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ITEM

PHONE 386-6011

Department Action

Council Action »

1. 9:45 A.M.

A. - COMMUNITY RELATIONS

A RESOLUTION COMMENDING PAUL LOVATO AND
STEVEN PRESTON. FOR EXTRAORDINARY
CITIZENSHIP AND PERSONAL BRAVERY .

B. .‘SPECIAL EVENTS

1. IO:OOYA‘M:

A.  ANNOUNCEMENT RE COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN
MEETING LAW -

B.  INVOCATION

Reverend NdrmechnaiBTé
Calvary Lutheran Church

C... PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE :-

;il  APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

o

-..‘

1Invocation given by

[Mayor led audience
{in Pledge

Full Board Present

Reso]ut1on presented|by Mayor, Counc11
and City Manager to Raul Lovato and
Steven Preston .

Councilman Christensgn commended City
employees, REACT and|Clark County for
their work and specidl assistance durine
last week's floods. |Dave Corlett and -
Mrs. Don Adams of REACT were present.

Announcement Made.

Rev. Norm Schnaible
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION |~ |

“TO:. ) - ' ‘| FROM:
The City Council - ASHLEY HALL
' CITY MANAGER.

| SUBJECT A RESOLUTION. COMMENDING PAUL LOVATO AND STEVEN PRESTON ron EXTRAORDINARY
CITIZENSHIP AND PERSONAL BRAVERY. )

PU RPOSE/BACKG ROUNO

- Two young citizens of Las Vegas, Paul Lovato and Steven Preston, showed .
‘exceptional courage in the face of grave personal danger Sunday, July 22,
.. 'when they attempted to rescue flood victims Loree Dennis and Steven House
. after the vehicle House was driving was swept by raging floodwaters into a
‘nearby ditch-at the intersection of Lamb Boulevard and Washington Avenue.
Mr. Lovato was submerged twice while trying to reach the victims and Mr.
- Preston followed him into the turbulent water to rescue his friend with a
' garden hose.

None

- RECOMMENOATIONS

The City Manager recommends adoption and approval of :the resolution commending
Paul Lovato and Steven Preston for extraordinary citizenship and personal
bravery.

Agendo Item

oy -l s W 'lll.' |IIIID' ' '
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floodwaters boried the intersection of Lamb Boulevard and uashington Avenue,

vattempt to free the'passehgers and in the process was submerged twice b} the
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'A RESOLUTION COMMENDING .PAUL LOVATO AND STEVEN PRESTON
FOR EXTRAORDINARY CITIZENSHIP AND PERSONAL BRAVERY

~ WHEREAS, at approximately 6‘pem.:on’the evening of July 22, 1984

making the crossing impassab1e, and

HHEREAS despite the warnings and protests of on1ookers. the male driver
of‘a vehic]e, accompanied by a woman, proceeded to travel south on Lamb
Boulevard to cross Washington Avenue; and

‘HHEREAS; the raging floodwaters carried the vehicle into the ditch known
as the Las:Vegas.Hash. turning it around‘and f1ipping it end over end; and

" WHEREAS, Las Vegas citizen Paul Lovato, 24, of 1200 North Lamt Boulevard,

#114, saw.the vehicle and passengers carried by the floodwaters into the ditch;
and

WHEREAS, Mr. Lovato ran after the vehicle and into the ditch in an

floodwaters; and

WHEREAS, Las Vegas citizen Steven Preston, 21, of 1200 North Lamb
Boulevard, #88. fol1owed Mr. Lovato to the ditch in an attempt to rescue the
vehi c’le passengers and went. into the. f‘loodwaters waist high with a garden hose ‘
to pu11 Mr. Lovato from the treacherous stream; and

WHEREAS, both citizens disp1eyed rare courage in an attempt to rescue
those unknown passengers at great persona] risk

‘ NOH, THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Las

Vegas hereby commends -Pau Lovato and Steven Preston for extraordinary
c1tizenship‘and persona1 bravery in the face of extreme danger.

BE 1T FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk ‘be, and she hereby is,
authorized, empowered and di-ected forthwith to send certified copies of this

Resolution to Paul Lovato and Steven Preston

'PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS _1st_ day of August 198;»\ S

&% VV/% 7 g /\\y u.c;/w

I
|ATTEST: | !
|

.. -

Ll./.:—’ i T

:‘Tarol Ann Hawley, City Clerk
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(Postmg required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) | 0004

STATE OF NEVADA. ) -
COUNTY OF CLARK ; ss

S 922 ,:,m a.w.../ ., an. emp'loyee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada being‘-»
first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the , ;q . day of .
%, , 9%y , at the hour of _9304m~ there were posted copies of

. .7 NOTICE, 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 /eX.

 day , 199 , at 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; T0
be rosted bn Pubiic Bulleti Tn Board at the following l‘ocations

1. 1n the United States Post Office (Downtown), 301 Stewart Avenue;
2. In the Federal Building, 300 Las Vegas Boulevard South;
3. 1In the Clark County Courthouse, 200 East Carson Avenue;

4. On the Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of C1ty Ha'l'l 400 East'
, Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the Court Clerk's ofﬁce), and

5. On the Special Public Bu'l'let'm Board at the Plaza Level of City Hall,
' 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the City Council
Chambers)

!l-fi.lllilj ii-;>' l!qilifiiii>' :ii|<11llll‘l-lEb'_JlliE, q!§ib;gllli |

SUbsc‘:r_ibegnd sworn to-before me this

. 7 __ day of

NDTART PUBLIC in —and for said éouyy

and State.
My Commission expires: _ FPVI=F L

" ;'.5 1~~=~Mmcmcn:-y ‘
= ”/L&*""h:..lhhl‘.ai
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'STATE OF NEVADA g
“"COUNTY OF CLARK ) ss

‘ ., an emp1oyee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada being:
déposes and says that on the . 37'% day of
5 {4FY ., at the hour of fzont~ there were posted copies of
- | to the AGENDA (NOTICE), - (T MEETING of the '
CITY COUNCIL UF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, to be held on the ot day of
L 1a%d, at 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be -
poste: on u '1c ul et1n Board ‘at the fol]ow1ng 1ocat1ons

“du y'sworn;

1;1 fn’the United'States Post Office (Downtown), 301 Stewart Avenue;
“‘Zt_ In the Federa1 Bu11d1ng, 300 Las Vegas Boulevard South
.. 3. In the Clark County Courthouse, 200 East Carson Avenue,

Jt_f4; 'On the Pub11c Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of C1ty Hall 400 East
IR Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the Court Clerk's off1ce), and

5...0n. the Spec1a1 Pub11c Bulletin Board at ‘the Plaza Level of City Hall,
' 400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the City Counc11

-Chambers)
%4%« Loane
NATORE =

DEPARTENT

Subscr1bed and’ sworn to before me this

227 dayof L:? 427

-k

NOTARY PUBLIt in and for sa ount,
and State. :
My.. Comm1ss1on exp1res ?—/J’—a" 4
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(M2iling required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241)

STATE OF NEVADA )
COUNTY OF CLARK ; ss

M/ , an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada
eing first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the anre day of
Sl » 19 , a copy of an AGENDA (NOTICE), 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 the Jar of Qﬂiwc
was depos1ted in the United States Mail, Postage prepaid, First Class Maﬂ
each person and/or organization whose name appears in the Agenda Register ma'm-
tained in the Office of the City Clerk as having requested, in writing, a copy
of said AGENDA (NOTICE). AND ADDENDUM NUMBER ONE (1).

éIGNA'nJRE ian empl oy3€ in the Office of

the CITY CLERK)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

é day of ‘;4% (2’42

e gTARY ;UELIC in and for sa1d Coﬁ

and State.
My Commission expires:  3—/ r=F4

'n,‘ SAN'URAR LE BOEUF }'
» e Notary Public - State of Nevada
- Ropciremnt Recordad in Clark Caury

N !xkamlnmu 15,155
- =mmmn e :
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CITY COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS « - 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

"~ Council Action .

0007

Page 2

Department Action

111,

DEPARTMENT .OF. BUSINESS ACTIVITY

~ JERRY J. CAHILL, DIRECTOR

*CONSENT AGENDA - -

discus
S0 reg

' COunéi
| motion.

Al métters.]isted-underTItem A are
considered to be routine by the City

1 and may be enacted by one
'~ However, any-item may be
sed if a Counc11man or citizen

1011 [*A.

' APPROVED AGE!

uests.

GAMING -- Additional
1.»'EXBER INC.

E1 Cortez Hotel & Cas1no
600 Fremont .
50 slots

2. HORSESHOE OPERATING COMPANY

Horseshoe Club
128 Fremont
3 slots_

3. CONSOLIDATED CASINO CORPORATION

Mint Hotel & Casino
100 Fremont
100 slots

4."CARDIVAN'COMPANY
'7-Eleven Food Store #24172

4401 North Rancho
4 slots

NDA ITEN

/%\ (. Gl

Lurie -.
APPROVED Items 1

‘|thru 6.

Unanimous with the
exception that Lurie
abstained on Item 5.

Staff to proceed



II1. DEPARTMENTlOF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

CITY COUNCIL

 CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

o COUNCIL CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601t

(cont d)

A, ‘GAMING -- Add1t1ona1
(cont d)
5.

CASINO‘SERVICES

"Viva Zapata S

3540 West Sahara, Suite 6

-3 slots

UNITED COIN MACHINE COMPANY

Bottle Collectors Liquor Shop
2. 1328 Las Vegas Bou]evard South
1T slot

FoXy'Dog”

. 326 Fremont

4 slots

'Jerry S L1quor/Beer Bar
1604 West Oakey

1 slot

Lady'Luck Casino
206 North Third Street .
9 slots

: ,APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

MP (’m

Cou r_1c‘il »Action

APPROVED
See Page 2 -

-

0008

&I} 0‘ LM V% August 1, 1984 .

Page 3

Department Action

See Page 2
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y 4 w V% August 1, 1984
~ CITY COUNCIL . Page 4
COUNCIL CHAMBERS + 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
: ; : _ PHONssaeeou : o
ITEM . . : o R ' ~ Council Action . Department Action

SIII.vKDEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

iH;(cont d)

: '10_12 B LIQUOR -~ New/Request for _ Lurie - Staff to proceed‘

Préliminary Approval APPROVED, subject
1. *SOUTHLAND CORPORATION to the provisions.
dba : Unanimous

@ |  7-ELEVEN FOOD STORE #25123

. L N/E corner westcliff/Tenaya Way
| S | Beer/Wihé'Off;Sa]e License

' ' thh P. Thompson, Chmn of the

Board, Ch1ef Exec officer,

g - : “Dir

l : . Jere W. Thompson, Pres, Dir
R ’ et al

I Gary K._]‘rk, District Manager

5'*Subjectgto_the,prinsions of the
Planning, and Fire codes and
‘Health Department regulations

1c. LIQUOR - Change of Ownersh1p

Lurie - Staff to proceed
..|APPROVED ' .

1. ,Ef9m V.1.c., Inc. -- Unanimous

V1ctor Niebylski, Pres
. Aurelia Niebylski,
'Sécy

T0: PAUL, INC.
o ~.dba
. TWO GUYS FROM ITALY
2301 South Eastern

T i o -GenerEIIOn—SaIe .
. ' A _ ~Restaurant Limited
: . A ~ Paulino Lu Gimenes,
PPRO VEDAGENDA mem. Pres, Secy, Treas,
]l I Y .Dir, 100%

ﬂ;@ (oot
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. July 20, 1984
AGENDA DOCUMENT ATION Da’,e' |

TO: : FR
The ity Councl | FROAN PILKINGTON, ACTING
/ ‘ DA S DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
SUmiEcT: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- AUGUST 1, 19B4 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
LIQUOR -- New/Request for. Pre1iminary Approval
‘ PURPOSE/BACKGROUND '

Item u'Bu ]..

Appear1ng on:the Department of Bus1ness Activity agenda is a
request for-preliminary approval of a new beer/wine off-sale
license for Southland Corporation, dba 7-Eleven Food Store
#25123, to be located on the Northeast corner of Westcliff
and Tenaya Way. :

Las Vegas Municipal Code Section 6.06.050 states the following
‘regarding preliminary approval:

“(A) . The Board of Commissioners may grant preliminary
approval of an application for a license when such
approval is requested by ‘an applicant for any good and
sufficient reason.

(B) The Board may impose requirements on any such
preliminary" approva], and the Department of Business

Activity shall issue the license only after all
requirements are satisf1ed
(C) A1l such requ1rements must be satisfied and the
license issued within six months after the date of the
preliminary approval unless the Board specifies a
shorter or Tonger period in its prelim1nary approval.”

Attached is a copy of a letter dated June 14, 19B4 from
Gary R. Kirk, District Manager for Southland Corporation,

. outlining their request If the Board grants approval of this .

application, it is. recommended that the following requirements
be 1mposed - .

1.” Preliminary approva] to be granted for a one-year
period.

2. Llicensee to obtain all necessary approvals from the
Planning, . Building and Fire Departments of the City,

. and Clark County Health Department.

3. Premises must comply with Liquor Ordinance "grocery
store" definition; i.e., 1,200 square feet of floor
space, $30,000 merchandise inventory.

| Judite

y A# Cahill, Director
partment of Business Activity

Agenda.ltem

III IIBII 'l



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

« 0011

allh
B

7-ELEVEN FOOD STORES - DISTRICT 2052
2355 REDROCK STREET « SUITE 105 » LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102 « PHONE (702) 367-0711

June 14, 1984

Mr. Jerry J. Cahill, Director
Department of Business Activity
City of Las Vegas

P.O. Box 1900

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Dear Mr. Cahill:

In accordance with City Ordinance No. 2187, Bill No. 81-54,
Article 5-4-10, we request preliminary approval of an appli-
cation for a Beer and Wine License (off-Sale). The request is
made for 7-Eleven store #25123 to be located on the Northeast
corner of Westcliff Drive and Tenaya Way. All necessary appli-
cations are submitted with this letter.

The license approval requested is necessary to comply with escrow
requirements.

We anticipate construction start up on or about 9/1/84 and re-
quest that the preliminary approval be valid for a one year period.

Sincerely,

Gary R.~Xirk
District Manager 2052
GRK: jmb

DiVISION OF
[ ¢ ) THE SOUTHLAND

L ® ) corpPORATION

I 8.1
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\
l ' Pl ' ‘ CITY COUNCIL ' P°99 5
- E : COUNC&CHAMBERS- AOOEASTSTENARTAMENUE
PHONE 386-6011

' Councul Achqn Department Action

(fII}y:DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
EERE (tont d) ‘

N C N :

\a,D’i‘; 5&323§h1p Chghge of Corporate |Lurie - Staff to .proceed

D — APPROVED N

i g 1 '. R R M, INC o . . Unanimous
. . WALDEN POND o

2800 West Sahara Avenue

Genera] On Off Sa]e L1cense

From: W1111am Trent, Pres,
. Dir, -50%
John H. M1dby, Dir,
- 20.55%
Daniel F. Byron, Secy,
.Dir, 8.35% - o
: o James V. Cardwell, Treas| -
T Dir, 14.6% '
i ' Herman R. Eminger, 3.5%
‘Owen Nitz, 3%

- TO: W11burn L. Bentléy,
Sole-0fficer, Dir,
100%

o APPROVED AGFNDA rrsw»

- el
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“GENDG . : w 0‘ w VCSM August 1, 1984  “
l SR ——  page 6

COUNCIL CHAMBERS . 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

o S S v PHONE 386-6011. | : : B
ITEM o o Council Action ~ ° Department Action

III};'DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

- (cont’ d)

5,LIQU0R -- Change of Business Name

—
(o]
——
N
m

Lurie - 1 Staff to broceed_
APPROVED Items 1 & 2 -

R Fr0m1_~LaPFYf5 ROYQ]. Unanimous

Champion Meats -
'T0: . LARRY HUGHES
: dba
LARRY'S -GREAT WESTERN

~MEATS
420 South Va]]ey View

Beer/Wine 0ff-Sale
: o Larry G. Hughes,”lOO%

2. From: -Don't Ask | APPROVED See Above

: See Above
T0: C.C.R.L., INC.

i dba

i - THE WESTHILL PUB
- ' 3601 West Sahara Avenue

A’Genefai On-Sale License

Jo$eph H. Rossana, Sole
‘0fficer, Dir, 100%

" APPROVED AGENDA TEM

/»/b Cort.
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City o Las Vegm st 1, 1584

CITY.COUNCIL
COUNCIL CHAMBERS *. 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE:

PHONE 386-_6011‘

C111.:

DEPARTMENT OF Busxness ACTIVITY
- (cont'd) .
F.  GAMING -- Change of Location

l]. From:

‘TO:

31]1 South Va]]ey View,

I- 105
EMO'CORPORATION
dba o

"KEMO CORPORATION

3599 Polaris, Bldg. #3

" Slot Operator License

Carl E. Kyle, Pres,
Secy, Treas, 100%

.Aﬁ/bf Cort.

G..  GAMING -- Change from Sole
Proprietorship to Partnership
"1._ From: Ralph Mosa,‘106%
TO: = MOSA & WICHINSKY
. db_a R
CACO |
2648 South Highland
- Slot Operator_Liéense
Ralph Mosa, 50%
Mark Wichinsky, 50%
. JPROVED AGENDA ITEN:

Lurie -
APPROVED

Unanimous:

Lurie -

- | APPROVED

Unanimous

CoUncil Action

Page 7

Department Action

Staff to proceed

Staff to proceed
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l CITY COUNCIL Page 8
: COUNCIL CHAMBERS e« 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-601t+
ITEM Council Action Department Action
III. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY
(cont'd)
1013 H SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE Lurie - Staff to proceed
1. THE NUCLEUS ASSOCIATES LOCAL |y ROVED Ttems H &I
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY
Location: 950 West Owens
Dates: August 2, 3, and 9,
1984
Responsible Licensee:
Sarah Ann Knight Preddy
People's Choice
I. SPECIAL EVENT GAMING LICENSE APPROVED See Above

See Above
1. STATE OF NEVADA POLICE

OLYMPICS POKER TOURNAMENT

Location: 1608 East Gragson

Date: August 18, 1984
Type: Poker Tournament
APPROVED AGENDA ITES.

/)47) (ort
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1A COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601+

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY

'IiiL

~(cont'd)

-5/7/84 to 8/7/84 approved 4/18/84.

5g8/4/84 to 11/4/84 )

Lot R PR
Do - .
f??LJ Lol

LIQU0R7—r Request for Approval of Lurie -

- Nonoperational Status. . . APPROVED Items 1
1. LEANDREW MCDANIEL . ‘ ﬁkzgious
~ dba »

~ ANDY'S LIQUOR
- 1320 North "D" Street

*Génerai On-0ff Sale License
Leéndrew McDénieT, 100%
(Nohopérat1ona1 status. for:pef1od
Request for approval of extension

for additional three- -month per1od
8/7/84 to 11/7/84 )

2. UNA F. SLOAN'”f - APPROVED

- dba - o See Above

THE BOOMERANG
2109 East Fremont
'}GenefaT'anoff Sale License
Una F. Sloan, 100%
(Nohoperét1ona1 status for period
5/4/84 to 8/4/84 approved 5/2/84.

"Request ‘for approval of extension-
for additional three-month per1od

% o{ Lﬁd V‘S"’ August 1, 1984 |

o Counc)l Action

0016

Poge 9

‘Department Actic

Staff to proceed

See Above
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_%4‘“"% - sty 20, DOLT:

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION D’

TO'

FROM:

‘ TheCnyComwd .j : ' L DAN. PILKINGTON, ACTING

_DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- AUGUST 1, 1984 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

LXQUOR ==- Request for Approva1 of Nonoperational Status

PURPOSEIBACKGROUND

Item, "Jd", 1, 2 & 3.

' sStandard requests for extens1on of nonoperational status on

liquor 11censes as fo11ows.
1. Leandrew McDan1e1. dba Andy's Liquor.

2; Una F. S1oan. dba The Boomerang.

Co3. Charles winder, dba New Town ‘Tavern.

Copies of,letters requesting-e;tensions are attached.

.¥Cahill, Director
artment of Business Activity

Agenda ltem .

I "9" 1, 2 & 3
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

‘ y . PHONE 386-601T o
CITEM : I - Council Action Department Action

'III}IIDEPARTMENT 0F BUSINESS ACTIVITY
T {cont'd)

J. L,LIQUOR -- Réquest for Approval of
" Nonoperational Status . SOPROVED See Page 9.
(ccnt'd) o | g

3. CHARLES WINDER
dba
" NEW BROWN DERBYv
320 West Monroe

General On-0ff Sale License
‘Charles Winder, 100%

(Nonoperational status for.period
©.11/23/83 to 2/23/84 approved 3
- 11/16/83. Nonoperational status
i for period 2/23/84 to 5/23/84
. approved 2/15/84. Nonoperational
" status for period 5/23/84 to '
8/23/84 approved 5/16/84. . Request
for approval of extension for
. last-three-month’ period:
, 8/23/84 to 11/23/84.%)

*Note: License must be activated
prior to midnight 11/22/84.

Ta

) A’»‘ér 3VEDAGENDA‘1“&: ”.‘- |

*'/”);:> CMA

- o e S wE SN G el U N oS e 3
. C v . : . 4 . . . - . - : - R
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. July 13, 1984

“_Clty of Las Vegas .
-Department of Buslness Act1v1ty

400 E. Stewart

- Las Vegas, NV 89101

~?Re:' Andy's

1320 North "D" Street
General On-0ff. Sale Llcense.
L04 -106- 4- 00005

Dear Mr. Cah111~

- I Leandrew Mc Danlel, reguest approval of exten51on of

'Hnonoperatlonal status for an addltlonal 90 day perlod

Thls request is necessary in order to allow sufficlent

: tlme for flnanclng and 1ocat1ng a new f301llty.

Sincerely,

“Leandrew Mc Daniel

7
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July 18, 1984

Honorable Mayor and

City Councilmen

c/o Department of Business Activity
400 East Stewart

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Re: New Brown Derby
320 West Monroe
General On-Off Sale Liquor License

Dear Sirs:

On May 16, 1984 the City Council approved an
extension of nonoperational status on the above liquor
license.

I would like to request an additional extension of
this nonoperational status to enable me to consumate the
relocation of my liquor license.

Sincerely,

Charles Winder
New Brown Derby

a3
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X COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
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Page 1

Councnl Action

'Department Action

. - :
-\' - ,- . :-

_TEM
‘IV.(a) . ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA
S ASHLEYjHALL;,CITY‘MANAGER
1014 | A.. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION CONCERN-

- ING THE PLACEMENT OF STOP SIGNS ON
' e_»MONTEREY AT EXLEY..

Sy

'll:l.l.lllv -l
ey

o .
= .

..I_DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON' THE
PROPOSED AGREEMENT BY THE STATE DEPART-
MENT OF TRANSPORTATION RELATIVE TO THE

VHOUSING AUTHORITY.

1017 1.
" PARK CONCEPTUAL PLANS AND APPLICATION
FOR WATER RIGHTS.

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE- ACTION ON A
RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE SCHOOL
. OF ENGINEERING AND COMPUTER SCIENCE
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA LAS VEGAS.

1024 | D.

“IlUnanimous

[follow recommendatiofs

 LAND UNDER THE FREEWAY FOR THE LAS VEGAS ~|of City Manager and

'jDISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON ANGEL

|ADOPTED Resélution

Levy - Sfaff to proceed
APPROVED motion to '
install stop signs

on temporary basis.

Levy -
APPROVED mot1on to

Staff to proceed

approve agreement
Unanimous

Lurie -

APPROVED motion to
approve conceptual plan .
with City Manager
Fauthorized to sign
application to State
Engineer for 1,000
Jacre feet of water.
Unanimous

Staff to proceed

Lurie - Staff to proceed

Unanimous

|Copies of Resolution|to be

forwarded to UNLV Bodrd of
Regents, State Legislature
and Public Works off{cials.
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- c‘t?"““v‘i“ N _ 0023
- __"AGENDA DOCUMENTATION | s -

TO o FROM
The City Council

SUBJEE_T: ' DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION CONCERNING THE PLACEHEN 7 /
.. OF STOP SIGNS ON' MONTEREY AT EXLEY .

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Monterey -is a .relatively short two-block street running between. St.

"Louis and Sahara bisected by Exley half way between. There are presently
yield signs -on Moriterey at- Exley and a stop sign on Monterey at Sahara
and on Monterey at St. Louis.

. The street 1mmediate1y adjoining to the west, Mariposa, which has:
re1at1ve1y the same characteristics as. Monterey also has yield signs
.. ..at Exley. ' The ‘street immediatély to the east, San Jose, also has the.
e _same,character1st1cs as Monterey, and has stop signs at Exley.

There is relatively little traffic flow - 945 vehicles on Exley at
Monterey and 940 vehicles on Monterey at Exley. We have no record of
any accidents for 1982, 1983, or 1984.

{]

v.!- . :

None.

J:w |
o ' The City Manager recommends that if the . Mayor and Council wish

-a trial ba51s

Agenda lfems-];34 ) ‘
Iv(a) A. ‘

. S I ' Lo .
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July 30, 1984

" The City Council

SU_B'J‘ECT“ .

' PURPOSE/BACKG ROUND

DISCUSSION ‘AND. POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE PROPOSED AGREEHENT “BY THE STATE
_ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTAT%{}T'I}E&?RVE TO THE LAND UNDER THE FREEHAY

We have received the proposed agreement from the. State relative to the
Housing. Authority using the land under the freeway between - 10th Street
and 14th Street. The Housing -Authority proposes developing the area
as .2 park facility :

: The agreement does not have any time limit It does provide for a

thréé-month cancelation clause on the part of either party. In essence,
if the State should need the property for the freeway or for road purposes
and/or the City does not maintain the property adequately or no longer

wishes to use it,.the agreement then can be abolished

The proposed agreement has - not been approved by the Federal Highway
Adrministration as yet and, therefore, the City cannot allow the Housing
Authority to proceed until officially notified by -the State.

None..

" RECOMMENDATIONS

The Ci ty. Manager recommends that the agreement be approved and the Mayor
authorized to sign the agreement. i

Agendo ltem 8-1-84

Iv(a) B.
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1-515-CL-075.137

~ JOINT POKERS AGREEMENT = ~greszcat oN!ﬂ‘_f 02

FOR CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE
" OF A MINI- PARK.

- THIS AGREEHENT made this Mday of _A_ng_m_m_ 1982, between THE CITY - |

OF LnS \:GAS a Mun1c1pa] Corporation, here1nafter called CITY and the STATE OF
NEVADA actwng by and through its Department of Transportat1pn, here1nafter called
DEPARTMENT, :

| HITHESSETH: ,

HH-REAS the DEPARTMENT is empowered to acquire property for “highway needs,
inc? uhng property for purpspes of constructing pubﬁc parks, and recreatipna]
grounds adjoining highway or’ freewav r1ghts-of-way purSUAnt to KRS 408 487 and

' WHERZAS, DfPARTNENT has acquired property for the constructipn and ma1ntenance

cf certe1n highways in the State pf Nevada anpng which is 1- 515 between 10th and 14th

‘Streets located.in the City of Las Vegas, County of Clark; znd

WHEREAS, DEPARTMENT may construct roadside: parks at such” lpcat1ons as may be
selected by the Director of the DEPARTHENT pursuant to NRS 408 275 and

WHEREAS, CITY is the owner of certain property abutt1ng the z2foresaid hwghway,
anc ) '

VH;R_AS CITY has' requested the D1rector to declare said r1ght-pf—way between
10th and ]4th Streets as 2 roadside park or mini- park and

WHEREAS, the D1rector has detenmined that use of the pren1ses as 2 m1n1-park

' w111 be of benefat to the travelling pub11c and
4HZREAS, the DEPAR’M;NT and the CITY mzy enter joint exércise of powers aoreements

pursuanfto KRS 277. 100.
The parties heretp covenant and agree as follows:

" DEPARTMENT AGREES: .

e - 0020

1. . The DEPARTMENT hereby selects and designates those certain premises between .

3Cth and 14th Streets as depicted on the map and further described on Exhibit A

’ etzeched hereto,'and mede @ part. hereof, as a mini-park.

2 To permit the CITY 16 construct and raintain a mini-park on s2id premises.
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CITY. AGREES:
1. To construct an;:l maintain, at no cost to DEPARTMENT, a mini-park on the
. property depicted on attached map. |
2. To submt and obtain the DEPAR‘MENT‘S and ‘the Federa'l Highway Administration'‘s
ap;::ron‘;l, pr‘lor t0 the commencement of construction, the p'lans relative to the aforesaid
. mini-park. |
If the c1t_y pmposes signif:cant revus‘ions or changes to the approved

p'lans said revisions or changes. sha'l'l be submitted to the DEPARTMENT for approval by

i
i
i
I
I
| l v. v ' ’ : ';I *VDEPARTMENT and the Federal. H‘ighwa_y Adm‘in'lstration prior to theu' incorporation in
: L : ~ the construct1on plans. : o
. . “ ~3'. © To take 811 steps necessary to effectwe'l_y protect the viaduct structure,
'1nc1ud1ng the supporting co1umns from damage 1nc1dent to CITY'S construction on the
l premises of a mi m park, an w.thou‘ expense to DEPARTMENT anc 1o be hatﬂe te and
i shax1 rexmburse DEPARTL:NT for any damege to said VIBdUCt structure. and supporting
. co'lpmns in-any way re5u1t1ng from or attr'ibutab'le to the construction and meintenance
of said premiees,esle mjnﬁ-park.
I 4. To pay all cha_r‘ges' for water; ga‘s,'eleciric'ity,' sewage and trash cisposal
furnished and supplied to or upon any part of the herein described premises. -
l 5. 75 secure al) necessary peg_'m'its'rjequ'ired_ in conriect‘lén with operztions on
the premsies and to comply with all Federal, State and local statutes, ordinances or
regulations which may affect, in‘any<re5peci, CITY'S use of the premiseé.'
| 6. To keep end maintain;>at CITY'S sole expense, ihe premises free of 211

weeds, noxibus plants, debris, and inflammable or explosive materials of every

descfiption;eand keep the premises at all times in an order1y,.c1ean safe and sanifary
condition. o | | v V

7. Not te'assign or transfer this Agreement without prior written approval of
‘the DEPARTHENT and the Federal Highway Adm1nistrat1on

8. CITY is respons1b1e for proper 1nspec;.on maintenance and repair of ali
ﬁm:rpveﬁen:s made by CITY t¢ the premises.

9. To hold the DﬁPARTEENT, its officefs; agents anc empioyees free from 211

liebility end ciaim Tor damage by reason of eny imjury to any person or perscns,
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including CITY;ForfprOperty of any kind whatsoever and to whomsoeéer belonging,

incinding'CITY frbm any cause whatsoever, whi]e in, upon or in any way connected
with said prem1ses or any occupancy hereunder
_ 10. Any proposed change in the City' s authoruzed use of the premises as a mini-
park, must be approved by the DEPARTMENT~and the Federal nghway Administration
before the.change in use is made.

~11.' That CITY sha11 mainta1n and operate said m1ni-park in compliance with the
requirements 1mposed pursuant to T1t1e 49 Code of Federal Regulations, Department of

Transportat1on Subt1t1e A, 0ff1ce of the Secretary, Part 21, “Hondgscr1m1nat1on in

, Feoera]Iy-assmsted Programs ot the Civil Rights ‘Act of 1964", and as said Regulations

‘m2y be ammended.

IT IS HUfUALLY AEREED’

1. This Joint Powers Agreement sha11 remain 1n full force and effect unt11
terminated by the D‘PARTMENT or CITY as hereinafter provided.

2. This Agreement may be terminated at any time by the CITY or the DEPARTMENT
upon three (2) months prior notice, in writing, serving szme upon CITY or DEPARTMENT,
as the case may hei but such termination may not be made except upon good cause.

Good cause 1rc:udes (M) the property is determined to be needed by the DEPARTHENT for
-expansion or improvement to the existing h1ghway facm11cj, (2) fa11ure of the CITY to
substant1aily comp}y with the meterial terms and cond1t10ns of this Agreement, prov;ded
that CITY Sha11.have‘d‘reasoneb1e tine after receiving written notice ot non-

compliance from DEPARTMENT in which to comply with such term or cbndition. (3) an
unauthorized change in the«nse of the premises, or (4) use cf the premises to constitute
2 nuisence, 2s defined in.State and Local Laws znd Ordinances.

3. Upon the expiration or term1nat1on of this Agreement CITY shall remove or
cause to be renoved at its own expense, any and all improvements erected or emplaced A"
by CITY on said,premises; or, at the option of the DEPARTMENT, said improvements
sha‘;ii became. the property of DEPARTHMENT without compensation by DEPARTMENT to CITY.
¥ DEPA ETH' 3 requares CITY to remove said 1nnrovenents, the removal shell be completed

no Jeter then three (’) months afier the date c the ern retion or termination.
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It is further understood that the provisions of paragraph 9 above shall remain

in full force and effect hnti] either (1) the improvements have been removed by the
CITY or (2) the DEPARTMENT has assumed control and maintenance of said improvements.

4. For purposes of inspection, maintefance or repair of the highway or highway
structure,” DEPARTMENT and the Federal Highway Administration reserve the right to
enter in 2nd upon the s2id premises.

5. On-premise signs, displays, or devices may be erected by the CITY, but
shall be restricted to those indicating ownership and type of on-premises activities
and shall be subject to approval by DEPARTMENT.

This instrument contains the entire agreement between the parties and shall
inure to the benefit of, and be binding upon, the resﬁective successors and assigns

of the parties hereto.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this agreement the day and year
first above written.

ATTEST
CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA

REVIEWED AND RECOMMENDED BY: MAYOR

#5 V— . APPROVED FOR LEGALITY AND FORM:
* District Engineer é ; é 2 ‘ ;‘i
eputy Attorney Genera

REVIEWED AND RECOMMENDED BY: Chief Counsel

Y
};K e ¥ ngng
jhief Right of Way Agent

STATE Ofy NEVADA acting by and through its

TrPmuv

STATE OF

On this day of » 19__, personally appeared before me, the
undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the , State of

k ]
who acknowledged to me that the said city commission executed the above instrument.

- S IN WITNESS WHEREOF 1 have hereunto set
N\ E , ‘my hand and affixed my official seal the day
A and year in this certificate first above
L ’ written.
STATE OF NEVADA
CARSON CITY
On this 27~ day of o/ , 19 8%, personally appeared before me, the
undersigned, a Notary Public in and Tor Carson City, State of Nevada,
Gacrtl. "Iy |1 known to me to be the Deputy Director of

tne Department of Iransportation of the State of Nevada who executed the foregoing in-
str.~--= for tne Nevada Department of Transportation under authorizetion of Nevada Revised
Stztutes, Chapter 408.205; that he affirms that the seal affixed to said instrument is the
sez] of said Department; and that said instrument was executed for the Nevada Department
of Transportation freely and voluntarily and for the uses and purposes therein mentioned.

P IN WITNESS WHERZOF I have hereurto set
my hand and affixed my official seel tne cey
and year in this certificate first above

Szt A. PALAZZOLO

e e . o EeADE
C et B Oy AD
ST

1= Ivmwn
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BEING a portion of the NH 1/4 of Section 35, T. 20 S.,
R. 61 E., M.D.M., and more particularly described by metes
and bounds as foI]ows. to wit:

BEGINNING at the intersection of the right or north-
easterly right-of-way line of I-515 Freeway ?Project 1-515-
1(3)3) and the westerly right-of-w2y line of 14th Street, at
a point 86.00 feet right of and at right angles to Highway
Engineer's Station "A" 1282+23.49 P.0.T., said point of

.. beginning being further described as bearing S. 78° 58°' 55"

E. a distance of 7,115.11 feet from the southwest corner of
Section 27, T. 20 S ., R. 61 E., M.D.M.; thence S. 00° 24'
42" E. a distance of 213.14 feet to a point on the left or
southwesterly right- of-way 1ine of said 1-515 Freeway;
thence N. 60° 05' 29" W. along said left or southwesterly

"right-of-way line a2 distance of 198.08 feet to a point;
“thence from 2 tangent which bears N. 11° 54' 28" W. curving

to the left with @ radius of 45 feet, through an angle of
48° 11! 01", an arc distance of 37. 84 feet to a ooint;
thence N. 60° 05' 29" W. a distance of 59.03 feet to &

"point; thence from a tangent which bears the last described
‘course curving to the 1eft with a radius of 9.95 feet,

through an angle of 120° 32' 00", an arc distance of 20.93

-feet to a point of intersection of said left or south-
.. westerly right-of-way line of 1-515 Freeway and wester1y
“right-of-way 1iné of 13th Streét; thence N. 60° 05' 29" W. a
- .distance of 147.64 feét to 2 point on the easterly right- of-.
‘way line of Maryland Parkway; thence N. 00° 54' 30" W. along

said easter1y right-of-wey 1ine of Maryland Parkway a dis-

tance of 214,27 feet to a point; thence S. 60° 05' 29" E. a

distance of 115.03 feet to.a point; thence from a tangent
whiich bears S. 11° 54' 11" E. curving to the left with a
radius of 45 feet, through an angle of 96° 21' 55", .an arc -

‘distance of 75.69 feet to a point; thence S. 60° 05 29" E.

a distance of 266.93 feet to ‘the POINT OF BEGINNING. Said
parcel contains an area of 1.85 acres, more or less.

‘(l prnr-- \\p 4]
f\l ;5—-5 H
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C‘J, of LasVegas
 AGENDA DOCUMENTATION [P 2‘?’,

TO: FROM:
The City Co\mccl

0031

 SUBJECT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON ANGEL PARK CONCEPTUAL PLA
: APPLICATION FOR WATER RIGHTS. -

’

PU RPOSE/BACKG ROUND

We have an- approved plan of Angel Park. however. it does not take into
- consideration the .full extent of the detention basin and, therefore.
- a new plan should be approved ,

One .proposal calls for two go'lf courses. jo‘lntly using the same. clubhouse
facilities. together with other forms .of vrecreational facilities with
some of the sport field activity being located at the north end of the
horth/south leg of the: park. Another alternative proposes a division
- of the golf courses with" separate ‘clubhouse facilities which allows
the Tocation of the sports field comp'lex to. be more centrally located
at ‘the southeast cormer of the park. A third altemative extends a
portion of the go'lf course 1nto the Husite area.

-~ -

We presently have an ex'asting we]'l in Angel Park and .also have water
rights for ‘about 75 acre feet per year. We.estimate that we will need
at least an additional 1,000 acre feet; therefore, we request permission
- to submit an application to the State Engineer. for this amount of water.

- 'None.

Ri MENDATI
The City. Manager recommends that approva'l be given to a conceptua’l plan

for Angel Park and that the City Manager be authorized to sign the
application tc the State Engineer for 1,000 acre feet of water

Agenda ltem 8-1-84
Iv(a) C.
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APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO APPROPRIATE THE PUBLIC 0032
WATERS OF THE STATE OF NEVADA -

THIS SPACE !'OR OFFICE USE ONLY

‘Date of ﬁlmg in State Engmeer s Office....

Renirmed t0 applicant for correction....

Corrected application fled . _— miemMap filed..

‘mcorporanon,xfacopamershxporassomuongvcmcs of members.)

'rhe"applicaht..;.'.."..n.C.ii;.x.;_p.f..Las..Tl..ega;s

400 East Stewart ‘Avenue  _of._.las Vegas
Street and No. uPO ‘Boz Ne, - : : . . Chy or Town
Nevada89101 n = : - .. -
S T G e , hereby make§ . apphcauon for permission to appropriate

.the public waters of the State of Nevada, as hereinafter stated. (lf applicant is a corpomon, give ‘date and plaee of

: Isapplibgnt a U.S. citizen? Ys @ No ‘D .

Is applicant 21 years of age or older? " Yes E No [J

NRSS33.325requ1resthatapphmtsbeacmzenoftheUmtedSmesorhavelegallydedaredthurmtennonto
beeomeacmzen,andthattheyben years of age or older :

1. mmoftheproposed appropﬁaﬁonis Underground inthe’.as Vegas Va'l'le_y basin.

2. Theamountofwaterapphedfons 1.3 . ‘ second feet.

mw:mmmnnnmmnme.
(a). lf stored in reservoir give number of acre-feet

3 Thewatertobeusedfor Recreatwna‘l use.
. !mldomwm.mm;mmm:orm“e.umwtmommbtm

4. l.fuseisfor: :

(a) Imganon, state number of acres to be TRt e e
. | ®) Stockwater, state number and kind of a.nnnals ............ eemnevoneaseneane saeaen e rananenns
.(c) Other use (descn‘be fully nnder “No 12. Remarks”).............. r'ecreat'lona'l
(d) Power |
. (l)iHorsepqwer dcvelloped.' e emameneseeeanesseameresmtanesae sansas enee eeeeitet et erasaes s e e cnesatesmeeeseseanee

-+ (2) Point of return of water t0 StreAM. .....coceceericmenennee- edvainens ........ eseesamsmsammasansnanrensas ......




- 5. The water is to'be diverted fromeLYso%wC{ *heWo“UTES &&%Ttﬂe WA' of the NE: of O 0 33

uwu'&hnmmdubﬂe
.Section.32..T. \20S0s. R.60E.. M.D. M., or at a pomt,,.f.rpm..y.m.h.ghe !!%_gws.r_gf

-wrvcy sudbymmnddmcemancdvnmw ltonnnmrveyed n:onldbenmed.

.sald -Sectis 0.!1...32. bear.s...N.‘.. 59957' W, 375 feet,

6. Place of use The north. half of the north half of Sections 31 and 32, T.20S.,
' _ Describe by legal subdivision. If on unsuxveyed land, it shonld be so stared.

RSOE.MDM

7. Use will begin about_..January. 1 and end sbout..._December 31 of each year.
. } " ‘Mopth and Day . ‘ Month and Day

" 8. Description of proposed v‘ébrks (Under the provisions of NRS 535.010 vcvu may be required to submit plahs and

-_Mamonsofymd,mo,gmgem,n\ Well with motor pump, storage tanks_and
. State manner in which water is to be diverted, ic. diversion structure,

| d1stribut:i On..piping.....

ndﬂumdrm:d-e)lvmammlnm ac,

9. | .Esumated cost of works..........iﬁ.QQ..QD.O_.. rereeercmees oo

©'10. Estimated time requu'ed to _oonstmct"works 6 !nonths =.to begin and complete in 1986
o T . R llnnmwed.daaibewm

{well. .is...dr:jll ed_and. me'd)

11. Estimated time requxred to ‘complete the apphcanon of water to beneficial use.......1.year after

1nsta11at1on of pump. .

12.° Remarks For use’ other than imgahon or stock watermg. state number and type of units to be served or annual
' consumpnve use.
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By........
“ D ’ . ) ¥ qummc.appﬂammutm
v I e 102/386-6272 ..Gity.of Las Vegas. 400 E. Stewart Ave.
. : o ' = _ * Street apd No., or P.O. Box No.
- - BY:THBE APPLICANT OR AGEN] ' Chy, State, Zip Code No,
: R C , : : RS (Rev. 4-82) agsmen

$100 FILING FEL MUST ACCOMPANY APPLICATION
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.'TRANSCRIPT - LAS VEGAS CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984
- IV(a)=C -- DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON ANGEL PARK CONCEPTUAL PLANS

‘AND APPLICATION FOR WATER RIGHTS S Page 1
MAYOR.BRIARE:v - Next;IYouF Honor.
l CITY_MANAGER HALL:_‘- - Item No. C Your Honor, discussion and possible action on

Angel Park Conceptual Plans and Application for Water
Rights. * We have a presentation we want to give you briefly
that goes over some of the alternatives that we've looked
at out there. We'd like your conceptual approval today.
Mr. Saylor will present that. We also want approval to

go ahead and acquire the water rights that are available
out there for us. Mr. Saylor.

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER - D N -
DON SAYLOR: ~ Recognizing that this is a very large land area out in a
" relatively undeveloped portion of the City, one with very
rugged terrain, allows me to comment that you could
probably come up with 1001 different designs for a park
utilization of some kind. In order to try to get something
firmed up at least in terms of direction, we have three
alternatives to show to you. None of them necessarily
are bound in concrete. By that, I mean the design can be
very flexible. You recognize, of course, that on the
-eastern face of Angel Park, we have the Angel Park
Detention Basin which takes in this area (indicating on
map). .. The basic use provided for the rest of the park is
~two golf courses. On this particular design, it's
-arranged so one golf course is to the west, one is to the
- north thereby being able to utilize the same club house/
activity area. This plan provides a ball field, soccer
complex up in this corner, a recreation center in this v
corner. Development, residential development, is approach1ng
from the. east, so this recreation center would be logically
located to serve that area. Further to the west, we have
another ballfield/soccer complex, an equestrian complex,
and a group picnic area. This plan shifts those uses
around a 1ittle bit keeping the recreation center still at
this corner close to the residential development, putting
the golf course in here, moving the softball/soccer complex -
down to this location. The reason it has to be there if
it's going to be down this end is because of the many gullies
and washes in the general area. By so doing, however, it
would necessitate separate clubhouse facilities for this
golf course and this golf course. And again, the western
end is the same design with a ball field/soccer comp]ex
~and a nature study area. The third alternative -- again,
the golf course in ‘here, recreation center at this location,
~ the two ball fields/soccer complexes fairly close together,
equestrian complex up at this corner and a water theme park
in this area, and again, the nature study area. I have some .
-problems with the equestrian complex being there because of
its close proximity to what I anticipate will be relatively
dense residential development. However, I'm sure that if
you decide it should be there, that we can work around that
potential problem. Now, because of the size of the park,
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DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
- DON-SAYLOR: because of the immense cost involved, we're seeking methods
. : B of involving private enterpr1se in the development process,
and one of the avenues we're exploring is the possibility
of shifting some of the golf course area on private property -
abutting either in this area, somewhat in this nature along
~-here further to the south on the Peccole property. I simply
show that as a degree of flexibility that can be applied if
we can interest private investment money into the development
of the park. Without that type of involvement, it's going
- to be a tremendous financial chore for the City to do it
on its own, “ Along with th1s, we need water, and as part of
the ‘item on the agenda, we have an application which we're
asking for approval to submit to the State for 1,000 acre
feet of water on Angel Park.

MAYOR BRIARE: Question or comments?

- COUNCILMAN LURIE: . * Mayor, 1 just have a comment. I think this park is based ‘
' ~.on land that the City acquired many years ago and development
is. f1na11y reaching that area, and that particular area
on. the west and southwest/northwest is going to utilize
that park when it's completely developed with recreation
center and ball fields, soccer fields, baseball, golf course.
I think now is the time that we have to start setting aside
the funds to develop in phases on ‘the park. We just have to
- .approval a particular conceptual plan. I think we have, what
‘three, to Took at today, but not necessarily one of those
‘is the one that will be finally acted upon. - I'D LIKE TO
MOVE FOR APPROVAL OF THE CONCEPTUAL PLAN AND ALSO THE
APPLICATION FOR THE WATER RIGHTS TO BE SUBMITTED.

LA
l |

MAYOR BRIARE: =~ Conments?  Cast your votes. Post. . Motion's APPROVED,
(VOTE: UNANIMOUS APPROVAL BY FULL COUNCIL.)

. . N N .

v'/ch’
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Date: __July 30, 1984

0036

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION

: ROM:
The City Council ASHLEY HALL
CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON A RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE SCHOOL OF
ENGINEERING AND COMPUTER SCIENCE AT THE UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA LAS VEGAS.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

Community leaders have identified a strong engineering and computer science
program at the University of Nevada Las Vegas as the key to attracting new
high technology business to Southern Nevada to help diversify our resort
economy. The University of Nevada Board of Regents recently defeated a pro-
posal that would have given top priority to upgrading the School of Engineer-
ing and Computer Science with a new building. The project is now listed in
twelfth place on the University's capital improvement 1ist.

Public agencies and private businesses agree that improvements in the educa-
tional offerings in the high technology field of study will only enhance the

already attractive climate Southern Nevada can offer to new industries who
want to remain on the cutting edge of tommorow's technology.

None

RECOMMENDATIONS

The City Manager recommends passage, adoption and approval of the Resolution
in support of the School of Engineering and Computer Science at the University
of Nevada Las Vegas.

Agenda item

1v.(a) D.
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A RESOLUTION iN SYPPORT OF THE SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND -
COMPUTER SCIENCE AT THE UNIVERSITY -OF NEVADA LAS VEGAS

_ WHEREAS, thevgrouth.and'prosperity of'Southern'Nevada depends upon
economic diversification and attractiOn of industry to.our valley; and
HHEREAS. the type of industry most desired is- one which is
environmentally clean. economically stable and of the high technology variety,
and g
' HHEREAS, several high-tech companies are interested in Southern Nevadc,
due to climate, tax structure, land availability and proximity to major
Southwest markets; and ‘ , _
' HHEREAS these same. companies are being recruited by other Southwestern
c1ties with similar qualities. and
v HHEREAS, 1t is acknowledged that other major Southwestern cities have
superior~workforce capabilities, due to the availability of high technology
training in engineering and computer sciences. and
HHEREAS Southern Nevada must upgrade its educational offerings in the
areas of engineering and computer sciences to compete in the recruitment of
high technology industries, as noted by the Greater Las Vegas Chamber of
Cmnnerce and the Nevada Development Authority ‘
NOW, THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED .that the City Council of the City of

|fLas Vegas strongly supports the educational and professional upgrading of the

School of Engineering and Computer»Science at‘the University of Nevada Las

Vegas and urges the Board of Regents and the Nevada Legislature to affix the

highest priorityiranking to'this project at the earliest possible.date.
PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS jct  day of __August

1984.

