINEER TO DESIGNATE ALEXANDER ROAD A THROUGH STREET FROM
RANCHO DRIVE TO THE ORAN K. GRAGSON HIGHWAY

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Alexander Road is designated a primary arterial street. It provides a
direct east-west link between the Oran K. Gragson Highway on the west and
Rancho Drive on the east.

The traffic volume on Alexander Road east of the Qran K. Gragson Highway is
about 2,300 v.p.d. There are over 1,100 residential units presently under
development in the area, which will add several thousand more trips daily

to Alexander Road. Just within the last month the traffic volumes have
increased by 200 to 300 v.p.d. along most segments of Alexander Road. Radar
spot speed studies indicate that the 85th percentile speed is about 40 m.p.h.

Due to the increasing traffic volumes, rapid growth, and higher speeds more
control is needed. The Traffic Engineer has requested that Alexander Road
be designated a through street so that stop signs can be installed to stop
the traffic flow on the minor intersecting streets.

EISCAL IMPACT

The Traffic Engineering Division will install the stop signs. Funds are
available in the F.Y. 1983-1984 Division budget.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Traffic and Parking Commission recommends approval of the designation of
Alexander Road from Rancho Drive to the Oran K. Gragson Highway as a through
street and that the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Resolution.
Staff concurs.

L 4

Agenda ltem 6/20/84

Director of Engineering Services

Iv (i) E. 4
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REQUEST BY TRAFFIC ENGINEER TO DESIGNATE ALEXANDER
ROAD A THROUGH STREET FROM RANCHO DRIVE TO THE .
ORAN K. GRAGSON HIGHWAY.
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RESOLUTION 0092

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1589 allows for the additions and corrections of

schedules pertaining to TITLE XI of the City Code to be done by Resolution; and

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

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council of the City of Las Vegas,
Nevada that the following schedules pertaining to TITLE XI of the City Code be
amended as follows:

SCHEDULE 17-1V be amended to include the f9110w1ng as parking prohibited
during certain hours on certain streets:

'A’ Street - both sides - from Washington Avenue to Wilson Avenue
(6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m. daily).

*A* Street - both sides - from 900 feet north of Washington Avenue to Owens
Avenue (6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m. daily)

SCHEDULE 17-VI be amended to include the follewing as a two (2) hour parking

zone:
Location Zone From To Side
'A' Street 2 hrs 900 feet North of Owens Ave. Both

Washington Avenue
SCHEDULE 14-1 be amended to include the following as a Designated Through Street
Alexander Road - from Rancho Drive to Oram K. Gragson Highway
SCHEDULE 14 II, be amended to include the following as stops required:
Cimarron Road at Ducharme Avenue

Diamond Head Drive at Marion Drive

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS day of
, 1984, '

“WILLTAM H. BRIARE

IV(i)E.4.
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | —fueetett

0093

TO: ' FROM: poN J. SAYLOR
The City Council . DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: TRAFFIC STUDIES AT THE INTERSECTIONS OF CIMARRON ROAD/ DUCHARME AVE. AND AT
MARION DRIVE/DIAMOND HEAD DR.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

These two intersections were studied by conducting traffic counts, a review
of accident experience, and by ana'lysis of sight distance. The data was then
compared to warrants established in the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Devices, which the City of Las Vegas must follow according to Nevada Revised
Statute 484.781. Warrants for two-way stop signs were met at both locations.

The Traffic and Parking Comnmission, at their regular meeting of May 24, 1984
recommended approval of the instailation of stop signs as described below.

EISCAL IMPACT

The Traffic Engineering Division will install the stop signs. Funds are
available in the F.Y. 1983-1984 Division budget.

R M TION

The Traffic and Parking Commission recommends approval of the installation of stop
signs (A.) on Cimarron Road at Ducharme Avenue and (B.) on Diamond Head Drive at
Marion Drive and that the City Council authorize the Mayor to sign the Resolution.