Carol Ann H wley, City Cléxk.
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ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA (Cont d.) -
ASHLEY HALL,. CITY MANAGER

DISCUSSION ‘AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE

" LEASE AND/OR SALE OF THE OLD FIRE

STATION #3.

. 'DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON A -
“TWO-YEAR LABOR AGREEMENT WITH IAFF

LOCAL #1285.

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON
SELECTION AND RATIFICATION OF DIRECTOR

~ OF PARKS, RECREATION & SENIOR CITIZEN
‘ ACTIVITIES

STATUS ON PROPOSED EXPANSION OF CITY OF
LAS VEGAS ANIMAL CONTROL FACILITY AND
COUNTY PARTICIPATION.

_ |APPROVED motion to

‘|recommendation to

Icity Manager Hall to
pon Bomb Squad relatiye to problems

ISee Transcript.

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

Council Action

%0( w v‘S"’August 1, 1954 0 0'138

CITY COUNCIL
COUNCIL CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

' PHONE 386-601

Page 1;2

Depurtrﬁent' Action

Lurie -

Referred to Real
Estate Committee.
Unanimous

Lurie -
follow City Manager's

approve agreement.
Unanimous

[Final Minutes.

Levy -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff with
Chris J. Stanfill

Unanimous

Levy -

APPROVED motion  that
Clark County be given
until August 24, 1984
to advise City of
their decision re-
lating to Animal
Control facility.
lotion carried with
olen voting “"NO."

Verbatim Transcript
Minutes.

outTined in discussid

appointed as D1rector.

4?7

8/13/84 Agenda of

J Recommending

Committee meeting

Staff to proceed

Chief West and
Captain Hampton,
Fire Department, -
appeared

Verbatim Transcript made part of

Staff to proceed.

Staff to proceed

ade part of Finé]S

report to Counci]I

n of Item F abové.
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION o

To: FROM:
e . The Cﬂy Councul S ASHLEY HALL
. - CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: :
~ DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION on A TWO-YEAR LABOR AGREEMENT WITH'IAFF LOCAL 1285
©°  PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The labor contract between the City .and its 303 classified un1form Fire Services
employées, - represented by the International Association of Firefighters (IAFF)
Local 1285, expired on June 30, 19B4. The City has been negotiating with IAFF
Local 1285 since February.

Rarqa1n1ng representatives from both management and 1AFF Local 1285 have reached
what they believe .is a fair and equitable proposal that allows for a reasonable
wage -and’ budget package. )

"~ The two=year proposal- calls for a 4. 7% wage increase the first year and 5.0% the
second, the same level of wage increase recently provided to other City classified
: : and appointive employees. In addition, the proposa1 brings the medical insurance
A . contribution by the City to the same level as is currently provided to the City
: Employees' Association (CEA)Y: provides for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Holiday, as
was done for the other two hargaining units and sets forth clear-cut annual leave
scheduling procedures.

The overall package is fully in line with those negotiated between the City and
its other bargaining units, the CEA and the Police Protective Association (PPA -
Court Marshals and Detention staff) and .will, 1ike the other agreements, help
keep firefighters in the C1ty abreast of the cost of living.

‘EISCAL IMPACT

" .The first-year cdst'of this proposed contract is $742,480. The money is available
in the FY 5551 "B5 budget. The projected cost of the second year is $678,805 and

will be budgeted for in FY 1985-' 86

RECOMMENDATIONS
The City's negotiation team and the City Manager recommend approval of the

proposed two-year Tahor contract with International Association of F1ref1ghters
Local 1285

Agenda ltem

Iv.(a) F.

o
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~IV.(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA. ITEM F. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON A TWO- |
'YEAR LABOR AGREEMENT WITH IAFF LOCAL #1285.

.~ CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

~ COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

'MAYOR BRIARE:
CHIEF CLELL WEST:

MAYOR BRIARE:

CHIEF CLELL WEST:

. MAYOR BRIARE:

CHIEF CLELL WEST:

Item No. F is discussion and possible action on a two-year
labor agreement with the International Association of Fire-
fighters Local 1285. I might say to the City Council

this morning that we have been negotiating with the Fire

Union for some months. We have reached an agreement, basically
the same aqreement that we reached with other employees on a
two-year package ca111ng for a 4.7% wage increase the first
year and a 5% wage increase the second year. We have been

able to work out the other management-employee rights sections,
provisions of that agreement and I recommend to the City Council
along with the negotiating committee that the Council approve
this today.

Mayor. I'DMOVE THAT WE FOLLOW THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE CITY

'MANAGER AND APPROVE THE PROPOSED TWO-YEAR LABOR CONTRACT WITH

THE INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FIREFIGHTERS LOCAL 1285.
Are there any comments by the Council members?

Yes, Your Honor. I'd like to make a comment on it. I think
it's a 1ong time since 1 can remember approving an agreement

without go1ng to binding arbitration and I think it's a mile-

stone and I'm tickled to death that we were able to solve our

problems without having to have some third party from out of
state come in and tell us how to do it.

‘Chief, do you have any comments or questions, I mean, statements?.

" Yes, Your Honor, I would like to comment. I feel that it is

a good agreement. I would like to congratulate both parties
in sitting down. They did a tremendous job and they went into
it with an open mind and set down and really got to business
and I'd just like to take the opportunity to congratulate the

;neqot1at1ng committee, both for the City and for the Un1on

‘Do you think, Chief, that there is any -- the increase is a
" modest increase wh1ch would demonstrate that the firefighters

recognize the budget prob]ems that local governments have. To
your knowledge are there any monies that are available within
the budget to further support any on-going programs, such as
Bomb Squad or some of that nature’

I fee]:that we have come through the process very well. My
personal opinion is that we can do the things for the community "
this budget year that we need to do. I feel very comfortable

in the process yes, sir,

Is Captain Hampton‘present?

Yes, he is, sir.
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YEAR LABOR AGREEMENT WITH IAFF LOCAL #1285

MAYOR BRIARE:

. CAPTAIN HAMPTON:

'MAYOR BRIARE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

' CAPTAIN HAMPTON:
©'MAYOR BRIARE:

" MAYOR BRIARE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

QMAYOR BRIARE

" CAPTAIN HAMPTON:

" CAPTAIN HAMPTON:

CAPTAIN HAMPTON:

CAPTAIN: HAMPTON:

-CAPTAIN HAMPTON:

Capta1n The reason my ask1ng the Fire Chief that question

is that there was a very well-written report by the Review-
Journal and Carol Cling, who is present here, quoting you as
making statements that would warrant my question as to
whether there were monies ava11ab1e to do other things within
the Fire Department as well ‘as paying salaries and. offer1ng

a modest increase and you heard the answer of the Chief. Do
you disagree with your Chief?

No, sir.

Are you aware of monies that are ava11ab1e to further the
expertise of your Bomb Squad?

" Yes, sir. They have been available. Right now we have a

man in training back at Redstone to receive this training.

1 think, Mr. Hall, that you as the City Manager and the
Chief of our Fire Department should make a.report to this

City Council with respect to the Bomb Squad and to its
future and to the ability of the City of Las Vegas, which
is the only. public ent1ty who is funding a Bomb Squad to

" continue as we are going now. I am very distressed that -

a Captain of our department ‘who has been with ‘the City for
a number of years -- ‘how Tong have you been with the City?

Twenty-two years.

Do you live inside the city 1imits?

"~ No, sir.

Where\aq you live?

I Tive in the county. I 1ive in the Parkdale area.

~ My reason for saying that is because you have indicated
‘that for a Tousy $12,000, if you were properly quoted --
- were you properly quoted in the paper?

I didn't make that quote, sir.

This is going to be my last question. This is not the time

" nor. the place to be discussing -- this is a quote: "For

want of an additional lousy $12,000 the public 1s not getting
what it wants.” Is that your statement?

No. If you read on further, sir, you'll see who made the

~statement.

004 1 o
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MAYOR. BRIARE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

MAYOR BRIARE:

" MAYOR BRIARE:

bttt -}—--:-'-‘ |

CAPTAIN HAMPTON:

. CAPTAIN HAMPTON:

CAPTAIN HAMPTON:

CAPTAIN HAMPTON:

Beg your pardon? _
If you read on, s1r, you 11 see who made the statement.

I beg your pardon. You are certainly right. I apologize
to you for -- do you subscribe to that statement?

Not in that context, sir.
Tfapolog1ze and- I also apologize to the writer of the

article. It certainly d1d not say Captain Hampton. It
was Mr. Gammon.

" Since I'm here, sir, I'd 1ike to make a statement about

that article in genera] This is a culmination of a
problem that we've endured, as I say, in the trenches.

It was not intended to. reflect personally on any member

of this Council, yourse1f or the County, as individuals.

It is.a cond1t1on that's created underneath the underlying
problems that those of us that make the responses have to
deal with. The comments that I made in there which reflect
that it's not a problem that you can really put your finger
on, it's because of the indecision of who pays. the bill,

who signs the tab, that there's a hesitation. There's -

an inability to react spontaneously to this need and that' S
what the intent of the article was. I apolog1ze openly to
you and anybody else that was reflected in that article.

.1 did not intend it to be a personal issue, merely an 1ssué

of safety regarding my people and the" conditions they ‘work
under.

Well, Captain, I m not taking it persona11y I don't want
you to take it persona11y either.and I don't think anybody-
on this Council--we're more concerned with what can be done
in a positive way to resolve a problem. You're a Captain
on the head of the Bomb Squad.and you didn't show much
understanding of what the overa]] problem is and that

- concerns me because if you're an executive in a very high-
~ placed position, and if there are monies .available and -

you know where they are or what shou]d be done, how it
should be financed and whether you, who live in.the county
and do not pay property taxes in the city, whether you can
make some suggestions to where the City would get this money
to support the county protection against bomb threats, I'd
wish you would tell us.

Sir, another point about that article is that for every
1ine that was stated in the art1c1e, it was also very
adamantly stated that we are in total support of the City's
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_ -CAPTAIN HAMPTON: - issue. You cannot prov1de a service and not be in reverse
e : for it. This is obvious to anybody that knows, you have to
pay your bills. ‘We attempted to make that come out in the
article, but that was deleted, and unfortunately, it comes.
out that this is a sensitive prob]em,‘and unfortunately, it
wasn't aired properly. I am in full support that the bills

~have to be paid and I think that the service is being given
and we have to give the best service that we can in the
community -and that was the intent of the article.

"~ MAYOR ‘BRIARE: ' Well, you are working on this particular situation and I

_ ~ trust that you're going to have some recommendations for
us as to the future of the City being the sole source of
bomb protection for the entire Southern Nevada, and Chief,
you're working along with them.

CHIEF CLELL WEST: I am, sir.
'MAYOR BRIARE: Councilman Lurie.
~ " COUNCILMAN LURIE: = Well, I was just going to say in defense of Steve, who is

probably one of the foremost experts in bombs in the Western
“United States, I don't think he would let money interfere
with who is going to pay the bills on a call to take care of
a situation, whether it was city or county, because Steve has
talked to me many times about his department, his men, how
it's understaffed, underfinanced, don't have the proper
equ1pment to rea11y go on the ca]]s and that we need extra
money for the Bomb Squad and that the County, probably. the
majority of the calls are in: ‘the county. than are in the
city, and that they should pay their fair share if we're
going to risk our people to go out there and handle a
particular situation that takes place and I haven't read
the article because I've been out of town and I haven't had
a chance to look at it, but I'm sure that whatever Steve has

~ said in that article reflects personally how he feels about
. his people and the safety of them responding to particular
calls. We have to increase -- I know that I worked with

~ Steve and with Sam. I haven't talked to the new Chief about
it, but I know that there's some sincere concerns with the
men in that department .about their safety when they go on
a ‘particular call, so.we should take a look at that and if

. .the County has to pay, which I'm sure the City Manager is
working on to purchase and help us develop new techniques
and equipment, then they should do that, and if they.don't,

well then, ‘let them furnish their own Bomb Squad and we'll

just handle the City responses and that's what we're getting
down to. I respect Steve s comments and ability to come up
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COUNCILMAN LURIE

MAYOR BRIARE

CQUNQILMAN,LEVY:-

~ CITY MANAGER HALL:

* COUNCILMAN LEVY:
MAYOR BRIARE:

/o .

- here and answer some of these quest1ons I take a look

at it. A1l I looked at when I read the paper last night
was the picture. I didn't read the art1cle, but I'11 read
the article now.

Well, 1t s not the matter of what the article says or what
is it -- I think we should know what the future of the Bomb
Squad is. The thing that was the most touching of all in
that whole story was, and I hope I'm attributing this to
you now, Captain Hampton, because I improperly attributed
another quote here, but these are the kind of things that .
Just -- T can't sleep good at night and I'm Tooking you

~right in the eye saying this when you say, but because,

quote: "My peop1e haven't had their arms blown off, the

© problem remains in the background, Hampton said." Well,
it might just well be that when one of your men, God- forb1d

has his arms blown off, they're blown off somewhere outside
the City of Las Vegas wh1ch has 60% of the calls and 100%

~ of the expense is that borne by the city taxpayers. Mr. Hall,

we cannot have any persons arms blown off and that's why I'm
saying that this has got to be taken care of, whether --

the article, you haven't read it, Councilman -- and these
things are things that we can't put off to a study committee.
These things have to be done 1mmed1ately and steps have to be

~ taken that this kind of a matter is resolved. I'm very very

touched about this and I didn't want to get into this so deeply
because that's a managerial responsibility, but I would like

- to publicly declare that the Manager should put a high priority

on seék1ng a solution to- this problem so that, God-forbid,
we don't have someth1ng like that happen. Anyway, you're

‘entitled to your opinion. Anything that you expressed in

here is' fine by me, Captain. You are entitled to do that
and I respect your speaking out on it because maybe it's
been too long since there has been an outspoken person that
can talk about this and call it to the attention of the
community, but do so, or have it done so in a manner that the
responses and the follow-up that has to be done will also

be well-known in the community. Any further comments?

Let's go on to the next item.

We have to vote.
I need your actions, Your Honor.
We need to vote on this.

.Did we have a motion? Cast your votes. Post. Motion is
APPROVED. ‘

END OF TRANSCRIPT

Voting'aas as follows:
"AYES" Briare, Christensen, Levy, Lurie and Nolen

‘FNOES" ‘None
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MAYOR BRIARE: - Mr. Hall.

CITY MANAGER ‘HALL: - Item H, Your Honor, is the status on proposed expansion
. - ‘'of City of Las Vegas Animal Shelter Facility and the

County's 'participation. I might inform you that I met
yesterday with Mr. Denny, the Manager of the County, and
his staff and we discussed at great length several issues.
The fire issue, I might inform you, is pretty well resolved,
and 1'11 come back to you at a later time. The issue of
animal control -- the County wishes to have until August

. the 24th, that was the day Mr. Denny requested of me, that
‘we give them an extension until the 24th. That will give
him sufficient time to adequately study the alternatives
for them, either continuing service with the City or going
their own direction in the Dewey Center south of Tropicana.
It's my recormendation to the Council today that we give
“them that time extension.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: "~ Mr. Mayor.

- . MAYOR BRIARE: Councilman Levy.
COUNCILMAN LEVY: “Mr. Hall is going through the County shuffle, going from

~ one person to the next, and he came to me and explained

. 'because -I was the one that requested the August Ist deadline.

- In dealing with the County you've got to continue to give
"them a l1ittle more time to study it because they're such
‘busy people and because of their staff's inability to get
across to their manager and tO»the rest of the County
Commissioners exactly what we're telling them. I cannot
believe that the County would consider a second thought
on the fac111ty on Dewey Avenue or Dewey Lane, whatever
it is, but since they are, I'11 go along with your
‘recommendation, Mr. Hall, but I feel that we had better
set some more ground rules. Come September, what's the
date, August 24th -- ? ‘ -

| CITY MANAGER HALL:  ~  Yes.

- COUNCILMAN LEVY: '~ -- our meeting thereafter, the first meeting in September,

' : either way we give them so many days to get out of our
facility and if they planned on staying and not going to
Dewey, fine, we've got to get some answers. We're not being
fair to the citizens of Las Vegas and the animals of this
commun1ty We were going to have all the different animal
groups - in town, the Humane Societies and others, down on
top of us because the way we're operating this facility
out here. We've got.a f1ne director out. here, Dr. Williams,
who is doing a great job.: He's try1ng to get accredab111ty ,
from the nat1ona1 organizations and we're never going to get

it the way we're operating this. I"11 go along with them
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LAS VEGAS ANIMAL CONTROL FACILITY AND COUNTY PARTICIPATION

ITEM H. STATUS ON PROPOSED EXPANSION OF CITY OF

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

MAYOR BRIARE: -
'COUNCILMAN LURIE:

" COUNCILMAN LURIE:

~ COUNCILMAN NOLEN:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

CITY  MANAGER HALL:

‘We're cooperating for a long time.
-you're.taTking»about.

- I think today's the day to cut the cord.

'My'understanding is, Mr. Mayor,if I could.

CITY MANAGER HALL:

and make the MOTION THAT WE APPROVE YOUR - RECOMMENDATION

AND THAT“S IT.
Comments? Counci]man Lurie.

1 have Just a comment that I think the County should

“receive a letter and we should receive a letter from.

them stating that they need this additional time and
that this will be the last extension of time that .
they're going to ask for and that they can make a
decision by the September 1st meeting.

I have reduésted that.

~ My concern is what Al's.eoncern is, we need to get

started with the expansion of that center because of
the overcrowding conditions that we're faced with. 1
think I'm going to go along with the extension of time

‘because I believe.in the spirit of cooperation and
working with the County.

I don't know what

The idea, ASh]ey,-tojkeep.coming back asking for these
extensions, pretty soon you've got to cut the cord.

I think we

told them a long time ago and they've accused us in the
media, they've accused us of not setting down with them,
they've accused us of surprising them, playing games with
them. They. come up here and make representations to us.
that they'11 be ready by this date and then we get another
request for more time and I for one am not willing to give
them any more t1me
to be ready. I'm ready. I think we should tell them,
"Get out or get in with us," one or the other.

Further.comments?

They never did
renew the agreement that we have with them back in 1982, is

that correct? Are we working with an agreement or without

an agreement with them?

"We're working without an agreément at the present time.

So I mean, really, we don't have an agreement. We can just
give them a thirty day letter, written notice, to vacate

- now or is the agreement over with?

I think today is the day we told them

004£
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© CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

~ COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

'COUNCILMAN - LURIE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE:

I'd defer that to Mr. Ogilvie.

"Georgé, could you answer tﬂét? I don't know where we stand.

We do not have an agreement. We could give them reasonable
notice to get out. I believe that thirty days would be a
little too. short, since they have no facilities whatsoever

and it would create a significant problem in the unincorporated
area if we were to kick them out of the center.

How about'sixty days?
I can't‘givé you a --

Your Honor, at this time I'D MAKE A MOTION THAT WE DO IN FACT
GIVE THEM SIXTY DAYS and that'1l carry it past the August~24th

-date, but we've a]ready started the clock running. If we give
- them notice today, give them sixty or ninety, I don't care,

ninety days. It makes no different to me, but give them that
notice and quit playing games because that's all they keep doing
with us 1s p]ay1ng games, more time. '

Can_l,ask-AshTey a quest10n?, What did Joe Denny tell you
as far as the reason they need an extension of time? Are

 they seriously considering the Dewey location and that's

the reason they need more time to evaluate the $358,000 that
we're askina them or the 9.1 million that they want to spend
to . buy this shelter? We're wasting our time with dollars
here. I kind of agree with Counc11man Nolen. Sixty-day
notice is what we need because we've 'got to get started with
our expansion if we're going to continue with this.

Councilman Lurie, other members of the Council, Your Honor,
I'm as frustrated as you are. They came in to us and we
started meeting with them in October of 1983. They came in

to us in April. We wanted to have an agreement reached by
that time. They asked for a thirty-day extension. We gave
them a thirty-day extension to May. They came in in May and -
asked for one until June, from June to July, from July to
August. Now they're asking for one more. Mr. Denny's
reasoning is that he became the County Manager in June.
Shortly after assuming that responsibility, as all of you
know, he was in the hospital for two weeks, recuperating

for another two weeks. He simply indicated to me personally
that he had not personally had time to set down and review
all of the questions that he had on his mind regarding that.
He simply asked me as a courtesy if this City Council wouldn't
delay until -- or wouldn't give them a time extension until
the 24th of August. He said by that time he will know and

he will be able to recommend to his County Commission if they
should stay W1th the City or if they should pursue other
1nterests
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* MAYOR BRIARE:
| COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

" COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:
MAYOR BRIARE:
~ COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

" COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:
" CITY MANAGER HALL:
~ COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: .

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

'MAYQOR BRIARE:
~ COUNCILMAN LURIE:

" giving it all this nashing of.teeth and so forth.

‘Well, if they're current with the bill,
~ there's that big of a problem.

But we're overcrowded now.

- Itve JUSt got to answer Pau]

Councilman Levy's motion: was to the effect that we adopt that

. date. Councilman Nolen in a sense is proposing an amendment

to a1low up to seventy-f1ve days or someth1ng

I d1dn t realize he had made a motion, but if you want to :

" vote on that mot1on, I' m ready to vote against it at this

time.

Cou1d I make one comment’ Counc11nan Lurie and I somewhat
agree. We just can't believe the County is even considering
this other facility. ‘One good th1ng is, if the County only

" signs a five-year agreement with us, that’ fac111ty will still

be sitting there five years from now and they can always get
on it then and probab]y at a hell of a lot better price. I
really feel sorry for Paul Christensen.

Your: Honor.

‘Councilman.Christensen, Commissioner Christensen.

1 can't believe. that we're in this kind of a'd1scuss1qn»
 because to me if the County is willing to give us in

writing that they will meet a deadline, which is. what the
C1ty Manager has indicated to us, I don't know why we're
I think
we should just maybe consider the animals and go with -the

~ extension‘of time and we have the letter forthcoming stat1ng o

what time. We've never had on paper a-date that they will

meet before and I recognize Mr. Denny s heart surgery and.
--so forth and I don't think it's going to make that much
: d1fference

‘ I would only ask why wou]d it be in writing any more .

effective than the verbal representations made on the
record right here before this Council on numerous
occas1ons and that's a matter of off1c1a1 record7

1 th1nk.they,re still pay1ng'the bill, aren't they?

Yes, they are.

I don't see that

We've got to make a decision.
I would support Mr, -- : . : T

' Are there any other comments on Councilman Levy's motion?

I don't think we're going to . ’
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" COUNCILMAN LURIE:

- COUNCILMAN. LURIE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

 COUNCILMAN LEVY:
- CITY MANAGER HALL:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:

- CITY’MANAGER~AHLL: |
MAYOR BRIARE:

et i ateiots e alsaalolvrtaied

e

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

"throw the an1mals out. We're not going to be that heart]ess,

I mean, we're: concerned with ‘the :animals. We're concerned with
the overcrowd1ng I think we have a decision to make on the
expansion .of the shelter. - Dr. Williams has requested it. 1
think that we have to make a move.

Well, I think we've made a decision on the expansion.of the
shelter. If the: County stays with us we have to --

They have unt11 the 24th because that- gives you September 1st --
our next meeting won't be until September, so naturally they've -
asked for the 24th. Why didn't they ask for the 14th, the day
before our next meeting? I'm going to go along with it because
I want to try to get along with the County and get this resolved

~because I think the County is making a big mistake in looking v
' at that other facility, but if they want to g0 ahead and review
- it and keep p1ay1ng with those numbers, that's their prerogat1ve.

I think that this is the last extension.

. ‘The City of Las Vegas must execute expansion of that facility
_for it to meet any kind of a deadline by around September the

1st and that was the date that Mr. Donovan had given me some
time -ago. . That's the. date that I will still stand by. We need

~ to have some indication by around ‘the 1st of September to
.execute that construct1on --

You! 1 know where they re com1ng from by then, right?

I wou]d hope so, Mr Levy

You have d1rect1on-from us.
‘That's torrect.

Are there any further Comments on Councilman Levy's motion?

Are ‘there any questions. 'on it?  Are you ready to vote? Cast
your vote. Post. MOTION IS APPROVED.

END OF TRANSCRIPT

Voting was as follows: .

"AYES" Briare, Christensen, Levy and Lurie
"NOES" Nolen °

Motion carried by a 4/1 vote.
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l o ITEM j PR " C . Councnl Action I_)_eporj_n_'_r‘\__eﬁi'Acﬁvon
l o wita) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA (cont d.)
. ASHLEY HALL CITY MANAGER
l' 1050 | I. DISCUSSION.AND:POSSIBLE.ACT@QN 10 ‘  |Lurie - | Staff to prOceed.
7 | AUGMENT THE LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN =~ . |APPROVED Augmentatior T
' POLICE DEPARTMENT BUDGET BY $49,034.44 jof $48,640.41 as
- RECEIVED: THROUGH A METRO NARCOTICS recommended by City
: OPERATION , Nanagen
_ l « - [unanimous
a ":‘IT o
1051 | ADDENDUM NO. 1 (See Page 63) | : NoIen - ' Staff to proceed
B 5 (. ADOPTED..Resolution

1402 J. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION OF INCLUSION ‘with City Manager

: © OF CERTAIN PORTIONS OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS finstructed to pursue
WITHIN THE PURVIEW OF THE COUNTY'S . DESIGNATED 'hy Federal or State}-
AREA OF FLOOD DISASTER. ‘ onies that might be
‘ available .
nanimous

"erbatIm Transcript made part of FInaI
Inutes

| NOTE: ThIs Item to be heard after 2: 00 P.M. -
S to be in compliance w1th ‘the Open
MeetIng Law.

'ActIon-taken in PM Session,
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION a2l 10, 13

. fb;_ = .
The Cﬂy Councd A ' K ASHLEY HALL

FROM
- CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION 10 AUGMENT THE LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT

( LVHPD) BUDGET BY $48,640.81 Rscsxvsn THROUGH A nmo NARCOTICS OPERATION.

- PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The rev1sion of the narcot1c se11ure laws in 1983 by the Nevada Leg1s1ature

*. permits local law enforcement agenices. to seize cash and other assets associated

with illegal narcotic operations.. LVMPD as’ awarded 5107 768 under this new law
in- the early part of 1984.

The LVMPD Fiscal Affa1rs Comrmttee received a request from Metro that . these
monies be used to augment Metro's budget to be used in acquiring Specia11zed
equ1pment for the Narcot1cs Bureau '

The Fiscal Affairs COmmittee unanimous]y approved the request but thé District
Attorney ruled that all funds obtained by Metro in this manner must be redis-
tr1buted back to the City and County .according to. the present funding ratio.

" ‘The Department of TreaSury released the money to - Metro and on July 20, 1984

the City rece1ved 45, 5% of 5107 768 or $49 034.44

'Due to the change in the Metro funding percentage for FY'B84-B5, if the c1ty returned
the total amount of $49,034.44 Clark County wouid have to return $59,448.83 or
$715.27 more than was ‘given them i

Clark County has 1nd1cated they do not want to augment Metro more than the amount
returned to them from Metro. Therefore. for the County to return $58,733.56 the
Clty, per. the law, can only return $48 640. 41 ($394.03 1ess than received).

REQQMMENDKNQNS

It is the c1ty Manager H] recommendation that the City Council augment the LVMPD
budget by $48,64D.41 and direct the City Manager to return this amount to Metro-
‘at the earliest conven1ent date, contingent upon pFOportionate augmentation by
Clark County.

Agenda ltem

V. (a) 1.
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JuIy 31, 1984

AGENDA DOCUMENT ATION o

To: .
~ The City Councnl _ ‘A ASHLEY HALL

FROM:

CITY MANAGER

: SUBJECT DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION OF INCLUSION OF CERTAIN PORTIONS OF THE CITY OF LAS

VEGAS HITHIN THE PURVIEN OF THE COUNTY S DESIGNATED AREA OF FLOOD DISASTER.

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

‘The severe rainstorms and reSulting f1ash flooding during the ueekend of July 21
and 22, 1984 caused considerable damage to. certain road and drainage facilities
belonging to and within the City of Las Vegas. Primary damage was to Washington

Avenue and to the Washington Avenue Channel west of Lamb Boulevard, channel erosion'
along the Las Vegas Wash’ and the railroad channel ‘near Oakey. -

The County of Clark has adcpted a»reso]ution_deplarjng certain areas in the
"County as areas of disaster. By adoption of the attached resolution, the City
of Las Vegas can join the County of Clark and benefit in any disaster funds
that become available through the COunty from State and/or Federal funds.

This may eﬂable‘the City tp'reeover damage repair costs.

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is the recommendation of the City Manager that the C1ty Council adopt the
attached resolution.

AgeI\do Item

v.(a) J.
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ENVIRONS IN THE AREA OF EXTREME PERIL TO LIFE AND PROPERTY.
WER_EAS, the C'IaritﬁCqunty Board of qunissioners of the County of Clark,
Nevada fou'hd that‘-on Ju"ly' 26, 198'4- due to heavy'rains, windstorms, artd floods,
a condztion of extreme peril to life and property does exist in the community
of Hoapa VaHey. and in the metropo]itan Las Vegas area along the Las Vegas
Hash. and
HHEﬁEAs the. c1ty Councﬂ of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada found on
August 1, 1984, due to heavy rains, vrlndstonns, and f'Ioods, a condition of

8|{extreme peril to er and property does also exist in the metropolitan Las
9 Vegas area along the Washington t_:hanne‘l ‘which is a major tributary to the Las

Vegas Wash; and

WHEREAS, in accordbance with State law, the Las Vegas City Council
declares an emergenc,y exists throughout sa1d area; and

HHEREAS 1med1ate act‘lon is requ'lred to repair damaged flood control -
facilities and streets wh'lch place 1ife and property in jeopardy, and restore
damaged, "haz_ardous streets and roads to a safe condition; and '

HHER_EAs; it is found that local resources are unable to cope with the
effects of said emergency; and -

HHEREAS, the City des‘ires to be included in any disaster funds which
may be available tt_lreugh State and Federal assistance.

NOW, THEREFORE,. BE IT RESOLVED that this resolution is based upon a
finding of emergency; and

IT'IS FURTHER DECLARED AND ORDERED that a copy of this resolution be
forwarded to the Chairman of the Clark County Commission requesting that the
City of Las Vegas be included u_ithin the Clark County area of extreme peril.

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED THIS _lst _day of August 1984.

ATTEST:

cLsrs

Sandra R LeBoeuf Deputy ﬁ'ty a erk
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D.MAYOR'BRIARE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:
© MAYOR BRIARE:

* MAYOR.BRIARE:

" CITY MANAGER HALL:

MAYOR BRIARE: .

CITY MANAGER HALL:

MAYOR BRIARE:

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:
© COUNCILMAN LEVY:
* COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

Item J,.in order to. comply with our. agenda rules, will be
- taken up at 2 o'clock this afternoon with respect to
_addjng to the County's request for flood disaster funds.

‘That's correct.

Two o'clock, Mrs. Hawley.

- PM_SESSION - THIS MATTER BEGAN AT 2:25 P.M.

Mr. Hall, did you want to take up the flood project at -
this time?

If you'd Tike, Your Honor. Yes, we're prepared to.

Well, it is 2 o'clock and we're in compliance with the

notification under the public meeting law, so why don't

you go ahead and do it.

'Very good. . This 1tem, Your Honor, Item J, is d1scuss1on

and possible action of inclusion of certain port1ons of the

 City of Las Vegas within the purview of -the County's

disaster area of flood disaster. On July 22nd, 27th andv

~28th, the Las Vegas Valley had three very severe rainstorms

which resulted in a lot of flooding in and around the City .
of Las Vegas which caused considerable damage to certain .
roads and drainage facilities belonging to the City.

" Primary damage was to the Washington Avenue area, to the

wash1ngton Avenue Channel west -of Lamb Boulevard, channel
erosion along the Las Vegas ‘Wash, and the Railroad Channel

-near QOakey. Clark County has adOpted a Resolution declaring

certain areas of the County as areas of disaster. By
adopt1on of the attached Resolution, the City of Las Vegas
can join Clark County -and benefit in-any disaster funds

‘that become available through the County from State and

Federal funds. The financial impact is to help us
recuperate the tosts that it has cost the City of Las Vegas
in repairing and cleaning up. It is the recommendation of
the City Manager that the Council adopt the attached
Resolution.

- Comments by theVCounciT?

- I have a comment.

Go -ahead.

You know, this Lamb Bou1evard be1ng one of the maJor

arterial streets in the Las Vegas Valley and that Las
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| COUNCILMAN~NOLEN:‘

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

_ COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:
COUNCILMAN LEVY:
COUNCILMAN NOLEN:
COUNCILMAN LURIE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

~ CITY MANAGER HALL:

"Vegas wash Just cuts r1ght through it ‘and then JUSt a
‘hundred feet or so south’of it, you have the Wash1ngton

Channel going through 1t there, and. I think that we're

in a situation that we've got to get a span across there

so that we'll stop having the flood problems and in this

~particular case the loss of lives that we ‘had recently, »

even though granted that was --

Bob, we have been f1ght1ng with the State. The State has
cons1dered that to be one of their streets =- Lamb Boulevard.

‘Ron and I-have been meeting with the Governor and --

| Well, I don't care whose street 1t is. We had two people l

die on it and you guys -- I know -- I've seen some of the .-
comments you've made. You've tried a lot on that, and I
think == right now, I'D MOVE THAT THIS COUNCIL PETITION

* THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS TO-ALLOCATE 1.5 MILLION
DOLLARS OF ROAD AND FLOOD CONTROL BOND ISSUE FUNDS FOR
“THE CONSTRUCTION OF TWO BRIDGES OVER THE WASH AREA THERE --
“LAMB BOULEVARD AND WHERE IT INTERSECTS WITH THE VEGAS

WASH AND WITH THE WASHINGTON (CHANNEL.
Nhere are they gett1ng that money from?

well, it's. the flood bond issue money that they' ve -
that's previously been approved hasn't it? - _

What was the quest1on?
The moneys that the County has on their fTood bond issue.

I think that's been we11 spent.

-1 don't think so. I'think --'

There might be some of that money. There was 32‘M1TT1on
Dollars allocated for flood control on the 56 Million
Dollars on the Bond Issue.

Yes, I know.
And possibly the interest earned on that money is in a

separate account that could be delegated for the use of
those bridges that Councilman Nolen's mentioning.

'Let's see what'he's got to say.

Yes. Mr. Donovan, I've:asked him to- -come today and

~ delineate or exp1a1n basically what happened damage-wise

and where we're at with the flood, control issue.
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,CDUNCILMAN'LEVY: . Well, can you answer his-question, Gene?
GENE DONOVAN: ; . Yes. There is-a possibility that there will be some money

that is not used on the street or the road bond issue and

- the flood control bond issue. In other words, some of the

- projects have come in for less money than we estimated in
‘the beginning. Now, once those are tabulated, it's possible
there w111 be enough money left to do these two bridges.

- What we're sugqest1nq here -- I believe what Councilman Nolen
is suggest1ng s that we ask the County to tabulate the bill
as they anticipate it will be at this time and any moneys
left over, a]]ocated for these two bridges.

" COUNCILMAN NOLEN: I'LL AMEND MY MOTION TO REFLECT THAT THEN.

COUNCILMAN LURIE: Also, can you give us maybe an update. I understand that
: ' with this last flooding, the cutt1ng that took place in the

Wash and the Washington Channel is very serious, and what
can be done besides concrete channels through there to
handle that water, and if we have to go with the concrete,
maybe now's the time to go out to a bond jssue and work
with the County and get this plan developed and get it
approved so we can alleviate many of these problems that
we're facing with the Wash.

. GENE DONOVAN: There is a Master Plan on the Washington Channel that's
_ ' _being prepared and I believe the preliminary estimated costs
for putting that channel underground, which I think it
should be, is about 14 Million Dollars.

© COUNCILMAN NOLEN: It's 14 and a Half.

'GENE DONOVAN: Fourteen and a Half Million Dollars.
COUNCILMAN NOLEN: And that's just a rough estimate.
| COUNCILMAﬁVLEVY: - Is this money that we're talking about -- is this to fix
- the repair or is this for the future?
‘_:GENEWDONOVAN: | No, théf would be to put the channel through.
COUNCILMAN LEVY: Not the 14 and a Half. I'm talking about --
GéNE’DONOVAN: _ 'well,:théijney here that we've estimated --
_fCOUNCILMAV LEVY -- what we're ésking here today.
GENE DONOVAN ) The money that's pe1ng suggested here is for the construct1on

of two bridges

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 1 heard that. I'm talking about the original item on the
Agenda. That was not the original item,
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» GsuevbongvAN:

" COUNCILMAN LEVY:

CITY ATTORNEY QGILVIE:
- COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

~ COUNCILMAN.NOLEN:
COUNCILMAN. CHRISTENSEN:
* COUNCILMAN LURIE:

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

MAYDRIBRIARE:
COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:
MAYOR BRIARE:

-~ COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

COUNCILMAN. LEVY:

~ No, that was for the recenstruction of the facilities that
‘have been damaged.

They cannot be upgraded utilizing that
money. We think there's about $400,000 damage.

Well, if that is the case, can we talk about mak1ng a motion
of that sort, George, what's being proposed here today?
We're talking about =- I think what's on the Agenda is
asking to request for mon1es to repair the work that was
hurt by the storm, -

I think you're pretty we]] confined t0»what is on the Agenda.

The Agenda Item is d1scussion and possible action of
inclusion of certain. portions of the City of Las Vegas

- within the purview of the County's designed area of flood

disaster. I think that. the Washington Drainage Ditch where
it intersects with Lamb and the Las Vegas Wash where it
intersects with Lamb is definitely a flood disaster area.

Excuse me, Councilman Molen.

You said, "the County's de51gned
area of flood disaster.

Did you reaIly mean that?
Deaignated,‘ I lost myfhead._
I was just checkiag.

Did you’make a:motion?

Yes, 1 did make a motion. And I th1nk‘the motion is in order
in re]at1onsh1p to the agenda item.

_Comments?

“Exactly what is the motion?

Restate your motion, would you, Councilman Nolen.

1'd MAKE A MOTION THAT THE CITY COUNCIL PETITION THE BOARD

' OF COMMISSIONERS OF .CLARK COUNTY TO ALLOCATE ANY FUNDS

THAT ARE AVAILABLE -- originally, I said 1.5 Million because ~
that's probably the estimated cost to do what we want ‘to do,
but I WOULD AMEND THAT TO: SAY ANY FUNDS THAT ARE AVAILABLE

* THROUGH THE FLOOD. CONTROL BOND ISSUE FUNDS FOR THE

CONSTRUCTION OF TWO BRIDGES ON LAMB BOULEVARD AT ITS
INTERSECTION WITH THE LAS VEGAS WASH AND AT ITS INTERSECTION
WITH THE WASHINGTON CHANNEL .

When 'you say “ava11ab1e", are you ta1k1ng about moneys that
have not been ass1qned?
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COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

| COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

COUNCILMAN‘LEVY:
CITY MANAGER HALL

fCOUNCILMAN LURIE:

© COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

~ COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

 COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

CDUNCILMAN‘NOLEN: |

A.COUNCILMAN LEVY:
. COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN}

Well,

. in order to secure disaster relief funds.

- control.

Moneys that perhaps have-been assigned but not expended
because of bids coming in at less than ant1c1pated or any
other reason moneys would be ava11ab1e.

Tet me -ask you.
concern at this time?

Isn't Angel Park our number one

That has been.
completed.

It's under construct1on. Phase One is
Phase Two and Phase Three is almost completed.

And then we'll be through.
We'll be through with that barticuTar project, yes.

'That money has already been al]ocated on the Detention
Basin.

I'11 adm1t I missed the first'part of this discussion,

but there S someth1ng that bothers me here. We're talking.
about two items. We're talking about discussion and action
on inclusion of certain portions of Las Vegas within the
purview of the County's designated area of flood disaster
That doesn't
have anything to do with what's left over from the bond
issue money. That's where the question comes of whether -
that's a valid motion at this time.

It's part of the flood problem. Washington Avenue and
Lamb and the Las Vegas Wash and Lamb are part of the flood
problem and that's on the agenda and that's what we're
discussing.

~NQ,;that's‘not on the agenda.

‘ I'm sorry, but it isn't on

o Within the purview of the County's des1gnated area of

f]ood disaster.
_Yes. '

And you're saying there wasn't a flood disaster at the Las

"'Vegas Wash and Lamb Boulevard?

we.re ta1k1ng about federal funds.

No, I didn't say that. We're talking about Federal
DisaStér‘ReIiefﬁFunds, not -- it doesn't have one thing
to do with what's already been allocated for flood

That was. through a bond issue that passed a
year ago, or whatever 1t was. .
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‘MAYOR BRIARE: : Let me see if I can state what is on the agenda. The matter

: ' that was held over from this morning because of the late
notice and we had to hold off until two o'clock is now
before us. It's Item J on Council'’s Page 13. The backup
material that goes with Page 13 from the City Manager states
in paragraph two,. "The County of Clark has adopted a
Resolution declaring certain areas in the County as areas
of disaster. . By adoption. of the attached Resolution," which
we're discussing right now, "The City of Las Vegas can join
the County of Clark and benefit in any disaster funds that-
become available to the County from State and/or Federal
Funds." I take this to mean that the adopt1on the other day
at a special meet1ng, I believe it was, in order to place
on the Governor's desk a declaration of emergency included
certain areas of the County. "We by this Resolution are
expand1ng upon that and requesting the County include that
in the emergency message. "

CITY MANAGER HALL: In our conversation with the County, Your Honor, they've
indicated that we are probably under that Resolution
presently, but they asked us to come back to this Council
and specifically identify those areas that we feel to be
disaster areas. I've delineated those to include
Washington Avenue which has been undermined considerably
by the underwashing along the channel, the channel itself.
west of Lamb Boulevard, the channel erosion along the Las
Vegas Wash, which is a10ng some of the mobile home parks
in that area, and the raiiroad channel near Oakey.

A11 of those need some attention by the City and it will
cost us a Million, Million and a Half DoIIars, to put those
back in the same condition they were prior to the flood.

MAYOR BRIARE: o 1 th1nk that's what Counciliman Nolen is trying to do. He's
trying to add to the Resolution that we have to include
those two areas.

'COUNCILMAN LEVY‘aV’ No. No, he isn't.

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN No.

MAYOR BRIARE - -1 think I know where you're com1ng from, Paul, and I think
- Counciiman Nolen -- you didn't intend to get 1nto the
flood control program at the County? You want to get in:
on this emergency aid?

COUNCILMAN_NOLEN: , That's correct.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: But not going to the bond money?
MAYOR BRIARE: . Nos we're not going to the bond money.

mEEEEEam--- - - - _ - -
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‘COUNCILMAN NOLEN: I don't care where it comes from as long as we get the money

' - to get the problem fixed.
COUNCILMAN LEVY v And we have to repay that money. |
‘COUNCILMAN NOLEN° LIt s got to come from the taxpayers no matter where it comes

from, It's taxpayers dollars whether we have to repay it,
whether it's come out of a bond issue or whatever. It's

- taxpayers dollars -and somewhere along the line the tax payer

pays it, but I feel that -- you know, Bonanza Road also had -
problems. The Wastewater Treatment Plant also had problems.
I think all of these ought to be included in what we're

- asking for from the State and in support of the County's
Resolution.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: But if we're able to get this Angel Park situation finished,
-+ we'll probably be able to save aII the area.

COUNCILMAN,LURIE: - That's not true.

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: = Well, I'm not sure about that. You know, the detention
basin over in North Las Vegas, because that's there, Lamb
- Boulevard had to be closed an additional day because of
the design of ‘the detention basin requires that the flood
waters receed slowly out of the detention basic; therefore,
.‘Lamb Boulevard was closed for an-extra day because of that.

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: Ne]] Your Honor, the probIem I have with this and the
reason I raise the issue is because I was under the
impression. this was for disaster relief and that was the
end of it. If I had known we were going to reestablish
a priority list for all the flood control in the Valley,
then I would have wanted to include some areas in my

_ district, and I don't have the backup and the research to
- _ name the roads and streets, so I don't kmow which bridges
are washed out, which roads are out or anything else.
‘And if we're going to include a whole reallocation of the
pr1or1t1es of the flood control system, then I th1nk we're
going to have to hold it off until we get a chance to look
at it.

}

- MAYOR BRIARE: : * You're very capable, CounciIman Nolen, of speaking for yourself.
‘ I don't want to speak for you, but I don't think you intended

to add on, you know, th1ngs that are under a long range

~ plans for flood control in the emergency measure that the
Governor requested local governments to give to him. It's

"~ Jjust that only the County can declare that state of emergency
which they did and now we're going to try to get these into
that state of emergency, and if it's not eligible -- if
‘Councilman Nolen's plans or sugge$t1ons are not eligible
for those funds, .then they won't be included. If they are
eligible, then why not 1nc1ude them.
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'CITY MANAGER HALL: Well, 1 m1ght 1nd1cate that I've had Gene Donovan meet with

the Public Works Director of: the County. We've already -
talked about the bridges that Counciliman Nolen has. mentioned,_
 either with Federal Disaster money or w1thout, and they've '
- indicated a willingness to work with us in trying to
accomplish that particular task because it is a very
: s;gnificantiy impacted area with flooding everytime it
floods.

- COUNCILMAN LEVY: -_ " And what have you done about Oakey and Industrial then?

That happens to be in my area. I mean, that's a very
”1mportant problem right now that we're having there.

CITY‘MANAGER%HALL:, - I indicated that the railroad channel on Oakey was one of
. R those areas. It's in the backup.
| COUNCILMAN LEVY: We almost lost some people there.
CITY MANAGER HALL: I'm just indicating to you to bifurcate the question that

the one you're on today is for flood disaster through the
Federal Disaster Agency. The other issues we're also _
addressing, or attempting to address with the County in.
1ight of our present financial status with the moneys 1eft
over in the road and flood control issue. _

COUNCILMAN LURIE: Are we attaching a list of the amounts of money. that we had -

to expend to take care of the flood with this Resolution of -
that money that we would 1ike to get reimbursed from?

CITY MANAGER HA’LL:" Yes. Mr. Donovan is preparing that, finalizing that, with-

all.of his people and we will attach to that to go to the
County.
: MAYOR BRIARE: - Does this conversation clarify the motion in everybody's

mind as to what we're voting on?

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: It's clarified in mine and that's the problem I have with
o ' - it. It's too clear to me. We have in essence two items.

here that we're considering under one agenda item and one
of them doesn't relate to it, and I have a problem with
that. I'm certainly in favor of including our areas in the.
Disaster Relief Program, but I'm not in favor of using that
as a vehicle to rearrange the priorities for any money
that's left over from the flood control bond issue and the
street bond issue to put it in one particular district when
we all haven't had a shot at that same privilege. That's
where I have my problem. -

COUNCILMAN LURIE: Well, you can't take that money. That item would have to
: o . ‘come up before the Regional Transportation Commission,
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COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: Then why do we take it up here? That's exactly my point.

Why belabor the po1nt here of someth1ng that can't be
cons1dered?

" COUNCILMAN LURIE: Any money that's Ieft over from the bond issue is go1ng

to have to come before Regional Streets and Highways,
which then we'1l take up your concerns and we'll make
that possibily a'priority after we go to the Technical
Comm1ttee and let them review it.

;COUNCILMAN NOLEN:' k It may not be necessary if it fits within the Federal

monies available. It may not be necessary to go to
Regional Streets. A1l I'm saying is I wish to include
that.

" COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:I"NeII, if that s included in the agenda item, then I don't

see the names of it here.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: . It's a Resolution.

-

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: * I don't see it in the Resolution; I don't see it in the

backup on the agenda -- those particular streets. If we
were-going to start into a program of looking around and
p1ck1ng out the favorite streets and bridges and so forth
we've got in the various districts, I think we've got to-
Took at what's good for. the total community, not what's
good for just one district. Flood control is a major issue
of the whole commun1ty, not just the bridges in my district
or your d1strjct. That's where I have a problem with the
motion.

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 1 think'basicaITy we represent the whole City of Las Vegas.
I don't think we're looking at districts. I think this
B area gets flooded no matter how small the rain is or how
- ‘ large, and you can't go to almost any other area in the City
and find the same problem,

iCOUNCILMAN'CHRISTENSEN: I can show. you about ten 1f you want to ride around with

me Saturday.

, COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 1 r1de around every time it rains. What I'm saying is

on the agenda item it says "the County's designated area
of flood disaster" =- "within the purview of the County's
designated area of flood disaster." This was a flood
disaster., We lost two lives at that location. Maybe by
ignorance, but we still lost them.