Staff concurs. éﬂ

Director of Engineering Services Agenda item 6/20/84

IV (i) E. 5



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

0064

BONANZA ROAD

X I PR —

o v L -
I CARY § .
a537 age. scn Bt
=
53800
" F_

PIal @ -ALANEDA

CI R 1

-
L]
XA § Y T I— T ot
g RTE )
N
d - o

S 1T — . 4, S |

BOULEVARD-——=2¢¥®

Q
=
> -
o} -
= [l
=1 =
o
2 =)
<<
-
o (
Q|
-
3
N
<
S
: l
-
N 79 |:
= .
»
g
g occrcnr o,

o wgonee | ;

- LIl
CNARLLSTON <o alnm—§ ¢ VO

—J
g
=
|

yLITTN

TRAFFIC STUDY
AT
MARION DR./DIAMOND HEAD DR.

IV&'I )E.5.




;| W

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

0080

3 o el LA 7600
MESTCLIFF pRIVE— -8R #9827 7o J
‘; 'C‘Q& .
.I‘B \ z { W sk 'J e
5 L 2 % ! : : ) s
J: T ; £ = 1
5 5 ! 2 5 .: D - : i & | 2 St
- v A e D Al
I - — T | w— Y2 o= 4:::: == DUCHARME RVE.. "i...
I !s
: H
w clnpwt/ i e
2 . Heces . . ,.Lu
ﬁ. - a2 .3 DM“ - 'Y 46 a7 LY ] !"49'.
L4 e
}ls (130 =) I
l; :

. : ! N 82 82 a4 33 atra EL ™ §
i . 2
i <
i g i

. T e2 .3 ') §u Y] ‘ ;
& e
3 B
il COUNTY 3 o ;
F: " T2 73 78 “'9 Te ;
ilt i
] .
1] H
i
wl LY a2 [} 2} (1} e
|
it
i =\
it ;
} : 9 02 Y, Lo 9 'Y
. 2199 ‘\.‘—Jﬁ
_:‘_J'l_ _c:nn;ltcgo;l 8L vo
! wivapa sOWCR CO. “:
' tue, 3Taf0u =]
TRAFFIC STUDY
AT

CIMARRON RD./DUCHARME AVE.

IV(i)E.5.



---hml-‘ig-»i-‘-\g»m-—/-

CITY COUNCIL MINUTREE S OJunE Toh 0 Ngg4

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1589 allows for the additions and corrections of O 09 6 .
schedules pertaining to TITLE XI of the city Code to be done by Resolution; and ‘
.HHEREAS. it has been determined and recommended by the Traffic and Parking
Commission and the Traffic Engineer- that the following additions and corrections be
made in siid schedules; and
NOW, THEREFORE, be 1t resolved by the City Council of the City of Las Vegas,
Nevada that the following schedules pertaining to TITLE XI of the City Code be
amended as' follows: |
SCHEDULE 17-1V be amended to include the following as parking prohibited
during certain hours on certain streets:
'A' Street - both sides - from Washington Avenue to Wilson Avenue
(6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m. dafily).
‘A' Street - both sides - from 900 feet north of Washington Avenue to Owens
Avenue (6:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m. dai'ly)_.
SCHEDULE 17-VI be amended to include the following as a two (2) hour parking

zone:

Location Zone From To Side
‘A' Street 2 hrs. 900 feet North of Owens Ave. Both

Washington Avenue
SCHEDULE 14-11, be amended to include the following as stops required:
Cimarron Road at Ducharme Avenue

" piamond Head Drive at Marfon Drive

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS 20th day of

_June . 1984,

Qe Getloiln
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

Date: _June 12, 1984

009G ¢

TO: FROM:
] . DON J. SAYLOR
The City Council . DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: REQUEST FROM MARY AND DAVID ROE FOR AN ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT
. AT 106 GASS AVENUE

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

There is a Realty and Tax Service office on the property at 106 Gass
Avenue. There is 15 feet of right-of-way between the curb and the front
property 1ine. There is no sidewalk on this property nor on the adjacent
properties, which are residences.

The owner has signed the Encroachment Agreement which has conditions of
1iability, removal and mafintenance.

This request is to allow existing landscaping consisting of lawn, two
Elm trees, and a hedge on the perimeter of the lawned area out to the curb.

EISCAL IMPACT
None.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Director of Engineering Services recommends that the City Council approve the
encroachment subject to:

(a) Removal of three-foot length of hedge at each side of the lot in
line with the sidewalk across the alley to the East

(b) Agreement to install a sidewalk at owner expense when and if the
City deems appropriate
Agenda ltem §/20/84

and authorize the Mayor to execute the agreement.

%%é Z . v (i) F. 1
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RIGHT-OF-WAY ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT
(Subject to City Council Approval)

THIS AGREEMENT made at Las Vegas, Nevada, this _2 day

of 4%4 , 198¥4, by and between the CITY OF LAS “VEGAS,
NEVADA ereinafter referred to as "LAS VEGAS") and ?.,“{ &, awd

£, (hereinafter
refer t0 as "OWNER(S)"). j

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, LAS VEGAS is a municipal corporation within
the State of Nevada and the owner of that real property desig-
nated in Exhibit "A", attached hereto and incorporated herein
as a part of this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, OWNER(S) is the owner of certain real property
also designated on Exhibit "A" which adjoins the property of
LAS VEGAS; and

WHEREAS, OWNER(S) presently plans to develo§ and improve
said property in a manner which encroaches into or onto the proper-
ty'of LAS VEGAS; and

WHEREAS, the parties hereto intend by this Agreement
to authorize and permit said encroachment by OWNER (S) into or onto
the property of LAS VEGAS adjacent to OWNEE'S(S') property.

NOW, THEREFORE, in reference to OWNER'S(S') property
located at y , : and legally

described as

oVNER [] agrees to Pay to LAS VEGAS
in exchange for permission granted by LAS VEGAS to encroach into or
onto LAS VEGAS property with ws .
Said encroachment into or onto a use of "said right -way
shown on Exhibit "A"™., OWNER(S) further agrees to: '

1. Remove at OWNER'S(S') sole expense, any and all improvements
located in or upon the right-of-way described above within
thirty (30) days after notice from LAS VEGAS is deposited
-with the United States Postal Service, addressed to the
current property owner at the location stated above, that
LAS VEGAS requires such removal; and

2. ‘Indemnify, defend and hold harmless LAS VEGAS from any and
all claims, losses, damages, suits, actions, decrees, judg-
ments, attorney fees, court costs or any other resulting
liability or claim of liability resulting from, arising out
of, or related in any way to the improvements located in
or upon the. right-of-way.

3. Maintain said improvements located in the right-of-way owned
by LAS VEGAS in a condition acceptable to the Department of
Public Services, and repafr or replace said improvements with-
in 48 hours after notification by LAS VEGAS in writing to the
OWNER(S). Said notification period commences upon actual receipt
by the OWNER(S).

4

OWNER(S) also hereby understands and agrees that these
covenants will be binding upon any and all other subsequent owners,
assignees, transferees or heirs who ?hgll obtain the aforementioned
real property from the present QWNER(S )

‘pw'tda
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have hereunto set
their hands and seals as of the day first hereinabove written.

WILLIAM H. BRIARE, Mayer Z“’Ml‘[! Zre

OWNER

Carol Ann Hawley, City Clerk 1 ,é-..,

WNER N

State of Nevada )
) ss.
County of Clark )

on 4%‘% 5_{,/74’2 before me the undersigned,
a Notary Publ Gc' or said County and State, personally appeared

known to me to the persong descr n and who executed the
foregoing and who acknowledged to me that they did so freely and
voluntarily and for the uses and purposes thefein mentioned.

WITNESS MY HAND AND OFFICIAL SEAL.