' MAYOR_BRIARE:» WeII"We have a ResOIutionrbefore us, gentlemen.
"_COUNCILMAN NOLEN: B MAKE A MOTION WE ADOPT THE RESOLUTION AND INSTRUCT: STAFF

TO PROCEED WITH WHATEVER PLANS ARE NECESSARY TO SEE IF WE

~ CAN'T GET SOME OF THESE PROBLEM AREAS, AND ALL OF THEM
INCLUDING THOSE THAT ARE THE CONCERN OF COUNCILMAN
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3 COUNCILMANvNOLEN: ’ CHRISTENSEN INCLUDED IN THE FEDERAL AND/OR STATE MDNIES

. THAT ARE AVAILABLE,

MAYOR BRIARE: - Well, I think that's repetitive of what it says in the
. . Lo ResoTut1on, Councilman Nolen. If your motion is adopt
this Resolution, then T would ask if there is any Council
- member that has a question on this particular Resolution
:.we have typed up in front of us, and the important clause
‘in my opinion is the last Whereas on Line 18 -- "Whereas,
‘the City desires to be included in any disaster funds
- which may be available through State and Federal ass1stance.“
The rest of the whereas, 1 don't know --

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:' I have“no problem with that kind'of a motion.

MAYOR BRIARE: Now, 1f there's another motion to come about as a result of
: - the matter that's before us, we can argue it at that time
*as to whether it's properly on the agenda or not, but in
" order to move it along, if this is Councilman Nolen's motion
to adopt this Resolution, then we can proceed.

] COUNCILMAN LURIE: - That was the motion.
MATOR BRIARE: - Is 1#, Councilman NoIeﬁ? Is that your motion?
' COUNCILMAN NOLEN: - That's what it was.
MAYOR BRIARE: okéy.. I think everybody's clear that the paper I hold in

my hand is what we're voting on. Okay? Questions or
comments? (No response.) Cast your votes. Post. The
‘motjbn's APPROVED: the Resolution is ADOPTED.

~(VOTE: UNANIMOUS ARPROVAL BY FULL COUNCIL.)

MAYOR BRAIRE: ‘ “Now,. while we are on this Agenda item, Mr. Hall, that you
’ brought up and we had to hold over until two o c]ock this
afternoon, there are some things that I think are important
-that coqu‘be.brought up, and not in order to take action
today, but in order to give some direction because this is
our first meeting where we are properly established and we
can legally discuss things that we might want on our agenda
~ at the next meeting without taking any particular action.
I'm distressed that there's not enough knowTedge amongst
the people of the City of Las Vegas in my opinion that knows
how much the City has done with respect to flood control and
I 'wish that maybe you might compile a history dating back
to -- maybe I might have some help from my fellow members --
as to what the City.has appropriated out of its general fund
and out of it's normal budget year -- what activities the.
City has been involved in with respect to flood control.
We have been rejected from time to time on votes that have
gone before the general public, but nevertheless, acting
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'MAYOR BRIARE: i ,,' in the respons1b1e manner that we try to do, we have under- .

taken some flood control proaects. So that being the case,

I think.what we might do‘js have an inventory of those
things that are. outstanding flood hazards within the City
of Las Vegas. Of course, we have to look at outside because
that's where the water comes from is outside the City limits
into the City limits.. But can you do that with your
Eng1neer1nq Department - -and so forth?

CITY MANAGER HALL: Yes, Your Honor. We'll have it prepared for next Council
o ' " meeting. ‘

MAYOR BRIARE: I think it's 1mportant that the peop1e know how much money

~ the City has expended over the years in a meager effort to
try to do something to combat the flood waters that come

. every time it rains. But for ‘the notion to come forth that
we have all been sitting on.our hands is very unfair, and
I would 1ike to be able to least d1ssem1nate that
1nformat1on if we can. And while you're doina it. then
we're going to address Councilman Nolen's other interests,
and Councilman Christensen, Councilman Levy and Councilman
Lurie, and mine -- these are all my districts.

COUNCILMAN“LEVY: - Yes.
CITY MANAGER HALL: 1 might also state that the City of Las Vegas as a nub11c

entity has cooperated with the County of Clark who has the
overall flood control responsibility for --

MAYOR BRIARE: Bv State law thev are the overa11 responsible --

CITY MANAGER HALL:- For the County to help and ass1st and work with them. In
. ~ : . fact, we have spent some of our own money to adequately
. prepare for the flood measures that we have prepared up
until this point in time.

"MAYOR BRIARE: . Further comments? Anvth1ng else at this part1cu1ar time

on this subject?

(END OF DISCUSSION ON THIS ITEM.)

- /ch
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‘Cl.*CONSENT AGENDA

, ﬁA]] matters Tlsted under Ttem 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 Counc11 member or citizen $o
: requests

- 1051 1A SERVICE'AND,MATERIAL{NARRANTS/PAYROLLf
| WARRANTS/OTHER WARRANTS AND INVESTMENTS

- A - 1. Serv1ce and Mater1a1 Warrants
S In the amount of $4,255,370.94

2. Payroll warrants
In the amount of $758 808 59

(4 .
b

3¢“30ther Warrants and Investments
In the amount of $266,310.90

Council Action

0067

~August 1, 1984°

Page 14 -

Department Acﬁpn

LeV&‘-
APPROVED Items 1
thru 3.

“ {Unanimous

1 T —

Staff to proceedli
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SERVICE & MATERIAL WARRANTS AND OTHER WARRANTS

~ E208060 e, . S | 20.00) pescmrmon:
* __ 6208452 - : . ~ - Qst [00) - __Void _
—6208749. i - —_ [56.00) __Void
_G208858 . _{208885 L T 177.8s8.81 Service § Materials
-+ _G20RRR7 . . _G208R6D L 806,360.51_ —_Service & Materials .
- 5208863 S ; ‘ , 66,310.90 _  _ Corporate Bonds
5208864 — ; _130,856.25 _ __Service & Materials
- 208865  *uppoles . 3,192,271.37_ Service § Waterials
—£320003 - __200,000.00 _Bank Transfer
\
Total Service & Material $__4.25§5,370,94 €

Total Other $ 266,310.90

" PAYROLL WARRANTS

w_ 189705 po 351225 ,.STSBB0B.59 . pescmmon PP/E July 14, 1984

Total Payroll $_758,808.59
TOTAL NET AMOUNT §_5,280,490.43 T

| herebv centify that | have audited the above warrants:

APPROVED(/ 4

gB4

C-n Ayguet 1. 1 Tre Boarz of City Commisdqners ordered the above warrants
DaIC anc the Clt: Trexs. s ‘Nerepv orjere:% to disperse the warrants as presented.
/ - . /'»
v ' ‘ #‘!n/

MayOR ’ cm CLERK
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3 - ITEM '_ S o - .- Council Action Department Action

(c) DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL &
EMPLOYEE RELATIONS

‘JAN TAIT, DIRECTOR

llll E [
B |

1051 A. " AUTHORIZATION TO FILL je - eed .

- . POSITIONS (CRITICAL HIRES) ' kgSQSVED as recom- Staff to proceed
l . ‘ ‘ mended Items A & B.
g |1: BUDGETED VACANT POSITIONS TO BE FILLED: Unanimous

7"" B B .‘ oo 7 MONTHLY

R POSITION(S)  DEPARTMENT - _RANGE  FUNDING

llf  |Electrical ~ Building &  $1,845-  City

' - | Inspector  Safety | 2,242

'I[_  |Planning - Community  $1,477- - City
. Assistant Planning & 1,795

o , , Development ‘ ‘

' - Detention.f ’De’ftgnt'ion & $1,504- City

¥ |Specialist . Correctional 1,965

) "Services

N B T T T .

I - |Stenographer . Economic - $1,274- Grant

7 b (2) : & Urban 1,548

E wil : Deve]opment ) ‘
A Secretary" Economic $1,406- City

. - [ . 7. &Urban 1,709 »

' - Development :

| » - Mana'g'ement? Parks, | N $1,542- . City
. © . |Analyst I~ Recreation 1,963

- | ‘& Senior

I Citizen

l . Activities

= [B: AUTHORIZATION TO EXTEND |

'll “|' - CONTRACTS FOR SPECIAL INSPECTORS |SarROVED See Above
.lnEmemmmmmm
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July 24, 1984

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION o

TO:
The C“Y C°U"C“ ACTING DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

| FROM:  pan pILKINGTON

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

P’URPOSE/BAGKGROUND

" Of the 1, 608 positions in the City's 1984-85 Fiscal Budget, 8.6% (139 positions)

are currently vacant.

‘The staff is recommending the fil]ing of seven (7) critical positions at this-time.

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

the seven (7) requests to fi11 positions.

STAFFING SUMMARY

TORRENT STAFFING REQUESTS 70 BE FILLED
- —FNC T T
AUTHORIZED | WUMBER OF| 'EXISTING | FILL NEW _TOTAL

- | POSITIONS | EMPLOYEES| VACAWCIES | VACANCIES| POSITIONS| REQUESTED
Appointive | = 154 142 12 1 0 1
Classified | 1136 |- 1081 55 6 0 6
~Contract - . 17 13. 4. 0 0 0
Elective a 9 9 -0 0 -0 0
Hourly . . 292 1 224 _68 _0 _0 Q
Total 1608 1869 139 7 0 7

FISCAL mm ‘

" The seven vacant and hudgeted positions shown above are included in the City's
- approved fiscal year '84-85 hudget. There are no add1tiona1 non-hudgeted expenses

assoc1ated with these positions. .

The total dollar savings rea11zed through vacancies thus. far in fiscal year
1984-'85 is '$80,739. If the positions that are currently vacant were to remain
vacant for the remainder of the fiscal year 1984-'85, the estimated total
savings for the year would be $1, 481 990.

RECOIHENDATION

Staff recommends the filling of the seven” (1) p051tions indicated above.

RECOMMENDED Bl
- ait, Director -
ersonne1 kR Employee Relations

Agenda Item

IV. (e) A
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AGENDA DOCUMEN-FAT'ON Date: _August 1, 1984

TO: FROM:
The City Council DAN PILKINGTON

ACTING DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT: peNEWAL OF SPECIAL INSPECTOR AGREEMENTS

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

The City's annual Special Inspector contracts, which provide for fully-reimbursed
Special Inspectors on private construction projects, expire July 31, 1984. These
Inspectors are essential to assuring compliance of private construction with City
and State building codes and regulations.

Pursuant to existing agreements with the private companies who reimburse the costs
of the Special Inspectors, the renewal agreements have been modified to run for
ano%her year and to reflect the same salary increase as was granted regular City
employees.

FISCAL IMPACT

None. A1l costs for salary and fringe benefits are fully reimburseﬁ by the companies
served by the Special Inspectors.

RECOMMENDATIONS

'Staff recommends approval of the five (5) Special Inspector contracts.

<ot
n Tait, Director
ersonnel & Employee Relations

RECOMMENDED

Agenda Item

Iv(c) B



VACAKCY REPORT/STAFFING SUMNARY

DEPARTMENT
Ruilding & Safety

Rusiness Activity

City Attorney

City Manager

Comunity Planning & Development

NDesign & Development

NDetention & Correctional Services
Economic & Urban Development

Fire Services
General Services

Municipal Court

July 24, 1984

POSITION

Construction Coordinator II
Electrical Inspector (2)

Fire Protection Engineer
Project Management Coordinator
Puhlic Works Inspector (2)
Ouality Control -Engineer
Special Inspector (3)

Senior Mechanical/Plumbing Inspector

Auditor 1

O0ffice Assistant

Parking Garage Assistant (6)
Parking Garage Attendant (7)

Senfor Parking Garage Attendant (5)

itility Worker I (2)

" Chief Civil Deputy City Attorney

Legal Secretary

Office Assistant

Deputy Director, Community Planning

& Development

Chief, Engineering Design
Civil Engineer II

NDeputy Director, Design & Development

Engineering Designer
Engineering Technician .
Improvement District Coordinator
Management Analyst Il
Parking Enforcement Officer (2)
Sr% Right of Way Agent

‘.

Detention Specialist
Sec?etary I (2)

Communications Specialist
Fire Equipment Mechanic

Automotive Mechanic

Sr. Reproduction Equipment Operator

Chief Court Marshal

Court Counselor II (2)
Junior Offfce Assistant (4)
Office Assistant )
Sr. Municipal Court Marshal
Traffic School Coordinator
Warrant Collection Officer

0070

EMPLOYMENT
CATEGORY -

Hourly
Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA
Appointive
Classified/CEA
Appointive
Contract
Classified/CEA

Appointive
Classified/CEA
Hourly
Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA
Hourly

Appointive
Classified/CEA

Classified/CEA

Appointive

Appointive
Classified/CEA
Appointive
Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA
Appointive
Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA

Classified/PPA
Classified/CEA

Classified/Fire
Classified/Fire

Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA

Appointive
Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA
Classified/PPA
Contract
Classified/CEA



miatabeitc it iotuieie

VACANCY R%ggET/STAFFIKG SUMHARY

July 24,
Page 2

DEPARTMENT -

Parks, ‘Recreation & Sr. Citizen

“Activities -

‘Appointive
Classified

Contract
Elective
Hourly

Total

‘Public Services

. ;Community Center Supervisor
Cultural Center Supervisor

" CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST'T, 1984

€

POSITIOH

‘Adaptive Senior Recreation Leader

" Grounds. Crew Leader

Instructor
Lifeguard’ }
‘Maintenance: Laborer '

'Management Analyst I

Recreation Assistant (4)
Recreation Instructor (5)
Recreation Leader (2)

Senior Citizens Aide I

‘Senior Citizens Aide II-

"Senior Citizens Assistant I
-Senior Citizens Assistant II (4)
Senior Citizens Instructor (12
Senior Recreation Assistant (6
‘Senfor Recreation Instructor. (7)

- Special Activities Assistant (4)

‘Specialty Recreation Instructor (4) |

Utility Worker I (2)

 utility Worker 1T (5)

" entef, Si’éeets Division

Electrical Trades Helper
Field.Operations Engineer
‘Kenn isAttendant o
‘Light Equipment Operator ‘
Maintenance Mechanic-

;Vo]unteer Coordinator

STAFFING SUMMARY

0071

" ENPLOYMENT
CATEGORY

Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA
Classified/CEA
Hourly

Hourly
Classified/CEA
Appointive
Hourly

Hourly
CIass1f1ed/CEA
Hourly

Hourly

Hourly

Hour 1y

Hourly

Hourly

Hourly

Hourly

Hourly

" Hourly

‘Hourly

Appoiniife-
Classified/CEA
- Appointive

" Classified/CEA

Classified/CEA -

- Classified/CEA

Hourly

,_wkae'uf'sfmme- — ~REQUESTS T0 BE FILLED
AUTHORIZED | NUMBER OF 5 EXISTING | FILL NBi |  TOTA
POSTTIONS | BMPLOYEES| VAGWCIES | VACAACIES| POSITIONS| REQUESTED| .
co154 [ 12 | 12 71 0 - 1
1136 1081 55 6 0 6

17 BT R 4 0. 0 0

9 9 0 0 0 0
292 224 68 _0 0 0
1608 1469 139 1 ] o0 7
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
SFECIAL'INSPECTUR
. This Agreement is made and entered into this _ 1st day of
August - » 1988, by and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS,

a-nuniciba1 corpqration of the State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as

“CITY"), and ____ JOHN F. HARRIS » 2 private citizen

(hereinafter referred to as ‘HARRIS“ ), for the perfor-

mance of professional services as a Specia1 Inspector for the CITY,
| SECTION 1
DUTIES

The duties of HARRIS shall be to perform on-site

1nspect1ons as requ1red by ‘Section 306 of the Uniform Building Code and the
ordinances of the CITY, ' HARRIS . w111 be assigned work hours

and specific projects hy the Director of CITY's Department of Building and
Safety. -
‘ | SECTION 2
 DIRATION

"The duties‘enumerated ehove shall commence on August 1, 1984 ,

and-sha11 continue until: June 30 1985 , unless terminated earlier
or extended thereafter as prov1ded herein. '
| SECTION 3
TERMS

1. HARRIS . is an independent contractor with CITY

and shall he paid at: the hourly rate of $14.47 per hour actually worked

hy - HARRIS .- - . HARRIS shall receive the same percen-

tage’qnnuEI sé]ary increase allowed for regular employees of CITY.

2. 'During the course of this contract, HARRIS
may:he required tn»wnrk more'than 40 hours per week, according to the work
1nad., Hours wnrken in excess of a4n hnurs per week shall be paid at a rate

aqua1 tn one and nne-ha1f t1mrs the hour1y rate set forth in Paragraph 1 above.ﬁ
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Any work required by CITY on 1ega11hoiidays shall ‘be paid at a rate equal to two

andvone-half times the hOuriy rate'sec forth in Paragraph 1 ahove. Legal holi-
days shall be those identified in. Paragraph & belou. The specific daily hours
on duty shal he set by the i rector of CITY's Department of Building and
Safety.

3. Under this contract, CITY will provide HARR1S with

cnverage hy the Nevadaflndustriai Insurance.Syscem for job-related injuries and

a, mmxs ___shall he entitled to the following benefits:

.Empioyee coverage under CITY's group insurance ‘plan; participation in the

Pun]ic Emp]oyees Retirement System of the State ‘of Nevada if this contract is

'15 effect for an excess of 120 ca1endar days (pursuant co NRS 286.421) and time
ofi with paj calcuTated in'accordance with Paragraph 2 ahove for the foilowing
hoiidaxs: . A .

‘-_;New Year's Day : I t*v. Labor Day
Martin Luther King's Birthday ' "Nevada Day
- Washington's ﬁirthday '~ Veterans Day
'Hemnrial'nay' ' Thanksgiving Day
:4;ndependence Day : Christmas Day

'j If any of the above, ho1idays fall on Sunday, the following Honday
sha11 he cpnsidered as the 1eqa1 holiday. If any of the-ahove»holidays fall
on ﬁaturday, the preceding Friday shali be considered as the legal holiday.

HARPIS ‘, . in order to he entitled to be paid for work performed

on 2 legal holiday as provided ahove, sha11 be on fu11 pay status on _his .
scneduled work day immediateiy preceding and’ immediateiy following such holi-
day. I »
‘ HARRIS Vtr . agrees to reimhurse CITY for the cost of

!cnverage under CITY! s group insurance plan during periods of leave without pay.

__5. HARRIS .. herein agrees to-apply all time compensated

»hy CITY ta tasks specified hy CITY “ ARRIS sha11 not engage or

invest in any outside employment venture or transaction which is 1ncompatib1e

fwith the proper discharge of his nffiCial duties ‘hereunder, which might create

-2~
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a conflict of 1nterest w'lth ‘the performance of his assigned tasks for CITY or
which could or m'ight tend to inpair his or. CITY s efficiency or independence

of judgment in the Perfomance of offic1a1 duties.

HARRIS . herehy agrees ‘to disclose any _exist'lngvoutside i'
eﬂu'ibylv_ient venture vanc_!'agr‘-ees‘ :to‘secur’e pri‘or_ePPmVa] of the City Manager for
any ventures ﬁnder‘taken-sqhsequent' to the ‘e_vxecutinn of this Agreement. The -
existence of any compromising re1atinnsh,ip, whether entered into prior to or
after the.sig'ni'ng of this ,Agr‘eement; shva:‘n.‘-c‘:onstitnte grounds for ternrin'ation ofl
this Agreement. o

6. MARRIS agrees that he will render the services

called for here'in to the best of h'ls ab'i‘l'lty. .
' - SECTION 4
MDDIFICATIDN‘AND RENEHAL-

This Agreement may be mod'ified by mutua'l wntten consent of the
parties. This Agreement, and an of the terms herein. may be extended beyond
the herein-stated termnat'lon date upon wr'ltten consent of both parties. .

' ' SECTIDN 5 '

The parties hereby agree that ~ HARRIS .~ is not an employee of]

CITY hut is an independent eﬂonj:rac'for.' CITY will withhold federal income taxes’

from Qj_s_nay, and  © HARRIS - __agrees that _he shall be solely respon-
sihle fon any other ‘fe_dera'l taxes and Social Security payments for which _he may
he liable. o
| 'SECTION 6
 TERMINATION
Any hreach of this A'g‘reenlent may constitute grounds for terminaticn
by e‘lthen party within three calendar days after written notice of said hreach

and notice of termnatmn has been served on the breaching party. Additiona'ny,
the Agreement may he termi nated by either party upon two weel:s written notice to
the. other party.

-3-
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0075

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties ‘heréto have executed this Agreement .

the day and year first above written
| ©CITY OF LAS VEGAS

b=
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AGREEMENT R I
. ——r Loy i :
PROFESSTONAL SERVICES

SPECIAL - INSPECTOR

This Agreement is made and entered into this 1st day of
August ____» 1984, by and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS,

a hunicipal corporgtfon of the State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as

"CITY"), and __ WALTER GANBAW » 2 private citizen

‘(hereinafter referred to as “GADRAW" ), for the perfor-

mjnce of professfonal services as a Specia1 Inspector for the CITY.
‘ © SECTION 1
DUTIES

The duties of GANRAW shall be to perform on-site

inspections as required hy Séttion'306 o6f the Uniform Building Code and the

brdinanées.of’the CITY. GANRAN will he assigned work hours
and specifi& projects hy-the‘Direcfor’of CITY's‘Department of Building and |
§af§ty. ' |
| SECTION 2.
B DURATION

The dutiesvenbmerated ahove shall commence on _Aqgustvl, 1984',

and shall continue ﬁnti1 . June 30, 1985. | unless terminated earlier

or ¢xtgﬁﬁe& thereafter as provided herein.

SECTION 3
| TERMS
‘ 1. .  GADRAV . | : ‘is'an fndependent contractor with CITY
and shaj1 he‘paid,gt theshqurﬁy rate_of’!ll.47 per hour actually worked:
hy RADRAM. - | . / GANRAW | sha11'recgive the same percen-

tage annual sélany increase allowed for regu1a} employees of CITY.

2. During the course of this contract, _ GADBAK

may he reqdiFéd to work more than 4D hours per week, according to the work
Toad.. Hours wofked in excess of 40 hours per week shall be paid at a rate

equal to one.and one-half times the hourly rate set forth in Paragraph 1 above.
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Any'work required hy CITY on legal holidays shall be paid at a rate equal to two
and,one;haif times the hourly rdte set forth in Peragraph 1 above. ‘Legal holi-
days shall be those identified in»Paragraph 8 below. The specific daily hours
on duty sha11 be set by the Director of CITY's Department of Building and
Safety. ' .

3. Under this contract, CITY will provide __GADBAW ___with

coverage by the Nevada Industrial Insurance System for job-related injuries and"‘
diseases.

a, GADBAH . shall be entitied to the following benefits:

Employee coverage under CITY s group insurance plan; participation in the

1|Public Employees Retirement System of the State of Nevada if this contract is

inveffect for an excess of'12b ca1endar days (pursuant to NRS 286.421) and time '

off with pay calculated in.eccordanCe,with Paragraph 2 above for the following

holidays:_ .
New Year' s Day S ~ Labor Nay
- Martin Luther King s Birthday ' Neyada Day
Washington's Rirthday Veterans Day
| Henoriai Day o Thanksgiving Day
'Independence Day Christmas Day

If any of the ahove ho1idays fa11 on Sunday. the foT1owing Monday -

: sha11 he considered as the legal holiday. If any of the above holidays fall

on Saturday, the preceding Friday shall he considered as the legal holiday.

GAnRAw - ‘ﬂ in order to be entitIed to be paid for work performed
on a 1ega1 holiday as provided ahove. shall be on. fu11 pay status on his
scheduled work day immediate1y preceding and 1mmediate1y f011ouing such h011-
day. -

rAnRAw . agrees to reimburse CITY for the cost of

coverage under CITY's group 1nsurance p1an during periods of leave without pay. .

5. rAnRAu herein agrees to-apply all time compensated
hy CITY. to tasks specified by cITY. GADBAN C sha]i not ‘engage or

1nvesf in any outside employment venture or transaction which is incompatible

with the. proper discharge of his official duties hereunder, which dﬁght create

-2
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a conflict of jinterest with t'he performance of. his assigned tasks for CITY or
which could ornn ght' tend to imair h'is or CITY's efficiency or independence
of judgment in the performance of off'ic‘ial duties.

GADBAW hereby agrees to-disclose any ex‘isting outside

ewloyment venture and agrees to secure prior approvﬂ “of the City Hanager for
any yentures unqlertaken suhsequent to the execution of this Agreement. The

existence of any compromi s'ln'g relatinnship, ehether entered into prior to or -
after ‘the s'lgning of this Agreement, shall constitute grounds for termination of|
this. Agreenent.

6. GADBAN agrees that he will render the servi ces

called for herein to the hest of his abnit_y.
SECTION 4
MODIFICATION AND RENEHAL

This Agreement may be modified by mutual uritten consent of the
parties. This ‘Agreement, and a'l'l of the terms herein, mey be extended beyond
the here1n¥stated termination date upnn written consent of both parties.

v SECTION 5

STATUS

The parties’ hereby agree that ___ GADRAW. _is not an employee of| -

CITY hut is an 1ndependent contractor. . CITY will w'itnh'o'ld federal income taxes

from his pay, and GADRAH _agrees that _he shall be solely respon-
sihle for any .other federal taxes and Social Seeur*ity payments for uhich he may
be 1iable. |
| SECTION 6

TERMINAT 1O
Any hreacn of this Agreement. 'tnay constitute grounds for termination
by either party with‘in_three calendar d'eys‘ Vafter yritten "notice of said breach
and not'ice_of termination has neen served on the hreaching party. Anditiona,ﬁy,
the Agreement may he terminated hy either party upon two weeks written notice to
the other party. -

-3-
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ATT?ST:

the day and year first above written

" CITY OF LAS VERAS

<4~
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IN'HITNESS WHEREOF, the bértfes_hereto have executed this Agreement
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AGREEMENT . 3\
--f-_-T“:\i
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES .

. SPECIAL INSPECTOR

This Agreement is made and entered into this st day of

August . » , 1984, by and between the cImy OF LAS VEGAS,

2 nunicipaI corporotion'of the State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as

“CITY"), and ROGER R, FORD » 2 private citizen

(hereinafter referred to as - 'FORD“ ‘ ), for the perfor-

mance of professiona1 services as ‘a Special Inspector for the CITY.
SECTION 1
DUTIES

The duties of FORD _shall be to perform on-site

inspections as required by Section 306 of the Uniform Ruilding Code and the

ordinances of the CITY. FORD will be assigned work hours.

and specific projects by the Director'of‘CITY's Nepartment of Building and

Safety.
SFCTION 2
E DURATION
The‘doties‘enumeratedfabove sha11‘connence'on August 1, 1984
and shall continue until Jurie 30, 1985 , unless terndnated'earlier

or extended thereafter as provided herein.

SECTION 3
Té?MS ‘
1. FORn ‘ ‘. o is an independent contractor with CITY
and sha11 he paid at the hnurIy rate of Sl4 87 per hour actua11y worked
hy K EQFﬁ . S FURD._,’ shall. receive the same percen-

tage annua1:sé1ary'increase allowed for regular employees of CITY,

2. Muring the course of this contract; C FORD

may he required to work more than 20 hours per week, accnrding to the wnrk
1nnd Hnurs ‘worked in excess of 40 hnurs per week sha\i he paid at a rate

equal tn one and one-ha1f times the hnur1y rate set forth in Paragraph 1 ahove.
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Any work required by CITY on legal hoIidays shall ne paid at a rate equal to two
and one-ha1f times the hourly rate set forth m Paragraph 1 above. Legal holi-’
days shall be those identified in :Paragraph 4 be]ow. The speciﬁc daily hours
on duiy:shall be set hy tne Director of CITY's Departmenc of Buiiding and
Safety.

3. Under this contract, CITY will provide _FORD with

coverage by the Nevada 1ndustr1a1 Insurance System for job-related injuries and
d1seases.

4, FORD . - sha1'l be entitled to the following benefits: -

Emp1oyee coverage under CITY s group insurance p'lan. partic'ipat'ion in the
Puhlic Enp‘loyees Ret-1 rement System of the State of Nevada if this contract is
in effect for an excess of 120 ca1endar days (pursuant to NRS 286.421) and time

off with pay ca'lcu1ated in accordance with Paragraph 2 above for the following

hoHdays
" New Year's Nay ' “ " Labor Day
__Martin‘L,uther King's Bi rthday . Nevada Day
_,\-lash'ington's.Bi rt‘_h‘d‘ay' v | ~ Veterans Day
_,‘ve'mio‘riﬂ Nay ' ‘ Thanksgiving Day.
Independence 'Day : ‘ . Christmas Day
| If‘any of the above holidays fa'H on Sunday, the following Monday

sha1'l be mnsidered as the legal ho'l*lday. If any of the above ho'l'ldays fan
on Saturday. the precemng Fr'iday sha11 he considered as the legal holiday.
CFORD - , in order to he entitled to he paid for work performed

on a 'lega1 ho]-iday as provided ahove. shaH be ‘an fu'l'l pay status on his
schedu1ed work day immediately preceding and 1nlned1ate'ly following such holi-
day.

FORD __agrees to reimhurse CITY for the cost of

coverage un'der CITY's ‘group _'i"nsurance plan during periods of leave 'v'ithout pay.

5. _ Foé'h herein agrees to- app1y 3all time comensated

hy CITY to tasks specified h_y CITY. =~ FORD shall not engage or |

1nvest in any outside emp]nyment venture or. transactmn wh'i ch is incompatible

with the proper rhscharqe of his off1c1 al’ dut'ies hereunder, which mi ght create

. -2-
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a conf‘lict of interest w1th the perfornance of his assigned tasks for CITY or
vhich could or nright tend to inpair his or CITY s eff'lciency or fndependence
of Judgment in the perfont_ance ‘of offu:ia'l duties.-

FORD ' herehy agrees to d'isclose any existing outside v

enployment venture and agrees to secure prior approval of the City Manager for
any ventures undertaken subsequent to the execution of this Agreement. The

existence of any conproaris‘ing re'lationsh‘lp. whether entéred into prior to or

this Agreement. v

6, . _FORD agrees that he will render the services

called for herein to the best of his.a'bﬂ"ity.
SECT!ON 4
MODIFICATION AND RENEUAL

Th'ls Agreement may be md1fied by mutual written consent of the:

parties. This Agreenent. and a'l'l of ‘the terms herein, may be extended beyond

the here'ln-stated termi nat‘ion date upon vritten consent of. both ~part1es.
’ ' SECTION 5
STATUS
‘ The oarties hereby agree. that 7 FORD is not an employee of
CITY hut is an 'ilndepen(.ient' contrattor. CITY wi'l'l withhold federal income taxes
fro_m__h_i_s_.vpay, and - FORD _ agrees that _he shall be solely respon-
sible for any other federal taxes’ nnd Sociol Security payments for which he may|
he liahle. o
' SECTION 6
| 'TERMINATION
Any. breach .of this Aqreement may constitute grounds for termination
by e1ther party within three calendar days after wr’itten notice of said hreach
and notice of term‘ination has been served on the hreaching party. Admttonaﬂy,
the Agreemenf may he terminated hy either party upon two weeks written notice to
the other part_y.

-3-
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IN wITNESS HHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this Agreement
the day and year f'i rst above written _'

ATTEST: _  CITY OF LAS VEGAS

.
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m;‘\'?‘. wiEr . AGREEMENT -
A  PROFESSIORRT seRvicES
SPECIAL INSPECTOR.
This Agreement is made and entered into this __ Jgp day of
Augus_t » o 1984, by and between the ‘CI;I'Y OF LAS VEGAS,
a imnﬁci'ﬁai corporation of 'the"State of Nevada (r;erej nafter referred to as
"CITY"), and _ KARL NIESCHAL‘( 2 private citizen
(ﬁerg‘ihaffer referred ’tﬁ as __. "NIESCHALK - ), for the perfor-
mance of professional services as a :Speci a"l Insb'ector for the CITY.
a | SECTION 1
. DUTIES
The duties of NIESCHALK ____ shall be to perform on-site
inspections as requiréd by Sectibn 306 of the Uniform Building Code and the
ordirﬁnces qf:the CITY. NIESCHALK will be assigned w‘ork‘ hours
and specifiﬁ. pr,bjects- by the 01‘r,e7‘ct‘or' of CITY's Department of Building and
Safety. |
SECTION 2
DURATION -
The duties ‘enumerated ahove s‘ha'lT commence -on August 1, 1984 |
Hand shall continue until "“"?'3"', 1985 ., unless temﬁnated,earﬁér :
or -extended t‘her‘eafte“r as prﬁvj:ded herein.
| | SECTION 3
1. NIESCHALK ' —_is an independent contractor with CITY
fand shall he paid at the hourly rate ofﬁ 314.47 _per hour actually worked A
hy _ NIESCHALK . - NIESCHALK _ shall receive the same percen-
t‘age;annual“'s‘a1aryv'inc'rea§,e i11oﬁed.fo'r regular eﬂﬂoyee.s of CITY..
| 2. During the course of this contract, NIESCHALK
|may he. requi red to work 'moré than 40 hours per.wéek, accofding to the work
Noad. Hqur; wbrkeﬁ' in excess of 40 hours per wéek shall be paid at a rate
#ﬂ.qua‘l to one. and one-half "l.:'imes the houbr‘lyb rate set forth in Paragrap'h llabove.
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Any work requireﬁ by CITY on legal holidays shall-be paid at a rate equal to two
and one-ﬁa1f‘t1mes thevhburly rate set forth in Paragraph'l above. Lega1 holi-
days sh@ll Be those identified in P?ragraph 4 hélou. The specific daily hours
on duty shall he set by the Director of CITY's Déﬁartment of Buf1ding and
S;fety.

| 3. Under this contract, CITY will provide NIESCHALK with

coverage by the Nevada Industrial Insurance System for job-related injuries and
diseases. ’ '

4. . NIESCHALK shall he entitled to the following henefits:

Enp)oyee @6verage’under CITY's group insurance p1ah; participation in the
Public Employees Retirement System of the State of Nevada if this contract is
iﬁ;efféct for an excess of 120 calendar days (pursuant to NRS 286.421) and time

off with pay calculated in ac;ordance with Paragraph 2 ahove for the following

holidays:
: New Year's Day - ; Labor Day
~ Martin lutherlking's Birthday Nevada Day
| Hashington’#ihffthday ' ' Veterans D;y

Memorial Day . Thanksgiviﬁg Day
. Independence Day Christmas Day
- 1f any of tﬁe ahovevholidays fall on Sunday, the following Monday
sh;f1 be considered as the legal thiday.v If any of the above holidays faill
on Sq;ufd;y, tﬁé preceding Friday shall he considered as the legal holiday.

_ NIESCHALK . » in order to be entitled to be paid for work performed

on a legal holiday as provided above, shall he on full pay status on _his
échedu1ed work day immediately preceding and inmediate]y following such holi-
day.

NIESCHALK agrees to reimburse CITY for the cost of

coverage under CITY's group insurance plan during periods of leave without pay.

5. NIESCHALK. herein agrees to apply a1l time compensated

Hy CITY to tasks specified hy CITY, NIESCHALK sha11‘noi engage or

invest in any outside employment venture or transaction which is incompatihle

2
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:any ventures undertaken subsequent to the execution of this Agreement. The

parties.  This Agreement, gnd all of the terms herein, may be extended beyond
the here_in-‘stateiiv termi nsti'on date upon written consent of both parties.'

SECTION 5

‘Tne parties herehy agree that . iiiESCHALK . is not an mi;,;ée of]

rITY hut is an independent contractor. CITY'wi11'withhoid federal income taxes
1 from mﬁpay, and 'N_IESCHALK agrees that he shall be solely respon-
sihle for any other -federai taxes and Social Security payments for which _he may
he THahle.

SECTION 6 -

TERMINATIdN

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984
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a ‘conflict of interest with the performance of his assigned tasks for CITY or
which could or might tend to impair his or CITY s efficiency or independence
of 1udgment in the performance of officia) duties.

NIESCHALK hereby agrees to disclose any existing outside

eno'loyment venture and agrees: to secure prior approval of the City Manager for

existence of an_y‘ conproMsing relationship, Uhetherlentered into prior to or .
after the signing of this Ag’reenent, ‘shall canstityte grounds for termination of
this Agreenient.

6. NIESCHALK agrees that _he will render the services

called for herein to the best of his ability.
SECTION 4
. MODIFICATION AND RENEWAL

This Agreeme’nt'my be modified by mutual written consent of the

Any hreacn of this Agreelnent may constitute grounds for‘termination
by ,eithenparty within three calendar days after written notice of said breach
and nn'ti'ge of tervninatiOn has heen served on the breaching party. Additionally,
the-'Agne&nt may he terminated by either party upon two weeks written notice to
the ether party.

eeccsccscee

3~
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the day and year first above written -

Qo087

N HI~TNES$ WHEREOF, the parties hereto have e_‘xecu'ted'_ this Agreement

CITY OF LAS VEGAS

..
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AGREEMENT L3

for .
FROFESSIUII[’S&IVICES'Z
SPECIAL INSPECTOR
This Agreement is made and entered into this 1st day of
Aﬂgust » 1984, by and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS,

3 nnnicipa1 corporation of the State of Nevada (here1nafter referred to as

"CITY“), and JOHN L. MERCHANT » & private citizen

(heroinafter referred to as ' ‘HERCHANT' ' ), for the perfor-

mance of professiona1 services as. a Spec1a1 Inspector for the CITY,

SECTION 1
DUTIES
The duties of . MERCHANT : - shall be te perform on-site

inspections as required by Section 306 of the Uniform Ruilding Code and the

ordinances of the CITY. MERCHANT ' will be assigneéd work hours

and spec1f1c projects hy the Nirector of CITY's Department of Builcing and

Safety.
~ SECTION 2
DURATION
The duties~enumerated above shall commence on August 1, 1984 ,
and shall cqntinue-unt11“ Jqﬁe‘BQL,IQSS , unless terminated earlier

or extended thereafter as provided herein.

SECTION 3
TERMS
1;‘ MERCHANT 1s an 1ndopendent contractor with CITY
and sha11 he paid at thp hour1y rate of $14. 47 per hour 'ctua11y worked
by HFRrHANT . . MERCHANT sha11 receive the same percen-

taqe annual sa]ary increase allowed for regular employees of CITY.

2. During the course of this Contract, MERCHANT -

may bp rpqu1red to work more than a0 hours per week. accord1ng to the work

{10ad, Hours worked in excess of 40 hours per week shall be paid at a rate

equal to one and onp-ha1f times the hour1y rate set forth in Paragraph 1 ahove..'
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: Puh1ic Enployees Retirement System of the State of Nevada if this contract is
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Any work required by CITY on legal holidays shall he paid at a rate equal to two
and one-half'times the_hour1y_rate set forth in'Paragraphll above.. Legal holi-
days shall be those identified in Paragraph 4 below. The Specific daily hours"
oh,du;y shall he set By the Director of CITY's Department of Building and
Safety.

3. Under this contract, CITY will provide MERCHANT - with

coverage by the Nevada Industrial Insurance System. for job-related injuries and
diseases. '

a, - MERCHANT shall be entitied to the following benefits:

Emponee coverage under CITY s group insurance plan; participation in the

in effect for an excess of 120 calendar days (pursuant to NRS 286,421) and time

off with pay calcu1ated in accordance with Paragraph 2 above for the fo1low1ng

holidayS'
" New Year's Day . . v : . Labor Day
Martin Luther King's B1rthday .Nevada Day
Washington's Birthday - ' , Veterans Day
Memorial Day L . Thanksgiving Day .
' Independence Day ‘ Christmas Day |

If any of the above hel'idays fall on Sunday, the following Monday
sHSlI be. conéfdered as the legal holiday. If any of the above holidays fail
on Saturday, the preceding Friday shall he considered as the legal holiday. ‘
MERCHANT . , in order to be entitled to be paid for work’ performed

on a legal hp}idey-és provided abOve; shall be on full pay status on _his
scheduled work day immediately preceding and immediately following such holi-
day. ﬁ.L ' »

MEerANT o agrees to reimburse CITY for the cost of

coverage under FITY s group insurance plan during periods of 1eave without pay- |

5. MERCHANT herﬂin agrees to-apply all time compensated

hy CITY to tasks speci fied ny, CITY HERCHANT . shall not engage or

ifvest in any outs1de‘employment venture or transaction which is incompatible

mith the proper discharge of his official duties hereunder, which might create
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wh1ch cou1d or nﬁght tend to 1npa1r his or CITV s efficiency or independence

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984° -~ . ~on.
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a conf11ct of interest nith the performance of his assigned tasks for CITY or

of judgment 1n the performance of official duties.
- MERCHANT hereby agrees to discIose any existing outside

enplnymenivventure and'agrees to secure prior approval of the City-Hanager for
any ventures undertaken subseguent fb the execution of this Agreement. The |
existence of any tonprondsing relationship, wheeher entered into prior to or
after‘the siening-bf this Agreement, shall constitute grounds for termination of|
this Agreement.

‘, 6. . MERCHANT - agrees that _he will render the services

a11ed for herein to the hest of his ability.
SECTION 4
MODIFIrATION AND RENEHAL

- This Aqreement may be mndified hy mtual written consent of the
parties. This Agreement, and a1l of the terms herein, may be extended ‘beyond
't he herein-stated terhﬁnaiion~dateiupon written consent of both parties. |
SECTION § |
Tne'parties herehyAagreenthat‘ © MERCHANT is'nqt'an'enp1oyee of
LITY but fs an independent contractor. CITY will withhold federal income taxes
frem his pay, and___ MERCHANT fagrees that _he shall be solely respon-
Eible for any other federal taxes and Social Security payments for which _he may
peb1iah1e. |
SECTION 6
TERMINATION

Any hreach of thjs‘Agreement may constitute grounds for termination

Fy rither party within three ea1ennar days after written notiee'of said nreach'
And nniice of‘terminatinn has heen served on the hreaching perty. Addit{on;11y,
th Pgreehent may be terminated hy efther party upon two weeks written notice to
the other party; .

REEXER NN

-3-
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the bir‘t‘les hefe’t.o hive ‘e,xecuted this Agreement
the day and year first above wr.it.:ten

ATTEST: o \ CITY OF LAS VEGAS -

o
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS . 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-601

-

" Council Action | ~ Department Action

IV (f)  DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES -

DAN R. PILKINGTON, DIRECTOR

*CONSENT AGENDA

. 1
.’l\

A1l items listed under Item *A are considered
to -be routine by the‘City Council and may be
enacted by one motion. However, any item may
be discussed if ‘a Counc11 member or citizen
SO requests

PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DIVISION

1051 *A. PURCHASE. ORDER APPROVAL S Lur1e -

_ . Motion to hold Item | - . :
1. ﬁMaintenance.of'Data Processing Systems |1 in ABEYANCE and 8/15/84 Agenda

Department of FinanCé & Computer Services “|APPROVED Item 2

. carried unanimously.| -
2. ‘Ma1ntenance of WQrd Process1ng Systems o S " |Staff to proceed.
Department of Genera] Services ’ ' ‘ .

INote: Verbatim Trangcript made part of
{Final. Minutes. SR :

INote: Lurie d1rectei City Manager to .
~<|provide data relativg¢ to actual

|maintenance required|for equ1pment in f
‘Iprevious year.

3

. apPR ovsD AGENDA TEM

i
-y .
1
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATlON ‘D.ate: JULY 20, 1984

Toz““? City Council : o ' DEEHUTTLCITYCMANAGER
P V —RGENDA - CITY COUNCIL WEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984

- | IV () DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL smv:css '

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*A. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL _
1. ITEM: ' sskvn:s ‘ PURCHASE REQUEST:  1042-001
o DESCRIPTION: - MAINTENANCE OF ' FUNDING: GENERAL FUNO

_ ~ COMPUTER EQUIPMENT B
'D_EiiARTM‘EN_Té* ~ FINANCE' AND - | | ESTIMATE: $216,000.00

COMPUTER SERVICES

NEED FOR PURCHASE

THIS SERVICE IS NECESSARY T0 PROVIDE FACTORY TRAINED, QUALIFIED PERSONS T0
"MAINTAIN AND REPAIR THE CITY'S COMPLEX AND SOPHISTICATED DATA PROCESSING
HARDHARE SYSTEMS.. SOLE SOURCE

- STAFF REC%ENDATION

FOR PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL
BURROUGHS ‘CORPORATION - * - LAS:VEGAS W $215,934.36 '

:[SCAL IMP2

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

RECOMMENDATIONS

THE OEPARTMENT 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.

Agendac ltem

SECTION A PAGE 1
v (f)
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AGENDA DOCUMENT ATION

‘Date: ___JULY 20, 1984.

FISCA

TO:- FROM:
The Cny Councd E : MICHAEL P. cooL,
S : : - DePUTY CITY. MANAGER
"susJEcT{ RGENDA - CTTY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST I, 1064
| IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL ssavxcss
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
*A. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL R |
2. ITEM: ' SERVICE e PURCHASE REQUEST:  1231-3164 -
'DESCRIPTION: = MAINTENANCE OF EQUIPMENT “EUNDING: GENERAL FUND
—_— | o _ (VARIOUS)
DEPARTMENT:  GENERAL SERVICES ESTIMATE: $11,868.00
NEED FOR PURCHASE
THE NEED FOR THIS PURCHASE STEMS FROM THE NEED TO CONTINUE THE MAINTENANCE OF
CPT WORD PROCESSING EQUIPMENT LOCATED. IN VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS AND DIVISIONS OF
THE CITY.  (SOLE.'SOURCE)
STAFF_RECOMMENDATION
FOR Puacuagg ORDER APPROVAL
QUALITY BUSINESS EQUIPMENT | LAS VEGAS NV - $11,868,00
PACT

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

RECOMMENDATIONS

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

1T 1S THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE

AWARDED.

" Agendao item

'SECTION A PAGE 2
IV (f)
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.. TRANSCRIPT = CITY COUNCIL MEETING. - AUGUST 1, 1984
IV.(f). DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES. A.
'MAINTENANCE OF DATA PROCESSING SYSTEMS-DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE & COMPUTER SERVICES.
MAINTENANCE OF WORD PROCESSING SYSTEMS- DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

ITEM 2.

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

10:00 A.M. - PAGE1

PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL. ITEM 1.

0095

" MAYOR BRIARE:

'COUNCILMANmLURTE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:

'COUNCILMAN LURIE:

'DAN PILKINGTON:
© COUNCILMAN LEVY:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

- CITY MANAGER HALL:

 MAYOR BRIARE:

" CITY MANAGER HALL:

MAYOR BRIARE:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

CITY MANAGER HALL:

E facility.

COUNCILMAN LEVY: -

- I've heard this.

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

The next is. the Department of General Services, page 16. We
have recommendat1ons on Purchas1ng and: Contracts, one and two.

I JUSt have a quest1on on Item. 1. Is it that expens1ve to

_keep the computer equipment up7 Is that a maintenance contract7

It_1s.

“Can't we hire somebody?

How long is that for? :
Mr. Pilkington:

That's for one year.

‘WOqun't it be cheaper to hire one or two or three people and

put them on it all the time?

It seems 1ike an awful lot of money for a maintenance contract

" even though those people -are probably the sole source because .
4‘of that equ1pment but it seems: awfu] expensive.

1 m1ght add that that equ1pment is very soph1st1cated equipment
_that requires a lot of attention.

We will come back to you --
I-will'-- over the next several months to update our computer
That's the best contract we could get at ‘the present.
time :

" You know, it very weTT m1ght be, Mr. Hall, that we're'oett1ng

too complex and sophisticated.  There m1ght be new hardware on.
the market that can.do the job as effectively, or close to as .
effectively, with not this tremendous need for maintenance and
upkeep by the company that sells you the- equ1pment in. the first
place. - ,

That's‘correct.
I hate 1t when they ve got you
Of course,’ nobody from Burroughs sa1d it, but

I've heard it from other computer manufacturers who would Tike .
to get in to the City of:-Las Vegas'computer program

. I was going to.say, in my bus1ness if 1 have a good techn1c1an,

one of the-casinos will steal him and then. they just have to
purchase parts from me and they do their own repair and ma1ntenanu
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TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984 - 10:00 A.M. - PAGE 20096' o

IV.(f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES. A. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL. ITEM 1.
MAINTENANCE OF DATA PROCESSING SYSTEMS-DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE & COMPUTER SERVICES.

ITEM 2: MAINTENANCE OF WORD PROCESSING SYSTEMS-DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

r“COUNCILNAN‘LURiE;ﬂ ~on their equ1pment It 'seems to me that because we have their

" "equipment it doesn' t mean ‘that ‘we have to have their service
contract from them. I'm sure they're going to make parts
~ available if we had peop]e on board that would handle the
situations when they're rushed. iI*d Vike to know maybe
from last year how many calls that they made and how much
time they spent for one year repairing or doing preventive
-maintenance on our equipment.

CITY MANAGER HALL: " Fine.

ACOUNCILMAN LURIE'13 | -‘Do'we‘hare to approve-this tqday'or.can we get that report?
‘ MAYOR BRIARE . Is there a representative.of.Burroughs present? I'm sure
~~ they weren't asked, ‘but I just wondered if they have --
*CITY MANAGER HALL{'v ‘ If you wish tolheld this until the next meeting and act, fine.
COUNCILMAN LURIE: - Mayor, T'd like to hold the Ttem A until our next meeting so

.~ we.can get a full report on the problems in the past concerning
' spending this kind of mOney for maintenance.