‘%}: ARY PUBL 3 or said

County and State
My Commission Expires: _f" /2-£7

Approved by City Council on:

When Recorded Mail to:
CITY HALL, 400 E. Stewart Ave.
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attn: Permit Desk, 3rd Ploor

-2- IV(1)F.1.
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PROBABLE LOCATION OF
FUTURE SIDEWALK

MARY & DAVID ROE

106 GASS AVE
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lRcm's [:_mrsv AND '
NCOME TAX SERVICE '
106 GASS AVENUE 0101
LAS VEGAS. NEVADA 89101
April 3, 1984 |

City Council
400 E. Stewart :
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Gentlemen: '
Re 106 Gass Avenue Encroachment into the Public
Right of Way

I would like to request that you allow an encroachment
of shrubbery into the public right of way in front of my pro-
perty at 106 Gass Avenue. :

I have enclosed 3 pictures, a diagram of the fromt of
106 Gass, and a Nevada Power right of way that shows my pro-
perty relative to the adjacent property.

As you can see from the pictures, I have tried to keep up
my property for a long time. My hedges are quite mature and
add very much to my property and the surrounding neighborhood.
Also I have trimmed up the trees like 2 tall sticks and am al=-
lowing them to bush out up high. Other shrubbery only comple-
ment our property and I'm sure is very pleasing to. the community.
K11 this I have done at my own expense doing my part to beautify
Las Vegase : oo

As I understand it, someone has complained that they had to
walk into the street to get by my property. This has been the
case for years now without complaint, and if I could keep the

-~ property and shrubbery as it is, this would be my first prefer-

ence.

However recognizing the City's right of way for its citizens,
my second preference would be to remove one bush on each side,
east and west sides to allow foot traffic to pass. The bushes
removed would be in line with the sidewalks as seen in pictures
#1 just to the right of the mail box on the corner and #3. This
is where eventually the sidewalk will go.

To remove any other shrubbery would severely detract from
what has been done and is not a part of anyone's complaint.

Your "just attention" to this small matter will certainly
be appreciated. :

Respectfully,

David G. Roe

s -

IV(i)F.1.
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

Council Action

June 20, 1984(){ (}2

Pagqe 21

Department Action

ITEM

V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY

A. Resolution Designating Las Vegas Metropolitan
Police Department as Agent of City of Las
Vegas for Purpose of Giving "Trespass Warning"
with Respect to Certain City Property

B. Approval of Cooperative Agreement with Clark
County and North Las Vegas for Automatic and
Mutual Aid for Fire Protection and Rescue
Services
Approval of Contract with Clark County Library

District to Provide Library Services to
City's Detention Facility

Lurie -
ADOPTED Resolution
Unanimous

No formal action
taken. Agreement wag
formally APPROVED

by the Council on
4/18/84.

(Verbatim Transcript
made part of Final
Minutes.

Christensen -
APPROVED
Unanimous

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed

Clell West, Dir. of
CLV Fire Services

Robert G. Atkinson,
Clark County Fire
Department

Margaret Perdue,
Clark County

Staff to proceed
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June 14, 1984

TO

—— T eaedl: 0103

SUBJECT:

Wesolution Designating Las vVegas Metropolitan Police Department as
Agent of City for Certain Purposes

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The resolution which is before you, if it is adopted,
will designate the areas which are around City Hall, the
0ld library building, the Senior Citizens' Center and the
Reed Whipple Center as areas in which loitering by any person
is prohibited and designates the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police
Department as the agent for the City to warn persons who are
found loitering in such areas that they are not permitted to
do so, and, if they continue to do so, they will be regarded
as trespassers and will be arrested as such.

Thereafter, if any person who is so warned ignores the

warning or returns to the same area after being so warned,
that person can be arrested for trespassing.

None

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the City Council take the appropriate
steps to adopt this Resolution and that the Mayor be authorized
to execute the same on behalf of the City of Las Vegas.

Agenda Item

V-A
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Division of the Department of Engineering Services, the City of

~1

'Las Vegas' Senior Citizens' Center and the City of Las Vegas'

fhich is held on‘the 20th day of June, 1984, that the areas

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the areas which surround the City of Las
Vegas' City Hall Complex, including that portion thereof which is
commonly known as the "0l1d Library Building” and presently houses

the Department of Funds Coordination and the Engineering Design

Reed Whipple Center have become congested with persons who have
no lawful connection with the activities which are conducted
within said facilities; and

WHEREAS, such persons create an annoyance to the
pedestrian traffic on the public sidewalks around those facilities
by asking passersby to borrow money or other items of value from
‘them, create a hazard to themselves and the motoring public by
wandering aimlessly into the public streets which surround said
facilities, have been discovered wandering through the corridors
of said facilities at all hours of the day and night without any
lawful business therein and have been suspected of being respon-
sible for the recent rash of thefts of personal property from the
offices which are located in said facilities; and

WHEREAS, all previous efforts by the officials of said
City to control the aforesaid situation have failed; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of said City has determined,
and by this Resolution does s8¢0 determine, that the only method
by which the problems which are created by such persons may be
eliminated is to prohibit loitering by any person in the areas
which surround said facilities;

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council

of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, at a regular meeting thereof

which surround said City's City Hall Complex, including that portic

I

0104
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thereof which is commonly known as the "0ld Library Building®” and

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - JUNE 20, 1984

presently houses the Dep#rtment of Funds Coordination and the
Engineering Design'Division of the Department of Engineering
Services, said City's Senior Citizens' Center and said City's
Reed Whipple Center be, and they hereby are, designated as "No
Loitering Areas,” that loitering therein by any person be, and

the same hereby is, declared to be prohibited and that all person

' B

who are hereafter discovered to be loitering in said areas, after
having been warned as hereinafter provided, shall be regarded
as trespassers.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that John Moran, Sheriff of the
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department,. or his designees, be,
and he hereby is, designated as the agent of said City for the
sole purpose of warning persons who are hereafter discovered to
be loitering in said areas that loitering by any person in said
areas is prohibited, and that, if any such person who is so
warned continues to loiter in said area, or returns and loiters
in saié area, without lawful business therein, he or she will
be reéarded as a trespasser and will be arrested as such.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk be, and she
hereby is, authorized, empowered and directed forthwith to for-
ward a certified copy of this Resolution to John Moran, Sheriff
éf the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department.

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this 20th day of June,
1984. '

APPROVED:

ATTEST :

Carof AnnEHawiey, c;E; Clerk

-2

0105
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TO: FRO
The City Council 7 4

SUBJECT: Approval of Cooperative Agreement with Clark County and North Las
Vegas for Automatic and Mutual Aid for Fire Protection and Rescue

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

. June 14, 1984 0106

This agreement is identical in form to the agreement
which was approved on April 18, 1984, and is brought back
before the City Council pursuant to the Council's directive
at its meeting which was held on June 6, 1984.

The justification for the agreement which appeared on the
agenda for the April 18, 1984, meeting is attached.

Agendg item
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EXCERPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JUNE 20, 1984

V. CITY ATTORNEY AGENDA

B. APPROVAL OF COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT WITH CLARK COUNTY AND NORTH LAS VEGAS FOR
AUTOMATIC AND MUTUAL AID FOR FIRE PROTECTION AND RESCUE SERVICES PAGE 1

MAYOR BRIARE:

DEPUTY CITY ATTY. ROETHEL:

MAYOR BRIARE:

DEPUTY CITY ATTY. ROETHEL:

MAYOR BRIARE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN ‘LEVY:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

Item B, John.

Item B is an approval of a Cooperative Agreement
with Clark County and North Las Vegas for Automatic
and Mutal Aid for Fire Protection and Rescue Services.

This is now the formality of approving the agree-
ment, is that correct?

Yes, Your Honor.

Comments by the Council? What's the pleasure of
the Board?

One comment, Your Honor, pardon me. The City

of North Las Vegas and the County, in the Mutual

Aid Agreement, have not concurred with the City

gf Bas Vegas. They do not want to be charged the
300.

Why? ’

They simply indicate to me that they want to move
manpower. They want to move stations. They want
to do whatever fhey possibly can do to get away
from exchanging the $300 per run.

Do they feel by moving manpower, moving stations,
it'11 all be even, is that what they're saying?