.. MAYOR. BRIARE:- , 1 be11eve there is quite an: ‘article, CounciIman Lur1e, in the

| 3 . - y = B N s i 2 K B " "B | g N v . B P B ) A ; ’
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Wall Street Journal . a number of months ago 1nd1cat1ng ‘that
Burroughs has been having some very difficult times in other
~areas of the country besides some that are being referred to
right here now. Then the motion’ wou]d be only for Item 2.

NCOUNCILMAN LURIE: Yes, Mayor. ITEM 2, I'LL MOVE FOR APPROVAL.

“MAYOR BRIARE Vi'. Item 1 would be he]d Comments or questions? Cast your vote.
A Post. MOTION IS APPROVED CITEM 1 IS HELD. ITEM 2 IS APPROVED.

END OF TRANSCRIPT

Voting was as fo]]ows

"AYES" Briare, Christensen, Levy, Lurie and Nolen
“NOES" ' None

Motion carried unanimously.

‘ek/]b'
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' S : coumssmN CHAMal-:Rs-Aoo EAST STEWART AVENUE

- _ PHONE 386-6011 _ R
ITEM . . : . Commission Action Department Actior

11V, (g). DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICES

| DONALD E. DONOVAN DIRECTOR
A. REPORTS/ACTION

— o N
= .
o :

1. Ratificatidn‘qfOstreet Repéir Work = |Lyrie - Staff to broéeéd'
I .|APPROVED as recom-

. “|mended. .

- JUnanimous

I“ﬁﬂﬂJVEEDIUSENIM\lTENﬂ

| ; ‘»./?j;i>!‘(33,¢,1;
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Date:  July 13, 1984

1

TO: FROM:
The Board of City Commissioners MICHAEL P. COOL
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

SUBJECT:
RATIFICATION OF STREET REPAIR WORK

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

A condition of issuance of a building permit for construction of the new Clark
County jail is improvement of a portion of Lewis Street and First Street.

Recently, at the time the County's contractor commenced work on these required
street improvements, it was called to our attention that portions of the
remainder of these streets outside of the areas to be improved by the County
have deteriorated over the years to the condition that they should be recon-
structed. It became evident that it would be most economical to have the
County contractor reconstruct the additional street areas at the same time

he did the other work. The contractor submitted a written proposal to accom-
plish the work for an amount of $7,300.

Through a misunderstanding, the contractor's workers commenced work on the City
of Las Vegas portion prior to our approval.

In working with the City Attorney and through additional negotiations, we have

been able to negotiate with the contractor a lower price of $6,300 for accom-
plishing the same work. This is a very reasonable price for the work.

FISCAL IMPACT
Funds are available in the 1984-85 approved budget.

R MMENDATIONS
It is the recommendation of the Director of Public Services that the City

Council ratify the emergency action of the City Manager in authorizing the
construction work by M&M Construction Co.

< Agenda ltem 8/1/84

Director'of Public Sér@ices V. (g) A.1.

---ﬂﬁ---‘---—'-,-
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S o COUNCIL CHAMBERS | .+ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

o Council Action Department Action

."'7""'?"‘“""""‘?

v (h) DEPARTMENT OF DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT |

THOMAS B. GRAHAM AICP RLA, DIRECTOR
*CONSENT AGENDA

A1l matters ]1sted under Item A; recommended
for approval by the staff, are considered to be
- | routine by the City Council and may be enacted -
by one motion. - However, any item may be dis-
cussed if a Council member or citizen so

‘ requests

{

—
o
(%)

.o

o Levy - Staff to proceed
A - ACCEPTANCE OF: RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS APPROVED Items 1
1. -Grant Deed _ ~ |thru 4.
" From: - Farley Anderson, Jr., as  |Unanimous
‘ trustee
To: City of Las Vegas . ‘
For: . - A portion of SE-1/4, Sec.
‘ 23, T20S, R60E, M.D.M.
_Prev1ously recorded as
‘Document No. 1919551 in.
Book 1960, Official -
- Records of the Recorder of
- Clark County, Nevada on
~July 23, 1984 (7/19/84)
Lake:Mead Blvd. and Torrey
_Pines Blvd. rights of way

2. Grant Deed _
From: Rudolph Novosel, Karen
Kay Adams:, and Thomas L.
Lawyer, as trustees to . .
-that certain trust deed
) ‘dated June 25, 1973
To: ~  City of Las Vegas
" For: A portion of the N- 1/2,
- NE-1/4, SE-1/4, Sec. 1, |
. T. 20 S., R. 60 E.;
. M.D.M. (7/19/84). for,
Decatur Blvd. right-of-way]
(Northwest sewer trunk
APPRDVED AGENDA ITEM line project).

i
!
i
|
j
{
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v ' ' COUNCIL O-IAMBERS . 400EA5TSTEWART AVENUE
' L ‘ PHONE 386-601 , - o
L TEM- S - Council Action - Department Action
- | IV (h). -DEPARTMENT OF DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT
‘ (Cont1nued) . .
A. . ACCEPTANCE OF RIGHT OF wAY ITEMS
g (Cont1nued)
3. Permission to appra1se ' purchase or APPROVED - - See Page 18

condemn ‘necessary rights of way for See‘Page 18
the Lamb Boulevard relief sewer ‘
1ineé between Charleston Blvd. and
Wyoming Ave., along the section line
paralleling Lamb Blvd. (approximately
19,000 sq. ft. strip for permanent.
easement with an additional 9,500 sq.
ft. for temporary construction
‘easement)

4. Perm1ss1on to appraise, purchase or . ' _
-~ condemn necessary rights of way for APPROVED See Page 18
'S.1.D. No. 457 (to install paving, See Page 18
“curbs and gutters, sewers, sidewalks
and street lights on Cory Place,
Alpine Place, Upland Blvd., Mohawk,
- Wellington and Bartona Streets)

B, REPORTS/ACTION

% ‘ Deputy City Manager|8/15/84 Agenda .
. ‘ 1. Select1on of alignment for Northwest Don Saylor and
Interceptor Sewer. , | C.E. Gilpin present%d‘
: -~} plans. Council
directed this item
‘to be brought back
to them at the next
meeting.
APPIROVED AGENDA MEM

-/»P ('od.

|
|
t
!
1
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| AGENDA DOCUMENTATION o S 5, 100
: ' - Y0: ' . FRDM MICHAEL P. cooL
’ : s The. City Council : © DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

' L SUBJECT: SE_LECTION OF ALIGNMENT FOR NORTHWEST INTERCEPTOR SEWER

l L PURPOSE/BACKGROUND

‘ , . One of the projects on the current $20, 500,000 bond 1ssue program
o . " is-the Northwest Sewer Interceptor from Vegas Drive near Simmons .

l» : Street to Decatur Blvd. near Lone Mountain Road. -

- ' The purpose of tms Interceptor is" two-fold. First, to provide sewer
, . availability to a presently partiany built up area of Las Vegas

‘o where no sewers are now.available; second, to. provide sewer capacity

' to permt growth in thé North and Northwest area..

LR The engineermg flrm of VTN, Nevnda has stud'led severa'l promising

T a'lignments within the term1na'l points described above.. The Department

. o -.of Design and. Development staff, together with VTN, Nevada will

: : ~ -present their findings and recommendations resulting from these
} - ~ studies so that the Mayor and Council can select the most feasible

. i route. ,
i o . FISCAL IMPA
B ECOMMENQATIQNS
v C " Recommendations will be made at the presentation.
' : .; Agenda ltem g/1/84
‘ IV (h). B. 1
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TRANSCRIPT CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984 - 10:00 A.M. - PAGE ]
IV(h). DEPARTMENT OF DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT. ITEM B.'1. SELECTION OF ALIGNMENT 0102
FOR NORTHWEST INTERCEPTOR SEUER

MAYOR.BRIARE: o AItam,B. Selectfon of alignment for Nbrthwest_lnterceptor
- Sewer. ‘ '
ASHLEY HALL ' ‘ '
CITY MANAGER . Your Honor; Mr. Say]or and Mr Gilpin have been working on

this. They will make the presentation to you. Once again,
there are several alignments. We have been working with
the City of North Las Vegas and which could potentially
benefit from this alignment and share the expenses with
us. Mr. Saylor.

DON SAYLOR - o '
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER:- _ Somet1me in the ear1y part of ‘84 the City sold a bond
) Jissue in the amount of twenty million dollars for
~ sanitary sewer 1mprovements _primarily, interceptor lines.
A portion of this money is being spent for -the downtown
 interceptor and the East Sahara Avenue/Oakey line. One
of the other primary projects of the bond issue was the
construction of -an interceptor to serve the northwest
area. Now keep in mind that all of this area to the west
and to the north - in the City of Las Vegas flows to
 the east. Therefore, the interceptor must go essentially
north-and south.. Our original design in terms of location
proposed that the line come up Rancho Drive to Decatur,
Just south of Cheyenne and -then north on up to Lone '
~ Mountain Road. Because of the terrain, however, it
would mean that in order to sewer the area -in here,
we would have to build a 1ift station, which, generally
speaking, is workable, but not des1rab1e in other words,
if you can avoid it, you do so. The. advantages of going
‘this Tine are the fact that it is the cheapest, it can
‘be done in two phases because we can utilize this ex1st1ng
line“in Rancho for a time being until that capacity is
" used up and then we would have to go back and put in a
bigger line there.. It's complete1y within the City of
Las Vegas, provides no service to the City of North
Las Vegas which borders it on the east.

_COUNCILMAN LURIE: - Why wouldn't it?

DON SAYLOR, - _ ,
~DEPUTY CITY MANAGER: ~ Well, because of the terrain.

COUNCILMAN LURIE: They'd have to put a 1ift station in then.

.DON SAYLOR, ,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER: Well, if they were going to utilize this line, yes. They
S - would have to pump to the west, which really would be an
undesirable and not even feasible system. In order to
avoid the 1ift station, we asked our consultant, VIN, to
pursue other alternatives. The first alternative that
they came up with kept the 11ne as far west as possible

ptlenatateiotuiis iiebatcheiviy
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DON SAYLOR, ) -
- DEPUTY. CITY MANAGER: ~ and as close to the city Timits as possible, yet with
e sufficient fall to eliminate the 1ift station. This

is the alignment of it. It comes up about half way
between Simmons and Rancho Road. It hits the end of

- the air terminal, the end of .the runways, and follows

-~ this alignment.- This would allow us to sewer everything
to the west into this line without a 1ift station.

_COUNCILMAN,LEVY: " Isn't it cheaper, too? I think I was told it would be

_ cheaper to go this --
DON SAYLOR ‘ ' )
DEPUTY: CITY MANAGER: 'It s not rea]]y cheaper. It's about the same cost as
the other 1ine would be with a 1ift station, but keeping
in mind the other line has the benefit of being able to
phase it; in other words, wé wouldn't have to put the
total 3.65 in the ground at this time, but it balances
out essentially costwise because doing away with the 1ift
station. This does have some more benefit to the City of
North Las Vegas, but again, relatively Tittle, only serving
a little over two and a half square miles of area. This
plan, when discussed with North Las Vegas, proved to be
completely unacceptable to them because they felt it did
not-serve enough of this area, plus the Hughes people that
own the --
COUNCILMAN. -LEVY: »VWhose sewer Tine is this?
- DON -SAYLOR,. - - . ' : ‘
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER: -~ Well, if you'll let me finish the presentation, then I
o ' “can get -- yes, sir?
COUNCILMAN LURIE: - Excuse me, Oh, no, go ahead.
‘DON SAYLOR, L _
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER: - Furthermore, -it was of no benefit to the air terminal

property, the'Hughes property because they own all of
this land, but again, could not serve back into that
sewer, so we looked a Tittle further east. One of the
alignments going further east completely in the City of
North Las Vegas, although it s our sewer line, would go
up along Simmons, completely be able to serve the air
terminal property, which they have plans for industrial
development somewhere along the line and additional acreage
. in the City of Las Vegas; again, no 1ift station involved
and it would serve this much from this blue line west of
North Las Vegas; again, still satisfying all of the needs
of ‘our property to the west. One additional alignment is
essentially the same on the southern end, but goes a little
further to the east, taking in 4.33 square miles of North
Las Vegas. The reason we're discussing this with you is
two-cr three-fold, I believe. Number one, of course, we

- em o e .. _ - __1—_ - = - _s_
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DON SAYLOR _
. DEPUTY CITY MANAGERi © wanted to avoid our 1ift station, if at all possible.
Number two, under agreements with the City of North
Las Vegas, if we were to select one of these -- this
one or the previous one, we could receive revenue
through hookup fees as development took pTace in here.
Now, of course, that s a gamble. You don't know how
soon or how fast. - And the third factor be1ng that if
it were agreed to do this, we would require that they
come up with some of the. up-front money, SO we would
‘not have to gamble on the whole issue being paid for
by hookup fees. We feel that it's immaterial to us
whether C or D. It really makes no difference in terms
of our service to the City of Las Vegas. We do believe
that it's mutually beneficial to service some of the
North Las Vegas area because of the potential revenue
. that we can receive from the hookup fees helping to
pay for the line. We must reach a decision real soon.
We have been kicking this around for several months.
It's held status quo in design. What we would like to
recommend to you -~ incidentally, there's a difference
of approximately $380,000 between the line furthest
east and the line furthest west, which we could con-
struct without the 1ift station. We would 1ike to
recommend that staff be allowed to negotiate with the
City of North Las Vegas to. provide an adequate agree-
ment, if they want it built on this alignment whereby
we would get back one-third of the difference in cost
as up-front money with the rest to be gotten back over
a period of time as hookups take place.

~ COUNCILMAN LEVY: How will they get that money? They're not going to
‘ get any money out of it.

DON SAYLOR, o

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER: They will make money on it because they charge more
in their hookup fees than we do, plus the b1g advantage
to the City of North Las Vegas .of course, is that they
have no sewer system out in this western part and this
would open up for development that area. However, --

COUNCILMAN,LURIE; Are we running that sewer for their convenience or for

| our convenience?
- DON SAYLOR,
‘DEPUTY CITY MANAGER: We're running it for our convenience, Councilman Lurie.
: COUNCILMAN LURIE: .- Do we have to make a decision today on those four plans

‘because just to present them to us today -and want us to
make a decision, I'm not ready to make a decision yet,
until I get a chance to review each one of those plans.

- -',—'- -y i -
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~ COUNCILMAN LEVY:

' COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

. DON SAYLOR
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER'

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

DON SAYLOR

MAYOR BRIARE:

DON SAYLOR,
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER:

MAYOR. BRIARE :
COUNCILMAN NOLEN:

' COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

"DEPUTY CITY MANAGER: .~

1 th1nk they also want to know what North Las Vegas will
do. = -

- A1l they re ask1ng for 1stenﬁ1ss1on to negotiate with

North Las Vegas and see what they want to doj that's all

'you're asking for.

That S r1ght We want to be ab1e to come back in two
weeks with a firm recommendation after we have given --
staff has given their staff notice that we need an
answer right away. Do you. want to have it built here?

‘If so, what. f1nanc1a] part1c1pat1on would you become
“involved in?

'The bottom line here is, you re telling us we really
_don t want to construct one with a 1ift station if we.
can get away=w1th it,

If we can get away with it, plus, there is a possibility _
of additional revenue to the Cxty by go1ng a little further
east .

Mr. Say]or, you're going to prov1de -~ you're probably

" going to provide a cost benefit recommendation to us

and after you meet with the City of North Las Vegas and
all that sort of stuff. I'm not ready to begin my
practice of engineering yet and I'm going to depend upon
you to come back with some recommendations.

_ What we're asking today is, do you even want us to enterta1n

the thought of locating it further east than our original
alignment? If so, we will come back to you in two weeks

‘with a firm.recommendation.after we've received the

necessary information from North Las Vegas. Now, if you
don't want to entertain that, then, fine, we'll just go
ahead as we or1g1na11y planned, '

‘Be pract1ca1

I'11 make a m0t1on, Your Honor, WE AUTHORIZE STAFF TO SIT

‘DOWN WITH NORTH LAS VEGAS AND SEE IF THEY CAN WORK SOMETHING

OUT

I've got a quest1on I've got to ask you If you move that
alignment that far east, what does that do to the cost

of the people that want to hook on in Las Vegas? Don't
they have to then go another mile to reach that sewer main?
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DOV SAYLOR . DR ' 4 .
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER Well, there is that poss1b1]1ty, it's quite unlikely, but,
O yes, you're right, the further east we go the further these
lines have to be extended, but we would anticipate that they
will be extended in the City of North Las Vegas so that they
will reach this boundary anyhow with very little --

~ COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN: - = Okay, that's my»next question. :If they re extended, you'll
Lo _ have to have that part of the agreement that they'1l have to
be extended because if somebody: bu11ds, if we have some
~ reason that we're bu1]d1ng someth1ng in the area west and
come down to Decatur, then you've got two probiems. Number
one, you've got to go the expense of going over the sewer,
and Number two, you've got to get all of that right-of-way
'_from North Las Vegas and they could hold you up on it, so
you'd have to make sure that in the negotiations we get
that extension and. that right-of-way with-no quest1ons
when it comes time to develop; otherwise, we've got to move:
the line over on the city ‘boundary.

" DON SAYLOR, ~ |
© DEPUTY CITY MANAGER: You're absolutely right and that has’ been discussed and

» S v ' - that will all be part of the agreements on that.
‘ MAYOR'BRIARE: - . Any other comments? If.there s no objections, we'll follow
R : Councilman Nolen's recommendations.

END OF TRANSCRIPT

~ Jlo
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Department Action
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V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY
' 1108 A. Ap'peai of w_ork Cardf'beni'alz Levy -, Clerk to notify
. S * - Appea1 DENIED L
S Ms. Michele Deck . Unan1mous Lt. Hanief, LVMPD,
‘ K ) and the appellant
' . Police Report dated | appeared.
g A 7/13/84, which is on
L |file at LVMPD, made
_ I ' - |part of record.
' ) B. Approva] of Pohcy re: Licensing of L1quor" -
- 1111 Estab]1shments in Areas Annexed to C1ty REfEFFEd to L1quor 8/13/84 Agenda
: o } _ Committee comprising Recommending ,
. |lof Levy & Lurie. Committee meeting.
‘ Weiner & Brown, Att
- |appeared.
m7 C.' Annexation Reso]ut1on A-8-84 (F1rst Nolen - Staff to proceed

Amendment)

Northwest and Southwest
corners of Lake Mead
Boulevard and Torrey
Pines Drive

«Property Located:

'Petitioned by: ‘Farley M. Anderson, dr.,

et al
Acreage: Approximately 33 acres
 Zoned: R-E (County classification

N-U (City equivalent)

ADOPTED Resolution
s amended.
Unanimous .
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MAYOR Bll.l BRIARE

COUNC!UIIEN

- RON LURIE

PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN
AL LEVY !

BOB NOLEN ‘

. CITY ATTORNEY .
GEORGE F. OGILVIE |

CITY MANAGER
- ASHLEY. HALL

' CITY of LAS VEGAS |

July 9, 1984

Ms. M1che1e Deck ,
1500 Fremont #306 . -
Las Vegas; Nevada 89101

Dear Ms. Deck

I am in receipt of your formal appeal to the C1ty Council regarding the
denial of a work card. Please be advised that this matter will be heard =
on Wednesday, August 1, 1984, at the regularly scheduled City Council
‘Meeting. This matter wi]l be heard sometime between 10AM and 12 Noon.
I would advise you to be present at 10AM and wait your turn. This meet-
ing will be conducted in the Council Chambers at 400 East Stewart Avenue.

Occas1ona11y, the City Counc.l has been persuaded to grant a work card

" to any applicant through the intercession of the applicant's prospective

employer. Therefore, if you ‘think that your prospective employer would
acknowledge either in writing or personally before the City Council at
your hearing, that he is aware of the reasons that your work card was

originally denied and wishes to hire you anyway, I urge you to request

. him to do so. Also, you ‘'should bring to the hearing all other materials

which you feel may assist you in your. appeal.

S1neere1y, o

_ CAROL ANN HAKLEY
City Clerk

,%,Wmé/é/
Monice P. Keller
Deputy City Clerk

,CAH Jp
e City. Attorney

Las Vegas Metrop011tan P011ce Department - SIB

" 40" E.STEWART AVENL _ « LAS \(.E_GAS. NEVADA 89101 « (702} 386-6011.

0108
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July 9, 1984

Ms. Carol Hawley

City Clerk

400 E. Stewart Ave.

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Dear Ms. Hawley:

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

Sincerely,

Michelle Deck

1500 Fremont #306

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Phone: Manager's Office
Plaza 1500 Apartments

V.A
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SUBJECT: Annexation Resolution A-8-84 (First Amendment)

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND.

.The attached resolution begins the annexation process for certain
real property, directs thé City Clerk to give notice of public
hearing, sets public hearing and directs the Director of
_Engineering Services and Director of Community Planning and
‘Development to prepare certain maps. '

The following is‘pe;tinent'ihfofmationz

Annexation No.: _ : A-8-84

Property Located: Northwest and southwest corners

. ~of Lake Mead Boulevard and
‘Torrey Pines Drive

'Petitioned;sy: . _ Farley:M. Anderson, Jr., et al.

. 712 Glen Abbey Circle
" 'Las Vegas, Nevada 89107

) Ac:eagé:» . » 'Appro*imately 33 acres
Zoned: o " R-E (County classification)
. : N-U (City egquivalent)

RECOMMENDATIQNS

it is recommended that the'Ci;y Council take the appropriate .
steps to adopt the attached resolution.

Agenda tem

v-C
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1 RE-SOLUTION
0 -
3 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Las Vegas,
4 Nevada deems it appropriate and in the best interests of the
| 5 public health, safety, welfare, angd: convenience that certain
}6 territory hereinafter described that is contiguous to the City
7 of Las Vegas be annexed thereto- and
8! ' ' WEEREAS by a Resolution passed adopted and approved

gllon July 5, 1984, the city Council prevxously indicated its
10{! intention to annex said territory and directed that an annexation
xj report respecting said territory be submitted to the City Council
. 12 on July 18, 1984, and that a puhlic hearing on the question
. 13|l of such annexation: be conducted on August 15, 1984; and
14 S WH:REAS, the;City Cooncil deems it pecessary to set
15!l a new date for the'submission'of the‘annexation report»and a new
‘16 date for the public bearing on the guestion of such annexation.
ol NOW, rmoas,-aa ir RESOLVED by. the City Council
-ifls of tne'city of Las Vegas,»Nevada, at a regular meeting thereof
19 held on the lst day of hugust, 1984: '
20 S Annexation Resolution A-8-84, dated July 5, 1984,
2f which’ declared the City Council's intention to annex the
~2§ territory hereinafter described and set forth the date for
' 23|submisezon of the annexation report anéd the date of the public

24 hearing on the question of such annexation, is hereby rescinded

23Vand replaced by this Arnnexation Resolution A-8-84 (First Amenc-

27# SR 2. That it it the intention of the said Council to

98 znnex to trhe Cizty 'of Las Vecas the Zelloving describel reaf

01

11



N3 % 30 32 0 =" @ o == o

B

R

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

0112

That portion of the West - ‘Balf (W 1/2) of Section
23, Township 20 Socuth,; Range 60 East, M.D.M.,

in the County of Clark State of Nevada, described
as follows- .

“ﬂCOMMENCING at the North: Quarter (N 1/4) corner
of said Section 23; thence along the North-South
centerline of said Section-23, South 00°26'01"
West a distance of 1673.34 feet to the North-
east corner of the South BHalf (S 1/2) of the
Northeast Quarter (NE 1/4) of the Southeast
Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter (WW 1/4)
of said Section 23, said Northeast corner being
the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; thence continuing
along said North-South centerline, South 00°26'01"
West a distance of 2335.73 feet to the Southeast
cornér of the Northeast Quarter (NE 1/4) of the
Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4) of said Section 23;
thence along the South line of said Northeast
Quarter (NE 1/4) of the Southwest Quarter (Sw 1/4),
North 89°26'33" West a. distance of 550.00 feet
to the East line of that certain parcel of land
annexed to the City of Las Vegas under C.L.V.
Ordinance Number 2046; thence along the East
line of said annexed parcel, North 00°26'01"
East a distance of 1334.01 feet to the East-
. West centerline of said@ Section 23; thence along
said East-West centerline, North B89°12'19" West
a distance of 299.68 feet to the Southwest
corner .of ‘the East Half (E 1/2) of the Southeast
Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southwest Quarter (Sw 1/4)
of the SOutheast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the North-
west Quarter (NW 1/4) of said Section 23; thence
along the West line of said East ‘Half (E 1/2) of
the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southwest
Duarter “(SW 1/4) of the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4)
of the Northwest Quarter (NW. 1/4), North D0°16' 27"
East a distance of 334.99 feet to the North
line of the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the
Southwest Quiarter (SW 1/4) of the Southeast
. Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4)
-~ of said Section 23; thencé along the North line
of said Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of .the South-
west Quarter (SW 1/4) of the Southeast Quarter
. (SE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4), South i
89°11'02" East a distance of 170.12 feet to the i
West line of the East Half (E 1/2) of the South-
east Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter '
(Nw 1/4) of said Section 23; thence along the
West line of said East Half (E 1/2) of the Sotth-
éast Quarcer (SE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter
(NW 1/4), North-00°1g'22" East a Gistarce of
669.85 feet to the Northwest corner of the Soui:
'Hal‘ (s 1/2) of the Kortheast Quarter (NE 1/:°
-the Southeast Quarter (£ 1/4) of the Xorss-
wes: Quarter (NW 1/4?;::’sii£VSectioh 2:; <hence
alonz the Yortk line ¢f saif South Ealf (£ 2/}
0% the No::heast'oua:te' (xz. l/q 0f the Southezs:t
“Quarter (3% 1/1) of the RNorthwest Quarter (3 1/47,
South E2°0E'30" Eargt ‘a2 Eistance cf 6£2.0C fee:
<o the TRUEL P0IIT OF EECIKEING.
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3. That said Gity GOuncil shall meet on Wednesday,
September 5, 1984, at the heur of 2:00 o clock p.m. .in the Council
Chambers, City Ball. 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada,
to :conduct a public hearing on the quest;on'of such annexation.

4. That the City Clerk be, and she hereby is, é:rected
to give notice of such public hearing by publication thereof
at least three (3) . times in the LAS VEGAS SUN, a newspaper
publzshed in the City of Las Vegas end of generel circulation
in the abave-descr;bed terrztory,,the flrst publicatzon to be
at least twenty (20) days przor to the said - September 5, 1984,
and not less than six (6) days shell 1ntervene between the first
publzcatzon and the last publicetien,.and,hy mail;ng notice thereo!

vof real prdpertyTw;thin the said described territery;nsaidvnotiee
to be mailed at the time of the first publication thereof. Said
notice shall be.in substentielly the same torm as attached
hereto as Exhibit "A".

5. That the Dzrector of Engineerzng Services and the

l|Director of Cummun;ty Planning and Developnent are hereby dxrected*

to prepare and submit to the said City COuncil of the City of

Las Vegas, on Wednesday, August 15,:1984, a report setting forth
plans for the extenszon into said described territory all major
munzcxpal services presently furnished by the City of Les Vegas

to its residents and c;tzzens, whzch repert shall include, but

bnot be 11m~ted to.

A. An accurate map or plat of the territory

proposed to_be,eﬂnexec prepered vnéer the

‘supe:vision{or“a'ccnpetent surveyvor or
encineer;
E. i mep or maps cf the Cisy and the adjacent

cerritory to show the followinc informetion:
{1} The rresent zni rroposei boundazies cf

f-€-%3
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and outfalls;
be annexed.

1984.

ATTEST:

Cirolwhnp‘aéwley, C;t&figerk
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“(2) ' The present streets and sever interceptors

(3) The. prOposedrektenéidn of the presént
streets and sewer 1nterceptors and outfalls,

(4)  The present and proposed general land use
‘pattern into the territory prcpoged to

c. A statemént;shoqingbthatAthe territory proposed to
be annexed isﬂeligibie for anﬁexation under
_ N.R. s. 268.570 to 268.608, inclusive. '
PASSED ADOPTED and APPROVED this lst day of August,

APPROVED:

1, 1984

0114
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. EXEIBIT "A"

NOTICE OF HEARING ox QUESTION OF ANNEXAIIGB OoF

TERRITORY WITHIN PROPOSED LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, BY ANNEXATION

NOTICE I8 HEREBY GIVEN to the property owners within

the area proposed to be annexed into the c;ty of Las Vegas,
Nevada, by Annexation A—8-84 that' , ,

. - .. 1. The City Council of the City. of Las Vegas, Nevadas,
" ‘has by Resolution duly passed, adopted and approved on the 1lst day
of August, 1984, declared its intention to annex to said City the

territory generally located on the northwest and southwest

- corners of Lake Mead ‘Boulevard and Torrey Pines Drive.

The terzitory proposed to be annexed is more particu-

1ax1y described as follows:

That po:ticn of the West Balf (W 1/2) of Section
23, Township 20 South, Range 60 East, M.D.M.,

in the County of Clark, State of Nevada, described
as follows:

COMMENCING at the North Qua:ter (N 1/4) corner

of said Section 23; thence along the North-South
centerline of said Section 23, South 00°26'01"
West a distance of 1673.34 feet to the North-
east corner of the South Balf (5 1/2) of the
Northeast Quarter (NE 1/4) of the Southeast
Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4)
of said Section 23, said Northeast corner being
the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING thence continuing
along said North<South centerline, South 00°26'01"
VWest a distance of 2335.73 feet to the Southeast
corner of the Northeast Quarter (NE 1/4) of the
Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4) of said Section 23;
thence along the South line of said Northeast
Quarter (NE 1/4) of the Southwest Quarter (SwW 1/4),
‘North 89°26'33" West a distance of 550.00. feet
to the East line of that certain parcel of land
annexed to the City of Las Vegas under C.L.V.
Ordinance Number 2046; thence along the East

line of said annexed parcel, North 00°26'01"

East a distance of 1334.01 feet to the Bast-

“West centerline of said Section 23; thence along

said East-West centerline, North 89°12'19" West

a2 édistance of 299.68 feet to the Southwest

corner of the East Half (E 1/2) of the Southeast
Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Southwest Quarter (SwW 1/4)
of the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the North-
west Quarter (NW 1/4) of said Section 23; thence
along the West line of said@ East Balf (E 1/2) of

. the Southeast Quarter (SE. 1/4) of the Southwest

Quarter (SW 1/4) of the Southezst Quarter (SE 1/4)
of the Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4), North 00°16'27"
East a distance of 334.99 feet to the North

line of.the Southeast Quarter (ST. 1/4) of the
Southwess Quarter (SW 1/:) of The Southeas:
Quarter (SE 1/4) pf,the Northwest Quarter (Nw 1/3)
of szié Section 22; thence alonc the North line
of seic SD“the==t Quarter (8Z 1l/<) of the South-
weest Quarter (S ‘/ ) of the Southeast Quarter
(ET 1/4) of the Korthwest Quarter (KW 1/4), Souih
£O°12102" Ezet 2 Cistance of 17(.12 feet to the
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West 1ine ‘of the East Half (E 1/2) of the South-
east Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter
(NW 1/4) of said Section 23; thence along the
- West line of said East Half (E 1/2). of the South-
east Quatrter (SE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter
. (NW 1/4), North 00°18'22" East a distance of
' 669.85 feet to the Northwest corner of the Scuth
Half (S 1/2) of the Northeast Quarter (NE 1/4)
of the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the North-
west Quarter (NW 1/4) of said Section 23; thence
_along the North line of said.South BHalf (S 1/2)
of the Northeast Quarter (NE 1/4) of the Southeast
Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter (Nw 1/4),
South 89°08'30" Bast & distance of 682 00 feet
to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. -

' 2. That said@ City Council shall meet on Wednesday,
September 5, 1984, at the hour of 2:00 o'clock p. .m. in the Council
Chambers, City Ball 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las’ Vegas,vuevada,
to conduct a public hearing on the guestion of such annexation.
Said public bearing shall be in lieu of the public hearing origi-
nally set and noticed for August 15, 1984, at the hour of 2:00
o'clock p.m. at the same location.

3. That a report setting forth the .plans for the
extension into said territory of all major municipal services
presently furnished by the City to its residents and citizens
will be available for examination by the public in the Office’
of the City Clerk, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas,

Nevada, twenty (20) days prior to the date of the publ;c hearing.

‘Such report shall include: -

A. An accurate map or plat of the territory proposed
to be annexed, ‘prepared under the supervision of a
'oompetent surveyor or engineer.

-B. A map or mapts of the:City and the adjacent
terr;tory to.show the following information.

(1) The present and proposed boundaries of
the City;.

(2) The present’ strects and sewer . interceptors
. and outfalls.

(3) The proposed extension of the present’
' streets and sewer 1nterceptors and
outfalls.‘

(4) The present and proposed general land use
patterr. into the te:r;tory proposed to be
annexed.

c. & statemeno ‘showing that the territory p*ooosec
to be annexed is eligible Zor annexation under
"K.R.S. 268.570 to 268.608, inclusive.

0116
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4. The followxng is a list of the names and addresses

of all record owners of real property within the said described
terrrtory ‘and. proposed to be annexed hereunder-_

: NAME & ADDRESS j  PARCEL NUMBER

- Farley M. Anderson, Jr., Trs 300-620-003
~ 712 Glen Abbey Circle
‘Las Vegas NV 89107

Bodell, Maude C. Fo Tr ‘ 300-620-004
‘Bodell, Maude Cameron Pulcher Trs ’

5737 Eldora Avenue

Las Vegas, NV 89102

Las Vegas Valley Water sttrxct ‘ 300-610-010
3700 W. Charleston Boulevard ' v ‘
Las Vegas, NV 89102 . :

5. Any record ovwner of ‘real property within the said
described territory may appear and be heard either in favor of -
or in protest of. the .proposed annexation ‘at such public hearing
and/or may file with the City Clerk a written protest of such
annexation at any time within fifteen (15) days after the
conclusron of said publzc hearxng.\

Unless a majority of the property owners in the terri-
tory proposed to be annexed protest such annexation either
orally or in writing at the public hearing or in writing within
fifteen (15) days after the conclusion. of such publrc hearing,
the City Council shall have authority to. ‘adopt an ordinance
extending the corporate limits of the City of Las Vegas to

7‘1nc1ude all or any part of the terrrtory descrxbed in this Notice. .

By ORDER of the City Council of‘the Czty of Las Vegas,

DATED this 1st day of August, 1984.
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' ; COUNCIL CHAMBERS AOOEASTSTEWARTAVENUE
‘ . PHONE 386-601 S
ITEM e . R - Council Action Department Action -

. REPORTS FROM‘RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES;

f|||| - .
<l
—

1T T T e

1118 A. - BILL NO. 84-35 - DESIGNATES DIRECTOR OF - |Lurie - Clerk to proceed
- BUILDING AND SAFETY AS "BUILDING OFFICIAL" |Second Reading and with second
- RESPONSIBLE FOR ENFORCEMENT OF UNIFORM = Bi11 ADOPTED - publication

~HOUSING CODE. = . _|Unanimous
Committee: Councilmen Lur1e and No]en :

First Publication: SUN - 7/18/84

' Commiffeé hetommehdation°

Adoption- at the City Counc1] meet1ng

of 8/1/84.
1119 B.  BILL NO. 84-36 - ANNEXATION NO. A-7- 84(A), Lurie - Clerk to proceed
l B ~ PROPERTY LOCATED APPROXIMATELY 673.74 FEET |Second Reading and |with second

- WEST OF TORREY PINES DRIVE ON THE NORTH--. |[Bi11 ADOPTED - jpublication
"SIDE OF VEGAS DRIVE; PETITIONED BY: LAS  |Unanimous ,
- VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT; ACREAGE:
- APPROXIMATELY 0.25 ACRES; ZONED: ‘R-E
(COUNTY CLASSIFICATION) C<V (CITY
EQUIVALENT).
Committee: Counc11men Lurie and No]en

First Publication: SUN - 7/18/84

'Committee Reébmmendation‘

Adopt1on at’ the C1ty Council meeting
~of 8/1/84
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AGENDA DOCUIVIENTATI;)N

The C'ty Councll

July 3, 198()119

-| Date:

. SUBJECT:: : No. El 35 -- De81gnates Dlrector of Bulldzng and’ safety as

"Buzldxng Official" Responslble for Enforcement of Uniform
. Housing Code_ e —

As a result of the departmental reorganlzatxon which
became effectxve on July 1, 1984, the responsibility for the
enforcement of the City's Housing Code has been transferred
vto the Department of Bu11d1ng ‘and ‘Safety. Accordlngly, it
is appropriate to -designate the Director of Building and
Safety as the buxldxng official who is respoasxble for the
enforcement of the Housing Code, and Bill No. 84-35, if it~
is adopted, will accomplish that objectlve.

None

RECOMMENDATIONS o
) - This Bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee

for review, hearing and recommendatlon to the C1ty Council for
final action.

Agenda ltem

vIi-A
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Tor_ : 5 FROM: M
The City Council - ’ v Val Steed
S ) o Deputy City Attorney

—; -

2 SUBJEET 3111 No. 84-36.
: S Annexatlon No. A-7- 84(A),

'PURPQSEIBACKGROUND

The prOposed ordinance annexes’ certazn real property 1ocated
approximately" '673.74 feet west of Torrey Pihes Drive on the

.. north side of Vegas Drive. Thé annexation process has now
been’ completed in accordance with the NRS and the final date

" of annexatxon (August 10, 1984) is set by this. ordinance. .

AThe followxng is pertznent znformatlon-

Annexation No.: ' AT 84(A)

Propefty Located: : Approxlmately 673 74 feet west
’ : of Torrey Pines Drive on the
north sidé of Vegas Drive

Petitioned By: _ las Vegas Valley Water District
. . . 3700 W.. Charleston Boulevard
Las Vegas, Nevada 89153

Acreage: : 0 _Approximately 0.25 acres

Zoned: . ' R-E (County classification)
= - c-v. (City equ;valent)

- - - T e
: . ~

RECOMMENDATIONS

This Bill should be' suhmltted to a Recommend;ng Committee for
. review, hearing and: recommendatlon to the City Council for
final action. ’

Agendo item

v - B.



I CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

0121
HGENDA ' v
CgM August 1, 1984
. CITY COUNCIL Page 22
- COUNCIL CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

' ITEM Council Action Department Action

VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES (Cont'd

‘a

1119 Lurie - Clerk to proceed
C. BILL NO. 84-37 - ANNEXATION NO. A-9-84(A), ) !
PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF §$§$“203§$gs"9 and W‘E?.Se§9"d
BALZAR AVENUE AND TORREY PINES DRIVE; Unanimous publication
PETITIONED BY: MS. TOBY GREEN; ACREAGE: (Chri t“ )
APPROXIMATELY 5 ACRES; ZONED: R-E (COUNTY stensen excuse

CLASSIFICATION) N-U (CITY EQUIVALENT).
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Nolen

First Publication: SUN - 7/18/84

Committee Recommendation:

L3

Adoption at the City Council meeting

' of 8/1/84,
'1120 D. BILL NO. 84-38 - ANNEXATION NO. A-12-84(A), |Lurie - Clerk to proceed
* PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF |Second Reading and |with second
. LORENZI BOULEVARD AND LAKE MEAD BOULEVARD; |[Bi11 ADOPTED publication
' PETITIONED BY: ERNEST A.BECKER, JR.; Unanimous
ACREAGE: APPROXIMATELY 5.223 ACRES; ZONED: |(Christensen excused
R-E (COUNTY CLASSIFICATION) N-U (CITY
l EQUIVALENT).
{ Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Nolen

First Publication: SUN - 7/18/84

Commi ttee Recommendation:

Adoption at the City Council meeting
of 8/1/84.

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM

A»/B Coot.

- B e e -
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June 22, 1984 .

' ST

FROM

The City Council‘ Val Steed . "
e } Deputy C;ty-&ttqgney
_SUBJECT: “BTil Ro. 81“7 Fr— :
- I ) Annexatlon No. A-9 84(A)
’ l ’ o URPO§EIBACKGROUND
\ . . .
g The proposed ordinance annexes certain real property located.
on the northwest corner of Balzar Avernue and Torrey Pines

Drive. The annexation.process has how been: completed in

(August 10, 1984) is set by thls ordlnance.

. SR » accordance with the NRS.and the final date of annexation
Y . } 2

The~£ollow1n9-;s pertinent ;nformat;pn;

: i . : ' ‘Annexation No.:

?rdperty Located:

Petitioned By:

Zoned:
. Acreage:
1
j '

-

R MMENDATION

fznal action.

- - e e

A-9-84 (A)

Northwest corner of Balzar Avenue
and Torrey Pines Drive

Ms. Toby Green A
9059 Cattaraugus Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90034

R-E (County classification)

"N-U (City eguivalent)

' Apbroximately‘five‘acres

This Bill should be submltted to a Recommend;ng Committee for
review, hearing and recommendatlon to the City Council for

Agenda item.

VI-C
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June 18;- '19v840112 3

. T0:

M

, o FROM v /
T.he City Council - - Val Steed d/
‘ ' ' .. o " . - Deputy City Attorney
SGBJECT: 'Bill No. 84-38- -
‘ Annexat;on No. A—12-84(A)
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND
The proposed ordinance: annexes certaxn real . property located
on the southeast corner: of Lorenzi Boulevard and Lake Mead
Boulevard. The annexation process has now been completed in .
accordance with the NRS and the final date of annexation
(August 10, 1984)- is set by this ordinance.
The following 1s pertxnent 1nformat1on-
. Annexation No.: Ar12—84(A)
Property Located: On the southeast corner of Lorenzi
: o : Boulevard and Lake Mead Boulevard
Petitioned By: ' . Ermest A. Becker, Jr. ,
" : 50 :South Jones Boulevard
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107
Acreage:’ . o -Approxiﬁateiy 5;223 acres
Zoned: _ n R-E (County classification)
© ' N-U (City eguivalent)
. o _

N INS

This Bill éhould be submitted to a’ Recommendxng Committee for .
review, hearing and recommendatxon to the Cxty 'Council for
final action.

Agendo ltem

vi-D
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BILL NO. 84-39 - PROHIBITS THE SALE OF
- "ORIENTAL STARS"™ OR ANY. OTHER STAR-LIKE
“FLAT METAL OBJECT, HAVING THREE OR MORE
POINTS AND CAPABLE OF BEING THROWN AT
ANOTHER PERSON.
~Commi ttee: Counci Tmen No1en and Lurle

First Publication: SUN - 7/18/84

- Committee Recommendatioh

‘Adopt1on at the C1ty Counc11 meet1ng
of 8/1/84.

1143 ~F. BILL NO. 84-40 - AMENDS THE R-MH ZONING

DISTRICT REGULATIONS TO REQUIRE THE SAME
- FRONT AND SIDE YARD SETBACKS AS ARE
" REQUIRED IN THE R-1 ZONING DISTRICT.

First Publication: SUN - 8/1/84

Committee ReCommendation:

- Adoption at ‘the City Counc11 ‘meeting
- of 8/15/84. A

" NOTE: No action may be taken at the

8/1/84 meet1ng

ff§*"

a
X

_ REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING;COMMITTEES (Cont'd)

. Committee: Councilmen Christensen and Lur1e '

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

Vegar

COUNCIL CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
’ . PHONE 386-6011

_Council Action

|BILL DEFEATED

(Note: Lurie moved
to amend Bill to

f'a]]ow the sale of
|Oriental Stars:to
|persons- 18 years or

older which carried
unanimously. - ‘Nolen
then moved to adopt
Bill. as amended.
This motion FAILED

|with Briare, Levy &

Christensen: voting
IIN0 II) .

* |Recommendation
‘| Noted -

August 1,

0124

1984

que'23'

Department Action

e

Gary Maria,

Cliff McKinney &
Rich Hudson appears
in opposition.

|8/15/84 Agenda -
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June 12, 1984

0‘1_7 "6 WVY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984
| AGENDA DOCUI\/\ENTATION

Date:

Robert‘ eargin

The C"Y CW"C" - Deputy City Attorney

SUBJECT 3111 No. 84-39-- Prohlblts the sale of ”0r1enta1 stars" or any other -
' star-llke flat metal object, havxng three or more p01nts and capable of

URPQSEIBACKG ROUND

Bill No. 84-34 would prOhlblt the sale of "Oriental stars" and
similar objects in the City of Las Vegas. This bill does not
‘prohibit their use,- but the throwxng .0f a deadly missile in
places where persons might be hurt is already prohibited by
state law (NRS 202.280). Between the new ordinance and the

. state law, it would still be legal to use the "Oriental stars"”
‘in martial arts demonstrations, since persons are not endangered
in’ those situatlons. I

None

‘ ngggMMsNDAI‘IQNs'

This b111 should be submltted to a Recummendlng Committee for
review, hearlng and reccmmendatlon to the City Council for final
action. -

Agende item

vi -E



THE FOLLOWING
PAGE(S) ARE

lLLEGllL?‘*/ POOR

QUALI ry



j //7 P w2 3_SEh ) 4ZW
. FRw T AT SOTSM0) : A A gz»
( = 9 TTYTY Qag ool 0P ET
(2. 2t ihdasi N [ Z

O AN TNjm BW WT:@)O‘[ e : . ez

e ORI LSy &
_o/58 ?’//Q/VWW ‘/ e\ "'[/ '~

A I G

as# VRS j iri- 2,
HWIIIIW LI

fo/é??" gw/vm?arg—}'
AGARP T

¢ 73 4'7””3"7”::‘:‘ T T

SI748 %’7*‘57154?7'05

VT T Of Y e EAY ok ‘47”

ﬁ-/v {‘12% $“z~1 955‘# W‘I*zd S },291

nalv'f‘z FASE palg peemIIw AT

“:WW“'

S 2537 J‘a7/ R P ) AL S

TS L,k
wwzﬁw

S RO, JO TIPS Ak

i TSI E e [77S ’8’ """"" ORI
PA’?@”—W—}’WIW Y; ““'“” -

g ST3IXOD /JJ Sfé‘,]‘a“?'m—“ B “".

9210 Shi S

$86T ‘T 1SN9NY - SIINNIW TIINNOD ALID

4
. 1
A X .



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984




CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984 0128

opposition proposed bill #84-39 DL)é —// 0{//% '5,5//026/ /57/3 &\ jz
o€ ohEL Aud Ao Ay Ppls  apd of

We the undersinged as registered voters are opposed to the bill that would ban the
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July 5, 1984

NOTICE

The following Bills proposed for adoption by the City Council of the City of
Las Vegas, Nevada, will be the subject of PUBLIC COMMENT before the respective
Recormending Committees at the hour of 4:00 P.M., Monday, July 16, 1984, in
the City Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.

A. BILL NO. 84-35 - DESIGNATES DIRECTOR OF BUILDING AND SAFETY AS "BUILDING
OFFICIAL" RESPONSIBLE FOR ENFORCEMENT OF UNIFORM HOUSING CODE.
Committee: Counciimen Lurie and Nolen

B. BILL NO. B4-36 - ANNEXATION NO. A-7-84(A), PROPERTY LOCATED APPROXIMATELY
673.74 FEET WEST OF TORREY PINES DRIVE ON THE NORTH SIDE OF VEGAS DRIVE;
PETITIONED BY: LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT; ACREAGE: APPROXIMATELY

0.25 ACRES; ZONED: R-E (COUNTY CLASSIFICATION) C-V (CITY EQUIVALENT).
ttee: unciimen Lurie an en

C. BILL NO. 84-37 - ANNEXATION NO. A-9-84(A), PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF BALZAR AVENUE AND TORREY PINES DRIVE; PETITIONED BY: MS. TOBY GREEN;
ACREAGE: APPROXIMATELY 5 ACRES; ZONED: R-E (COUNTY CLASSIFICATION) N-U (CITY

EQUIVALENT). _
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Nolen

D. BILL NO. 84-38 - ANNEXATION NO. A-12-84(A), PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE SOUTHEAST
CORNER OF LORENZI BOULEVARD AND LAKE MEAD BOULEVARD; PETITIONED BY: ERNEST A.
BECKER, JR.; ACREAGE: APPROXIMATELY 5.223 ACRES; ZONED: R-E (COUNTY CLASSI-

FICATION) N-U (CITY EQUIVALENT). N
Committee: Counciimen Lurie and Nolen

E. BILL NO. 84-39 - PROHIBITS THE SALE OF “"ORIENTAL STARS" OR ANY OTHER STAR-LIKE
FLAT METAL OBJECT, HAVING THREE OR MORE POINTS AND CAPABLE OF BEING THROWN AT
ANOTHER PERSON. .

Committee: Councilmen Nolen and Lurie

ALL Il&TERESTED PERSONS ARE INVITED TO ATTEND: Attendance will be noted and a

tape recording of the proceedings will be kept on file in the Office of the

City Clerk until final disposition. A copy of the above Bilis can be obtained
through the Office of the City Clerk, Monday through Friday, 8 A.M. to 5 P.M.
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duly 17,.1984

- TO: .