Well, the direction that I have given to our people

is until action is taken by this Council to give

me direction that the City of Las Vegas cannot formally
make runs into any other areas except our own without
specific direction and any action that is taken by

our Fire Department, we need to have reciprocal

action by the County or the North Las Vegas Fire
Department.-

I don't understand the thinking behind this. Maybe
you can talk -- speak for North Las Vegas, would you
like to?

A1, before we give North Las Vegas and maybe the

County, I'd 1ike to hear from our new Chief and I'd
like to get his comments on this Mutual Aid Agreement.
Mr. West, you haven't come up and formally been
introduced to the full Board at this time, but, I think,
maybe it's okay --

016~
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V. CITY ATTORNEY AGENDA
B. APPROVAL OF COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT WITH CLARK COUNTY AND NORTH LAS VEGAS FOR

AUTOMATIC AND MUTUAL AID FOR FIRE PROTECTION AND RESCUE SERVICES PAGE 2
MAYOR BRIARE: Sure, go right ahead.
COUNCILMAN LURIE: The Chief can give his comment on this Mutual
Aid Agreement because he'll have to administer
it.
CHIEF WEST: Mayor, Members of the Council, I think this is

a very legitimate issue that you gentlemen are
addressing. I congratulate you for taking it

on and taking a very close look at it. When

we start exchanging services that the citizens

of Las Vegas are paying for, it's certainly a
responsibility we have to insure that we're getting
a good return on our exchange. There are two
systems available to us to insure that. One, of
course, is the dollar-for-dollar exchange that

is currently on the agenda this morning. Another
method that is used quite frequently is the

barter system where you exchange services for
services. There is a responsibility to insure, like
I say, that if you use the barter system that

you are certainly getting an even exchange. I
personally can operate under either system. I

feel a real responsbility to the citizens to insure
that we do get an even exchange and there are
certain systems in place to insure that on a call-
for-call basis, a unit for unit basis, and monitoring
that and auditing it and adjusting it as needed.

I can, 1ike I say, I can operate under either system.
I think the dollar-for-dollar system is certainly
legitimate and I can support either issue that the
Council feels comfortable with and I think that's
the big issue here. - Which system do you gentlemen
feel comfortable in using?

COUNCILMAN LEVY: I don't think that's the question at all, Chief.
MAYOR BRIARE: What is the question?
COUNCILMAN LEVY: I think the question in hand is -- I mean, in other

words, you're saying we don't care if it's barter
or cash either, I think all I want is a fair shake
at the end of the year for our citizens.

CHIEF WEST: Exactly.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: And I think that's what we agreed to, but I don't
' believe by moving people around and by moving stations
around, which of course I'm not interested in spending
more money and I'm sure North Las Vegas and the County
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V. CITY ATTORNEY AGENDA

B. APPROVAL OF COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT WITH CLARK COUNTY AND NORTH LAS VEGAS FOR

AUTOMATIC AND MUTUAL AID FOR FIRE PROTECTION AND RESCUE SERVICES PAGE 3

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

CHIEF WEST:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

CHIEF WEST:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:
CHIEF WEST:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

- CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

are not flushed at this time that they'd like

to spend more money that it would be practical

to even out at the end of the year and if they're
so worried about evening out at the end of the
year like I am, then if we kept score and at

the end of the year that if we had made 5, 50
more calls which would be at $300 apiece is
15,000, they'1l pay us. If we've made -- they've
come in the City at our request or whatever to
cover more calls then we'll pay them and I think
it should be evened out at the end of the year. Now,
I can't see what the problem is.

I would aqree completely with that, that that
is a legitimate exchange.

I mean, I'1l exchange for water. I'11 exchange

for many things. It doesn't have to be dollars,
you know, we're talking in some areas of different
things. I'11 exchange for many things. I don't
care what it is as long as at the end of the year --

We're even.

-- the budget is balanced.

I agree. I think that is a legitimate concern.
Now, is there a problem with that, Margy?

What is the -- Ashley, do you have any numbers
from say previous -- say the last two years of
what the number runs have been say both City and
County, North Las Vegas?

Only that the City has run significantly more runs
into the County than they have into us.

And North Las Vegas?
And North Las Vegas. The City of Las Vegas --

Well, then I can understand why they don’t want any
exchanges.

Your Honor, I think the problem was really --

maybe this is the bottom of the problem, but in
another way it's the surface too. You've got a
political situation here that you have to take
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CITY MANAGER HALL:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

care of and I think too, until you put a price
on things, we often get beat by delay. Now,

I think I originally requested this item -- how
many months ago has it been, Ashley?

Several.

How many?

Five, six months, something 1ike that?
I think December, January.

And the County changed managers since then. The
City changed managers since then. There's a lot
of water gone under the bridge and unfortunately
nothing ever gets done because we're on the short
end of the stick. Until we get on the long end

of the stick, we never get anybody jogged into
action in the other entities as long as they're
getting more than they're giving and I have no
fight with what Chief West is saying and I don't care
if they do it with manpower or how they do it, but
until they come-to some agreement, I think we've
got to have the cash and then that'l11l force them

to come to some other agreement; and I'd be glad

to modify it at that time, but in the meantime,

I'd go for the cash in order to force the agreement
because nobody ever wants to agree to anything

as long as it doesn't cost them anything and that
puts us on the short end of the stick and I'm tired
of being there. We've been there for years and years
and years and I think it's time we got that changed
around; and part of the agreement may be to cover
what we've been shorted the last ten years. We've
certainly carried more than our share.

We have areas in the City, within the City -- the
City surrounding that is in the County -- these
people do not want to be annexed in the City because
they don't want to pay the fee and the City is
paying their fire services and I resent that for
those people to live within our boundaries and
using our parks and not paying their fair share,
that's not fair, sir; and I don't think it's fair
and I think the County has to go after these people
and tell them that they're not being fair instead
of sitting there and agreeing with them. I don't
mean to be picking on you, Chief.

Yes he does.
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V. CITY ATTORNEY AGENDA

B. APPROVAL OF COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT WITH CLARK COUNTY AND NORTH LAS VEGAS FOR
AUTOMATIC AND MUTUAL AID FOR FIRE PROTECTION AND RESCUE SERVICES PAGE 5

COUNCILMAN LEVY: - No, I don't. No, I don't. You agree with
me I know you do.

ROBERT G. ATKINSON: We agree with the idea that at the end of the
year it should all balance out. We agree with
that and we think it can be worked out.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: How?

COUNCILMAN LURIE: We're going to have to try it for at least a
year to find out if it works out because we
really don't have any documentation to really
go on.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: What happens at the end of the year, we find that
we gave you 50 more runs.

ROBERT G. ATKINSON: Okay. We can sit here all day, Counci]man,
and argue back and forth. We don't -- the
County doesn't agree with the City's figures to
begin with, but just 1ike Councilman Lurie says,
at the end of the year, that's the proof and do
you want. to go for a year and see how it balances
out, we have no problem with that?

COUNCILMAN LEVY: What happens if it doesn't? What if we're right,
are you going to pay us then?:

ROBERT G. ATKINSON: Well, I can't answer that. That's not my --

COUNCILMAN LEVY: That's all I'm saying. That's all I'm saying.

I want an agreement. I don't mean you have to
do it monthly -- at the end of the year. We trust
you.

ROBERT G. ATKINSON: Are we -- every piece of equipment -- are we talking
emergency response? We have equipment the City
doesn't have. They have equipment we don't have.

We loan it back and forth frequently.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: Fine.
" ROBERT G. ATKINSON: Every week there's requests for this and that.
COUNCILMAN LEVY: Fine, then we'll pay you every time we call you.

We'll pay you.

ROBERT G. ATKINSON: Where does the $300 figure arrive at is another
concern we don't understand.
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COUNCILMAN LEVY: You don't understand a run?
ROBERT G. ATKINSON: I understand runs, but --
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: It's a figure -- it's a figure we had to arrive

at a figure because you don't have the cost.
It's a balancing figure.