BJECT: ~ | OFIESTO: 7/
| | RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING City Attorney

L FILE

JULY

SANDRA R. LeBOEUF /}1{1

ACTING CITY CLERK

COPIES TO: 7/18/84 & B/1/84 City Council Book

Business Activity Director '
Community Planning & Development Director
Public Services Director

Des1gn & Development Director

16, 1984

Building & Safety D1rector
I ”E SE!VICES CI”ET

Metro

CMEETING HELD:  Monday, July 16, 1984, at 4:00 P.M. in- the City

~Manager's Conference Room; 10th Floor, City Hall,
400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada Meeting
adjourned at 4: 05 P.M.. .

PRESENT: .Counc1]man Ron Lurie

Councilman Bob Nolen
City Manager Ashley Hall
Acting Deputy City Manager Dan Pilkington
" Executive Assistant to City Manager Richard Blue
.City Attorney George Ogilvie
. Joe Silvester, Building & Safety
City Clerk Carol Ann Hawley
“Deputy City C]erk Sandra. R. LeBoeuf
- Jamie Hurly, Las Vegas SUN

BILL NO. 84-35 - DESIGNATES DIRECTOR OF BUILDING AND SAFETY AS "BUILDING
OFFICIAL" RESPONSIBLE FOR ENFORCEMENT OF UNIFORM HOUSING CODE.. :

V.Comm1ttee Councilmen Lurie and No1en T

N6 one spoke in opposition. Committee recommended: adoption at the
August 1, 1984 City Council meeting.

BILL NO. 84-36 - ANNEXATION NO. A-7- 84(A), PROPERTY LOCATED APPROXIMATELY
673.74 FEET WEST OF TORREY PINES DRIVE ON THE NORTH SIDE OF VEGAS DRIVE;
PETITIONED BY: LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT; ACREAGE: APPROXIMATELY -
0.25 ACRES; ZONED: R-E (COUNTY CLASSIFICATION) C-v. (CITY EQUIVALENT).
,Comm1ttee Councilmen Lurie and Nolen

lNo one spoke in oppos1t1on Committee recommended adoptlon at the

, August 1, 1984 City Council meeting.
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Page 2
C. BILL NO. 84-37 - ANNEXATION NO. A-9-84(A), PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NORTHWEST

E.

CORNER OF BALZAR AVENUE AND TORREY PINES DRIVE; PETITIONED BY: MS. TOBY GREEN;
ACREAGE: APPROXIMATELY 5 ACRES; ZONED R-E (COUNTY CLASSIFICATION) N-U (CITY
EQUIVALENT).
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Nolen

No one spoke in opposition. Committee recommended adoption at the
August 1, 1984 City Council meeting.

BILL NO. 84-38 - ANNEXATION NO. A-12-84(A), PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE SOUTHEAST

CORNER OF LORENZI BOULEVARD AND LAKE MEAD BOULEVARD; PETITIONED BY ERNEST A.
BECKER, JR.; ACREAGE: APPROXIMATELY 5.223 ACRES; ZONED: R-E (COUNTY CLASSI-
FICATION) N-U (CITY EQUIVALENT).

Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Nolen

No one spoke in opposition. Committee recommended adoption at the
August 1, 1984 City Council meeting.

BILL NO. 84-39 - PROHIBITS THE SALE OF "ORIENTAL STARS" OR ANY OTHER STAR-LIKE
FLAT METAL OBJECT, HAVING THREE OR MORE POINTS AND CAPABLE OF BEING THROWN AT
ANOTHER PERSON.

Committee: Councilmen Nolen and Lurie

No one spoke in opposition. Committee recommended adoption at the
August 1, 1984 City Council meeting.
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AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING
(Posting required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) 0141

STATE OF NEVADA )
COUNTY OF CLARK ) ss

, an employee of,éhe City af Las Vegas, Nevada
beiné first dul sé%rn, dESGSES and says that on the day of _§§g=g%i> , 190,
%jg A

at the hour of there were posted copies of a NOTICE, the atté&ched of which
is @ true and correct copy, of a NOTICE of a INFORMATION MEETING before various
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES relative to proposed ordinances to be held on the /£ day
°f$3&¥§ ,_19%4 , at 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted

~on PubTicYBulletin Board at the follow1ng locations:

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

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

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

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

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

Chamber)
%GNAIURE N
DEPAR%h§N1

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

; ..zda X
",:;z'_xcmy 3
el 18, 168




.. -

meeGEemm=——%

AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING
~ CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

(Mailing required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) ()142

~ STATE OF NEVADA g -
_ COUNTY OF CLARK ) s

: . ,.an emp]qyee of the C1ty of Las Vegas, Nevada
s, -eposes and says that on the 7*1: day of
, @ copy of a NOTICE OF INFOR before

‘f'; ' b1 OMMITTEES relative to proposed ordinances,. to be he1d'at ‘
tha hour of _ «#/~m , on Monday 'é‘d?FL{’ (8 , in the City Manzjer's

Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall 0 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas

- Nevada, of which the attached is a true and correct copy, was deposited in the
- . United States Mail, Postage prepa1d First Class Mail, to each person and/or

organization whose name appears in the Agenda Reg1ster maintained in the Office
‘of .the City Clerk -as ‘having requested in wr1t1ng, a copy of sa1d AGENDA o

(NOTICE),

eb1n the Office of

the CITY CLERK)

Subscribed and sﬁorn to before me this

and State.
My Commission expires:_ 3——‘/)’-49'4.

SANDRA R LE BOEUF
Notary Public - State cf Nevada {
Popirtment Rocorded in Clerk Cowwty ¢
Wy Aspointoert Expires Mar. 15, 1655 -
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'ﬁGENDﬁ O.Z; o‘ Lﬁ/; ngM August 1, 1984
l o . CITY COUNCIL Page .24
s . COUNCIL CHAMBERS » 400 EAST ST EWART AVENUE
PHONE 386-6011
ITEM ' . o ~ C - Council Action- Department Action
, o imsipmara—
VI ,‘REPQRT'S FROM_RECOMMENDING ‘COMM'ITTEES' (cont d)
' G. BILL NO. 84-41 - SETS FORTH THE DEPARTMENTS Recommendat1on : 8/15/84 Agenda
" OF_THE CITY AND THEIR CONSTITUENT DIVISIONS.|Noted’
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Christensen
First Publication: SUN - 8/1/84
"Committee Recommendation-
-~ Adoption at- the City Council meet1ng
of 8/15/84.
NOTE: No action may be taken at the
8/1/84 meeting.
H. BILL NO. 84-42 - DESIGNATES THE DIRECTOR OF |Recommendation |8/15/84 Agenda

. 'BUILDING AND SAFETY AS THE-PERSON RESPONSIBLINOted

FOR TAKING CORRECTIVE ACTION UNDER THE CITY'% :
~LITTER ABATEMENT ORDINANCE.

Commi ttee: Counc11men Lur1e ana’Chr1stensen

“First Pub]1cat1on, SUN - 8/1/84

Committee Recommendatibn'

'Adopt1on at the City Council meeting
of 8/15/84

" NOTE: No actionlmay-be'taken at the
' 8/1/84 meeting.

OVEl AGENDAITEM
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IAGENDA '
% August 1, 1984
. CITY COUNCIL Page 25
COUNCIL CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

l ITEM Council Action Department Action

VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES (Cont'd)

I. BILL NO. 84-43 - DESIGNATES THE DIRECTOR Recommendation 8/15/84 Agenda
OF BUILDING AND SAFETY AS THE "DIRECTOR OF |Noted
PUBLIC WORKS" FOR PURPOSES OF ENFORCEMENT
OF THE CITY'S DANGEROUS BUILDINGS CODE.
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Christensen

First Publication: SUN - 8/1/84

Committee Recommendation:

Adoption at the City Council meeting
of 8/15/84.

NOTE: No action may be taken at the
8/1/84 meeting.

I
i
i
1
i
!
i
1
i
i
1
i
i
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~ INTER- OFFICE MEMORANDUM July 0, 1984
TCﬁ' - fith"e_ , — AL .‘”':'-RH FRL”M:‘-R (2=¥;§”
,llﬁﬁ . FRE | | CAROL ANN HAWLEY

- CITY CLERK

R

éxT/84 and 8/15/84 C1ty Counc11 Books

o City Attorney -
‘ RECOMMFNDING COMMITTEE MEETING Business Activity Director

JULY 30, 1984 L o ’ | Community Planning and Bevelopment Director
‘ ' ' ' Public Services Director
Bu1]d1ng and Safety Director

Metro .
Fire Serv1ces

Y-MEETINGvHELD: _v . Monday, July 30, 1984, at 4:00 P. M in the City Manager's
o ~ ~  Conference Room, 10th F]oor, City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue. Las Vegas, Nevada. Meet1ng_adgournedAat 4:02 P.M.

~ PRESENT: Councilman Paul Christensen
' ~ City Manager Ashley Hall
- Deputy City Manager Don Saylor
Deputy City Attorney Robert Yeargin
. Community Planning and Development Director Harold Foster
- City Clerk Carol Ann Hawley
"~ Deputy City Clerk Linda Owens
Jam1e Hurley, Las Vegas SUN

f‘A."BILL NO 84-40 - AMENDS THE R-MH ZONING DISTRICT REGULATIONS TO REQUIRE. THE
. SAME FRONT AND SIDE YARD SETBACKS AS ARE REQUIRED IN THE R-1 ZONING DISTRICT
Commi ttee:. Counc11men Chr1stensen and Lurie

This b111 affects mobile home parks: where the Spaces are owned by the 1nd1v1dua15
which have less side yard setbacks than residential so that mobile home lots and
- s1ng]e-fam11y residential lots will be consistent. No one spoke in opposition.
"~ Committee recommended adopt1on at the August 15, 1984 City Council meeting.

B. EILL NO. 84-41 - SETS. FORTH THE DEPARTMENTS OF THE CITY AND THEIR CONSTITU'NT

DIVISIONS
Cuﬂm1ttee Counchmen Lur1e and Chr1stensen

This bill Iega]Iy sets forth various: changes in the departments of the C1ty
~No one spoke in opposition. Committee recommended adOpt1on at the August. 15,
1984 City Council meeting. -

l ",'T'ETXCUSED.: - Councﬂman Ron Lune
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RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING
JULY 30, 1984 :
PAGE 2

~C. BILL NO. 84-42 - DESIGNATES THE DIRECTOR OF BUILDING AND SAFETY AS THE PERSON

RESPONSIBLE FOR TAKING CORRECTIVE ACTION UNDER THE CITY'S LITTER ABATEMENT

ORDINANCE.
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Christensen

This bill is a result of departmental reorganization of the City. No one spoke
in opposition. Committee recommended adoption at the August 15, 1984 City
Council meeting.

D. BILL NO. 84-43 - DESIGNATES THE DIRECTOR OF BUILDING AND SAFETY AS THE "DIRECTOR
OF PYBLIC WORKS" FOR PURPOSES OF ENFORCEMENT OF THE CITY"S DANGEROUS BUILDINGS

CODE.
Committee: Councf1men‘Lur1g and Christensen

This bill is a result of departmental reorganization, of the City. No one spoke
in opposition. Committee recommended adoption at the August 15, 1984 City
Council meeting.

CAH/Tmo
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“GENDG | G‘E 0‘ Lﬁ/; chm ~ August 1, 1984
l‘ . A : _ ‘CITY COUNCIL Page 26 .
. o COUNCIL CHAMBERS o 4OOEASTSTEWART AVENUE
. : - . PHONE 386-601 ‘ '
n  ImEM . ' ' o VC‘_puncil Action Department Action
I © |_VIL.  BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS
'm 1143 | A, CLARK COUNTY LIBRARY DISTRICT Levy - Clerk to notify
. BOARD_OF TRUSTEES - 3-Year‘Term ' Motion to concur
S - - -+ [with Mayor's reap- -
1. Alice I. Cu]bertson - Term Expires pointments of .
S - _ 8/19/84 o Alice I. Culbertson
: - |and Elaine McNamara |
2. E1a1 ne McNamara - Term Expires to new three-year
: 9/2/84 terms carried
: unanimously.
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Alice I. Culbertson
1513 James Street
las Vegas, Nv 89101

Honorable William Briare
Las Vegas City Hall
Las Vegas, Nv 89101

Dear Majyor Briare: . _
' I have sincerely enjoved my work on the Clark Countv Li=
brarv Board, representlng the City of Las Vegas., We continue
‘having problems dellverlnp services and w1th growth durlng
this time of local government fundlng problems. _
We are striving to ;mprove our fund rasing efforts to

help solve our cash flow. . . |
“ . We are. looxlnv forward to a successful 1eglslat1ve ses-
sion in 1985,

| This is to ‘inform you that I am lntrested in serv1 g a
'second term on the board L/(

‘ Thank you,

.Alioe‘I. Culbertson

Vi-A.l
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June 22, 1954

Couricilman Paul J. Chfistensen

’Clty of Las Vegas
400 E. Stewart Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 39101

Dear Councxlman Cnr1=tensen.

My term as a Clark uounty lerary Board ;ruetee, repre-
senting the Clty,,W1ll be expiring in September, 1984. I want
to thank you for avpointing me, and ask that you consider me

for re-aonoxntment

' v"I was recently apoointed by Governor Bryan to the
Q'l:ate ulbvary Council and am. actively involved with the library

| 'pvogrpn_ln our comnunlty and throughout tne state.

Ly ap001ntnent as a2 member of the Library Board heas

oeen toth rewarding and chgllenglng, and it certainly has
glven me an insight into the needs of the library programs

: ’our consideration in re—appolntlng me to the Library
Bo2rd would be ”OurPCléte

fSincerely,

/EEZZuz¢¢/ <E2 ééﬁ L trris A

dlalne C. mcﬂamnra
sl R Zvening Sreeze Ct.
" Las Vegas, Nevada ;89107
fhone: 370-30G52

cc: iwsyor wll’icn R priare:
-~ . Councilman Al Ievy
Councilman fon Lurie
Councilanan Bob Nolen
City Clerx
=230 ALID
hB, Y SS Q) 2 N
SENELEN
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Council Action. -

August,T,
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Page 27

Department Action:

1144
1402

VIII.

“NEW BILLS TO BE REFERRED TO: A STUDY
COMMITTEE OR. RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE

A.. Bill No. 84-44 -- Prov1des definition of
"sadomasochistic abuse.”

Sponsored by:

- Councilman Ron Lurie

B. Bill No. 84-45 -- Annexation No. A-10-84(A)

Acreage:

Zoned:

‘~‘_Sponsored'by:

Property Locatédi

Petitioned by:

On the southeast corner
of Charleston Boulevard
and Redwaod'Street

K.L. Keltner, et al
Approximately 5 acres

R-E (County classification
N-U (C1ty equ1va1ent)

Counc11man Ron Lurie -

~—

referred -
Lurie and Levy

First Reading and

freferred -
~furie ‘and Levy

First Reading and'

MORNING SESSION RECE

8/13/84 Agenda
Recommending
Committee meeting -

8/13/84 Agenda
Recommending
Comm1ttee meet1ng.

SSED AT 11:45 A.M.
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CITY COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS

hPPROVED AG

ﬁ9>.dwt

VAC-15-84 - Petition of Vacation submitted
by DELL R. NIELSON, ET AL to vacate portions
of Government Patent Reservations located
within Government Lots 10, 11, 22 and 23
generally located on the north side of

Cory Place between Upland Boulevard and
Mohawk Street.

Planning Commission unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following condition

1. If the Order of Vacation is not
recorded within one (1) year after
approval by the City Council or an
extension is not granted by the
Planning Commission, then approval
will terminate and a new petition
must be submitted.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: O

ENDA ITEM

Council Action

Lurie -

APPROVED as recom-
mended by Planning
Commission.

Motion carried with
Levy abstaining.

0151
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Page 28

Department Action

Clerk to notify &
Planning to procee



‘s‘, -; -\

-

- R R Em -b@ - ws P e

To:
Re:-

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

The City Council . o | Ix.

Public Hearing Agenda Item . ~ R
August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda T

* VACATION - VAC-15-84 - DELL R. NIELSON, ET.AL

This involves. Government Patent Reservations for .access streets on
four government 1ots where R-CL zoning has been approved for a new
single family subdivision. The reservations are not needed on these
government lots ‘because. the new subdivision is changxng the street

‘pattern.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIQNi' APPROVAL

- STAFF RECOMMENDATION: - APPROVAL

* PROTESTS: 0
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984
NOTICE

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN that a petition has been filed
w1th the Clerk of the City COunc11 of the C1ty of Las Vegas,

Nevada, ask;ng for the vacat1on of certain real property here;n—

'efter described: that sa;d petrt;on has been referred to tbe

Planning~CommiSsioh of theiéity of las Vegas; and that said

Planning Commission has'reeeﬁhended'that,said_petition be |

. approved and‘that the following property be vacated, to-wit:

“Portions of chernment Patent Reservat;ons
located hlthln Govermment Lots 10, 11, 22 . and
23 generally located on the north side of Cory
Place between Upland Boulevard and Mchawk Street

~ SUBJECT TO ,

1. If the Order of Vacatien is not recorded within
‘one (1) year after aéﬁroval by‘tie City Council or
as exteﬂsion is not.grahﬁed_by ;he‘Plenning Ccmm}s-
sion, then approval will terminate and‘e new peiiticn
must Se subm;tted ; ) '

2. Reseryation of'easementsifbrvthe facilities?of
the.verious'utility campan;es, together with reasonable
ingress thereto and: egress therefram.

3. 'Conformancevto code requrrements ané design
seandards of all City departments;.
4. ‘Vacaﬁion shall not be recorded until all of the

~ above conditiens ﬁeve been met.

A PUBLIC HBARiNG on said periticn“and recammendarion of

the Plann;ng COmmzsszen will be held on the lst day of August,

1984, at the hour of 2: 00 p-m., . in the Council Chambers of City

Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, County of Clark, State

" of Nevada.

1f, upon such hearing the City Council of the City of
Las Vegas is satisfied that the public'ﬁili not be rmaterially

injureé by such proposed vacation, the: above descrived preopertiy

‘wlll be ordered vacated.

THIS NOTICE is glven pursuant to an O*der made by ehe

City Council of the Cxty of las Vegas,fNeyada, at a regular

N meeting thereof helé on the 18th éay of July, 1984.

\ n } i
C‘ﬂ,,efj Q, L, L
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VAC-15-84 ' " CERCZ Ak Emwoiy, Cizv Clerwr



1 | © CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

0154

,! iGENDﬁ R | C*Z; 0{ w V% August 1, 1984
l : . - . CITY COUNGIL Page 29

‘COUNCIL CHAMBERS . 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHONE 386 6011 ‘

- }Depur?menf‘"Actio'n'

Council _Action

IX. 2:00 P.M. - ’PUBLIC'HEARINst(cbntinuedl _

B.- V-71-84 - APPEAL f11ed by CHRISTOPHER K - WITHDRAWN BY
" MUNHALL ON BEHALF OF VALLEY BANK OF NEVADA, APPLICANT
TRUSTEE FOR BETH CORY GARSIDE FAMILY TRUST . o
to the action of the Board of Zoning. AdJUSt-
‘ment in DENYING the request for a. Var1ance
to.allow 2 dwelling units where only one-
is permitted on property located at 1900
- South Va]]ey View Boulevard in Zoning
District R-1 (S1ng]e Fam11y Residence).

Board of - Zon1ng AdJustment unan1mous]y
- recommends  DENIAL. _ .

" Staff Recommendation: DENIAL
"~ PROTESTS: 1

ARPROVED AGENDA lTEM

/h/b (’m
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To: The City Council CIX.
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item

B.

August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

V-71-84 - APPEAL FILED BY CHRISTOPHER K. MUNHALL ON BEHALF OF VALLEY
BANK OF NEVADA, TRUSTEE FOR BETH CORY GARSIDE FAMILY TRUST TO THE ACTION
OF THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT IN DENYING THE REQUEST FOR A VARIANCE
TO ALLOW TWO DWELLING UNITS WHERE ONLY ONE IS PERMITTED

The request involves an appeal by the applicant to the action of the

Board of Zoning Adjustment in denying a variance to allow two dwelling
units where only one is permitted at 1900 S. Valley View Boulevard in

an R-1 zone. The property is located in an area that is predominantly
zoned R-1 except for the Spanish Oaks development across the street

which is zoned R-PD6. The applicant is using this property as a rental
and has placed a kitchen in the second unit within the past three or

four months. The applicant indicated at the meeting there is substantial
volumes of traffic on Valley View and there is an apartment project further
south on this street near Sahara Avenue. The BZA felt if this application
was approved, it would establish a precedent for additional units on

other praperties in this area and there would be no 1ogica1 sto ping

point for the higher density on this street which would adversely affect
the surrounding single tamily neighborhood. This variance was filed

due to a complaint on the two units on this property.

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT DECISION: DENIAL - Insufficient justification
for this request.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL - No justification for this request.
PROTESTS: 1 - Person spoke at the BZA meeting
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TRANSCRIPT - LAS VEGAS CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984
ITEM IX-B - APPEAL RE V-71-84 - PAGE 1
MAYOR BRIARE: Now, the next one, if there's anyone here that was

expecting a public hearing on Christopher Munhall on
behalf of Valley Bank of Nevada, an appeal to the
Board of Zoning Adjustment's recommendation, by
request of the applicant, this has been w1thdrawn,
so that means that the Board of Zoning AdJustment s
recommendation will be adhered to, and that is for
DENIAL of this request. Is there any questions by
anybody that might have been here on V-71-84 Appeal?
(No.response.)  Okay, then the record will reflect
that it's been withdrawn, and if there's no objection
by the Council members, it stands withdrawn.

(END OF DISCUSSION ON THIS ITEM.)
/ch



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

[EXCERPT - BOARD OF ZONING. ADJUSTMENT MEETING - JUNE 28, 1984 01 :’7
ITEM 9 - V-71-84 - APPLICATION OF VALLEY BANK OF NEVADA TRUSTEE FOR BETH CORY

GARSIDE FAMILY TRUST o , . _PAGE

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

- ROBERT CLEMMER:

- VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

ROBERT CLEMMER:

© VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:
- TIMOTHY S. CORY:
 VICE-CHATRMAN JUNIEL:
" TIMOTHY S. CORY:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

TIMOTHY 'S. CORY:

“VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

TIMOTHY S. CORY:

because of the character of the area,
. don't fee. that it is predominately s1ng]e-fam11y
‘dwelling.

"Pub11c Hear1ng Item 9, V-71- 84 application of
Valley Bank of Nevada, Trustee for Beth Cory
“Garside Family Trust for a Variance to a1]ow 2

dwelling units where only one is permitted on
property located at 1900 South Va11ey View Boulevard

in Zoning District R-1.

‘As you can see. on the map on the far wall, this is
"a predominately single-family area.

There's Spanish
Oaks development to the east and single-family homes
north, south and west. This is a regular lot. There's

- no hardship 1nvo]ved. ‘therefore, staff would recommend

DENIAL of the variance.
second unit in this area.

The request is to allow this

What are the cross streets for that on the north side?
I can't --

E] Cortez Avenue immediately north and El Parque south.

,ﬂqu]d you please state your name and address.

It's Timothy S. Cory. My address is 1609 East Sahara.
Would you give us a br1ef1ng on your application, p]ease

Yes. I'm here on beha]f of the Beth Garside Trust.

“Mrs. Garside is my mother and I'm an attorney here on
.behalf of Valley Bank Trust.

_ Now, the purpose as set
forth in the application is for the variance to allow
a smaller additional unit on the same property. What
it is bas1ca1]y, would be a converted garage and the
garage is located right next to the property -- right

‘next to the main house, three-bedroom house, and lends

itself very well to a conversion into a separate small
one-bedrpom.unit.

Is it going to contain a bath and kitchen facilities?

It would be a separate -- a separate unit
The area -- was there a question?

Yes, yes.
for a separate family.

Well, I really was going to ask was there a particular
need for this or --

There is a need. Number one,
I myself really

Yes, there is a need.

You'1l see farther south, the yellow block
area there on the southeast -- I imagine would -- that
would be southeast. The yellow block area is a large

~ apartment complex and I don't recall the name of it,

maybe staff does.
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EXCERPT - BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT MEETING - JUNE 28, 1984 01-58
ITEM 9 - V-71-84 - APPLICATION OF VALLEY BANK OF NEVADA, TRUSTEE FOR BETH CORY
PO GARSIDE FAMILY TRUST : PAGE 2

" ROBERT CLEMMER': " Spanish Oaks apartments.

TIMOTHY.S. CORY: " Yes, Spanish Oaks apartments. - Now that is all the
' way down that street is apartments on the other side
of this area. North, and there again I apologize for

- not being familiar with these streets, but the very
first street just north that house along that -- right
down Valley V1ew, which would be right next to this
.property, has a block wall. It's about a five or six
foot block wall. It runs right up to the property line
of this property. Valley View Boulevard is -- it used
to be a smaller slower street and it's now a four-lane
road and the traffic is very fast. It makes the .
property -- this is rental property for the trust.

‘It makes the property very difficult to rent. Families
are not inclined -- single families are not inclined
to want to live on the property for two reasons.

- Number one, because of the fast traffic, you can no
longer park on Valley View Boulevard. You used to be
able to park on the street. There is no street parking
at all. You can't park on the street and because of
the block wall, as you're headed south on. Valley V1ew
which is the only access to the property, you can 't
see to pull into the driveway. You have to slow way
down. There is no parking lane to pull into.on the
side of that street. You have fast traffic behind you
and it is very nerve racking to slow down and pull into
-that property. What we're proposing to do:is‘make the

.property two.separate units and take the yard out in
front and make them basically -- make a drive-in area
in the front so that there- wou]d be parking there in
the front of the property up on the property and not
in the street. I think -- I went out just to make sure --

. I've been.familiar with this property for serveral years,
but I went out to look at it again and a characterization
of that area of single- family dwelling just, in my mind,
Just isn't accurate. There are apartments all across
on:the other side Of the street. Valley View is becoming

~more and more commercial and that area just simply isn't
suited for s1ng]e-fami]y dwelling any longer. You'll
notice that just right down south is Valley View and
Sahara. Now on that map, it may look Tike a bit of -

-a d1stance. but it's just a very -- it's basically

- about one full normal city block down to -- and there
is a shopping center which is the pirk area there on
the -- yes, that would be that area there that's being
pointed at and there's commercial property on the other
side. There's just commercial property everywhere and

" for that purpose, we think it's more suitable for two-
family areas there. There would be the three-bedroom
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EXCERPT - BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT MEETING - JUNE 28, 1984

ITEM 9 - V-71-84 - APPLICATION OF VALLEY BANK OF NEVADA TRUSTEE FOR BETH CORY

GARSIDE FAMILY. TRUST _ _ : PAGE 3

TIMOTHY S. CORY:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

 ROBERT CLEMMER:
" VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

ROBERT CLEMMER:

'VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

COMMISSIONER MYERS:

. TIMOTHY S. CORY:

“ROBERT CLEMMER:

" JOE SEDAR:

house wh1ch would be one unlt and. then right

next to it on the same ‘property would be the --
.and there again this is -- when I say right next

to it, it's all part of the same structure. It's

-basica]]y what used to be the garage.

Just for information, I think when they're saying -
the ne1ghborhood is predominately single-family
it doesn't relate to the apartments, but just the

. residential homes that are existing right in that
~area. I don't know how many of those have been

converted to multiple dwel]1ngs

None.

"None?

I might say this.: It was implied that there are

- .- apartments all along Valley View, that's not so.
- The east side where that 1ight -- north of that --
that's the apartment area there where you po1nted
. Go ahead Mike, point to that area again. That's
~ the apartment area. Just north of that -- just

north of that, that's all Spanish Oaks single-family.

" They're all detached s1ngle family homes and the

yellow all about this they're all single-family

. homes and north, even a half a mile or. three quarter's
‘of a mx]e north, they're all s1ngle-fam11y homes.
S0 'it's really not so that 1t s apartments all the
'way down Valley V1ew

You know, I-don' t like to mix 1t even if there are.
apartments there when a residential area if there's
only 20 or 30 homes and they're all single-family

“and there's apartments across the street or all around
it, it doesn't have anything directly to do with the
" ‘fact that all the existing homes: are single-fam11y

even though ‘there's R-2 or R-3 zoning nearby. That

- was what I was trying to see if any of the other homes

have - been converted to multiple dwellings.

_jAre there any pretests?
'g'HOn“thet‘SUDjeet -- pardon me.
COMMISSIONER MYERS: . Mr. Clemmer, weré there any protests?

- None.

Yes, ‘



EXCERPT - BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT MEETING - JUNE 28, 1984
ITEM 9 - V-71-84 - APPLICATION OF VALLEY BANK OF NEVADA, TRUSTEE FOR BETH CORY

CITY COUNCIL:MINUTES - AUGUSTll 1984

COMMISSIONERlMYERS:
'TIMOTHY S. CORY:

TIMOTHY S. CORY:

TIMOTHY S. CORY:

TIMOTHY S. CORY:
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VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:-

GARSIDE FAMILY TRUST ' - PAGE_A_

No, I meant written.

" If T may mention, in the area,whféh would then

be across the street from this residence and

. just south, that area which is Spanish Oaks --

now there aren't any front yards there. There's

- -a block wall that runs all the way down that area.

That's the back yard of the Spanish Oaks area and

“when you go out and you look at the area, it Just
-simply is no longer a. s1ngle-fam11y area. You're

on a very fast street there and you're just simply --
you're going to have more and more families moving

now because no families are going to want to live

in that house as a s1ng1e residence.

Did you say your mother lived there now or somebody?
Oh, she owns it, I'm sorry.

o Nos; she has owned the house or the trust has owned

the house. If I could just cite an example. I have
a friend of mine who is" interested in renting a place.
I took him out and showed him the area, this was :
a few months ago and he has cats-- he has two cats and
he feels differently about cats then I do, but he's
concerned about them and he declined to rent the area
because of the traff1c - There is tremendous traffic .
on that street and we're just simply trying to find

‘the best use and a way to properly use this property .
- and it is not to get a one fam11y with children and
"so-.on and so forth Remember it's a three- bedroom

home and so if you're going to rent it as s1mp1y a
three-bedroom home and it has a pool -- it's a beautiful
home. It's a tovely home and in years gone by for

the last 20 years there have been lots of happy families
Tive there w1th children and so on and so forth, but

~you simply can't get anybody with children or with pets
~or anything like that to come and live .on that street.

It's not a corner lot, is 1t?

.No; it isn't.

There's houses on both sides, on either side?

Yes, now there is a block -- as I mentioned, there is

. actually a block wall on the south side, oh excuse me, .

the north side and that runs up to the corner. I believe
this is -- there is only one lot from this ‘property up
to-the corner, is that correct?

0180
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T EXCERPT - BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT MEETING - JUNE 28, 1984 0161
-“l .j' ITEM 9 - V-71-84 - APPLICATION OF VALLEY BANK OF NEVADA, TRUSTEE FOR BETH CORY
- ___GARSIDE FAMILY TRUST | | | PAGE =
; ROBERT'CLEMMERﬁi;‘aE There's one 1ot to the north of this to the

. corner that's correct.

 TIMOTHY S. CORY: =~ And that is the. corner lot. So that -- where
E . the property just north that is actually, I believe,
" the back yard to that propérty and that property
- actually fronts on the other street That's the
. corner lot there.

- VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL: Any quest1ons, Comm1ss1oners’ ThlS is a pub11c
. hearing, is there.anyone for or against this
applicant? Would. you please come forward. Pledse
. -state your name -and address. and’ s1gn the sign-in
-Sheet.

o JOE SEDAR: | I'm Joe Sedar and I'm represent1ng the Lampros.
: They 1ive right across the.street from where he's
ta]king about, 1813 Valley View.

e COMMISSIONER MYERS May. we have your address  also, please.

weTEsE

' ’JOE SEDAR B ; 1 live at 2521 Arenas.
' »COMMISSIONER MYERS.- Thank you. ,
g JOE,SEDAR. | - They're against this: because I think he forgot to -
, - mention that the place is already being rented and
it's a]ready made into an apartment and they feel
, - that it's downgrading the whole neighborhood.
COMMISSIONER GILES:  ~Is that correct?

| VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL: Is it existing?

TIMOTHY S. CORY: Yes, yes, it is. I.believe staff's aware of that.
~ COMMISSIONER MYERS: How long has it been ex1st1ng7 '

TIMOTHY S. CORY: Well, the -- I don't know how Tong. - What. happened
o was that the garage -- this garage area which is, I
guess, marked in red is -- has been improved for quite
some time. As a matter of fact, it was improved when
Mrs. Garside purchased the property, but the renter or
the people that are in there have been there for, to my
knowledge, not more than two:months.

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL: How long has the kitchen facilities been in there?

R N & N S em e
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| TIMOTHY. S. . CORY:

JOE SEDAR: -

TIMOTHY S. CORY:
VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

TIMOTHY S. CORY:

- COMMISSIONER MYERS:
TIMOTHY S. CORY:
VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

COMMISSIONER MYERS:
TIMOTHY S. CORY:
COMMISSIONER MYERS:

TIMOTHY S. CORY:

JOE SEDAR:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

JOE SEDAR:
ROBERT CLEMMER:

- of the trust.

. two sma]ler families of all-adults.

Not more than two months.

I disagree. It's beén there at least three to four

months

N Well I don t have personal knowledge of that.

Well, we just want.to know approximate. I just

need approximately how long it's been.

I'm willing to be corrected. We're not withholding
any information. We have not:withheld any information
from staff. E ‘ o
Who potfthe kitchen area in?

Well, I believe whoever did the converSion:

At who‘S'permission I think she wants to know?
She wants to know who authorized it?

I mean if the trust oﬁns the propert,
- Correct.

"Then it would appear to me they could not make any

. improvements to the property without the permission:
Did“ghe trust give the permission?

Well, I believe so" 1t was basically Mrs. Garside
doing it, but it was at least with a tacit approval
of the trust.

" We called the Plann1ng Commission and the Planning

Commission said there was no order or anything else
to issue them to bu11d an apartment or anything like
© that.

Is this how it‘came before this board because of --

o Yes.

.r'There 3 nothing to indicate to staff that this existed.
- In fact, the wording in the attachment is that if the

house were converted to two family residences, it would
be suitable for two smaller units wh1ch would accommodate
It indicates that
it's proposed and not ex1sting

10162
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- JOE SEDAR:

- VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

JOE SEDAR:

© VICE-CHATRMAN JUNIEL:
~ JOE SEDAR:

VICE-CHARIMAN JUNIEL:
~ ROBERT CLEMMER:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:
 TIMOTHY S. CORY:

COMMISSIONER MYERS:

ROBERT CLEMMER:

And, furthermore, there must be at least 15 kids

- that live on Valley View. There's two kids that

live right down the block going towards Oakey Street
and then there's -- my daughter lives rwght across

- the street with my ex-wife and then there's two more

kids right next door to them. Then right around
the corner there's at least three or four more kids.

We really basically want to know why you're in
opposition to his construct1ng -- well, it's existing?

| why we don't want it?

What are your opposition to it?

‘Why we don't want it? Because we think it'11 dbwngrade :

the whole neighborhood. There must be at least five
or six cars in the driveway. They cemented the whole

front yard.

Mr. Clemmer, did the not1ces that went out indicate

. that this was ex1st1ng or could it have been misleading
to the people who -- to think that it was proposed ‘

rather than existing?

There was no indication that this was existing and

- the notices went out as if it were to be converted.

This was just proposed. I think that's bad.

This sounds bad and I hdpe that it sounds worse than
it is. The application, the legwork and all the work

“in propos1ng this application was done by Mrs. Garside

because she's the one that wanted the property done
that way. The property 1is vastly improved and I think

- if -- 1 didn't catch the gentleman's name, but I think

he would at least have to agree that the property --
the face of the property has been improved. The
appearance is very nice. If there's an objection to
the number of cars there, there are several -- I think
that there are currently a group of three bachelors

~ who are renting the three-bedroom house. One bachelor

who rented the house then with two other roommates,
two additional. roommatcs

Isn't that i]]ega1 too?

Well, in a s1ng1e-fam11y dwelling, you can rent three
rooms to three persons outside the immediate family

and that should not constitute an additional unit.

You cannot have a kitchen and all- those rooms must have
interior access to one another.
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COMMISSIONER MYERS:

TIMOTHY S. CORY:

JOE SEDAR:

* COMMISSIONER MYERS:
 TIMOTHY S. CORY:

JOE SEDAR:

TIMOTHY S. CORY:

TIMOTHY S. CORY:

etk ottty mheindiade ittt

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

GARSIDE FAMILY TRUST , : PAGE 8

Okay. I assumed we had something where we had

two people who wanted to 1ive together and it was
not being --

Excuse me, I'mat a sl1ght dxsadvantage because a

lot of my information-is secondhand from Mrs. Garside.
If I may, I believe that if I can indicate the way
this came about -- the property was improved. The

" face of the property needed to be improved and it was
improved. There was new -- and that was all that --

it was my understanding that it was done with a-
contractor and there were permits and so on and so

forth.

There was no permits. Not'one permit was issued for

”-that apartment.

No, he s ta1k1ng about the pav1ng
I can't be11eve that. I don't know that for sure.
No, there_were perhaps_constrUctTon perm1ts, but not -~ "~

There was no. construction pefm1ts or anything because
we called the Planning Commission and they said there

‘was no perm1ts issued.

Is there anyone else here for or against this application?

May I say, I can't believe that that's true. There
was a contractor.

‘Well, that really doesn't have much to do with this.

‘I'm not sure that that's an 1ssue 1 did want to just

so the Board doesn't think we're pulling a fast one on

anybody -- the property was -- the face was improved.

That garage was also 1mproved and was going to be rented
as nothing more than an additional room without a kitchen,.

“without those items in it. It was improved so that that

could be done in the future because it was -- the garage

was already in that condition. = It had already been

improved to that point that at some point in the future,

-a kitchen and what have.you could be put in there. Then -

what happened was the people, and there again I'm go1ng

- on what's been related to me, the people who were going

to rent the three-bedroom did not want to rent the three-
bedroom: they were a young couple and they only wanted

- to rent the one apartment and that's how they came to be

in there.
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'VICE-’ACHAIRMAN JUNIEL: s Any more questwns, Comm ss1oners" _The public

- hearing is closed. May I have a motion.

 COMMISSIONER MYERS: " I'M GOING TO. MOVE-TO DENY.

"-VICE-CHAiRMAN JUNIEL:‘ Your apphcatwn has been demed (Motwn carned
L : nammous1y w1th Bugbee -and Enmett excused)

END OF EXCERPT
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
AUGUST 1, 1984

'HOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on Wednesday, August 1, 1984, at the hour of
2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada, the City Council will consider the following:

V-71-84 APPEAL filed by CHRISTOPHER K. MUNHALL ON BEHALF OF VALLEY
BANK OF NEVADA, TRUSTEE-FOR BETH CORY GARSIDE FAMILY TRUST
to the action of the Board of Zoning Adjustment in DENYING
the request for a variance to allow 2 dwelling units where
only one is permitted on property located at 1900 South
Valley View Boulevard in Zoning District R-1 (Single-Family
Residence).

THE_ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS LOT NINETEEN (19)
IN BLOCK TWO (2) OF LAS VERDES HEIGHTS UNIT NO. 4.

ARY AND ALL INTERESTED PERSONS may appear and be heard at said meeting
or, prior thereto, may file written objections thereto or approvals
thereof with the City Clerk, 10th Floor, City Hall.

ol G

CAROL ANN HAWLEY
CITY CLERK

CLV-6218 400 E. STEWART £VENUE « LAS VEGAS,. NEVADA 89101 » (702) 386-60°'1
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T COUNCIL CHAMBERS . 4OOEASTSTEWART AVENUE
. S : PHONE 386-601i S
. ITEM 4 IR L _ o ' CQP'.‘F“, Action ‘Department Action
' | 2:00PM. - PUBLic HEARINGS (Continued)
w1425 | ¢, 'V-76-84 - APPEAL Filed by SALLY LOEHRER ON |Lurie - |Clerk to notify 5
. " - BEHALF OF SUZANNE SQUIRES to the action of |Appeal DENIED ,P]anmng to procee
. ‘the Board of Zoning Adjustment in APPROVING | thereby APPROVING
the application of LARRY S. LARKIN for a the Variance. Sally Loehrer, Att
_Variance to allow an arbor to extend to ° Unanimous appeared on behalf
" "the south side propérty line where a 10' ‘ ' of the appeal.
- setback is: requ1red on property located at
1216 Strong Drive in Zon1ng District R-E ‘ Larry Larkin .
':(Res1dence Estates) v appeared on behalf

_ of the application
- Board of Zon1ng Adjustment unan1mous1y : o
recommends APPROVAL '
>,‘:Staff Recommendat1on. DENIAL

. PROTESTS: 1

3 fAlenovso AGENDA ITEM

m;b (’ao-z,
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R = C * ' SUITE 520

FIRST INTERSTATE BANK BUILDING
- s ‘ 302 E. CARSON AVENUE

EMILIE N. WANDERER LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

JOHN P. WANDERER
TELEPHONE (702) 382-8558
SALLY LOEMRER ELEPHONE (702)

CTYy July 6, 1984

City Clerk

City of Las Vegas

400 East Stewart

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Re: Notice of Appeal of Board of Zoning Adjustment
Decision on VC-76-84

Gentlemen:

Notice is hereby given that Mrs. Suzanne Squires, a property
owner at 1220 Strong Street, Las Vegas, Nevada, is aggrieved
by the decision of the Board of Zoning Adjustment granting
the variance listed as VC-76-84 and hereby appeals that
decision.

Specifically, the Board of 2oning Adjustment granted a special

privilege to the applicant Larry Larkin where there is no evi-
dence of discrimination or hardship. Said variance was
granted over staff recommendation for denial and over the
objection of Mrs. Squires, the adjoining property owner.

Additionally, the applicant made no showing at all of ex-
ceptional and extraordinary circumstances and condition ap-
plicable to his property which do not apply generally to©
other properties in the same zoning district. There was

no showing that the requested variance was necessary for the
preservation and enjoyment of a substantial property right
possessed by other property in the same zoning district

and denied to Mr. Larkin's property. The Board of Zoning
Adjustment did not review the contents of a written Objection
to the variance. The Board did not seem to care that Mr.
Larkin filed for the variance AFTER the structure was com-
pleted and AFTER Mrs. Squires complained of the structure

to the Department of County Planning and Development.

The applicant built a 1C x 14 foot lattice arbor which is
9 feet high. It is attached to his house and to the block
wall sepa@rating his property from that of Mrs. Squires.
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No one denies that from the- appllcant 5 yard and view that

the lattice porch is a thing of beauty. However, the appllcant
does not have to look at the back sidé of the construction.

The rear from’ the Squire property is 3 feet by 14 feet of
white box sitting on: top of the block wall. The arbor

cannot be maintained from the appllcant s property - En=-

closed are two photographs taken from the Squire's rear

patio area. One looks west across the Squire's pool and

the other looks north toward the back side of the encroach-

ing arbor. The photo looking north shows the Squires have

“huge palms which screen their garage. They cannot plant

anythlng to. screen thelr view of the big white box (arbor).

Due to the heavy follge, trees and shrubs, th1s offending
arbor is only visible to the applicant and to the objector.
No other pieces of property are involved.

It should also be noted that the applicant has a huge rear
yard where the lattice porch could. ‘have been ‘placed.  If

“the porch was-in his rear yard, no varlance would be neces-

sary. The Squires famlly would not see the porch and would
not feel threatened by’ its presence

Mrs. Squlres feels she is- belng closed in and suffocated in

her own back yard due to the presence of the arbor -and

- other natural growth Her claustrophobic reaction may

not seem reasonablé to you as members of the City Council

or the staff of the Department of Plannlng, however, none

of you llvedthrough five (5) years in a German concentration
camp during the Bolocaust. Perhaps if you had or if the
applicant had, Mrs. Squires' ¢losed in feelings would be
shared, or at least understood

For all of the reasons stated herein, no show1ng of hardshlp
and prejudice to the applicant, no showing of necessity, ‘
the objection of the adjoining property owner, the inability
of the applicant. .£0 maintain the variance from his property,
the appellant, Suzanne Squlres, begs the decision of the
Board of Zoning Adjustment be reversed and that VC-76-84 be

. denied.:
Sincerely,
o £ ﬁ 47
S/ . e’
SALLY LOEHRER
Attorney at Law
SL:ad : ;
Enc:

cc: Mayor»Briare
City Council
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VICE- CHATRMAN -JONIEL:

ROBERT CLEMMER:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

LARRY S. LARKIN:

COMMISSIONER MYERS:

LARRY S. LARKIN:.

VICE-CHARIMAN JUNIEL:

LARRY S. LARKIN:

COMMISSIONER MYERS:

LARRY S. LARKIN:

7 VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

3

" LARRY S. LARKIN:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:
LARRY S. LARKIN:
VICE-CHARIMAN JUNIEL:

LARRY S. LARKIN:

COMMISSIONER MYERS:

Public Hearing Item 14, V- 76 84, application of
Larry Larkin for a variance to allow an arbor to
extend to the south side property line where a 10
foot setback is requ1red on property located at
1216 Strong Drive in Zon1ng D1str1ct R-E (Residence
Estates). :

This is, again, a regular R-E-lot. The proposed‘
addition is to the south.-- to the south property
line. Staff doesn't see any hardship and, therefore,
must recommend DENIAL. We have one protest of
record. This proposa] is for an arbor and I'11 show
you a p1cture of it..

P]ease state your name and address and sign in.

Larry S. Lark1n, 1216 Strong Drive.

And the arbor is there?

Yes, no question'about that in this case.

No question about that. The-arbor is there. How
does your next door neighbor feel about it?

Well, I don't_rea11y‘know,'iIFve made an effort to

~contact, but haven't been able to do so and I see
that she's here so we poss1b1y ought to hear what

her concern is.

I think we def1n1te1y need to hear what your ne1ghbor
has to say.

I think that would befappropriate

Well, let's hear what he. has to say. It's already
existing so I don't know what -you want to tell us --

" to let it stay

Well, I'm not sure I understand what' you re try1ng to
say. '

Well, we want to hear something about your apd?ication.
Oh, I see. |

I'm say1ng, I don't know what you have to say because o
usually peop1e te]] us what they propose to do

I see and you want me to’ te]l you what I have done. fi__'7
see. o

‘No, actua]]y what we want you to do is to convince us to
" let it stay.

o012
PAGE 1 .
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LARRY S. LARKIN: ‘ Okay. - We were hav1ng a wedd1ng and this started
, out in somewhat a simplistic manner and grew 1nto
more proportions than I had intended actually. However,
it's still a simple lattice work arbor and I really
had no idea that it would cause a problem or be
objectionable or even that:it would requ1re a formal
permit circumstance and I'm involved in construction
and do have some cognizance of those types of things and
so ‘] went ahead to construct itand, of course, during
that construction period, my neighbor became concerned
~and I'd 1ike to hear what that concern is because if it's
. justified, I1'd feel, you know, embarrassed, but it's
a lovely thing. It enhances our home dramatically.

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL: = How tall is it?
 LARRY S. LARKIN: - What? |
VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL: How high is it?

LARRY S. LARKIN: ~It's probably -- to the top of it, it's about 9 feet.
It's 8 feet inside and it's on a 2x8 joist. So it'd
be about 9 feet to the top of it and 8 feet inside.
I built the fence dividing our properties on my property
originally becase I built the fence and desired to have contro’
of it and so I did build it on our property and I feel
confident -- have not encroached property-wise and I. :
just -- it's Jjust kind of gotten out of hand. I rea]]y o
had no. idea that 1'd be creating a problem. It's a
beautiful thing. Where it abuts the adjacent property, .
that is a drivewdy. There's a boat about 16 feet high,
a motor home and an old van and a number of vehicles
which. separate that property from mire, therefore, I
- couldn't see how it could really -- I have some additional
p1ctures if you'd 1ike to see them, and also, the area
that's immediately adjacent to me there is not an area
~ of beautification to the adjacent property and I just --
¢ I'd like to hear what the objection is because I do want
- to certainly consider that..

COMMISSIONER'GILES:. Do you have any intentions of developing that beginnings
- ~ of an arbor any futher than that, Mr. Larkin?

LARRY S. LARKIN: . No, no, none‘whetSOeVer.

COMMISSIONER‘GILES: Do you use it regularly? I see a swing there in the
' I picture we're looking at.

. LARRY S. LARKIN: - Yes, yes, we've enjoyed it a great deal and of course,
: C - we have some hanging p]ants in it and we've kind of - :
made it‘a beauty spot in our home, and, of course, we've.
enjoyed it, but I certainly had no 1dea when I started '
to make this move that it would really cause any problem.
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N,LARRY S.-LARKIN: I'm embanrassed being here under these circumstances

so I certainly would 1ike to know what the objection
is and what can be done to --

VICE-CHAIRMAN-JUNIEL: We'l1-find out. This is a public hearing. Is there
: ' anyone for or against the app]icant’ Please state
© your name and address: and sign in.

SALLY LOEHRER: My name is Sally Loehrer. I'm an attorney at 302
- East Carson, Suite 520. I'm here representing the
‘neighbors to the south side, Mrs. Suzanne Squires.
 She has asked me to come.tonight to address you rather
than herself because even though she has 1ived here
for 40 years, she is somewhat embarrassed with her
accent and she feels that it would be better if I
- were to present her objections to this lattice house --.

e_COMMiSSIONERYGILES:  We'd rather hear of the issue rather than worry about

the accent or the-quaTifications to present it.

: SALLY LOEHRER: - ~ Mrs. Squires has lived on her lot since 1966. At the

time she bought that 1ot and that house, the Larkin
property was vacant property. Sometime in the

+1970's, the Larkins bought the property and built a
‘huge home that is evident from the drawing Provided
by staff. It's- also evident that the lot is a very
large lot. It's about 135 by 150 feet. The -- this
‘particular lattice house is not.the first source of
aggravation between the Squires and the Larkins.

. Mr.. Larkin has indicated to you tonight that he built

~ the fence on his property. The first thing that happened
to the Squires when the Larkins bought the lot was that
they. tore the fence down.

. VICE-CHARIMAN JUNIEL: - Ma'am, unless -- Jjust-keep to the objection of the

arbor.

" COMMISSIONER MYERS: We can only deal with this one issue.
':SALLY’LOEHRER: Okay, I understand that, but you have to also understand

the -- he wants to know what the source of the --

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL: He Just wants to know what" comp1a1nts there are, so
e he may be willing to take -- you know he wants to hear --

SALLY LOEHRER: The objector feels the fence is on her aroperty, the

' , : block wall fence is on her property. That the arbor
is in fact hooked to the fence. That it is underneath
-a power line and is underneath the power line easement
and that it is observable from every point in her back
yard and she has tried to park her boat, her large boat, -
so that it blocks it. She has been unable to do so. It
st1cks up over a 6 foot block fence about 3 feet and -
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SALLY.LOEHRER: . what she gets to see -- from the inside it's

beautiful. She doesn't get to see the inside

of it. She doesn't get to sit in the swing.

She gets to look at a big white box with a

big 6 inch frame or 8 inch fram around the top

of .it and she has to look at it from every place

where she is in her back yard. Mr. Larkin has

been kind enough to admit to you that he built

this without going to get the proposed variance

and I think that this evidence is a very cavalier
attitude on his part. He may have intended it to

be used-just at a wedding, if so, then I think the

time has now come for him to move it to the rear. port1on
of his yard. He has a very large rear yard and I'm sure
it would be just as beautiful and just as much use

‘and enjoyment to him in his back yard and the objecting .
neighbor could not see it if it were in the back yard;
and the Squire's household is the only household in

the neighborhood which can see this arbor.

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:  Thank you. Mr.. Larkin.

LARRY S. LARKIN: Well, it isn't my intent or desire to contest. 1
' ' SR - didn't come here for that purpose. The absurdity
- to me of these remarks ‘is unfortunate. I don't know
- what I can say really. ‘It's a lovely thing. It
~ presents no .eyesore. ‘I have some additional pictures
of the adjacent yard and the condition of the driveway
and circumstances that are immediately over the fence
and I think those hardly justify this level of concern
for the appearance

r]VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:. Is that f]oor cement, is it a cement floor?

‘LARRY S. LARKIN: B Yes, yes,-nt had a pad under it that I put there for .
7 a trampolene originally for my kids around that side
L - of the house and then,. we decided to cover that thinking
: about the wedding primarily and as I say it become a
1ittle bit more extensive and full-blown than we had
originally intended, but it still is just a simple
lattice structure and I might add that it would not be
a simplistic th1ng to-move it. It'11 either have to
be demolished -- if it has to be removed, it'11 have ,
to be demolished. It's not a simplistic thing to move it
and so -- that's not a simple matter, but I really have
" a degree of concern for the fee11ng that's been expressed
-because in my mind, it just isn't accurate and, of
course, it's a difficult thing to see back there really,
but 1 don't want to contest the issue. There's no reason
or sense in it.
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VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:

COMMISSIONER MYERS:
LARRY S.. LARKIN:

SALLY LOEHRER:
LARRY S. LARKIN:

* COMMISSIONER MYERS:

LARRY S. LARKIN:

" COMMISSIONER MYERS:

LARRY S. LARKIN:

COMMISSIONER MYERS:

LARRY S. LARKIN:

COMMISSIONER MYERS:

VICE-CHAIRMAN JUNIEL:
'COMMISSIONER GILES:

" LARRY Si LARKIN:

’Thahk you‘

Are there any more questions?

‘Mr. Larkin, on this it goes to the fence?

Yes, it actually is right up to the fence, yes.

It doesn't rest on the fence. We supported it
independent of the fence, but it is right up to

the fence, yes.

But there's a 2x6 that lays right on top of the fence.
Now, the fence actually --

Well, let me f1n1sh my quest1on

Yes.

My question is based on what happens, God, if it

- ever rains? Does it drain off into your neighbor's

yard or does it drain into your yard?
No, it's a lattice roof

Oh, so the water Just goes through it, it's not a
so]id roof.

Yes, the water would go right through it, be no drainage,
no -- I really -- in that regard, you. know, I don't :
th1nk it creates any obJect1ons

Well, from the picture we cannot te11 whether it's a

~ solid roof or not.

The public hearing's closed.

I'm going to move for APPROVAL. I don't find a great
deal of problems with that. I have a 1ittle problem
with the insinuation that the property line is not
accurate there and it's not up to this Board to get
that clarified, but I think it needs to be clarified if
that block wal] is, in fact, on the line or not on the
line. That's not the issue here, but I'm sure you'd
want to get that c]ar1f1°d

I'm very sure, Comm1ss.oner, that I could. substant1ate
that. When I built the home there was some contest and,
of course, the reluctancz on the part of my neighbor to
participate in the fence, so I made very sure by survey

j and etc. that the fence was on my property.
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| EXCERPT - BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT MEETING - JUNE 2, 108 0177
ITEM 14 - V-76-B4 APPLICATION OF LARRY S. LARKIN ‘ __PAGE §
»:SALLY_LOEHRER; ' Before you vote, I would 11ke to beg your 1ndulgence

for just one more matter and that concerns- the upkeep
of this lattice house.. It is wood and it will require
S .~ - painting and ‘there is no way that it can be painted ’
- o ~ from the 1ot on which it sits. It's go1ng to have to
: be pa1nted -- to paint it on the Squire s side, they're
-going to have to.come.onto the Squire's property to
paint it. It just absolutely cannot be painted -- it's:
about 14 feet long

°VICE7CHAIRMAN;JUNIEL: Oh, excuse me. He w111 probab]y have to deal with
I I o that at the time because the meeting is closed and
. we're ready for == .
'COMMISSIONER GILES: - I MOVE FOR APPROVAL. -
* ROBERT CLEMMER: - Excuse me a second. Would that be with conformance to
) o > : this -- the plot plan as submitted and the elevations

that it not be a]tered that it would stay the same as
it is now? =

COMMISSIONER MYERS: - Yes. |
ROBERT CLEMMER: 1;, - Sos it;s conformance tq'the plot plan and elevations.

- COMMISSIONER GILES:  Is that acceptable to Mr. Larkin?
" LARRY S. LARKIK: ‘That's acceptable, of course.

© COMMISSIONER GILES:  So, move in that fashion.

;VICEaCHAIRMANﬂJUNIEL: The app11cat1on has been approved. (Mot1on passed
- ' o unan1mously with Bugbee and Emmett excused) ‘

END OF EXCERPT
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

AUGUST 1, 19384

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on Wednesday, August 1, 1984, at the hour
of 2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, the City Council will consider the following:

APPEAL filed by SALLY LOEHRER ON BEHALF OF
SUZANNE SQUIRES to the action of the Board
of Zoning Adjustment in APPROVING the appli-
cation of LARRY S. LARKIN for a variance to
allow an arbor to extend to the south side
property line where a 10' setback is required
on property located at 1216 Strong Drive in
Zoning District R-E (Residence Estates).

THE_ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS
THE SOUTH 135.14 FEET OF LOT 5 in BLOCK 4
OF McNEIL TRACT.

ANY AND ALL INTERESTED PERSONS may appear and be heard at said meeting
or, prior thereto, may file written objections thereto or approvals
thereof with the City Clerk, 10th Floor, City Hall.

- o 'IIII - O O G &N N Em e lI‘ll’ I-II I .k G EN am &=

Coxt (] Nal

CAROL ANN HAWLEY
CiTY CLERK

400 E. STEWART AVENUE » LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 » (702) 386-6011
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 31 .
COMMISSION CHAMBERSf 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE )
. E » ‘ " PHONE 386-601 1 S
ITEM . 5 _ o A _Commission Action Department Action
P N . . " . - . " N - L N L. Py

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
: HAROLD P. FOSTER DIRECTOR

~ The items lgsted below,Awhere appropriate,
~have been reviewed by the various City
departments including sanitary sewer, storm
drainage, Traffic Engineering, Eng1neer1ng

- Services, Fire and Building, "and their com-
ments and/or recommendations and require-
ments 1ncorporated 1nto the action.

A1l zoning items shall conform:to the
"fo]lowing general conditions:’

1. Confonnance to the p]ot p]an and
’ e1evat1ons, :

2. Landscaping and a pennanent
underground sprinkler system shall be
provided as required by the Planning
Commission and shall be permanently
maintained in a satisfactory manner.
‘Failure to properly maintain required .
landscaping and underground sprinkler
systems shall ‘be cause for revocat1on
of a business Tlicense;

3. Submittal of a 1andscap1ng plan
prior to or at the same time applica-
tion is made for a building permit,
license, or prior to occupancy;

4. A1l mechanical equipment, air -
- conditioners and trash areas shall be
- screened from view from the abutting
streets. (Exc]ud1ng single family
- development);

5. Satisfaction of City Code require- - -
‘ments and design standards of - all City
'departments.

6. Approval of the park1ng and driveway
~ plans by the Traff1c Engineer.

APPROVED AGEILA [TEM .

D Cae
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GGENDE % 0{ w v% August 1, 1(381-80

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 32
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011
ITEM Commission Action Department Actior

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR (CONTINUED

7. Repair any damage to the existing
street improvements resulting from this
development as required by the Department
of Engineering Services.

8. Provision of fire hydrants and water
flow as required by the Department of
Fire Services.

A1l subdivision items shall conform to the
following general conditions:

Tentative Maps:

1. .Approval of the tentative map shall
be for no more than twelve (12) months.
If a final map is not recorded on all
or a portion of the area embraced by
the tentative map within twelve (12)
months of the approval of the tenta-
tive map, or an extension of time
up to one year, is not granted for
the tentative map, a new tentative
map must be filed.

2. Street names to be provided in
accord with the City's Street Name
Policy.

3. Subject to all conditions of City
departments and State Subdivision
Statutes. '

Final Maps:

1. Conformance with the tentative map.

GE“MIQITEnq
(oot

A1l Vacations shall conform to the following
general conditions:

1. Reservation of easements for the

N facilities of the various utility
companies together with reasonable
ingress thereto and egress therefrom.

P ROVED A

>




" X. COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR [CONTINUED)

'Z,f'Conformance to code requ1rements
- and.design standards of a11 C1ty
departments. :
3. Vacation shall not. be recorded .

been met.

~form to the fo110w1ng general conditions:

'1.. Conformance to the plot plan and
7 elevations; :

,*2;-*Sat1sfact1on of C1ty Code require-
' ments and design standards of
all City departments.

. rhovc..) PRCT AN

/nP (’M-

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

O of Las Vegm

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS
COMMlSSlON CHAMBERS ¢ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011 .
C Commi.ssion Action .

.0181“'

1984

Page 33

Department Action

until all of the above cond1t1ons have"'

g All Var1ances and/or Use Perm1ts shall con-
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. ' | | ‘ B CITY COUNCIL v Page 34

COUNCIL CHAMBERS s 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

. ‘ 'PHONE 386-60M :
ITEM ‘. - o o P - Co}ur‘\cil‘A_ction Department Action’

L

: ' .

1 X. COMMUNITY ‘PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT ”
(CONTINUED) e A

*CONSENT ITEMS A, B AND C may be acted upon in
one motion. Staff recommends approval of all
items. The Planning Commission has recommended
approval on_Items A, B, and C (subd1v1s10n"maps),’
“Any item may be d1scussed at the Council's -

‘;d1scret1on

1437 “*A. REVERSIONARY MAP - CROSSROADS III (A pORTloﬁ

—

Christensen - - Clerk to notify &

- ~ APPROVED, subject. | Planning to procet
Property generally located west of Lamb to conditions Items ‘

Boulevard, south of Stewart Avenue, R-1 A C.D.E. &F

Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD11){ .2 > )

Owner: Ca11forn1a Federal Savings & Loar
Subdivider: ~Lomac Development

~ No. of Acres: 8.8 No. of Lots: 1

Unanimous

CONDITION:

1. Submit verification of clear title to-
that portion of Daisetta Street vacated
by Document 1368478, Book 1409 before
recording reversionary map.

APPROV! DAGENDA mem

. - . “ .




To:
Re:

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

The City Council X.
Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

REVERSIONARY MAP - CROSSROADS III (A PORTION)

This map is to revert the subdivision to acreage because the land is
being resubdivided from a condominium project to an R-CL development.
The new tentative and final maps are also on this agenda under Items B.2
and C.1.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

0183
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o COUNCIL CHAMBERS *+ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
PHoweaaeeou'

3 ,ITEM . | v : . ,- . _ Coun’cul»Aétlon- '-' B ,Departmém"‘Acti‘on

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
' (CONTINUED) )

| *B. TENTAT'VE MAPS

-
—

w o
O s

Y. RAINBOW EXPRESSWAY CENTER (C_O,MMER.CIA‘L' - | -
CONDOMINIUM) | K ABEYANCE B 8/15/84 Agenda

, - B | Applicant not
Property generaT]y 10cated on the southwest : Present
corner of Westcliff Drive and Rainbow - '
Boulevard, C-1 Zone. '
0wner/Subd1v1d=r Rainbow- Fremont’Limited,
' Partnership. ]
No. of Acres: 2.36 - No. of Units: 38

CONDITION:

1. Conformance .to the cond1t1ons of
aoprova] for Z- 5 69.

| pBPROVED AGENDA ITEM

AP




et}
l

-

To:-
" Re:

B

CCITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

.The City Council L COX.
Community Planning and Deve1opment Agenda Item
August: 1 1984 C1ty Council Agenda

1;} RAINBON EXPRESSNAY CENTER (COMMERCIAL CDNDOMXNIUM)

This s a commerc1a1 condominium subd1v1s1on for a proposed office complex
southwest of Westc1iff and Rainbow. The map conforms: to the Subdivision

- Regulat1ons and the zon1ng act1on

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPRbVAL
. STAFF RECOMMENDATION:. APPROVAL -
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS +« 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

Council Action

Page 36

Department Action

X.

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) TENTATIVE MAPS

*B.

-e-;-—-,nﬁ-wn"‘--ﬁ__

2. AUTUMN PLACE

Property generally located on the west side
of Lamb Boulevard, south of Stewart Avenue,
R-1 Zone (under Resolution of Intent to
R-PD7 and R-PD11).

Owner: California Federal Savings & Loan

Subdivider: Lomac Development

No. of Acres: 16.4 No. of Lots: 110

CONDITIONS:

1. Conformance to the conditions.of approval
for Z-93-80.

2. Vacate that portion of the Daisetta
Street cul-de-sac lying in Lots 29 and
30 before recording Unit 2.

3. Provide a hydrology study as required
by the Division of Land Development and
Flood Control of the Department of
Community Planning and Development.

4. Record reversionary map (a portion) of
Crossroads III before recording Unit 2.

5. Provide proof of payment for delinquent
taxes before tentative map is approved
by the City Council.

6. A waiver be granted from the requirement
that streets shall have a minimum grade
of 0.4 percent for that portion of
Chelseann Street from Ogden Avenue to
Sunrise Avenue, which will be permitted
a minimum grade of 0.3% and for Sunrise
Avenue which will be permitted a
minimum grade of 0.23%.

ATPROVED AGENDA ITEM

ﬁz}b Cort.

Lurie -
APPROVED
Unanimous

Clerk to notify &
Planning to procee
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_To:
- Res

B.

" CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

| - 0187
The City Counc11 ’ X. '

Community Planning and Deve]opment Agenda. ltem
August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

2. TENTATIVE MAP = AUTUMN PLACE

This 1téh is fe]ated to‘mhé,reversipnaky_mapOuhdef Item A that reverted

_ ‘this parcel to acreage. This new subdivision is to resubdivide the
land for a 170-1o0t R-CL developnent The map conforms to the Subdivision
: Regulat1ons except for a minor waiver -on the street grades on the portion

of the subdivision which s re]ative]y flat. The grades already exist

. 16 the east and west and these minor deviations are necessary.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL

. 'STAFF RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS + 400 EAST ST EWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-6011

Cou’n_cil_ Action

Page -37 .

Department Action
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§
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X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) _

3FINAL MAP_- AUTU”N PLACE UNIT 1

. .. ‘.

Property uenera11y located west of Lamb -
~ Boulevard, south of Stewart Avenue, R-1
~ Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD7).
Owner: Ca]TfornTa Federal Savings & Loan
..Subdivider:  Lomac Development:
_No. of Acres: 7.63 No. of Lots: 51

© CONDITIONS:
| 1. Approva] of the tentatTve map.

2. Conformance to the conthTons of
.. aporoval for the tentatTve map.

2k AVED AGENDA ITEW

fChrTstensen -
| APPROVED, subject

to conditions Items

A, C, D, E, & F.
‘{Unanimous -

Clerk to notTfy &
Planning to procee
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CITY COUNCIL M.I'NUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

0189

~"Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda: Item
-August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

V.C; 1. FINAL MAP - AUTUMN NLACE UNIT 1
w(,Ihjs is ‘the fiha] map. for approximatedy half of the Tots on the tentative
map under Item B.2. " If that map is approved, this map can also be approved
‘because it conforms to the tentative map.
PLANNING COMMISSION RECdMMENDATION: APPROVAL

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
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_ Coun‘cil Action
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Page 38

. Department Action

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

VS(CONTINUED)

.. WAIVERS

- 1. HAIVER OF STREET IMPROVEMENTS - PM-19- 84-
~ -DELL R. NIELSON ON BEHALF OF MURRAY- DUBOEF
~'AND _ALBERT BARA .

- -- - - h - "' Bl - - - "'f"“"

] Wa1ver of the requ1rement for installation
 of street improvements on Washington Avenue
. and Harris Avenue, west of Ne]]1s Boulevard.

'PTann1ng Comm1as1on unan1mous]y recommends
- APPROVAL.

* Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

Christensen - -
APPROVED, subject

to conditions Items

A, C, D, E, &F.
Unanimous

Clerk to notify &

Planning to proceet
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To:
Re:
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

The C1ty Council . ' X.
Commun1ty Planning and Deve]opment Agenda Item
August 1 1984 C1ty Council Agenda

1. NAIVER OF STREET IMPROVEMENTS - PM 19-B4 - DELL R. NIELSON ON BEHALF
OF MURRAY DUBOEF AND ALBERT BARA

This 1tem 1nvo1ves a request to waive the street improvements on 2
parcel map that is located on the west.side of Nellis Boulevard
between Nash1ngton and Harris Avenues.. The four 1ots on the map front
on Nellis Boulevard which is present1y be1ng improved as. a Regional
Transportation Commission project. The applicant wishes to waive the
improvements on Washington and Harris, which are side streets, until
development commences on these parcels. Since all the lots will have
-frontage on Nellis, the wa1ver is in order.

PLANNING_COMMMISSIONARECOMMENDATION. APPROVAL

_.STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

0191
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, CITY COUNCIL Poge 39
COUNCIL CHAMBERS + 400 EAST'STEWART AVENUE

; PHONE 386-601 - S

ITEM : U 4 ; L ‘Council Action " Department Action

'X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) - wAIVERS

D. 2. WAIVER OF CONDITIONS - MISC-1-84 - o : : e
'._”MIKE ALEGRIA E .‘Chr1stensen - Clerk to notify &

‘| APPROVED, subject |Planning to procee

Wa1ver of cond1t1ons on property located at Xo Eong1téonz étems
1823 W. Charleston Boulevard, Space #17, Nunanimous )
R- MHP Zone. _

"-P]ann1ng Commission unanimously recommends _
"~ APPROVAL. : v =

B I' -

 Staff Recommendatiodi.'APPROVAL'

JPROVED AGENDA ITEM

A:;b ('09‘“’6

-
13
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To:
Re:

D.

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

0193

The City Council ‘ X.
Community Planning and Deve1opment Agenda Item
August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

2. WAIVER oF CONDITIONS - MISC-1-84 - MIKE ALEGRIA

The request is to waive the-required setbacks for a 1arge mobile home
that was placed in a space at the mobile home park at 1823 W. Charleston
Boulevard. The ordinance allows waivers at the discrétion of the City
Council. The applicant is asking to allow a 4'-4" rear setback where

5' is required and a 5" encroachment in the dr1veway where no encroach-

" ment is allowed. It is felt thg mobile home park use will be temporary

and this waiver is very m1nor
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STA%F RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL ‘
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS . 400 EAST STEWART ‘AVENUE
PHONE 386-6011 .

ITEM

Council Action

Page 40 :

Department Action

Pt et SIS §

(CONTINUED)

E. ENCROACHMENTS |

1. Request by WOodcrest Homeowners
Assocation for an Encroachment Agreement

- Staff Recbmmendation:"APPROVAL

- ARPROVED AGENDA ITEM

P Gt

on Shermcrest Way, south of Alexander Rodd.

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

‘,Chr1stensen -

APPROVED, subject .
to conditions Items

. |A, C, D, E, & F.
- |Unanimous

Staff to prbeeéd'~
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To:
Re:

E.

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

The City Council ' , X.
Community Planning and Devel opment Agenda Item
August 1, 1984 City COuncﬂ Agenda

1. ENCROACHMENT - NOODCREST HOMEONNERS ASSOCIATION

An encroachnent to a'l'IOw 1andscap1ng in the pubhc r1ght-of—way for’

‘the Woodcrest Subdivision was approved by the Council previously but .
under thé name of Collins Brothers Corporation. Since the land is now

under the ownership of Woodcrest Homeowners' Assoc1at1on it is necessary
to have the encroachment approved under that name. There is no change
from the previous request.

'STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 'APPROVAL

EXHIBAT . A"

BLVD
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median
planter -
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. COUNCIiL CHAMBERS = 400 EAST STEWART AVE.NUE

 PHONE 386-6011
ITEM

- Council Action

Poge 41 oo

Dépoctmenf Action

X[_ COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONTINVED) - ENCROACHMENTS ..

|E. 2. Reduest by Western Cab Co. for an

encroachment in the public right-of-way at
826 S. Main Street.

Staff Recommendation&. APPROVAL

3 f F’PO\ ;D AGL‘IHL}A RT;- va

| P o

Christensen -
APPROVED, subject
to conditions Items
A, C, D, E, &F.
Unanimous

ﬁStéff to proceed



To:
Re:

E.

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

| 0197
The City Council L

Community Planning and Develgpment Agendailtem
August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

2. ENCROACHMENT - WESTERN CAB CO.

This request for an encroachment by Mestern Cab Co. is to allow
landscaping, parking and a chain 1ink fence in the public right-of-way
in connection with a new office building proposed for this property.
Five feet of landscaping is proposed in the right-of-way 2long Gass
Avenue and 5' will be used for off-street parking. The chain link fence

" will be located between the parking area and the landscaping.. There

js 10' of landscaping proposed in the right-of-wdy on S. Ist Street.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL.
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CITY COUNCIL Page 42
COUNCIL CHAMBERS + 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601
ITEM Council Action Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) - ENCROACHMENTS

E. 3. Request by Frank Hawkins for an : -
encroachment at 2300 Alta Drive. gg;;gsggfegubject Staff to proceed
Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL K? E?ng:tg?nz é?ems
: Unanimous

A#?HOVED AGENDA (TEM




To:
_Re:

£

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

0199

.The C1ty Council ' i X.
Community Planning and Deve1opment Agenda Item
Rugust 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

3. ENCROACHMENT -‘FRANK HAWKINS

The request 1nvo1ves the proposed locat1on of a-block wa]] 5' into the
right-of-way on Alta Drive because there are ‘large trees along the

" property line. Alta Drive is an 80' seécondary street which means an

‘additional 10’ of. dedication will ‘be required in the future, moving
‘the property line 10’ to. the north. At this time it is not known when

" Alta Drive will be widened and. the applxcant has agreed to move the

fence at his expense when street widening occurs. = The applicant intends
to file a variance application to increase the height of the fence to
8-1/2' both in the right-of-way on Alta and on his property along Rancho.

~ The fence will cons1st of a block wall with. stucco on the exterior.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL

FENCE
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~ Department Action

' (CONTINUED)

-Rexnstatement and extension of time on
vfproperty ‘generally located north of Meadows

Lane; on the west side of Decatur Boulevard,
. R=1 Zone (under ResoTut1on of Intent to C- T)

uAPPROVAL subject to the foTTow1ng cond1t1ons

','PT. Extens1qn of T1me shaTT expire August 1,

2. Conformance. td 611 ordinance amendments

APPROVED AGENDA ITo 1y

e Copt
i

YCOMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

REINSTATEMENT AND EXTENSION OF TIME - - 58 78J
GEORGE F KALB CONSTRUCTION C0.

Plann1ng Comm1ss1on unan1mous]y recommends

- 1985,

enacted subsequent to the original
approva]

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

Christensen -

{APPROVED, subject

to conditions 'Items
A, C, D, E, F. '
Unanimous

Clerk to notify &
Planning to procee



p To:
Re:-

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, -1984
0201

The City Council = ' ‘ L X,
Community Planning and’ Deve]opment Agenda Item
_August 1,.1984 C1ty Council Agenda :

~ REINSTATEMENT AND EXTENSION OF TIME - 7-58-78 - GEORGE F. KALB CONSTRUCTION CO.

This 1nvd19es a reinstatement énd extension of time on the property

- northwest of Meadows Lane .and Decatur Boulevard for C-1 zoning. Recently

you approved a p1ot plan for a new Montgomery Ward facility at this

Yocation. The app11cant 1ntends to proceed on this deve1opment in the
1mmed1ate future.- -

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION 'AP#ROVAE“;'Subject to a one-year
time limit. ) o .

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: :ARPR§VALAQ'Subject io é one-year time limit.



'ﬁGENDﬁ

ITEM

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

CITY COUNCIL

a@ 06 LA" v% August 1, 1984 0202

COUNCIL CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

Council Action

Page 44‘,

Department Action

1440

/

1
L
1
|
!
|
|
_|I |
.;ll':
p
'
|
1
X
!
!
!
'

X.

LR dvEu AGERDA ITE

-1ine to be reduced to 5' for a proposed
two-story medical office building on property
‘Tocated at 2496 W. Charleston Bou]evard

-C-D Zone.

4. Construct a 3' high wall w1th the top 1'

Staff Recommendat1on,
~ PROTESTS: 1 |

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)

PLOT PLAN REVIEN - Z-18- 68(29) - DANIEL W.
HALBY, D.0., LTD : : ,

Plot Plan Rev1ew to aTTow the approved 7'
side yard setback from the west property

Planning Commission unan1mous]y recommends
APPROVAL, subJect to the following cond1t1ons

1. Conformance to the p]ot p1an amended to
provide an 8' block wall along the west
property. 1ine commencing 114' south of the
north property line and extending to a -
point 25' north of Charleston Boulevard.

2. Install 5 gallon Italian Cypress\3'
from the north property line to-the front
of the bu11d1ng along the west property
1ine.

3. The foyer shown on the. front of the
: bu11d1ng shall be set back a m1n1mum of
25! from the front property 11ne

50% open along the west property line
from the front of the building to- :
Charleston Boulevard with the 3' height-
on the south end of the wall subJect to
the requ1rements of the Traff1c Engineer.

APPRDVAL

'APPROVED, subject
‘that application
| further amendment.

(Christensen excused

apart |

Lurie -
to conditions and’
not subject to

Unanimous

Clerk to notify & .
Planning to proceed

Daniel Halby appear
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, 0203
To: - The City Council - X.

Re: Community Planning and Deve]opnent Agenda Item
v August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda-

G.  PLOT PLAN REVIEN - Z-18- 68&29) - DANIEL W. HAL8Y, D.0., LTD.

The request 1nvo]ves a plot plan rev1ew to reduce the side setback from

.7' to 5' along the west property line for a proposed two-story medical

affice at 2495 W, Charleston 8oulevard in a C-D zone. You will remember

when the plot plan was approved for this’ office there was a concern

by, the residents on Shetland Road and as a result an8' wall and Italian
Cypress 1andscap1ng were required adjacent to those properties. Due
to the concern of these abutting residential properties, they were notified
‘of this modification.- There were no -objections to this change except
that the resident to the west; which fronts .on Charleston, indicated

- he intends to remain at this locat1on and wanted the 8' wall and 1andscap1ng

- extended to the front.of the. office building. ‘Also, he requested a-
3' wall be constructed from the front of the. bu11d1ng to Charleston
to separate ‘the properties. The' appl1cant was- in-agreement to these
requests. Recently, a variance was denied .on: this property for a 24-hour

.~ operation and: locating the bu11d1ng 16 from the front property line

: where 25" is: requ1red

PLANNING COMMI:SSION'RECOMME_NDATION:«» APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL . »
PROTESTS: 1 - Spoke at the Planning Comm1ss1on meeting, but was satisfied

when the block wall and 1andscap1ng was required adJacent
to his ‘property. :
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. : - : PHONE 386-6011 ' ‘ s
ITEM : : " Council Action ~ Department Action

R TXEJ,COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
| 1(C0NTINUED)

|H. ZONE CHANGES

—
S
-
w

1. 1- 41 84 - 330 ASSOCIATES | Lurie - | Clerk to notify &
’ - | APPROVED, subJectv Planning to procee

. Rec]aSSTchatTon of property genera]]y K to conditions. - ) =
Tocated on the east side of 6th Street and | Unanimous - | Applicant present

* the west side of 7th Street between Lewis
‘Avenue and Clark Avenue. o
From: R-3 (Limited Multiple ReSTdence) and
: “R-4 (Apartment Residence) '

To: P-R (Professional Offices & Parking)

and C-1 (Limited Commercial) ‘

'Proposed Uses - Four-Story Office

' Condominium and Parking Loq :

>

' P1ann1ng Commlssfon unanTmous1y recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

" 1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month tTme 1Tm1t

2 Install street 1ights on 6th Street and -
7th Street and pave the alley as required
- by the Department of DesTgn and Developmentt.

Kad

'3. Enter into an encroachment agreement -
for the landscaping in the public rToht-
of-way.

Staff,Recommendatibn: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: O

ol OGN N A ) N G N e = .
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To:
Re:

H.

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984 :
0200

The City Council . -
Cormunity Planning and Development Agenda Item
August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

1. Z7-41-84 - 330 ASSOCIATES

The request is to rezone this property from R-3 and R-4 to0. P-R and C-1
for a four-story office condominium on the east side of 6th Street
between Lewis and Clark Avenues.  The property extends through to 7th
Street where a parking 1ot is proposed. The site on 6th Street will
be for a four-story office building that consists of three levels of .
offices and one level of parking. Half of the parking level will be :
subgrade. The office building will consist of 26,790 square feet and
the .building elevations are excellent. Las Vegas High School is located
east of 7th Street and there is office and commercial existing at the
north end of this block in an R-4 zone by means of a use permit and
variances. To the west is C-1. '

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Compatible with the
zoning pattern in the area. : '

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

LI
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Department Action

| LY

X, COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
- (CONTINUED)

- ZONE CHANGES

2; Z-43-84 - LLOYD E. AND DOROTHY M CLARK

’RecTass1f1cat1on of property generally
‘Jocated 670" east of Decatur Boulevard
between Lake Mead Boulevard and Coran Lane..

2. Install a 4' decorative block wall along

3. Provide for landscapJng and irrigation

5. Dedication ofur1ght-of-Way and installa-

 PROTESTS: 0

From: R-E (Residence Estates).
" To: R-PD9 (Residential Planned
= Development)
Medium Density- Res1dent1a1
(Condominiums) ‘

Proposed Use:

P]ann1ng Commission unan1mous]y recommends .
APPROVAL subject to the following conditions:

1§‘1Re501ut1on of Intent sha]] be restr1cted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

the east and south sides of Parcel 1
with landscaping between the wall and the.
sidewalk as required by the Department

of Community Planning and Deve]opment '

and perpetual maintenance of Parcel 2
. in the Conditions, Covenants and
Restrictions.

4. Provide thru access on Coran Lane to
connect to the east.

tion of off-site improvements as required

by the Department of Design and Developmer(t.

6. ﬁConformance to the plot plans amended
to reverse the north/south layout of the
~ development.

7.. Conformance to the elevations amended to
provide the aesthetics of the buildings

as required by the Department of Community

_ P]ann1ng and Deve]opment

APPROVAL - Subject to
the application being
amended to R-CL because
" the predominant use
in this area is single
family homes.

Staff'Recommehdation:f

Lurie -

| APPROVED as recom-
mended by staff

which included the

- | application being

amended to R-CL.
Motion-carried with
Christensen voting
1" NO- 1

Clerk to notify &
Planning to procee

Jay Downey and

Billy Sloat appear

on behalf of the
app11cat1on
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To:
Re;

H.

- CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

The City. Council

Community Planning and Development Agenda Item

August 1,

2. 1-43- 84 - LLOYD E._AND _DOROTHY. M. CLARK

1984 City Council Agenda

0207

The request i$ to rezoné th1s property from R-E to R-PD9 for a 32-unit
two-story condominium prOJect on Coran Lane approx1mate1y 670' east

of Decatur Boulevard.
developed as a _church and :there is R-1 development to the east.

There is developed R-1 to the north with a portion

There

is approved R-CL zoning to the south across Coran where the Tots will

front that street.
both Lake Mead Boulevard and Coran Lane.

this 3.5

acre site is single family.

To the west is vacant R-E which has frontage on
The predominant use surrounding
The deyelopment plan indicates

a row of B fourplex buildings are proposed along Coran Lane with a

~ relatively large recreation and open space area to the north.

At the

‘Planning Commission meeting staff recommended ‘this application be amended
to R-CL for approximately 25 lots because there will be R-CL Tots across
Coran and there.is an R-1 pattern to the north and east.
was not in agreement to this amendment and indicated he had contacted
the surrounding residents regarding his condominium development and

"PLANNING

" they were not opposed.

COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

The applicant

APPROVAL - Subject to reversing

the layout so that_thé'common.open space area is along Coran Lane.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

APPROVAL - - Subject to the app11cat1on being amended . . '

to R-CL because the pred0m1nant use in this area is single family homes.

PROTESTS:
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eIy COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984 S
' | | 0208
EXCERPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984 -

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT _ : _
H 2. 7-43-84 - LLOYD E. AND DOROTHY M. CLARK ' - PAGgol

‘MAYOR BRIARE Item 2 is L]oyd E. and Dorothy Clark, reclass-
‘ . ification of property generally located 670'
east of Decatur Boulevard between Lake Mead
Boulevard and Coran Lane. This is a change
from a residential estate to an R-PD9. Pro-
posed use is for medium density residential
~ condominiums. Planning Commission's recommen-
dation was for approval, subject conditions.
Staff's recommendation was for- -approval, subject
to the application being amerided and the hearing
before the Planning Commission indicates ‘there
i were no protests

JAY DOWNEY: ' ~ Yes, Your Honor. Jay Downey represent1ng the

' ' , app11cant who. is also here and we feel that it
.~ is a very good project for that area. Planning

- Commission did recommend approval with the con-
- ditions which we accept and we would request your.

'approva]
- COUNCILMAN LEVY: ‘ Wh1ch ones? = A
'MAYOR BRIARE: 1"D1d you know staff’ 3 recommendat1on was -- a]so
- what their condition was? _
JAY DOWNEY: : - No. Staff's condition‘was that it be reduced to an
R-CL if I recall right at their presentation.
MAYOR BRIARE: Right.
JAY DOWNEY: ~ The R-CL will allow 7 to 8 units per acre, we're

asking for 9 under a condominium where we will
-prov1de all the recreation open space and maintain. -

“ it.  We felt that was a better product than the
R-CL where the lots are normally not maintained
always by the property owners.

-~ COUNCILMAN LEVY: _ ' How arefyou going to get in and out of the projeot?
JAY DOWNEY: . You come in off of Coran Lane. One entrance here,
B ' one ‘here. We're dedicating this additional for
Coran Lane to go over and pick up and over to --

COUNCILMAN LEVY: o Well Coran Lane doesn't go to Decatur anymore 1ike
~ that. You realize that don't you?



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

0209
: EXCERPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984 s
. +X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
'1 H. 2 Z-43- 84 - LLOYD E AND DOROTHY M. CLARK PAGE 2

JAY DOWNEY: v Yes, sir.. It s going to be adjusted at

’ - Decatur. I'm sorry, eastand Decatur and
south by the -- developer's.going to put in
some projects in. No, we understand that,
‘but we feel a condominium project where we
will maintain all the recreation, open area
and everyth1ngwou]dbe much better than the
R-CL and we're rot that far over the density

of an R-CL.
| COUNC ILMAN LURIE: - But everyth1ng around --
" JAY DOWNEY: I might also --
COUNCILMAN LURIEﬁ © Everything around this project is R-CL and R-1

so this is -- kind of stick out 1ike a sore
thumb right in the middle when you have a condo-
minium project. '

- JAY DOWNEY: - I.don't be]ieye.so, Commissioner. If you'll
look, I don't know if it's in your backup material,
~we went to some 44 residents within that immediate
area and we came back with 24 letters of approval
from the people in the immediate area. They felt
the condominium project would be a good project
for them in the area.

MAYOR BRIARE: Any other comments by the Council?

BILLY SLOAT: May I speak for a moment please? I'm'Billy S]oat
: - at 617 Mayf1e]d Las Vegas. I-walked the neighbor-
hood and -I've done four projects in Las Vegas and I never h
~such a pos1t1ve response. I visited 45 of the
" home owners in the neighbor. There was not one
negative comment. They were all very much for the
project. -They liked the looks of it. They liked the
acre and a quarter green area and the garages and
it took two weeks to meet with all these people and
I got 20, I think it's 24 signatures on a petition of
approval; and the other ones were very much for it and
They said they would show up and say something in
- response to the project, but sometimes they don't
show up and I don't see anyone here today, but it
was --

. MAYOR‘BRIARE:“i, Mr. Foster, the staff's recommendation was not accepted O
‘ : - by the Planning Commission? :
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EXCERPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

 H. 2. 17- 43 84 - LLOYD E AND DOROTHY M CLARK- . ' . ' PAGE 3

HAROLD FOSTER.

'MAYOR BRIARE:

HAROLD FOSTER:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

" BILLY SLOAT:
COUNCILMAN: LURIE:

JAY DOWNEY:

MAYOR - BRIARE :

~ JAY DOWNEY:
~ MAYOR BRIARE:

JAY - DOWNEY :

-~ BILLY SLOAT:

That's correct

-So your arguments were not -- your arguments

were not strong enough to the Planning COmm1ss1oh7

‘Apparently not

My persona] op1n1on is 1s that who]e area has been

zoned for R-CL and R-1 and to come in’ try1ng to get
more. units by going R-PDQ, to me doesn't make any
sense at a]]

we11

You should stay with the staff s recommendation
and build accordingly what's already been approved
in the area instead of trying to stick someth1ng
in the middle. It doesn't conform to the existing

zoning.

We11, here agafn; Commiséioner, we are probably
1, 1) units over an R-CL. Again, we feel that a
condom1n1um project where you maintain the area

. with a homeowners ‘association is a much better
- project than an R-CL. If you'll Took at some of -
your R-CL “Tots, riow one guy maintains his, it -
‘looks beautiful, the other one doesn't and that's'

why 1 think‘mOSt of these people were for it.

© What you re say1ng is that with R-PD9, you'd have

a.homeowners . assoc1at1on to take care of all the

© common area?

‘ Yes, sir.

Where under R-CL, that's not requ1red Everybody's
on his own.. -

"~ And they're not a]ways ma1nta1ned as you know, even

in larger lots, but-we have kept the -- there are
four homes to the north which we have kept all the
open area to. . Those. people-are all for it. The
people around there, 24 s1gnatures, in favor and
not one person 1n protest.

- And a]] the units are garaged which 1s a nice feature.

They're not low cost. They're tw1ce as --
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EXCERPT - CITY COUNCIL 'MEETING - AUGUST 1, "1984
'X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT f , _
YH 2 Z-43 84 - LLOYD E. AND DOROTHY M. CLARK:- ~ » PAGEJL
COUNCILMAN LURIE: o ‘They re not like the units you built of f
’ : of Vegas Drive? Are they different then
| what you built on Vegas Drive? '
© BILLY SLOAT: . Totally different, yes, sir.
COUNCILMAN LURIE: - -~ Higher quality? |
BILLY SLOAT: " L Much much higher. Cedar Green Estates, I think

you probably looked at it. I did that one, 28
units and it's even better qua11ty than that

" because th1s area requires a more expensive unit
and ‘the prices that these will be sold at are --
will be comparable to the ex1st1ng homes in the

_ne1ghborhood
COUNCILMAN LURIE: " How much?
MAYOR BRIARE: .,-.4 What are the maximum number of units?
BILLY SLOAT: . - $70,000. They're thrée-bedroom, two baths, fire-

places. There's no -- the garage doors are the
foldup. garage doors with -- not the inexpensive
flip-up doors. that. warp after a couple of years
and you ‘see private courtyards between each building.
There's nothing that's left unplanned.  It's very
well planned out and I've walked through neighborhoods
before whether I think it's. going to be a tough one

- or not and I walked through this one here and every-
body -- the response was 100%.

_MAYOR BRIARE: | , " Mr. Foster, what is the maximum number of units --
o - of fami]ygunits'that is allowed in an R-CL?
V*O:‘HAROLO-FOSTER: | f On this particular property?
:--MAYOR BRIARE: What wouid be the maximuﬁ'he could get under R-CL?
HAROLD FOSTER: About 25. |
OVMAYOR BRIARE:  What's the maximum he can get under R-PD9?
~~ HAROLD FOSTER: Thirty-two. Scaff Qasn't so much concerned about

_the density. It's just primarily the difference
in appearance of this type of development versus
the single-family character of the area.
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EXCERPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984
* X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT o
H. 2.7-43-84 - LLOYD E. AND DOROTHY M. CLARK ~  ~ ~  PAGE 5

BILLY SLOAT: 1 . You were speaking of f]ood1ng awhile ago
o There's a lot of water that comes across this
property and there would be some work done on
it to alleviate some of those problems into
that neighborhood. If you go down Coran, it's
obv1ous]y there. - ,

-~ MAYOR BRIARE: _ The restrictions that. are included -- the

S o .. restrictions that would be.included in the

sales agreement would be “the. determ1n1ng factors
-to whether the homeowners association is going

to take care of this in.a way that would be a
pride to the ne1ghborhood as opposed to a
detriment. Now we don't know, of course, what
kind of areements you would have in an homeowners

, , o assoc1at1on
" BILLY SLOAT: | Well, I could submit. CC --
~ MAYOR BRIARE: L No, I don't want to get ‘into_that.
JAY DOWNEY: : ) Yaur CC&Rhs ‘normally take care of that.
© BILLY SLOAT: - No, no, but I could submit CCR's from another
: vproaect
JAY DOWNEY: It's go1ng to be totally b]ocked walled. Soley

~self-contained. Aga1n, to me, would be a better
- project than the R- CL's.

MAYOR BRIARE:. 'Comments by the Counc117

COUNCILMAN LURIE: : "'Ma yor, I'D MAKE A MOTION THAT WE FOLLOW THE RECOM-
MENDATION OF STAFF AND IF HE. WANTS TO BUILD R- CL,
APPROVE R-CL, BUT NOT R-P09

" MAYOR BRIARE: .. Comments by the Counc1l members7 Cast .your votes.
R ‘ Post. Motion's APPROVED. (Motion carried with
Christensen vot1ng "No.") Mr. Sloat, might be
~something you don't want, but that s the way the

motion has gone _

END OF EXCERPT
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COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED)V- 70NE CHANGES

3. Z-44- 84 - NORSE LEASING CORPORATION

._RecTass1f1cat1on of property Tocated at
2401 W. Bonanza Road.

From: C-1 (Limited Commercial)
To: C-2 (General Commercial)
Proposed Use: Tavern:(Adult Oriented)’

‘Planning Comm1ss1on unan1mousTy recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the following cond1t1ons

1. ,ResoTut1on of,Intent shall be restr1cted
to a twelve (12) month time Timit.

2. All additional signs for the adult

. oriented business shall be reviewed by
the PTann1ng Commission.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL

‘PROTESTS: O

PHROVED AGERDA ITEW

|22 Cast,

| Christensen -
| APPROVED, subject
to conditions with

follows:
"tional signs for -

“Note: ,
study the subject off

condition No.2as:
No addi-

the adult-oriented
business shall be
permitted.

‘Mayor Briare

Clerk to notify 3
Planning to procee
Larry LaPenta

appeared on behalf
of the application

directed staff to -
C-2 Zoning.
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3. Z-44-84 - NORSE LEASING CORPORATION

The request is to rezone an existing shopping center from C-1 to C-2

at the southeast corner of Bonanza and Rancho so the tavern which has
topless dancers will be in the zoning district which allows this use.
The tavern has been there for 12 years but the City adopted an ordinance
approximately 5 years ago requiring uses of this type to be in a C-2,
C-M or M zone. Further, the ordinance required all existing taverns
which did not conform to be brought into compliance within 5 years.
There is no time remaining on the 5 years and that is what prompted
this application. There is existing C-2 adjacent to this property for
the car wash on Rancho and to the east the properties on the south side
of Bonanza are transitioning from R-E to C-2 with the rear portion
abutting the Oran K. Gragson Highway being zoned C-M.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - In accordance with the
evolving C-2 zoning pattern in this area.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: O

e T 2.01
c. T z00

' griN K. GRAGSON HINY
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS + 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

Council Action

Page 48

Department Action

‘~vRec1ass1f1cat1on of property located at
) 2393 South Potosi Street.

‘Planning COmmt551on unanimously recommends
'_APPROVAL subjeCt'to the fo]]owing conditions;

- Staff Recommendat1on.. APPROVAL
“PROTESTS: 0

ATPROVED AGENDA H‘EN’

A

'(CONTINUED)‘- ZONE CHANGES _

. 4. 7-48-84 --ESTATE 12 GENERAL‘PARTNERSHIP,

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

Lurie -

'APPROVED, subJect_”

to conditions.
Unanimous

From: P-R (Professional Offices & Park1ngi.: .

To:  C-1 (Limited Commercial) _
Proposed Use: Commercial Child Carza
Fac111ty

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restr1cted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Install street improvements on Potosi

Street as required by the Department of
Des1gn and Deve]opment

/ﬂw

Clerk to notify .
P]anning to proceé

Wilma L1tt1eford
appeared on behalf
of the app11cat19n
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4. 7-48-84 - ESTATE 12 GENERAL PARTNERSHIP

"This involves a parcel of land that was zoned P-R and then annexed into

the City at 2393 Potosi Street which is several hundred feet north of
Sahara Avenue. The Ole's Home Center is located to the east in a C-1
zone and there is C-1 zoning to the south. To the north is residential
Tand located in the County.. The proposed use is for a commercial child
care facility. The plot plan indicates. the app11cant wou1d have the

) approprwate parking and 1andscap1ng for this use.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL

STAFF RECOMMENDATION APPROYAL.

PROTESTS: 0O
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS + 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

: : PHONE 386- 60m , Lo
|'|‘EM ;‘ : ' : ‘ S Council Action . Department Action

»‘XT 'COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) - ZONE,CHANGES o .

H. 5. 1-50-84 - THOMAS AND JEANNE SENIUR

1 Lurie - | clerk to notify &

Rec1ass1f1cat10n of property genera11y o szggxeD_as'recom-‘ ‘Planning to procee
located on the west side:of Torrey Pines Mrand

~ Drive between Lone- Mounta1n Road and. "Unan1nons
Washburn Road. : . S L
. From: ~ R-E (Res1dence Estates) : . )
To:  R-PD2 (Residential Planned Deve1opment)-‘
Proposed Use: Low Density Detached S1ng1e '
o Family Residential

Abp]icant present-

P]ann1ng Commxss1on unanimously recommends :
fAPPROVAL subject to the fo]10w1ng conditigns:

1.  Resolution of Intent sha]] be restr1cted
' to a twelve (12) month time Timit.

- 2. Conformance to the site plan.
3. 'Insta11 street improvements on Lone
‘Mountain Road and Torrey Pines Drive
~ ‘as.required by the Department of Design
. and Development.
4. Recording of parcel map$.
Staff Recommendation: . APPROVAL

PROTESTS: 0

AP,

,pgv&,he nJ&ﬂf
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5. 2- 50- 4 - THOMAS AND JEANNE SENIUR

1The request is to rezone this f1ve acre. parce1 from R-E to R-PD2 for
"an eight Tot subdivision that will be at the same density .as R-E. The

applicants propose pr1vate streets which require R-PD zoning. The lots

.will have 30' front setbacks and 40' rear setbacks which-are slightly
“less than the 50 front and rear setbacks required in an R-E zone.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL

“-STAFF”RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL ‘

" PROTESTS: D.