ROBERT G. ATKINSON: Because he operate an engine company on much
. less money than that.
COUNCILMAN LEVY: Wouldn't it be strange at the end of the year,
we owed you which could happen, couldn't it?
ROBERT G. ATKINSON: Sure could.
COUNCILMAN LEVY: And 1'd be happy to pay you or decided, too -

costly, we'll go get our own, one of those two,
but I just don't think it's fair to our citizens,

sir.

MAYOR BRAIRE: Let's -- this is on the agenda. We have a
recommendation --

CITY MANAGER HALL: Yes, one other comment right quickly before we

get into recommendations, that is that the instant
report on the dispatch does not 1ie. The figures
are very clear. The figures have been very clear
for many years. The City has made significantly
more runs into the County or other other entities
than they have into us.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: Mr. Hall, maybe you're wrong. Maybe we owe them
some money and let's not cheat them.

CITY MANAGER HALL: Fine. The recommendation is from me, as the City
Manager, would be that we would sit down with the
Chiefs and the Managers from each of the other
entities and work out an accommodation so that at
the end of the year, if we have made more runs into
the other entities than they have into us, that they
will owe us a dollar-for-dollar basis, $300 per run.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: Or vice versa.
CITY MANAGER HALL: ~ Or vice versa.
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: You have to have the mdney up front.
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CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
CITY MANAGER HALL:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:
CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

And if we can work out with them other
accommodations on the water or other issues
that barters that off, then we will do that,
but we'll come back to you with a report.

What kind of accommodations are you talking
about on water?

Well, North Las Vegas for example has water
lines that we might be able to tap into for
utilization under the northwest sector. We
can't get water out there at the present.

We'll trade off.
Sewer, other areas --

What happens -- you know, we're talking about
this trading off and bartering -- we approve
this and North Las Vegas, they disapprove this?
Now what do we do, send them a bill at the end
of the year and say you owe us this much money
for services that we provided, is that right?

We could, yes. -
Or we don't provide any services?

Well if we cannot work out an arrangement with
the Managers of the County and the City of North
Las Vegas, then I will not give any -- issue an
order for any of our people to make runs into
those entities.

No, I'm opposed to that.
You cah't do that.

Because now you're dealing with the safety of

the public and L'm not in favor of that. Probably
the best way to resolve thiswhole thing is to go

to the Legislature and get these two departments
together. We'll merge them together then you won't
have the problem and that's probably what we should
do. That would end all these problems. We were
close to doing it one time. Maybe we ought to -
bring it up again and resolve this once and for all
so we won't have this problem about charging $300
or whether our emergency vehicle should go here or
engine company should go across Sahara. That's
getting to be ridiculous. North Las Vegas wouldn't
commit anyway.
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CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:
CITY MANAGER HALL:
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:
MAYOR BRIARE:

MARGARET PERDUE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
MARGARET PERDUE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

AUTOMATIC AND MUTUAL AID FOR FIRE PROTECTION AND RESCUE SERVICES PAGE g

Well Tlisten, how can a City Manager, in good
conscience, continue to allow our fire depart-
ment to make runs in the County and North Las
Vegas areas without proper reimbursement?

We can't.
That's all we've asked for.

That's why we have to approve this and put the
dollar amount on it so that they know they're
going to get a bill and they're expected to pay
it otherwise you'll never get any negotiations
out of them.

They brought in the first team this time huh,
Margy?

We've been fighting this for months and months
and months and you're stonewalling it.

Mrs. Perdue, did you wish to add a 1ittle sanity
to this confusion?

I hope so, Mayor. Thank you very much, Councilmen.
It is my understanding that when the City Fire
Department, North Las Vegas Fire Department, and

the County Fire Department met and don't kill the
messenger because I wasn't at the meeting, that

they did say administratively they could work this
out if you want a barter arrangement or -- it would
not be on a month-by-month basis, but let's say at
the end of three months, if someone is uneven, then
you create a call so that North La