"‘-T¥—-;--;_,_~____;__‘“ L%EEZEE

 TORREY FINES DR

MAVERICK
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" carvcounalL Page 50
COUNCJL CHAMBERS * 400. EAST STEWART AVENUE

S L PHONsaesaon EATIE
ITEM . S , Lo B _CQUncnl Achc_m . - . Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
‘(CONTINUED) - ZONE CHANGES '

{H. 6. 2'5]T84'f UHS EAS VEOAS'PROPERTIES, Ich;:Lurie_-" o C]erk;to hotify.&‘
- Reclassification of propértv generally E gzig?zgg; subject to P]ann1ng to-procee
located on the southwest corner of Goldring K°t1°n carried w1th John Moran, Jr. ,At

Avenue and Shadow ‘Lane. :
From: R-E (Residence Estates) eYY ab;ta1njng © | appeared-

To: P-R (Professional Offices ‘& Park1ng)
Proposed Use: Patron and Employee
o ~ Parking Lot

PTann1ng Comm1ss1on unanimously recommends
APPROVAL, subject to the fo]]ow1ng cond1t1on

. ResoTut1on of Intent shall be restr1cted
T to a twe]ve (12) month t1me 11m1t .

EStaff Recommendat1on. APPROVAL
PROTESTS: 0

L o Gn am llll ”.I-l”‘~llilq f‘.ll - G G L ¥ - allll"l!ll} IIII«‘flIIlg‘
el . A‘ L . i o ' .-,f_' S gi o S
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To: The City Council ' _ X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

~Hoo B Z 51-84 - UHS LAS VEGAS PROPERTIES INC. : o

. The request is to rezone five 1ots on the south side of Goldring Avenue
“between Shadow Lané and Willow Trail from R-E to P-R for a patron and
employee parking. lot. This parking lot will be used in connection with

. the new medical building approved on the north side of Goldring for

- Valley Hospital. There is a P-R zoning pattern evolving to the south
in this block.  The parking lot on this site will be landscaped.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: ‘A,PPRdVAL '
* STAFF' RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: 0

_ o »
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GITY COUNCIL . . Page 51
COUNCIL CHAMBERS -4OOEASTSTEWMRTAMENUE
. PHONE 386-601 , o
" |TEM ’ e o : T - Council Action v Department Action

X. rCOMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONTINUED) S —
1507 H. 7. Z-53-84 - PAMELA CANTOR ‘ o .~ _Lhristensen - Clerk to notify &
o . DENIED - Planning to procee
RecTass1f1cat1on of property generaTTy . Prnanimous” - :
lTocated on the southeast corner of Michael ' Fred Kassler
_Way and Marietta Avenue. _ _ . appeared .

From: N-U (Non-Urban)
To: C-1 (Limited Commerc1a1)
Proposed Use: Restaurant Bar and Arcade

P]ann1ng Comm1ss1on unan1mousTy recommends
"APPROVAL subject to the following conditions:

- 1. Resolution of Intent shall be restr1cted
to a twelve (12) month time 11m1t

2. Conformance to the pTot pTan amended to:

a. Eliminate the access to Mar1etta
Avenue and provide access to Vegas
Drive. .

Install a 6' block wall along. the
north property line and along the
west property line set back 6' for
landscaping. '

c. Eliminate the proposed'arcade use.

3. This approval does not constitute approva]
' of the cas1no or bar.

4. Install street improvemehté on Michael
Way and Marietta Avenue as required by
the Department of Design and Development.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - With all -
access to Vegas Drive.
PROTESTS: 0 |

#5

- .. - ‘- -- o= s wm _ ... 1 -
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7. 7-53-84 - PAMELA CANTOR

The request is to rezone this property from N-U to C-1 for a proposed
restaurant, bar and arcade. This site is immediately -north of a C-1
zoned parce1 that is developed with a convenience store at the northeast
corner of Veaas Drive and Michael Way. To the east and west is
residential development in the County and to the north is R- 1 zoned land

" in the City. The.C-1 zoning to the south was approved in the County

and then annexed on that basis. The plot plan indicates the building
will be on the south side of the property with parking to the west and
north. There are single family homes fronting on-Michael Way to the
west and R-1 Tots backing Up to Marietta Avenue to the north. At the
Planning Commission meeting staff indicated. it had no objection to the
C-1 if all access could be obtained through  the C-1 to the south to
" Vegas Drive. - The applicant indicated this would necessitate obtaining
easements for access to the south and did not know if this was possible.
The applicant was in agreement to eliminating the access to Marietta

but felt access to Michael was necessary. The Planning Commission granted

access to Michael but also required .acces$é to Vegas Drive. Further,
a 6' block wall was required along the west and north sides of this
property and that the proposed arcade use be eliminated.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL

STAFF‘RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - With all access to Vegas Drive.
PROTESTS: 0
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984

. COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

H. 7. - 2-53-84 - PAMELA CANTOR ~ ~ - _PAGE 1

' MAYOR BRIARE:

FRED KASSLER:

_ MAYOR BRIARE:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
'FRED KASSLER:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

FRED KASSLER:

HAROLD FOSTER:

COUNCILMAN LURIE:

Item 7 is-Z-53-84 for Pamela Cantor, réc]assification

of property genera]]y located on the southeast corner
of Michael Way and Marietta Avenue. This is to change
from non-urban to a limited commercial use for a
restaurant, bar and arcade. Planning Commission's
recommendatlon was for.approval, subject to conditions.
Staff's. recommendat1on was approval with all access

~being on Vegas Drive. There were no protests. Good

afternoon, S1r

Fred Kassler, 770 East Sahara, for Pamela Cantor.
Would you repeat the staff recommendation which says --

Staff's recommeﬁdation‘was for approval. However, that

- would be that all access -- with all access to Vegas

Drive.
They don't own Vegas Dr1ve
It can't -- it can't have all access to Vegas Drive.

How do you get out? There's already a 7-11 or Stop'n’
Go on the corner. ‘ »

ThEre'S a 7-11 there. The access is on Michael Way
as I understood the -- in other words, I understood
that on Marietta they didn't want access, but they

~ could have access on Michael Way. Because the property

on Vegas Drive is already owned by 7-11.

Staff felt that they shou]d obtain an easement across
the property to the south. Primarily that was on the

AbaS1s that there are single-family homes on or to the west
‘on the west side of Michael that front on that street. We

thought just a block wall along there -- that the C-1
would then be more compatible. They wouldn't have the
traffic in front of the homes.

Harold, answer me one thing. I have a problem with ah

‘arcade and a.bar up there on Michael Way behind that

7-11 store; I mean it just, to me, doesn't make good
sense, good planning. I mean, you already have a 7-11

‘store there.. Now you want to put a bar right there and

it's a]]_residential to the north. Bars usually stay

down on major streets like.Decatur, Charleston. I mean

you get into a small residential street -- Michael Way
isn't planned to be widened for I don't know how many years.
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CITY. COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST .1, 1984
~‘COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

‘H. 7. - 7-53-84 - PAMELA CANTOR .~ o .- ___ PAGE 2

- FRED KASSLER:

© COUNCILMAN LURIE:

FRED KASSLER:

© MAYOR BRIARE:

~ COUNCILMAN LEVY:
-FRED KASSLER:

COUNCILMAN LEVY:
FRED KASSLER:

" MAYOR BRIARE:

- FRED KASSLER:

MAYOR BRIARE:

 FRED KASSLER:

COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

MAYOR BRIARE:

 COUNCILMAN CHRISTENSEN:

Councilman Lur1e, it's not a bar, it's a restaurant
with a --

It says restaurant, bar and arcade.

Yes, but the arcade 'was removed, I believe, in the

Planning Commission that has been removed. It's
acceptable and the bar is primarily an adjunct to
the restayrant. It's not primarily a bar, sir.

-Well, the zoning, you'see -- you rezone to C-1 a

bar and an. arcade,in add1t1on to a restuarant, are

some of the things you can do with that property

and what ‘they wanted to do -- the Planning Commission
wanted to make:it understood that they are not approving
this for the purpose of a casino or bar. Mr. Ogilvie,
can they do that? :

No.

I have to go before a separate hear1ng The bar hasv
to go before a separate hear1ng

But you have-no ingress or egress on Vegas Drive.
We have'no“egress,‘but we will attempt to get a --

What -- you don't think the possibilities are any
good that you can get an easement across that --

1 don't know, but --

;why woﬁ]d they want to give'you one?

I don't know.. I can't answer-- in other words, we're
very happy to: obta1n an easement across and we'll request
an easement across, but if they don't grant it, we have

‘no egress. ‘So we must have egress to Michael Way.

Your Honor, 1 have problems with this because of the
lack of access and the homes and so forth. I happen
to d1sagree with the staff and the Planning Comm1ss1on
and I'11 vote to DENY the request.

'THE MOTION IS TO DENY --

MOVE TO DENY THE REQUEST.
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"'CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 1, 1984
- 'COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT »
‘H. 7. - 7-53-84 - PAMELA CANTOR SR o PAGE 3.

MAYOR'BRIARE: o B THE REQUEST FOR ZONING. Are there comments
' , o o “by the Council members? Cast your vote. Post.
“MOTION S APPROVED, your application's been DENIED.
(Mot1on carr1ed unan1mous1y)

FRED~KASSLER: ' what was thelmot]on?_ Could you repeat that to
. .~ me ---was denfed? . -

MAYOR BRIARE: The motion was to deny and that motion passed.

FRED KASSLER: To deny the application for rezoning?

 MAYOR BRIARE: That's correct, sir.

_ END OF EXCERPT
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COUNCIL CHAMBERS = 400 EAST ST'E_WART AVENUE

PHONE 386-601

Council Action

Poge 52

Department Action

:.._ 8. ‘Z-52- 84 - DECATUR INVESTMENTS, A NEVADA

“ located on the east side of Decatur Boulevard

- Avenue.

4. Vacate the east-west alley 150' south -

-5, ,Acqu1re and incorporate the 25"str1p of

oo dﬁyeﬁgﬁment

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT |

(CONTINUED) - ZONE. CH‘ANGES

PARTNERSHIP

Reclass1f1cat1on of property generally
between Lake Mead Boulevard and Eugene

R-1 (Single Fam11y Res1dence) (a
portion under Resolution of Intent
. to R-3 - Limited Multiple Residence)
To: R-CL (Single Family Compact Lot)
Proposed Use: Medium Density Detached
' : ' ~Single Family Residential

From:

P1ann1ng Comm1ss1on unanimously fecommends

'APPROVAL, subject to the fo]]ow1ng cond1t1ons*.

1. Reso]ut1on.of.1ntent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time Timit.

2. Conformancefto the site plans and
e1evat10ns amended as follows:

a.. Provide a 16' front yard setback
and two off-street parking spaces.
- per 1ot

b. Prov1de an add1tiona1 access to
Decatur Boulevard between Eugene
‘Avenue and Lake Mead: Boulevard.

c. E11m1nate Mark Avenue or Sawyer
"~ Avenue between Troaan Avenue and
Ullom Drive.
3. Redesign Lots. 3 and 50 for adequate
setbacks and buildable area.
of Eugene Avenue.
1and along the south side of this
if possible.

1 AR
el

‘ Levy -

APPROVED as recom-
mended. ..
Unanimous .

Clerk. to notify &-
Planning to procee

Barry Becker
appeared .

No one appeared in
opposition.
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Page 53

Department Action

X. 'COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

. (CONTINUED) - ZQNE CHANGES

H. 8. 2;52-84 _ CDNTINUEDE‘“

6. Install sidewalk on Decatur Boulevard
- and half-street improvements on Lake
Mead Boulevard from Decatur east to the
~east line of ‘the. deve]opment as required
" by the Department of Design and DeveTop-
ment.

© Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL
PROTESTS: 2

Ty ."'"!D'A, m‘? o . . g

-ESEe;Pége 52

See Page 52
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8. 2-52-84 - DECATUR INVESTMENTS, A NEVADA: PARTNERSHIP

The application is to rezone this property from R-1- and R-3 to R-CL

. for a single family development that would be located northeast of Lake

Mead Boulevard and Decatur Boulevard. . There is deve1oped R-1 to the
east and vacant R-1 and R-3 to-the north. To ‘the west in the Curtis
Park Subdivision the frontage lots are trans1t1on1ng to commercial.

To the south is vacant R-E and further south is'C-1 and R-CL. There

was an application for R-PD12 that was strongly opposed by .the residents
in the area on the north portion of this property. That application

was heard in the lattér part of 1983 and subsequently withdrawn by the
applicant. There are 67 R-CL Tots proposed on this 9 acre site in this
app11cat1on The 1ots are predominant1y 4,000 to 6,000 square feet

in size. There is an existing alley in the north port1on of this site
that is proposed to be vacated and a small well .site that is proposed

to be acquired from the Water District. Further, at the south end of
this development there is a 25' strip of land between Lake Mead Boulevard
and this ‘parcel. The applicants indicaté they would try to acquire

this strip and incorporate it into the site even though this strip
separates Lake Mead Boulevard from this property. The full half-street

.imorovements on Lake Mead will be required of the.developer from Decatur » '

east to the east line: of 1ts development.
PLANNING COMMISSION RgCOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDAfION: APPROVAL

PROTESTS: 2 - Spoke at the Planning Commission meeting

CV%V LINITS

R- l

- L “
1 well'site L .
| [ORETEIE
ATARIN]

DECRIVR - BLV/LD- - "" - oo oR .

COUNTY *

oo oo ot
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- COUNCM_CHAMBERS - 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE ‘

' : PHONE 386-6011 -
. ITEM _ , : _ . _Copncil Action ~ Department Action’
a |x COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
' - (CONTINUED) A -

.~ | H. TENTATIVE MAP. RELATED TO ZONE CHANGE Z-52-84 : ‘ .
, l 1513 (Item #8 , Lurie - Clerk to notify &

- A ' APPROVED as recom- | Planning to proceet

o. TENTATIVE HAP - COLLEGE HEIGHTS 3-C mended, subject to. | N
— | conditions.
,Propertyvgenerally 1ocated on the east Unanimous

~ side of Decatur Boulevard between Lake Mead -
" Boulevard and Eugene Avenue, R-E and R-1
Zones (proposed R-CL).
Owner/Subdivider: Decatur Investments,

o - : A Nevada Partnership
; : No. of Acres: 9.1 No. of Lots: 67

Planning Commission unanimously recommends -
- APPROVAL, subject to the following coriditions{

1. Approval of zoning'app]ication'Z-52—84

2. Conformance to the conditions of apDrova1
for Z- 52 84.

- 3. Provide a hydrology study as required .
by the Division of Land Development and
Flood Control of the Department of .
Communi ty P]ann1ng and Deve]opment

4. No vehicular access to Decatur Bou]evard
and Lake Mead Boulevard from the. abutt1ng -
lots.

5. If a wall is constructed on an exterior
boundary street, the Cond1t1ons, Covenants
and- Restr1ct1ons shall contain wording
to the effect that each property owner
of a lot backing up to said wall sha11
be responsible for the continued .
maintenance of the exterior side of the
wall and the ground area at the exterior
base of the wall.

Final map to be recorded on, on]y those
portions of streets with comp]ete
right-of- way ded1cat1on

. If the Las Vegas Va]]ey water D1str1ct

- . property fronting Eugene Avenue is -
“acquired by the developer, it is to be
1ncorporated into the abutting lots.

" Staff.Recommendation: APPROVAL
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To " The City Council - S . X.
" Community Planning and Deve]opnent Agenda Item
August 1, 1984 City COunc11 Agenda

H. 921 TENTATIVE MAP - COLLEGE HEIGHTS 3-C

This is the tentative map for the R- CL deve]opment proposed on the previous
rezoning application under Item F.8. The map substantially conforms

to the Subdivision Regulations and to the zoning plan. If the zoning

is approved this map ‘can also be approved

A PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDAT!ON, .-APPROVAL
STAFF- RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
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l i CITY COUNGIL che 55
COUNCIL CHAMBERS « 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE '

) PHONE 386-6011 ‘ : :
CITEM . . : ,' ‘ o o 'Cou‘neil‘ Action Department Action

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
(CONTINUED) - 7ONE_CHANGES _

H. 10. ABEYANCE ITEM - 7-39-84 - DELL R. NIELSON | pje - Clerk to notify &

AND PENNY NIELSON i APPROVED‘a110w1ng | Planning to procee
Reclassification of properfy genefaTTy ‘éivnggme:tthlab- 1 Del1 Nielson
located -on the north-side of Cory Place 1 ject to coné1t1ons : appeared‘

between Bartona Street on the west and ‘Unan1m0us : )

~Mohawk Street on the east.
From: R-1 (Single Family Residence)
‘To: - R-CL (Single Family Compact Lot) W. Painter s
Proposed Use: 'Medium Low Density Detached 5409 Cor S
. Single Family Residences - y

Protestant;:

| Paul Keetoh,:
P]ann1nq Comm1ss1on recommends APPROVAL 1012 Mohawk

- (3-0-1 vote), subJect to the:following
, cond1t1ons

..lzllfl.l. &S S oW [t
. C . e _ :
- ! O R ‘

1. The app11cat1on be amended to the west.
" 165.5' of the north 200°'.

2. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
~ to a twelve (12) month time limit.

3. Record a subdivision mep

4. R-1 setbacks be applicable to the frontf
- - and rear setback on the R-CL portion.

. The five acre m1n1mum site requirement
j1s waived.

Staff Recommendat1on APPROVAL - For a

max1mum of 11 lots.
PROTESTS. 0

~~ NOTE: At the July 18, 1984 City Council

- meeting, Councilman Lurie made a
motion to rescind the action on
this zone change which was approved
- . at the July 5, 1984 City Council
§> : 'meet1ng Not1on carried unan1mous]y.

(8 2]

' At the July 5, 1984 City Council
d§£ meeting, Counc11man Lurie -made a -
motion to APPROVE this zone change’
with a total of 11 lots comprising
R-1 on Mohawk Street, R-1 on Cory
Place and 4 Tots on the R-CL.
Motion carried unanimously




To:
Re:

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984

0232

The City Council X.
Community Planning and Development Agenda Item
August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

10. ABEYANCE ITEM - ZONE CHANGE - Z-39-84 - DELL R. NIELSON AND
PENNY NIELSON

The action on this application was rescinded at your last meeting so
it could be reconsidered for a 12-1ot development rather than limiting
it to the previously approved 11 lots. The applicant has contacted
the surrounding residents and they are not opposed to having 12 lots
in this development and that is the reason for a rehearing on this
application. The property is approximately two acres in size and the
requested R-CL zoning was amended to the northwest portion only. If
12 lots are allowed, it would expand the R-CL to the northeast portion
of the site along Mohawk. A row of R-1 lots would be retained along
Cory. 1If 12 lots are approved, Condition #1 needs to be changed as
follows:

The application be amended to the north 200'.

The Planning Commission and staff recommendations indicated below are
on the previous action that allowed the 11 lots.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - For a maximum of 11 lots.

PROTESTS: 0 (There were 3 protests on this application at the previous
public hearing.)

\ PR O A
. R -
_-—————————3. = 3.2-,-3.
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~ Council ‘Action

Page 56

Department Actiof

A PrPO\

. ’(CONTINUED) - ZONE CHANGES

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

vP‘anh1ng Commission recommends APPROVAL

.'Staff‘Recommendation:

11, ZV49-84 - MAURY ABRAMS '

Rec]ass1f1cat1on of . property genera]]y

" located on the southeast corner of Buffa]o
' Drive and Charleston Bou]evard -

From: N-U (Non-Urban)

To: R-4 (Apartment Residence)
Proposed Use: Medium high Density .
Res1dent1a1 (Apartments)

(3-2 vote), subject to the following:
cond1t1ons

1. Resolut1on of Intent shall be restr1cted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. ”Conformance to the plot plan and :
" elevations amended to require one. story
‘buildings along Ho]mby Avenue.

3. Dedicaté 50' of right-of-way for
: Charleston Boulevard and Buffalo Drive,
30" of r1ght-of—way for Holmby Avenue
and 25' radius corners at the inter-
~sections of these. streets '

4. lﬂSt?’l street. 1mprovenents on Charleston
‘Boulevard, - Buffalo Drive and Holmby Avenus
as requ1red by the Department of Des1gn
and Development. .

5. Record a deed restriction 1imiting ,
this p?oject'to a maximum'of 124 "units.

6. Approva] of the revised deveTopment p]an

as required by the P]ann1ng Comm1ss1on

APPROVAL - SubJect to

PROTESTS: 3 to R-3 and the south
: 200' being- amended
_ : to R-E.
VED AGENDA ITEM

> Cont

amending the applicatioh

Lurie -

DENIED

Motion carried with
Briare .and Levy -
voting "No."

|(Earlier motion by

Levy to allow R-3

Briare voting "No")

b

. | Zoning FAILED with
Nolen, Lurie and

Clerk to notify &
Planning to procee:

John~Vprnsand &
Maury Abrams
appeared.
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To: The City.Council’ , X.
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item '
-~ August. 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

H.o 1. Z-49-84 - MAURY ABRAMS

The application is to rezone th1s property from N-U to R-4 for a 124-unit
apartment project on the southeast corner of Buffalo Drive and W. Charleston
‘Boulevard. The density for this project is 27.40 units per acre on .
this. 5 acre site. A1l of the buildings are two story with ample parking
and landscaping. - This parcel of land was annexed to the City recently
and the area to the east, west and south is in ‘the County. To the north
‘s vacant C-1 and to the riortheast'is deve]oped R-1. To the northwest
-is a' Water District resevoir. At the Planning Commission meeting staff
recommended the south 230' be amended to R-E for three-half acre lots
“_»to act as-a buffer for the R-E to the south. The applicant was not
in agreement to this amendment, but he did .agree to provide a row of
one-story apartment buildings a1ong the south portion to act as a buffer
and the P1ann1ng Commission felt this would be .satisfactory. Further,
the applicant was in agreement to recording a deed restriction Timiting
this project to 124 unxts

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL - Compatible zoning for
this parce1 at. the 1ntersect1on of two maJor streets.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL = SubJect to amending the app11cat1on
to R-3 and the south 200' being amended -to R-E.

PROTESTS: 3- Spoke at the Planning Commyss1on meeting

- R-€
C'TY "‘ITS
i__-_' V. LK

CounTY

counTy

COUNTY




hGENDﬁ cm ,councu MI;[Z Se- AUGU

*'ﬁ."?‘f'

_TEM_

CITY COUNCIL

1, 1984

6844 August 1, 1984 02?0

COUNCIL CHAMBERS *+ 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHONE 386 6011

Council Action

Page 57

Department Action-

B\

. 12. Z 46-84 - CHARLESTON HEIGHTS BOWL, A
»',NEVADA PARTNERSHIP :

_COMMUNLTY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT "
‘v'(CONTINUED) B |

»Reclass1f1cat1on of property generally
|, located on the south side of Evergreen
- Avenue, 250" west of Decatur Boulevard.

: P1ann1ng Comm1ss1on recommends' DENIAL -

- recommended cond1t1ons

Af21: Conformance to the. p]ot plan and

-"'" =

_From: R-1 (Single Family Residence)
and R-3 (Limitéd Multiple Residence)
To: - C-1-(Limited Commercial)
~ Proposed Use: 112- Un1t,Mote1_to be -used
- ‘ in conjunction with a
proposed.Casino at the
Charleston He1ghts Bow]

(3-2 vote). If approved, f0110w1ng are the

1.  Reso1ut1on of Intent 'shall be restr1cted
'z“to a twelve (12) month time 1imit.

‘elevations amended to:

a. ,Re1ocate ‘the access on both sides
- " of Evergreen to a point approximately
320' west of Decatur as required by
the Traffic Engineer.

b. . Reverse the,1ayodt so the major
-~ parking area will be in the front.

. c. Require‘traff1¢ signals as required
o by the Traffic Engineer.

d. 'Conétruct a6 b]ock wall along the
south and west property Tines.

.. Vacation of patent reservations and
-easements.

approval of the sate111te parking
'proposal

'Approva1 of'th1s'20n1ng does not
constitute approva] of a "gaming"
license.

.- Approval of the zoning action constitutes |

'WITHDRAWN BY
APPLICANT
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Page 58

Department Action

(CONTINUED) - ZONE CHANGES

M. 12 z 46-84 - CONTINUED

'ix. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

6. Prov1de 50% of the cost of 1nsta111ng
a traffic signal’ at Decatur and
Evergreen.

. ‘Th1s zoning be a]]owed only in

. ‘conjunction.with a casino operation
(where the Charleston Heights Bowl is
Tocated).

A

- Staff ReCOmmehdatiOh:.»APPROVAL
- PROTESTS: ' 71

‘by the applicant.

T B AN BE B OE OB BN G B e

NOTE: Thisvapplicatioh‘has been withdrawn

R :Council Action

See Pége‘57

‘See Page 57
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: To: - The C1ty Council )
-‘Re: Community Planning and Deve1opment Agenda Item

~ August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

Ho 2 2—46—84 - CHARLESTON HEIGHTS BONL A NEVADA PARTNERSHIP

This app11cat1on has been w1thdrawn by the appl1cant

0237
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". o , There is a controversy “br'ewing :m C,h_arleston lleights arez tust hac

] rémificatiqne for othiers besides the immediately involved particcy and
o certainly deserves the attention of us.all. Basically it involves tlis
. ' To what degree does a private citizen have a'voice in the determination
- of any environmental change dlrectly affectlng him?
' A capsulized history of the area in gqhestion:
l ’ ' ) Once a pleasant, almost bucolic region of s:mgle family, middie clzss
‘ residences, like most areas it hae in recent years been under-soing some
chang;es. With the expansion of the artenal hiways of Charleston Sivc,
l and Decatur Blvd., there. developed an immediate prohferatlon of fast focc
- ' 'outlets, small bu,sineases, markets, car dealerships, profess:.onal offices,
N ' ' et al, But, surprisihgiy, the quiet quality o peéaceful home living
I R , _»surv:wed Then, an apa:'tment complex was inserted in the area, but Proposail
' fors subsequent units were nrotested by the residents, successfully, ano
the commissioners sub.atltutcd intelligent and well-accepted alternativec,

l . The, Charlesten Heights Art Centre and Librery and a magnificent senior

. \ ' retirehient facility-both a boon and benefit to any community.’

' laturally with . the’ density increase the inevitsble bugebooc of

l civilations' progress followed-noise, traffic, crime-but in general thecs
disturbances remained minor and the gemeral tenor of the area remeined
stable, ‘

' ' And since, at our last meetlngs vith the commissioners it was virtuelly.

acssured that any maaor changes vould not be considered, it wac wiin 'shoe;;
, and disbelief that we 1earneg,of the 1atest proposal-the building of &
. l . ' . ’ 'e‘asino,' and even more -apballing, the construction of a 112 room motel, vay

- : out here in the boonies right at the fragile entrance to the residentiel

area. ' ' ' .

' S0y the residents are united in their resclve to protect thet for

' which they have striven for so long and protest any further insult to their
'-11festyle.

' . And now for a auirk of fate in -the entlre affaire The entrepeuneur
re=uonsib1e for these moct recent develonment< is the very same person
respons;ble to @ grea: extent for the shaving of the orlglnei dream we ad:
fell heir to., A builder of fine homes, pi liar of the. community, &nd now tc
suddenly be thrust into’ contributing to tue uestructloa of nis owm orag .ne-
‘dream is indeed the stuff of novels. -

To sum up=we are interested in preventlng any further erosicn of this
area by_ commercial ventures thet would have & far greater chance for cuccesc
'in_' more feaﬁ.ble locations, and we want to preserve vhat is goode An ocucis
in the desert is scar'ce'-,ezid vorthy of care.

//MI’/ /c’,o 49 A// 7%?0 éﬁff/v,m, o7
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13, 7-47-84 - BECKER AND SONS

" The request is to rezoné’this'property from R-1" to C-1 and R-PD16 at

the northeast corner of Vegas Drive and Jones Boulevard. The commercial
is on the immediate corner and the R-PD is proposed to the north along

~ Jones and east .along Vegas. There is deve1oped R-1 to the east and

vacant R-3 zoning to the north. To the west is. R-CL, R-1 and vacant
R-E. To the south is developed C-1 and R-3. . A total of 120 units are

~ proposed and the buildings ranging from one- to three stories. The three

story buildings appear to be two stories but there is a mezzanine in
the top portion which constitutes the third floor according to the City
Code. Bu11d1ngs with the mezzanine-are.approximately 28' high and are
setback -45* from the R-1. The ore- story bu11d1ngs are within 18' to 20'
of the R-1. The density for this. prOJect is at 16 units per acre and
with the amount of vacant R-3 to the north there would be more density

“in.this neighborhood than recommenﬁed by the General.Plan. The applicant

also owns the R-3 zoned parcel to the north and is in agreement to reducing
the density on that'site by one unit per acre to lower the population

in this neighborhood. The C-1 site i's for an auto parts store and would

be a relatively small site.  Staff recommended the C-1 be denied at

the: Planning Commission meeting, however, ‘the" Commission felt C-1 would

be more approprwate at the corner rather than apartments

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL - Compat1b1e zoning for
this area.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Of the R-PD16 and DENIAL of the c-1

v PROTESTS: 98 - Petition with 67 property owners

26 Persons -in the audience at the Planning Commission meeting
5 Persons spoke at the Planning Commission meetinq

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP
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H. 13. Z-47-84 - LOCATION MAP
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In an effort to provide continuing family entertainment to Southern Nevadans,
the Charleston Heights Bowl submlts thls property reclassification for your

-review,

,:.Offerlng One Hundred Twelve (112) Motel Units for out-of-town guests, new
_eatlng emporiums includlng a Two Hundred Twenty (220) seat Coffee Shop and

Snack Bar, increased: group meetlng capaclty and services, expanded gaming
with Bingo Parlour and Sports Book, Video. Arcades and Nursery services in

" additlon to the. already poputar bowllng lanes provldes a. dlverslfled faclllty

for all- groups and ages to enjoy.

.Represented on' the followlng pages are varlous graphlc deplctlons of these
- proposed modiflcatlons. o . . .

e mcmmaesocommmcle s mnmm-
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Page 59

located on the northeast corner of Vegas Unan1mous

Drive and Jones Boulevard.
From: R-1 (Single Family Residence) .

To:  C-1 (Limited Commercial)
and R-PD16 (Residential Planned
Development)

Proposed Uses: Auto Parts Store and
' Medium High Density =
Residential

_Planning Commission recommends APPROVAL -
(3-2 vote), subject to the following
~conditions:

1. Reso1ut1on of Intent shall be restr1cted
to a twelve (12) month time 11m1t

. 2. Install a 6' block wall along the north
and east property lines except along Carl
Avenue and provide a 6' block wall on
-the north and east sides of the C-1 that
is stepped down to 4' (with the top 2'
50% open) in the front yard areas of the
R-PD16.

3. Install street improvements on Vegas
~ Drive and Carl Street and sidewalks
~on Jones Boulevard as required by the
" Department of Design and Development.

4, A one unit per acre density reduction
_ be required on Z-167-63.

5. Dedicate an alley connecting the existing|
“alley south to Vegas Drive or vacate
the ex1st1ng a]]ey

. Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL of the R-PD16
' and DENIAL of the C-1.

PROTESTS: 98
“ERQVED AGENDA TEM

(oot

siutailattaly

ITEM , : o ' 7 : .. Council Ac’ﬁon’ _ - Department Action
~[X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
S (CONTINUED) - ZONE CHANGES e

1556 |H. 13 Z-47-84 - BECKER AND SONS Christensen - Clerk to notify &

R Reclassification of property generally DENIED Planning. to proce:

Barry Becker .

appeared .

Protestants. -

Violet Smith,
5809 Martita

Carol. Allen,
5905 Martita

Bob Reisman,
5801 Gordon

Winston Parker,
1821 N. - Mallard

Lloyd Kinner,
5812 Martita
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400 E. Stewart St.

e”~Las-¥egas, Nv. 89101

Dear Sir-

We strongly object to the proposed re-c1a581f1cat10n of the pro-
perty generally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.
from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commerc1al) and R-PD16

~ (medium high density residential).

We are incensed at the thought'of being locked in with medium

‘high density condos valued at $45,000 to $65,000.

Part of the condos, -according to Mr. Becker, will be sold and
part will be rented.  ‘You are surely aware that with the price
of these units surroundlna us, our 380,000 to #85,000 HOMES WIIL

- DECRZASE IN VALUE and with additional burden from the great in-

flux of people, cur I’\TSU}'MJ‘IC'1 RATES WILL INCREASE!

- We are NOT trans1ents, the ma;orlty»have been here 10 to‘ZQeyears.

. There is a vast desert out here to bulld on., Keep us zoned the

i,
—— /

way it was 1ntended--------—— ----- which is R-1.
Don't allow another residential area to be ruined'

We invite you to come see our nelghborhood and the proposed site.,

-When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-

ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!
This 4is not needed., - If we need anything--think of 1 story pro-
fessional units with front parking., It's time to grow, but not
to mushroom witk 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3

! buildings within the width-of 140 feet! This stagnates ‘our city!
~ STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD? Please stop thls
kind of wrowth"

"We . are not drlfters or renters. We have oWned our homes for

years. We have paid our property taxes. We support churches.
We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to

- local organizations. We helped Las Veégas grow when it needed
-us. Now we need you! Don't let us down. ©Please don't approve

the rezoning.

sincerely,

i

siien ot
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July 18, 1984

Dear Commissioner:

We are appealing to you to put yourself and your family in theﬁpoSition
. that we aré'being‘put into if the City Commiésionéfs approve the reclassification
of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive aﬁd'Jones Blvd. from
R-1(single-family) to C-l(limlted commercial) and R-PDlG(Medium high-density resi-
dential).

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones Blvd., there are foﬁr (4)
' single family homé_s valued at approximately $75,000. to $85,000. each. If this
.’ new proposél paésed, half the block would be single family homes and the other
' l hélf of the block would be mediuinI high density condo's valued from $45,000% ‘to R
) . $65,000.. These are to be one and two stories witﬁ mezanines; one, two and three
f ‘bedrooms. We understand this is classified as "Strip Zoning" and is not looked

~upon with favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low demsity
housing and if there must be a changé in zoniﬁg, let it be on Joneé:with'limited

commercial of the single story type buildings, parking in front.

The people that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive, -
Jones Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought herébecause we wanted a quiet, crime free ' .
area in which to live and raise our chxldren. Maﬁy of these people have lived
here in excess of 20 years, have ralsed their ch11dren ‘here and some of our child-
ren have also bought homes in the area and are now raising their children here.

A lot of us have invested large Sﬂdls of money in our homes and yards, looklng
forward to a comfortable retxrement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

TNOW, with thisAproposed reclassification, there will be medium high density
Condo's valued from $45,000. on two sides of‘this.émallbsubdivisioh with the
_éoﬁingjdﬁ the 3rd side of the area already zoned for high density housing. All
.the'homés on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be back-to-back to the existing single
r’fAmily homes on Martita Ave, and Mallard Avenue. Therelwill be NO privacy in our
back'yards, We will not have one'fémily adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to
8 famiiies adjacent to us, plus the noise of the‘two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

Could you and your families;accept this in your back yards???

There w111 be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear
property 11nes all day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will

~ also be a- ‘hazard.
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' We.accept'all_these inconveniences along major streets and high traffic areas,
bnt nnSt we have 1t'50 close to home?? There are older people with heart problems,
that moved  to thlS area to get away from all these problems, they are unable to
sell thier homes and buy in another area due to the h1gh 1nterest rates and in-
flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN - 'OUR BACK YARDS.

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the c1ty what it is, -
we are the ones that buy . from local merchants, send our children to local schools

and support our City, County and State with our tax money. .

We have nt even t0uched on, the overcrowded condltions in our local schools
~wh1ch these ‘additional units will add to, or the 1ncrease of crime with the influx
of low cost housing. We have 'nt touched on the trafflc 1mpact that w‘ll prevall
with the additional. cars coming unto Vegas Drive whlch is currently a very busy
street. Addltlonally, the decrease 1n the value of real estate due to’ low-cost

housing. 4
Please come out to our area, look at rhe situation before you attend the

hearing regarding this issue.

Please don't make us another LOW COST ARFA, don't allow strip zoning, don' t

'rlng us w1th low cost, medium-density housing and rentals! Thank You.

Sincerely,

o / ks

Address

e 4
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July 18, 1984
Dear Commiesiouer:

~ We are appealing to you to put yourself and your family in the position

'that we are being put into if the City Commissioners approve the reclassification

of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
R-l(single-family) to C-l(limited commercial) and R-PD16(Med1um high-density resi-
dentlal)

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Hay and Jones Blvd., there are four (&)
51ng1e family homes valued at approxlmately $75 000. to $85, 000 each., If this

" new proposal passed, half the b]ock would be 51n°1e family homes and the other

half of the block would be medium high den51ty condo's valued from $45,000. to
$65,000.. These are to be one and two storles with mezanlnes, one, two and three
bedrooms. We .understand this is classifled as "Strlp Zoning" and is not looked

upon with favor by the city.

. We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density
housing and if there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones with 11m1ted

commercial of: the 51ngle story type buildings, parking in front.

The people‘that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones_Blvdg'andbcerl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free
area in which to live and raise our children. Many of these people have lived
here in excess{ofezd years,bﬁave raised their children here and-éome of our child-
ren have"also’bought homes in the area and are now raising their children here.
A lot of .us have invested large somes of money in our homes and yards, looking

forward to a comfortable retlrement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

.and on Qur pat:os.

Now, with th1s proposed reclassif1cat10n, there will be medium high density
Condo's valued from $45 000. on two sides of this small subd1v1sxon with the

-zoning on ‘the 3td side ofrthe area already zoned for high densxty housing. All

therﬁoﬁes on VegESfDrive and on Jones will be back-to-back to the existing single
family‘homes on Martita Ave. and Mallard Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our

back yards. Ve w111 not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to

8 famil1es adJacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.
Could you and your families accept this in your back yards?’?

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear

"properry 11ges all day and all night., The additional fumes from these cars will

‘eISo.Be alﬁezard.
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'~We accept-all these iﬁconveniences along major streets and high\traffic areas,

" but must we have it so close to home?? There are'older’people with heart problems,

that moved to this area to get away from all these problems, they are 'unable to
sell thier homes and buy 1n another area due to the high interest rates and in-
flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN *OUR BACK YARDS

.. These seems to be. very personal reasons, but people make the c1ty what it is,
we are the ones that buy from local merchants, send our children to local schools

and support our Clty, County -and State with our tax money.

' We have'nt ‘even touched on the overcrowded cond1t1ons 1n our local schools

‘whlch these add1t1on¢1 units w111 add to, or the increase of crime with the influx

of low cost hou51ng. We have' nt- touched on the traff1c 1mpact that will preva11

w1th the addit1onal cars coming unto Vegas Dr1ve wh1ch ‘is currently a very busy

street. Add1t1ona11y, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

"housing.

s

: Please come out to our area, look at the situation before you attend the S
hear1ng regardlng this issue. . N -
Pleese don't make us another LOW COST AREA, don't allow strip éohiﬁg,-dOn't

ring us with low cost, medium-density housing and rentals!: Thank You,

Sincerely,
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‘July 18, 1984

. Dear Commissioner°v'

We are appeallng to you to put yourself and your fam11y in the position

that we are belng put into if the C1ty Commlssioners approve the reclassification

- -of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from

R-l(single-family) to C-1(limited commercial) and R-PD16(Medium high-density resi-
dential). ‘

On Vegas Drive,- ‘between Saylor‘way and'dones Blvd., there are four (&)

f single family homes valued at approximately $75 000. to $85,000. each. If this
llnew proposal passed, half the block would be 51ng1e famlly homes and’ the other
- half of the block would be medium hlgh den51ty condo's’ valued from $45 000. to

$65,000.. - These are to be one and two stories with mezanines; one, two and. three
bedrooms. We understand this is classifled as "Strip. Zoning and is not looked

upon Wlth favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density
housing and if there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones with limited

commercial of the single story type buildings,vparking.in front.

The peoplerthat‘own;homeanin‘this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought'herebecauae we wanted a quiet, crime free
area in which ‘to live and raiSezour children. Many’of‘these people have lived
here in‘excess of 20 years, have raised their children here and some of our child-
ren have ‘also bought homes in the area and are now raising the1r children here.
A lot of us have 1nvested large somes of money 1n our homes and yards, looking
forward to a comfortable retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

‘Now, with thiS'proposed reclassification, there will be medium high density
Condo's valued from $45,000. on two sides of this small subdivision with the
zoning on the 3rd side of the area already zoned for high density housing. All

- »therhomes on Vegas Drive ‘and on Jones will be back-to=back to the existing single

family homes on Martita Ave. and Mallard Ayenue. There will be NO privacy in our-
back yards. We w111 not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to
8 families adJacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

Could you and your famrlies accept this in your back yards?9?

There will be cars in and out of the park1ng areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night., The addirlonal fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard.

Loy
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He‘accept all these inconvenienceé along major streets and high traffic areas,
but must we have itv50'close to home?? There are older people with heart problems,
that moved to this area to get away from all these problems, they are unable to
sell thier homes and buy in another area due to the hlgh interest rates and in-

flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN *OUR BACK YARDS.

~These seems to be'very personal reasons, but people make the city what it is,
we are the ones that buy from local merchahts, send our children to local schools

and support OUerity,'Connty and State with our tax money.

We have'nt even touched on the overcrowded condltlons 1n our local schools

~wh1ch these additional units will add to, or the 1ncrease of crime with the influx.

"of low cost hou51ng. We have'nt touched on the - traffic impact that will prevail °

with the additional cars com1ng unto Vegas Drive WhICh is currently a very busy

street. Additionally, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

'hOUSing.

Please come out to our area, look at the 51tuat10n before you attend the

hearlng regarding this issue.

. .Please don't make hs-another-LOW2CQST'AREA;_doﬂ't_allbw strip zoning, don't

ring us with low cost, medium-density housing and rentals!! Thank You.

Sincerely,

T ey Ho. redaii
Réo/?/w P Zvade /% ///
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400 E. Stewart St. o2 , 9,95')3

 Las Vegas, Nv. 89101

Dear Slr.

: We strongly obgect to the proposed re-c1a831f1catlon of the pro-

perty generally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.
from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commercial) and R-PD16
(medlum hlgh density residential).

‘We are incensed at the thought of being locked in w1th medium

hlgh condos valued at $45,000° to $65 000.

Part of the condos, according to ‘Mr. Becker, will be sold and

part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price

of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL
DECREASE IN VALUE and with additional burden from the .great 1n-
flux of people in this school district, OUR T4XES WILL INCREASE

. We are,NOT transients;’the‘majority have_been here 10 to 20 years.

DON'T FORCE US OUT!!!!

There is a vast desert out here to build on., Keep us zoned the
way it was 1ntended-—a--—-which is R-1. N

Don't allow another residentiai area to. be ruined!

We invite you to come see our neighborhood and the pr0posed 51te.,
When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-

 ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!
‘This is not needed. If we need anything--think of 1 story pro-

fessional units w1th front parking. It's time to grow, but not
to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3
buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!

" STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVL AND JONES BLVD9 Please stop this

kind of growth! .
We are not drlfters or renters. We have owned our homes for
years, We have. paid our property taxes. We support churches.
We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
local organizations., We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed
us.  Now we need you! Don't let us down. Please don't approve
the rezoning. :

Sincerely, -

,g Q/MC

V?/é??
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400 E. Stewart St.
las Vegas, Nv. 839101

N

‘Dear Sir: ‘ ‘. ;?_

We strongly object to the proposed re-classification of the pro-
perty generally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.
from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commercial) and R-PD16
(medium high dens1ty residential). ,

We are incensed at the thought of being locked in with med1um
high density condos valued at $45,000 to $65, 000, -

Part of the condos, accordlncr to Mr. Becker, will be sold and

‘part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price

of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to 385,000 HOMES WILL
DECREASE . IN VALUZ and with additional burden”from the great in-
flux of people, our INSURANCE RATES WILL INCREASE!

We are-NOT transientS'“the majority have been here 10 to 2O’years.A

. There is a vast desert out here to build on. Keep us zoned the -

way it was intendedee=—cececcacaaaa Wthh is R-1.

Don't allow another residential area to be rulned!.

Je invite you to come see our neighborhood and the proposed site.
When you do, look ard see how many condos and apartments are al-
ready built and loaded with rental space: available in this area!

. This is not needed. If we need anythlng--thlnk of 1 story pro-

fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not
to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, .16 per acre and 3

- buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!

STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONVS BLVD° -Please stop .this
kind of growth! ‘

We are not drifters or renters. We have owned our homes for
years. We have paid our property taxes. We support churches.
We ‘have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
local organizations. We helped Las Veégas grow when it needed
us. Now we need you! Don't let us down. Please don't approve
the rezoning, o ‘ -

sincerely,

1ty Hall - ' : 02

-

9
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 Dear Sir."

We strongly’ obgect to the proposed re-cla581flcatlon of tpevprQr
perty generally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.
from R-1 (single family) to C-1. (limited commercial) and‘R—PD16
(medium high density residentlal)

We are 1ncensed at the thought of being locked 1n with medlum .
high condos valued at $45,000 to $65,000.

Part of the condos, accordlng to Mr. Becker, will be sold and

- part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price
'of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to. $85,000 HOMES WILL

DECREASE IN VALUE and with additional burden from the great 1n-
flux of people in this school district, OUR TAXES WILL INCREASE

We'are:NOT transients; the majority have been here 10 to 20 years.

" DON'T FORCE US OUT!!11

There is a vast desert out here to build on.' Keep us zoned the
way it was: mtended-----s-whlch is R-1. ‘ B

Don't allow another res1dent1al area to be rulned'

We invite you to come see our nelghborhood and the proposed site.
When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-
ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!
This is not needed. If we need anything--think of 1 story pro-

- fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not
‘to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3

buildings within the width of 140 feet!  This stagnates our city!
STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD9 Please stop this
kind - of growth' .

L)

Vie are not drifters or renters. 'We have owned our homes for

,years. We have paid our property taxes. We support churches.

We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
local organizations. We helped lLas Vegas grow when it needed

us. Now we need you! Don't let us down. ©Please don't approve

the rezonlng.

Sincerely,
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’Dear Sir:

,We strongly object to the proposed re-class1f1catlon of the pro-

perty generally located: northeast of Vegas Drive and Joned Blvd.
from R-1 (single family) to C-1" (limited commercial) and R-PD16 ‘
(medium high density res1dent1al) .

We are incensed at the thought of be1ng locked in with medlum
high condos valued at $45,000 to $65 000,

Part of the condos, accordlng to Mr. ‘Becker, will be sold and

part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price

of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL
ECREASE IN VAIUE and with additional burden from the great 1n—

flux of people in th;s school district, OUR TAXES WILL INCREASE

We are NOT'transients, the magorlty have been here 10 to 20 years.

DON'T FORCE US oUT! 11!

There is a vast desert out here to bulld on., Keep us zoned.the
way it was. 1ntended—--~---wh1ch is R-1. R

Don't allow another re51dent1al area to be rulned'

. We invite you to come see our nelghborhood and the proposed s1te.
_When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-
‘ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!

This is not needed. If we need anythlng--thlnk of 1 story pro-
fessional units with front parking.” It's time to grow, but not

" to mushroom with 3- -story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3
buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!

STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD? Please stop this

klnd of growth' ’ .

We are not drifters or renters. We have owned our homes for

years. We have paid our property taxes. We support churches.

We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to

local organizations. We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed
~us. Now we need you! Don't let us down. Please don't approve

the rezoning.

Slncerely{(/EfzizZQé/ég

Ewo oA TS e ,
f;c\4;lCL'YQer/ckx7¥Jx_d DR
;KCXXD \/\oz? OJZ;’7KZXA)’V 2Y /0B
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":[City Hall

400 E. Stewart St. _
1as Vegas, Nv. 89101 . : 02892
;'Dear Sir-

We strongly obJect to the proposed re-class1flcatlon of the pro-

- perty generally. located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.
- from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commercial) and R-PD16

(medlum high density residential).

We ‘are incensed at the thought  of being locked in with medium

“high density condos valued at $45, OOO to $65,000.

Part of the condos, accordlng to Mr. Becker, will be sold and
part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price

of these units surrounding us, our $80, 000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL

DECREASE IN VALUE and with additional burden from the great in-

"flux of people, our INSURANCE RATES WILL INCREASE!

We are NOT tran31ents, the maJOrity have been here 10 to 20 years.

There is a vast-desert out here to build on. Keep us zoned the
way it was intended—--—----e ------ -which is R-1.

:Don't allow another residential area to be’ruined'

'"We invite you to come see our nelghborhood and -the proposed site.

When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-

- ready built and loaded with rental space-available in this area!
'This is not needed. If we need anything--think of 1 story pro-

fessional units with front parking.  It's time to grow, but not
to mishroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3
buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!
STRIP. ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD° Please stop this
kind of growth!

We are not drifters or renters. We have owned our homes for
years. We have paid our property taxes. We support churches.
We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
local organlzatlons.' We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed
us, - Now we need you! Don't let us down. Please don't approve
the rezonlng.

sincerely,

5?/7M G .
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. July 18, 1984
Dear'Commissioneré

We are appealing’to you to put YOurself and your family in the position

‘that we are being put into if the City Commissioners approve the reclass1f1cat1on

‘of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd from

R-l(s1ngle-fam11y) to C-l(limited commercial) and R-PD16(Med1um high-density resi-
dentlal)

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and.JOnes Blvd., there are four (4)

: Single family homes valued atrapproximately $75,000. to $85,000. each. If this
- new proposal passed half the block would ‘be single family homes and the other
half of the block would be medium high density condo's valued from $45,000. to

'f$65,000;. These are to be one and two stories with mezanines; one, two and three

bedrooms. We understand this is classified as "Strip Zoning" and is not looked

upon with favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas.Drive should remain a low density

housing and if there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jomes with limited

. commerc1a1 of the s1ng1e story type buildings, parklng in front.

The people that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,

'anes'BIVd. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free

area in which to live and raise our children. Many of these beople have lived
heére in excess of 20 years, have raised their children here and some of our child-
ren have also bought homes' in the area and are now raising their children here.

A lot of us have invested large somes of money in our homes and yards, looking

forward to a comfortable.retiremeﬁt, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

Now, with this proposed reclassification, there wiil be medium high density
Condo's valued.from $45,000. on two sides of this small subdivision with the

k'zbning on the - 3rd side of the area already zoned for high density housing. All

the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones. w111 ‘be back- to-back to the existing single

'fam11y homes on Martita Ave. and Mallard Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our

back yards. We will not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to

»Srfamilies adjacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

Could you and your families accept this in your back yards7??

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear

property 11nes all day and all nlght. The additional fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard
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We'accept:all'these inconveniences along:major streets and high traffic areas,

but must we have it so close to home?? There are older people with heart problems,
'that moved to this area to get away from all these problems, they are unable to
bf”sell th1er homes and buy in another area due to the h1gh interest rates and in-

,flated costs, PLEASE DON T DUMP THIS IN 'OUR BACK YARDS.

vThese séems to be very personal reasons, but people make the city what it is,

e are:the ones that bny'from local merchants; send our children to local schools

'and support our - C1ty, County and State with our tax money.

We have'nt even touched on the overcrowded conditions in. our local schools

"which these additlonal units w111 add to, or the increase of crime with the 1nf1ux

of low cost hou31ng. We - have nt touched on the traffic impact that w111 prevaxl

with the addltlonal cars com1ng unto Vegas Drive whlch is currently a very busy

, street.: Addltionally, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

housing.qﬂjk-

Please come out to our area, 'look at ‘the s1tuatlon before you attend the

;hearlng regard1ng thlS issue,

Please don't make us another LOW COST AREA don't allow strip zonlng, don' t

r1ng us w1th low cost, medlum-den51ty hou31ng and rentals:! Thank You.

»Sincerely,
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Dear commn.sa-ene: | % &7,

We. are appea11ng to you to put’ yourself and your family in the position
that we are being put 1nto if the City Commissioners approve the reclass1f1cat1on'
of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
R-l(single-family) to C-l(limited commercial) and 'R-PD16(Medium high-density resi-
dent1al).

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones Blvd., there are four (4)
single fam11y homes valued at ‘approximately $75 000. .to $85,000. each If this
" new proposal passed half the -block would be single 1am11y homes and the other

half of the block would be med1um h1gh dens1ty condo + valued from'$45 000, to
~$65,000.. These -are to be one and two stories with mezan1nes, one, two and three
bedrooms. We understand this is classified as "Str1p Zon1ng and is not looked

upon with favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should'remain a low density
hous1ng and if there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones with 11m1ted

commerc1a1 of the srngle story type bu11d1ngs, park1ng in front.

The people that own homes in th1s area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, cr;me free
area in which to live and raise'our'ehildren. Many of'these'people have lived
.here in excess of deyears, have_raised their children here and some of our child-
ren have also bought homes in the area and are now raising their children here.
" A .lot of us have invested Iarge somes of money in our homes and yards, looking
'forward to a comfortable ret1rement free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

Now, with this proposed recla551f1cat1on, there will be medium high density

| ~Condo s valued from $45,000. on two s:des of this small subdivision with the

'zoning on the 3rd side of the area already zoned for h1gh dens1ty housmng. All

the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be back-to-back ° to the existing single
family homes on Martita‘Ave. and Mallatd Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our
back yards. We will not'haﬁe one family adjaeent“to our rear property, but 4 to

"8 fam111es adjacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

"Could you and your families accept.thrs in your back yards???

There w111 be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear

property 11nes all day and all night. The add1t1ona1 fumes from these cars will

‘also be a hazard.
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We accept all these inconveniences aldng major streets and high traffic areas,
_but must we have it so close to home?? “There are-older people with heart probléms,
that moved to this area to get Away from 5'11 these problems, they are unable to
sell thier homes and bhy in another area due ‘to the high interest rates and in-

flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN *OUR BACK YARDS.

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the city what it is,
" we are the ones that buy from local merchants, send our children to local schools

and support our City, County and State with our tax money.

We have'nt even touched on the overcrowded conditions in our local schools

~which these addi_.'tiona‘l units willi add to, or the increase of crime with the influx

with the additional cars coming unto Vegas Drive which is currently a very busy

I of low cost housing. We have'nt touched ‘on the traffic impact that will prevail

street., Additionally, the decrease in _t;hé value of real estate due to low-cost

housing.
. Please come out to our area, look at the situation before you attend the
- hearing regarding this issue. '
l ‘" Please dgn":'. nake us apothei' LOW CCST AREA; don't allow strip zoning, don't

| | rlng us with low cost, me_dium-deﬁsity housing and rentals.!! Thank igu.
VSt i) e S,
L P ’ ' g - Sir}cere Ys :
1 ‘% %M 5&)% —= g
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July 18, 1984
Dear'Commissioner:.

We are appealing to you to‘put-yourself and your femily in the position’

that we are beihg put into if the City Commissioners approve the'reclassification

‘,uof the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from

R-l(single-fam1ly) to C-l(limited commercial) and R-PDl6(Med1um high-density resi-

‘dentlal)

On Vegas Drlve, ‘between Saylor Way and Jones Blvd., there are four (4)

r;s1ngle fam1ly homes valued at approximately $75,000. to.$85,000. each. If this
v‘new,proposal-passed, half the block would be s1ngle fem1ly homes and the other

half of;the block ﬁould be -medium high density condo's valued from $45,000. to
$65;000..' These are to be one and two stories w1th mezanlnes, one, two: and three
bedrooms.v We understand this is classified as "Str1p Zoning" and is not looked

upon with favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density
housing -and if there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones with limited

commercial of the srngle story type buildings, park1ng in front.

The people that own. homes in th1s area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Dr1ve,

. Jones Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free

area in whlch to live and raise our children. Many of thése people have lived
here in excess of 20 years, have ra1sed their ch1ldren here and some of our chlld-
ren have also bought homes in the area and are now rais1ng their children here.~

A lot of ‘'us have invested large somes of . money in our homes and yards, looking .

_ forward to a comfortable retlrement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes -

and on our patios.

Now, with this proposed rec13551f1cat1on, .there will be medium high den51ty

Condo s valued from $45,000. on two sides of this small subdivision with the

'zon1ng on the 3rd side of the areg already zoned for high density housing. All
- the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be back-to-back to the existing single

: family homes oﬁlﬂertita'hve. and Mallard Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our

back yards. We will hot have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to
8 families adjacent to us, plus the noise of ‘the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

Could you and yoor families accept this in your back yards???

There.will belcars‘in and out of the parking areas located near our rear

property'lihes all day and all'night;' The additional fumes from these cars will

- also be a hazard.

[ EEAINTIRY
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_ We accept a11 these inconvenlences along maJor streets and h1gh traffic ‘areas,

but must we have it so close-to home?? There are older people with heart problems,
- that moved tovthis area to get away from all these problems,-they are unable to
sell thier‘homesvand'buy in'anothersarea'due_to the'high'interest rates and in-

flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP _THIS IN 'OﬁR BACK YARDS

-\ -\:

' These seems to be very personal reasoms, but people make the city what it is,
~ we are the ‘ones -that buy from local merchants, send our children to local schools

'and support our Clty, County and State w1th our tax money.

, We have nt even touched on the overcrowded cond1t1ons in our local schools
‘which these add1t10na1 units w111 add to, or the increase of crime with the influx
of 1ow cost hou31ng. We have at touched on the traff1c 1mpact that will preva11
w1th the add1t10na1 cars coming unto Vegas Dr1ve whlch is currently. a very busy
street. Addltlonally, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

”housing.

Please.come out to our area, look at the 31tuation before you attend the

vhearlng regardlng this 1ssue.

. Please don t make us another LOW COST AREA, don t allow str1p zoning, don' t

- ring us with 1ow cost, medlum-density housrng and rentals.. Thank ‘You.

. ,"

YFOE D T i

/ Q&ﬁg b, P/// r

Addr

l
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July 18, 1984

~ Dear Commissioner:

We are appealing to you to put yourself‘and your family in the position

' that we are being put into if the City Commissioners approve the reclassification

of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
R-l(single-family) to-C-l(limited commercial)‘and R-PD16 (Medium high-density resi-
dential). '

' On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones Blvd., there are four (4)

"singlggfamily“hOmes valued at approximatelf $95,000. to $99,000. each, If this
- new propqsalwpéssed,'half the block would‘be single family homes and the other

half of the block would be medium high density condo's valued from $45,000. to

$65,000... These are to be one and two stories with mezanines; one, two and three

- bedrooms. We understand this is classified as "“Strip Zoning" and is not looked

upon with favor by the c1ty.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density
housing and 1f‘there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones with limited

commercial of the single story type buildings, parking in front.

The pébple that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,

Jones Bivd,’and Carl Avenue bought herebecaﬁse we wanted a quiet, crime free

~area in which to live and raise our children. Many of_these people have lived

here in exégSsﬂof Zd'years,”havé raised their children here and some of our child-
ren have élso‘bought home§ in the area and are now raisihg their children here.
A lot of us have invested large somes of money in our homes and yards, looking

forward to a comfortable retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

,Now,'with this proposed reclassification, there will be mgdium high density
Condo's vélded?ftOm $45,000. on two sides of this small subdivision with the
zoning_on the 3rd side of the_area already zoned for high density housing. All

the homes on Vegas Drive and on.Jones'will be back-to-back to the existing single

family homeSYQn_Martita Ave. and Mallard Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our

back yards._ We will‘not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to
8 fam111es adjacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

Could you and your families accept this in your back yards?’?

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard.



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES —;AUGUST 1, 1984 - 0270

- ' : - We accept all these inconvenxences along major streets and high traffic areas,

| _ but must we have it so close to home 22. There are older people with heart problems,
.that moved to- th1s area to get away from all these problems, they are unable to
sell thier homes and buy in another area due to the high interest rates and in-

flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN +OUR BACK YARDS

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make ‘the city what it 1s,
we ate the ones. that buy from - local merchants, send our children to local schools

and support our City, County and State with. our tax money.

we have' nt even touched on the overcrowded condxtzons in our local schools

: _.whlch these: addltional um.ts will add to, or the" xncrease of cr1me with the influx

with the additional cars coming unto Vegas Drive which is" currently a very busy

l. of low cost housing. We ‘have'nt. touched on the traffzc impact that_ will prevail

street. Additi}on'ally,_ the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

housing.
' Please come out- toour'area_, look‘.at the situation before you attend the
hearing regarding thi-'s' 'i."ss’ue. : '
. ' . Please don't make us another LOW COST AREA, don t allow strxp zoning, don t
' ring us with low cost, medxum-densxty ‘housing and rentals Thank You. "_" ‘
l H /5 Aﬁﬂﬁ./i_, UJH’-S C/AC"’LA’M ; Sincereiy, '
< WA/ OO -
l Tf’Hﬂaogfﬁou: THE 7

As A gcfnu/-(/u /’D/LM

OF 00r Pﬂ”P’Lﬂy ;_:59-0%//,«;;&‘/74
2yn Ao

‘ [)ﬁf-.w_‘
{37 AN '-IQP/ﬂﬂs/ﬁg
. 'LUﬂS ”"7; 069,00 > Oornre i m ‘5»//

'/{’:Asr .'G"‘)/i‘g;fT""”S S0

4/7‘5 ///—GM A 59/05

Address -

COVD S /0;,/),»4—/"70‘"/
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Dear Comm1531oner- ’

‘We are appealing to you to put yourself and your family in the position

, that we are being put 1nto if the Clty Commissioners approve the rec13551f1catlon

; of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from

.R-1(51ngle-fam11y) to C-l(limited.commerc1a1) and R-PD16(Medium high-density resi-
dentlal) ' : o

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor ‘Way and Jones Blvd., there are four (4)
single family homes valued at approxrmately.$75,000. to $85,000, each., 1If this

. new proposal passed"half ~ the block would be single family homes and the other

half of the block would be medium hlgh density condo's valued from $45,000. to

$65,000.. These are to be one and two- stories with mezanlnes, one, two and three

" bedrooms. We understand this is classified as‘"Strlp Zoning" and is not looked

upon”with’favor.by*the city.

We feel the balance of - the lots on Vegas Drlve should remain-a low density
hous1ng and 1f there must be a change in zonlng, let it be on Jones with limited

commercial of the single story type buildings, parklng in front.

The people that own homes in thls area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,

Jones Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free.

"area in which to live and raise our children. vMany of these people have lived

here in excess of 20 years; have raised.their children here and some of our child-

‘ren have also bought homes in- the area and are’now raising their children here.
" A lot of us have 1nvested large somes of ‘money 1n our homes and yards, looking

forward to a comfortable ret1rement, free from fear, a place to ‘relax in our homes

and on our patlos.

Now, with this proposed reclassif1cat1on, there w1ll be medlum high den51ty
Condo's valued from $45, 000. on two s1des of this small subdivision with the
zoning on the 3rd side of the area already zoned for hlgh den51ty hou51ng. All
the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be back- to-back to the exlstlng single
family homes on Mart1ta Ave, and Mallard Avenue. There w1ll be NO privacy in our

back yards. We will not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to

8 families adJacent to us, plus the noise of the two: (2) play and two (2) pool areas.’

Could you and your families accept this in your back yards???

There will be cars. 1n and out of ‘the parking areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will
also be a hazard.

Foan
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We accept all these inconveniences along maJor streets and high traffic areas,

“but must we have it so close to home?? There are older people with heart problems,

that moved to thls area to get away from all these problems, they are unable to

~sell thier homes and buy in another area due to the h1gh interest rates and in-

. flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN °OUR BACK 'YARDS.

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the city what it is,

we are the ones that buy from local merchants, send our children to local schools

'“D and support our City, County and State with our tax money.,

We have nt even touched on the overcrowded condltions in our local schools

“which these ‘additional un1ts will add to, or the 1ncrease of cr1me with the 1nf1ux
‘of low cost hous1ng.: We have nt touched on the trafflc impact" that will preva11
‘with the add1t1ona1 cars com1ng unto Vegas Dr1ve whlch is currently a very busy

- street. Add1t10nally, the decrease in the value of real estate due to'low-cost '

housing.

- Please come out to our: area, look at the 51tuat1on before you attend the -

*~hear1ng regardlng this 1ssue.

Please don't make us- another LOW COST AREA don't allow strip zon1ng, don’ t

ring us with low cost, medium-density housing and rentals)! Thank You.

Sincerely,

7{4// Jé/ f?/of

' é?’ Address
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Las Vegas, Nv. 89101

Dear Slr.

Wwe strongly obaect to the proposed re-class;flcatlon of the pro-
perty generally located northeast .of Vegas Drive and Jones Blwd.
from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commercial) and R-PD16
(medlum high den81ty residential).

We are 1ncensed at the thought of belng locked in with medium

“high condos valued at $45,000 to $65, OOO

Part of the condos, accordlng to Mr. Becker, will be sold and

part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price

. of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL

DECREASE IN VALUE and with additional burden from the great 1n—

- flux of people in thls school district, OUR TAXES WILL INCREAS

'We,are NOT tran51ents, the majority have been here ‘10 to 20 years}

DON'T FORCE US OUT!!!!

-There is a vast desert out here to build on. Keep us zoned the

way it was 1ntended-------wh10h is R-1.

Don't allow another re81dent1a1 area to be rulned"

-We- invite you to come see our nelghborhood and the proposed site.
“When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-

ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!
This is not needed. If we need anythlng--thlnk of 1 story pro-
fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not
to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3
buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!

STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD? Please stop this
- kind of growth' .

Q
We are not drifters or renters. We have owned our homes for

years.. We have paid our property taxes. We support churches.
~ ‘We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
‘local organizations. We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed
‘us. Now we need you' Don't let us down, Please don't approve

the rezonlng.

Slncerely,
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City Hall

400 E. Stewart St.. 4 '

Las Vegas, Nv. 89101 ‘ 02
Dear Sir:

We strongly obgect to the proposed re-cla531flcatlon of the pro-

from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commer01a1) and R-PD16 -
(medium high den31tx_reS1dent1al) o

We are 1ncensed at the thought of being locked in with medium
high condos valued at $45,000 to $65,000,

Part of the condos, accordlng to Mr. Becker, will be sold and

part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price .=

‘of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to' $85,000 HOMES WILL

DECREASE IN VALUE and with additiopal burden from the great in-
flux oﬁupe0p1e in this school district, OUR TAXES WILL INCREASE!

' We are NOT transients; the majority have been here 10 to 20 years.

DON'T FORCE US OUT!!!!

There is a vast desert out here to build on. Keep us zoned the
way it was intended--ﬁ-e;-which is R-1. '

" Don't allow another re31dent1al area to be rulned'

fWe invite you to come see our neighborhood and the proposed site.
- When you do, look and see how many condos and - apartments are al-
. ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!

" This is not needed. If we need anything--think of.1 story pro-
. fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not

- to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3

buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!

ﬁ‘STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD° Please stop this

. klnd of growth!

Ve are not drifters or.rehters. We have owned our homes for

"years. We have paid our prcperty taxes. We support churches.

We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
local organizations. . We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed

" us. Now we need you! Don't lgt us down. Please don't approve

e . . ) ) v . . = i i , ’ : s n
o S oa N el s |.l".|llt ;| . -.iu'lﬁlh.‘ll" o R S G s e
I B 2 , - i i ; . h — - 4 R : _

the rezoning.
Sincerely, ]
: : AN : ] -
. ¢ ) ; 7 j j \ ‘; ”
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July 18, 1984
Dear Commissioner:
- We are appealing (to you to put yourself and your family in the position

that we are'being put into if the City Commissioners approve the reclassification

‘of the property. generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
4R-1(sing1e-fam11y) to C-l(limited commercial) and R-PD16(Med1um high den51ty resi-

dential).
"On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones Blvd.é tﬁfre are four (4)
00 :
single family homes valued at approximately 595 000. to 0. each., If this

. new p:oposalﬁpassed, half the_block would be single family homes and the other

half of the.block wouldlbe meéium high'density ceﬁdo'a}vaiuedvfrom $45,000. to
$65,000.,. These are to be one and two storiesbﬁith mezaniﬁes;’one, two and three
bedrooms. We understand this is classified as "Strip Zoning" and is not looked

upon with favor by the city;

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive ehould remain a low density
housing and ifAthere.must_be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones with limited
commercial of the single story type buildings,eparking in front.

The people that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,

Jones Blvd._and:Ca;l Afenue bought he:ebecause‘we wanted a quiet, crime free

area in'which,te live and raise our children. Many of these people have lived

here in excess of 20 years, have raised their children here and some of our child-

ren have also bought homes in. the area and are now raising their children here,

-A lot of us have invested 1arge somes of money in our homes and yards, looking

forward to a comfortable retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our- patios.

Now, with this'proposed:reclassification, there will be medium high density

.Condo s valued from $45,000. on ‘two sides of this small subdivision with the
.zonlng on the 3rd side of the area already zoned for high density housing. All

'the homes on Vegas Drive and on. Jones W111 ‘be back-to-back to the existing single

fam11y homes on Martlta Ave, and Mallard Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our

“back yards. We will not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but &4 to-

8 families adJacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.
Could you and your families accept thls in your back yards?7?

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night. The add1t1ona1 fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard. .
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FWe acceéf'ell these inconveniences along major streets and high.traffic areas,

" but must we have it SO'close to home?? There are older people with heart problems,

that moved to this area to get away from all these'problems, they are unable to

- sell. thier homes and buy 1n another area due to the'hlgh 1nterest rates and in-

flated costs, PLEASF DON'T DUMP THIS IN 'OUR BACK YARDS .

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the c1ty what 1t.gs,

we are the ones that buy from local merchants, send our children to lobal 'schools

and support .our C1ty, County and State with our tax money. ) r X
[ S '

We have'nt even touched on the overcrowded cond1t1ons 1n our 10ca1 schools

‘which these addltlonal units will add to, or the increase of crime w1th the influx

of low cost hous1ng. We have'nt touched on the traffic 1mpact that will preva11

with the additional cars coming unto Vegas Drive which is currently a very busy

. street. Addltlonally,,the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

housing.

Please come out to our area, look at the situation before you attend the

hearing regarding this issue.

Please don t make us another Low COST AREA, don't allow str1p zonlng, don' t

r1ng us w1th 10w cost, med1um-dens1ty hous1ng and rentals’ Thank You.

Sincerely,

?VL’L é”Z/M [{’K aé’ng,(

5fﬂ Z/éﬁ—aa../ /é/(

o(éwJ 44, J)a/

T80
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400 .E. Stewart St.

Las Vegas, Nv_, 89101

Dear Sir:

- We strongly obaect to the proposed re-cla981f1catlon of the pro-
‘perty generally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.

from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (llmlted commerclal) and R-PD16
(medium high density re81dent1al)

'We are incensed at the thought of belng ‘locked in w1th medium
_~h1gh chndos valued at $45,000 to $65 000.

Part of the condos, accordlng to Mr. Becker, w111 be sold and
part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price

~ 'of thesé units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL

DECREASE IN VALUE and with additional burden from the great in-

flux of people in this school district, - OUR TAXES WILL INCREAS*'

We are NOT trans1ents, the magorlty have been here 10 to 20 years.
DON'T FORCE US ouT!!1

There is a vast desert out here to build on. Keep us zoned the
way it was intended-=====- whlch is R-1. B

Don't allow another res1dent1al area to be rulned'

We invite you to come see our- nelghborhood and the proposed s1te.
When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-
ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!
This is not needed. If we need anythlng--thlnk of 1 story pro-
fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not
to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3

‘buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!

STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD? Please stop this
kind of growthf -~

L]

We are not drifters or renters. —We have owned our homes for

years. - We have paid our property taxes. We support churches.
We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
local .organizations. We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed
us. Now we need you! Don't let us down. Please don't approve

‘the rezoning.
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July 18, 1984

Dear Commissioner:

‘We are appcaling to you to put yourself'and your family in the position

that we are be1ng put into if the City Commissiouers approve the reclassification

- of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive. and ‘Jones Blvd, from
‘R-1(51ng1e-fam11y) to C-1(limited commercial) and R-PDlé(Medium high-density resi-
- . dential),

On Vegas Drive, be tween Saylor Way and Jomes Blvd., ‘there are four (4)
singlevfamlly ‘homes valued at approxlmately $75,000. to $85,000. each If this

'new proposal passad, hialf *holblo would be single family homes and the other

half of the block would be medium hlgh density condo’ s‘valued_from $45,000, to

$65,000.. These are to be one and two stories with mezanines; one, two and three

'bedrooms. We understand ‘this is classifled as "Str1p Zoning and is not- looked

upon with favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density
housing and if there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones with linited

commercial of the single story type buildings, parking‘in front.

The people. that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free
area in’wﬁich to live and raise our children. Many of these people have 1ived
here in excéSS of 20 years, have raised their children here and some of our child-
ren have alScﬂbought homes in the area and are now.raising their children here.
A lot of us Have'inveated large somes of money .in our homes and‘yards, looking
forWafd to a comfortable recirement,Afree from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

Now, with‘this proposed reclassification, there will be medium high density
Condo's valued from $45;0b0. on two sides of'this smallgsubdivision with the
zoning on the 3rd side of the area already zonmed for high density housing. - All

" the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be back-to-back to the existing single

famiiy'homes on Martita Ave. and Mallard Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our

- ‘back yards. We will not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to
~ 8 families adJacent to us,. plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.
. Could you and your families accept this in your back yards22?

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear
pfoperty lines all day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard.

[AAVGAIAY
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We aecept all these‘1nconveniences”a1ong,major s;reets and high traffic areas,
Buf mostvwe have it so eloSe to home?? There are older people with heart problems,
that moved to this area to get away from a11 these . problems, ‘they are unable to

sell thier homes and buy in another area due to the high interest rates and in-

' flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN 'OUR BACK YARDS.

These seems to be very. personal reasons, but people make the city what it is,

we are the ones that buy from local merchants, send our. children to local schools

and support our City, County and State with our tax money.

We have'nt even touched on the overcrowded condltlons in our local schools

which these additional.units will add to, or the increase of crime with the influx

of low cost housing. We'have'nt touched on the traffic impact that will prevail

with‘the additional cars coming.unto VegaseDrive which is currently a very busy

~'street. Addi;ionally; the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

housing. :
3 ‘ [ : .
Please come out to our area, look at’ the 51tuation before you attcnd the

hearing regard1ng thls.lssue._

Please don't make us another LOW COST AREA, don't allow strip zon1ng, don t

srlng us with low cost, medlum-density ‘housing and rentals Thank You,

Sincerely,

Lorinee DllecZie
L i

st gl

“: Address

74@ 5/7"'/ e

Fored




City

‘We are ince 1~od at the thought of being locked in w¢tn medlum

We are .

400 1;: iiewaxﬂf St. “CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984
Las Yegzz, Tv., 82101 :

0280

ear Sir:

Ye stron iy,uu cct to the proposed re-class1flcatwon of the Pro-

. perty ”GHETuLiV located northeast.of Vegas Drive and ‘Jones Blvd.

from ¥-1 {cinsle family) to C-1 (11mited commerc1a7\ and R-PD16
(mediun hiuh uenolty reszdentlal)

~high gensity condos valued at £45, 000 to $65,000. R
Part of the condos, accordlnc to Mr.: Becker, w111 e sold and
part will be rented.. You are surely aware that w-.u the price _
of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL:
DECREASE Tw VATUE and with-additional burden from‘=ue great in-
zlux of meopis, ocur INSURANCE RATES WILL INCREASEH! o
We aro Lih i;aneients;>the majority have been her: i to 20 yeérs.
DONYD RO G GUP I
There is 2 vast desert out here to build on. Keer uleOned the
way it wos intended——-=- —————————— which is R-1. ‘
pon't allow ancther residential area to be ruinedt
We invite vou to come see our neighborhood and the V“oposed site,
dher you «ic, icck and see how many condos and apav*"ents are al-
ready built o ioaded with rental ‘space available. this area!
This iz : . 1f we need anythlng--thlnk oi 1 story pro-.
fessionui “n front parking. It's time tc. vow, but not
-to mushroos o f-ooO”y apartment condos, 16 pér =c¢re and 3
buildinge witnin the width of 140 feet! This sta;:ztec our city!
- STRIY GO YRR AS DRIVE AND JONBS BLVD? Pleaws: stop this o
E kil’ld O‘f _J ‘-):»’\'.v'_;f"‘x.. . ' -

driiters Qr renters, We have owned ou. umes for
years. noeves pald o our property taxes., We supro:t churches,
We have shopued with the local merchants, : We have elonged to
lOLal,OrQanl ations. We helpea Las Vegas grow who:n it needed
uss How we necd you! Don't let us down., Please'uun't approve
the rezonins, ’ :

sincerely,
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‘July 18, 1984

' Dear Commissioner:

We ate:appealing to you to put yourself and:your.family in the position

;that‘We’are"being put into if the City Commissioners approve the reclassification '
'of the property gemerally located North-EaSt*of’VegaS Drive and Jones Blvd. from
'Rel(sihgle-faﬁily) to C-l(limited commercjal)'and R=-PD16(Medium high-density resi-
dential). | | |

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones Blvd., .there are four (4)

'single family homes valued at approx1mate1y $75,000. to $85,000. each. If th1s
- new proposal passed half the block would be 51ng1e family homes and the other

half of the biock wuula be medivm high density condo's valued from $45,000. to )
$65,000.. These are to be one and two stories with mezanines; one, two and three
bedrooms., We understand this is classifled as "Str1p~Zon1ng and 'is not looked

upon with favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density

housing and if there must be a change in zon1ng, let it be on Jones with limited:

' commerc1a1vof the single story type buildings, parklngvln front.

The people that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a ‘quiet, crime free

area in whlch to live and raise our children. Many of these people have lived

heret in excess of 20 years, have raised their children here and some of our ch1ld-

ren have also bought homes in the area and are ‘now rals1ng their children here.
A lot of us have invested large somes of money in our homcs and yards, look1ng
forward to a comfortable retlrement, free from fear, a place to-relax in our homes

and on our patios.

- Now,. with thls proposed rec13531fication, there will be medium high density

» Condo s valued from $45 000. on two sides of this small subdivision with the

zoning on the 3rd ‘side of the areg already zoned for h1gh density housing, All

" the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be beck-to-back to the existing single
'family homes on nartita Ave., and_Mallard Avenhe, There will be NO privacy in our
) béék yerds.' Wé will not have one family adjacenf'ro our rear property, but 4 to-
8 families adjacent to us, plﬁs‘the noise of the two (Z) play and two (2) pool areas.
- Could you and your families aecept‘this'in your back yards???

- There will be cars ih and“out of the perking"areas located near our rear
property lines all ‘day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will

.also be a hazard.

~

OV
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We accept all these inconven1ences along maJor streets and high traffic areas,

but must we have it so close to home?? There are older people with heart problems,

: _that moved to this area to'get eway from-all these problcms, they are unable to

se11 th1er homes and buy in another area -due to the high interest rates and in-

.flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN 'DUR‘BACK YARDS.,

These‘seems-to be very personal reasons,‘but people make the city what it is,
we are the ones that buy from local merchants, seﬁd our children to local schools

and support our City, County and State with' -our tax money.

- We have'nt even touched on the overcrowded cond1t10ns 1n our local schools

“which: these add1tiona1 un1ts will add to, or the 1ncrease of crime with the influx

of low cost hous1ng. We have' nt touchcd on the traf[lc impact that will prevail

wlth the additional cars coming urnto Vegas Dr1ve wh1ch is currently a very busy

‘street, Addltlonally, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

_housing.

Please come out to our area, look at. the situation before you attend the

hearlng regardlng this ‘issue.

-r‘Please‘don‘t make us another'LOW COST AREA, don't allow strip zoning, don't

.“riug;us-uith low cost, medium-density housing and rentals.! Thank You.

Sincerely,

74 /aziaai;/’

Address
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Déar Sir-

We strongly object to the proposed re-class1f1cation of the pro-
perty generally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.

~ from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commerc1a1) and R-PD46

(medium high dens1ty residential),

We. are- 1ncensed at the thought of being locked in with medium

_hlgh condos valued at $45,000 to $65,000.

Part of the condos, according to Mr. Becker, will be sold and
part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price

. of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL
DECREASE IN VALUE and with additional burden ‘from the great 1n-

flux of people in this school dlstrlct OUR TAXES WILL INCREASE

'Ws are NOT transients; the majority have been here 10 to 20 years.

DON'T FORCE US OUT!!!!

There is a vast desert out here to build on., Keep us zoned the
way it was intended--==--- which is R-1. -

Donlt allow another residential area to be ruined!

~ We invite you to come see our nelghborhood and the proposed site,
‘When you do, look and see how many condos’ and apartments are al-

ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!

This is not needed. If we need anything--think of 1 story pro-
.fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not

to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3
buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!
STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD? Please stop this

kind of growth!

Ve are not drifters or renters. We have owned our homes for
years. We have paid our property taxes. We support churches.

'We have shopped with the local merchants, We have belonged to
-local organizations. We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed

us. Now we need you! Don't let us down. Please don't approve

‘the rezoning.

Sincerely,
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Dear. Sir'

We strongly . obgect to the proposed re-clas51f1catlon of the pro-
perty generally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.
from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commercial) and R-PD16
(medium high dens1ty res1dent1al) :

We are incensed at the thought of belng locked in with medium
high dens1ty condos valued at $45, OOO to $65,000.,

Part of the condos, according to Mr. Becker, will be sold and
part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price
of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL
DECREASE IN VALUE and with additional burden from the great in-

flux of people, our INSURANCE RATES WILL INCREASE'

We are NOT tran31ents, the magorlty ‘have been here 10 to 20 years.

' There is a vast desert out here to build on. Keep us zoned ‘the

way it was 1ntended—e—----7 ------- which is R-1.
Don't allow-another residential area to be ruined!

We invite you to come see our neighborhood and the proposed site.

. Vhen you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-

ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!
This is not needed. If we need anythlng--thlnk of 1 story pro-
fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not
to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3
buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!
STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD? Please stop this

vklnd of growth!

We are not drifters or renters. We have owned our homes for
years. VWe have paid our property taxes. We support churches.
We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
local organizations. We helped Las Végas grow when it needed
us. Now we need you' Don't let us down. Please don't approve
the rezonlng. , ' :

sincerely,
I/P\\A ;o /
D DN Leans (1} //fJn, :
I <2 ‘,,' n:#}e
i 'r/ l D 719 7 [-/ I
o Baiiaa s
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City Hall . L gy
400 E. Stewart St. , _ . 0284 -_
~ Las Vegas, Nv. 89101 . ' A _
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July 18, 1984

Dear Commissioner:

We are appealing to you to put yourself and your family in the position
that we are belng put into if the City Commissioners approve ‘the reclassification
of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
R-l(s1ng1e-fam11y) to C-l(limited commercial) and R-PD16(Med1um high-density resi-

" dential).

. On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and JonesLBlvd;, there are four (4)
single family homes valded at approximately $75,000. to $85,000. each, If this

‘new proposal passed,'halﬁ the block would.Be‘single family homes and the other

half of the block would be medium high density”condo's valued from $45,000. to
$65,000.. These are to be omne aud_two'Stories with mezanines; one, two and three
bedrooms. .We understand this is classified as "Strip Zoning" and is not looked

upon with favor by the city.

"We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density‘

The people that own homesvzzzzg;s area bbdrdered by Saylor: Way, gas Drive,
Jones Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free

area in which to 11ve and raise our chxldren. ‘Many of these people have lived

" here in excess .of 20 years, have raised their children,he:e—aad_some_of our child-

ren have also bou~ht ‘homes in the area and are now raisi children here.

A:lot of us have invested 1arge ‘somes of money in our homes and yards, looking

forward to a comfortable retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

. Now, with this proposed reclassification, there will be medium high density
Condofs valued from $45,000.:on two sides of this small subdivision with the
zoning on the 3rd side of the'area already zoned for high density housing. All
the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be back-to-back to the existing single
family homesyon Martita Ave. and Mallard Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our
back yards. We will not- have one family adJacent to our rear property, but 4 to

8 families adjacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.'

~ Could you_and your famllies accept this in your back yards???

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard.
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We accept all these - inconven1ences along maJor streets and hlgh traffic areas,

. but must we have it so close to home?9 There are older people with heart problems,

‘that moved to this area to get away. from all these problems, they are unable to

se11 thier homes. and ‘buy 1n another area due to the high interest rates and in-
flated costs, PLEASE DON' ‘T DUMP THIS IN "*OUR BACK YARDS.

These seems to be very personal reasons, ‘but people make the city what 1t is,

' we are the ones that buy from local merchants, send our chlldren to local schools

e

and support our Czty, County and State with our tax money.

We have' nt even touched on the overcrowded condltlons in our local schools

whlch these add1t10na1 units will add to, or the 1ncrease of crime with Lhe influx

of Tow cost‘hou51ng. We have‘nt touched_on the traffic impact that will preva11
with the edditional'cars>coming-ﬁnto‘Vegas_Dfive which is currently a very buéy
street, Additionally, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

housing.

Please come out to our area, look at the situation before you attend the

_hearing regarding this issue.

Please don't make us another LOW COST AREA, don't allow strip zoning, don't

ring us with low cosc, medium-density' housing and trentalsi! - Thank You.

Sincerely,'

| QDWWV J?p//i
'/éig/“jﬁhal%ZAa/LﬁéL’
(2602 ) |oppol ok G/

U Address
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Dear Commissioner:

We are appealing to you to put‘yourself}and YOur family in the position-
that we are'being put into if the City Commissioners approve the reclassification

of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from

,R-1(51ng1e-fami1y) to C-1(limited commercial) and R- PD16(Med1um hlgh-den51ty Tesi-

dential).

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Wéy and‘Jones Blvd., there are four (4)
single family homes valued at approximately $75,000. to $85,000. each. If this

‘new proposal passed, haLf the block would be single family homes and the other
“half of the block would be medium high den51ty condo s valued from $45,000. to

$65,000.. These are to be one and two stories with mezanines; one, two and three
bedrooms. We understand this is classified as "Strip Zoning" and is not looked

upon with favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density

housing and if there must be a change in zoning,'let_it be on Jones with limited

commercial of the single story type buildings, parking in front.

The people that own homes in this. area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones Blvd., and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free
area.in which to live and raise our children. Many of these people have lived

here in excess of 20 years, have raised their children here and some of our child-

‘ren-have also bought homes in the area and are now réising their children here.

A lot of us have invested large somes of money in our homes and yards, looking
forward to a comfortable retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

Now, with this proposed reclassification; there will be medium high density
Condo's Qalﬁed ffom-$45,000, on two sides of this small subdivision with the
zoning on the 3rd side of the érea,already zoned for high density housing. All
the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be backftd-bagk to the existing single
family homes on Martita Ave, and Méllard'Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our
back yards. We will not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to L
8 families adjacent to ‘us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

Could you and your families accept this in your back yards???

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night. The additiongl fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard.

(v
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We accept éll these”ihconvehiences along'major'streets“and high. traffic areas,
but must we have it so close to home?? There are ‘older people with heart problems,

that moved to this area to get away from all these problems, they are unable to

Asell thier hories and buy in another area due to the h1gh 1nterest rates and in-

flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS 'IN + OUR BACK YARDS.,

These seems to be very personal Teasons, but people make the c1ty what it is,
we are the ones that buy from local merchants,‘send our children to local schools

and support our City, County and State with our tax money.

We have'nt even "touched on the overcrowded cond1t1ons in our local schools
which these addltxonal units will add to, or" the increase of crime with the influx
of low cost hou51qg. We have'nt touched on the traff1c impact that will prevail
with the'additionél cars coming unto végas Drive which'is currently a'Very'busy
street.. Addltlonally, ‘the decrease in the value of real estate due .to. low-cost “"

-

hous1ng.

Please come out to our area, look at the s1tuat1on before you attend’ ‘the

‘hearing regardlng th1s 1ssue.

Please don t mdke us another Low COST ARFA; don't allow er1p zoning, don' t

r1ng ‘us. w1th low cost, med1um—denS1ty hou31ng and rentals.. Thank You.

Sincerely,

Q gnﬁﬁ:‘t\ \\\

Address
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.Dear Sir:

We strongly obgect to the proposed re-class1flcatlon of thezpro-

- perty genérally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.

from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commer01al) and R-PD16
(medlum high den31ty residential)., )

We are 1ncensed at the thought of being locked in with medlum -

high den31ty condos valued at $45,000 to $65, OOO.

Part of the condos, accordlng to Mr. Becker, w111 be s6ld and
part will be rented, You are surely aware that with the price
of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to 385,000 HOMES WILL
DECREASE IN VALUE and with addltlonal burden from the great in-

- flux of people, our "INSURANCE RATES WILL INCREASE!

We are NOT transients; the majority have been here 10 to 20 years.

DON'T FORCE US OUT!!!!!!!!

There is a vast desert out here to build on.. Keep us zoned the

way it was 1ntended----— ---------- which is R-1.

vDon't allow another residential area to be rulned'

W7e invite you to come see our neighborhood and the proposed site..
wWhen you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-
ready built and 1oaded with rental space available in this area!
This is not needed. If we need anything--think of 1 story pro-
fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not

 to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3

buildings withim the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!
STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD? . Please stop this
kind of growth'

We are not drlfters or renters, We have owned our homes for

years, We have paid our- property taxes. We support churches,
We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
local organizations. . We helped Las Veégas grow when it needed

us.  Now we need you' Don't let us down. Please don't approve'

the rezoning.

sincerely,

 Kaaw 2"%\ SNV 29103
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Dear Commissioner~-

We are appealing to you to put yourself and your family in the position
that we are being put into if the City Commis51oners approve the reclassification
of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
R-l(single-family) to C-l(limited commercial) and R-PDl6(Med1um high-density resi-
dential)

_ On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones ‘Blvd., there are four (4)

51ngle family homes: valued at approximately $75,000. to $85, 000. each. If this
‘new proposal passed half the block" would ‘be single family homes and the other
half of the block would be medium high density condo s valued from $45 000. to
$65,000.. These are to be one and two stories with mezanines; one, two and three -
bedrooms. We understand this is classified as "Strip Zoning" and is not looked '
upon with favor by the city. - '

We feel the balance of the lots on VegasﬁDrive’ShOuld'remain a low density
housing and if there'must be a change in zoning,'let it be on Jones with limited

" commercial of the single story type buildings, parking in front.

The people that ‘own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
- Jones Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free -
area in which to 11ve and raise our children. Many of these people have lived.
here in excess of 20 years, have raised their children here and some of our ch11d-

ren have also bought homes .in the area and-aré now raising their ‘children here.

A lot of us have invested large somes of money in our homes and yards, looking
forward to a comfortable retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

Now, with this proposed reclassification, there will be medium high density
Condo's valued from $45, OOO. on two sides. of this small subd1v1sion with the
zoning on the. 3rd side of the area already zoned for high density housing, All
the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be back-to-back to the existing single
- family homes on Martita Ave. and Mallard Avenue, There will be NO privacy in our

“back yards. We will not have one family adJacent to our rear property, but 4 to
- 8 families adJacent to us, plus .the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

Could you and your ‘families accept this in your back yards?77
» There will be cars in and out of:the,parking areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard.

[y
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We accept all these 1nconven1ences along major streets and h1gh traffic areas,
but must we have it so close to home?? There are older people with heart problems,

that moved to this area to’ get away from a11 these problems, they are unable to

.sell thier homes and buy in another area due to,thevh1gh interest rates and in-

flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN ' OUR BA’C'K‘ VYARDS'

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the city what it is,

-we are the ones that buy from local merchants, send our children to local schools

and support our Clty, County and State w1th our tax money.

We have' nt even touched on the overcrowded condltlons 1n our local schools

}wh1ch these additional units will add to, or the increase of crime with the influx

~of low cost housing. We have'nt touched on the traffic impact that will prevail

with the additional cars. coming unto Vegas\Drive which is currently a very busy

.street,  Additionally, the decrease in the'valuedoftreal estate due to low-cost

housing.

Please come out to our area5 look at the situation before you attend the

hearing regardlng this 1ssue.

Please don' t make us another LOW COST AREA, don t allow strip zoning, don' L

ring us with 1ow cost, medium-density hous1ng and rentals..‘ Thank You.

Sincerely,'

Address
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City Hall - 0292
AQC E. Stewart 3t.
Las Vegas, Nv. 829101

- Dear Sir:

We strongly obgect to the proposed re-clas31ficat10n of the‘pro~-
perty generally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Bivd..
from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commercmal) and R-PD16

‘f(medlum high denSLty re81dent1a1)

e'We are incensed at the thought of being locked in with medium
high dens1ty condos valued at $45,000 to $65,000.

bPart of the condos, according to Mr. Becker, will be sold and

part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the prlce
of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to £85,000 HOMES WILL
DECREASE IN VALUZ and with additional burden from the great in-
flux of people, our INSURANCE RATES WILL INCRLAUE'

We are NOE rans 1enus, the maaorlty have been here 10 to 20 years.

There,ls a vast desert out here to build on. Keep us zoned the

way it was intended---—=----- —————— which is R-1.

Don t allow another residential area to be ruined!

| We 1nv1te you to comeé see our neighborhood and the proposed site
" When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-
'ready built and loaded with rental. space available in this area!

This is not needed. If we need anythlng--thlnk of 1 story pro-
fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not
to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3
buildings within: the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!

- STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD° Please stop this

klnd of growth'

We are not drlfters or renters. We have aned our homes for
years. We have paid our property taxes. We support churches,
We have shopped with the local merchants., We have belonged to
local organizations. We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed
us. Now we need you! Don't let us down., Please don't approve
the rezoning.

sincerely,
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Dear Commissioner:’ o
We are appealing to you to put yourself and your family in the position
that we are being put into if the Clty Commissioners approve the reclassification
of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
AR-l(single-famlly) to C=1(limited commerclal) and R-PD16(Medium high-density resi-
dential), |

~ On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones Blvd., there are four (4)
.single family,homes valued at approximately $75,000. to $85,000. each, If this
Tiew proposal passed, half the block would be single family homes and the other
half of ‘the block would be medium high'density oondo's‘valued from $45,000, to
_$65,000., These are'tojbeaone and two. stories with"mezanines; one, two and three
upon with favor bylthe city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density
housing -and if there must -be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones w1th limited

commercial: of the Single story type bu1ld1ngs, parklng in fromt.

i
1
i
i
i
i
5 B
f bedrooms. We understand this is classified as "s_trig Zon_i_pg' and is not looked
i
The people that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones Blvd. and Carl Avénue bought: herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free
' area in which to- 11ve and raise our children. Many of these people have lived
here in eéxcess of 20 years, have- ra1sed their ch11dren here and some of our child-
I ren have also bought homes in- the area and are now rais:.ng their children here.
. A lot of us have invested large. somes of money in- our homes and yards, looking

forward to a comfortable ret1rement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patlos.

Now, with'this proposed reclassification, there will be medium high density
Condo’'s valued from'$45‘000 on'tuolsides of this small subd{vision with the
zoning on the 3rd side of the area already zoned for high density housing. All’

‘ _the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones w1ll be back=-to-back to the existing single
fam11y homes ‘on Martita Aye. and Mallard Avenue, There w111 be -NO prlvacy in our
“back yards. We w111 not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to
-8 fam111es ad]acent to us, plus the n01se of the two (2) play and two (2) pool arcas,

. Could you and your famil1es accept this 1n your back yards7??

There will be cars: in and out of the parklng areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night.‘.The additional fumes from these cars will

~also bL a hazard.



CITY COUNCIL MINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984 0294

We accept all these inconveniences along major streets and*high traffie areas, -
but must we have it so close to home??:-There are older people with heart problems,
that moved to this aree:ro get away frem allrrhese'problems, they are unable to
sell thier homes and’ buy in another area due to the h1gh interest’ rates and in-.

flated costs, PLEASE DON T DUMP THIS IN *OUR BACK YARDS

‘These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the city what it 1s,
we are the ones that buy from local merchants, send our children to local schools

and support our C1ty, County and State with our tax money.

We have'nt even touched on the overcrowded conditions ihlour local schools.

‘which these additional units will add to, or the increase of crime with the influx

of loﬁ'cost'hOUSing}“ We have'nt touched on tﬁe traffic impact‘that will prevail
with the addit1onal cars coming unto Vegas Drive which is currently a very busy

street. Addit1ona11y, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost "

"houéing.

Please ceme out to our area, look at the situation before you attend the

hearing regarding this issue.

Please don't make us another LOW COST AREA don t allow str1p zoning, don t

ring us with low cost, med1um-dens1ty housing and ‘rentals'!  Thank You.

Sincerely,

| 770.,, ’7{&,4 /}/ W /fﬂ x./J.&MJ,

17 W@Mw
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. rhiect to the proposed re-classificat... of the pro--
perty percruliyv located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones BRvd &~
from 1=1 {ociniic family) te 2-1 (limited commercn.v} end R-PB16-
(medium liic) density re51dent1a1) ¢

- N e ..
:

h | e
Ve are incense. U the thouzht of being locked ir ..t med ium
hish dencity condoes valuel ot 245, 000 to “65 000. .

“

; fart I e wonios, wocerdins to Mre Becker, will o sold and L.
'I : part wiii be ventsd,  You are surely -awaré that w. ... the price
S of thase uniie surrcunding us,. our #80,000 to $e5, " i HOMES WILL
- PSRN foo el and with adaitional burden fror t..: great in-
. o PTux of ce o, enr TNGTRANIL #ATES WILL INCREASL:
i Ge e o iintog the majority have been her - to 20 years.
e SRR ARRRE |
. © There ino. vt here to build on. Xe: s zoned the
I . way it wun i.:;*-.;er;f.i‘ed------- ------ --wh’ich is R-1.
. 7 Lon't wliiw anctrer residential area to be ruinei .
l e Ao . tu come see our neighb»or_hood and tus. .ronosed site.
LT coand see how many condos and apar . onis are al-
L : .uaoed with rental space availabl~ . this area!
' .ie 11 we neeu anything--think «. @ story pro-
T rzif \‘tk freont parking, It's time t¢  ~.w, but not
C w1t =story apartrent condos, 16 per .. and 3
N iiir the width of 140. feet! This ste-nuutzs our city!
' : CoVHRADLD LRIV SUD JONES BLVD?  Ples  atop this
- ! ' .

fre net wlrifters or renters. We have owned ou:r noies for
Cearse S i paid our pronerty taxes., We supin . . churches,
‘e have ~roei Wwith the local merchants. - We have nwlonged to
iocal or. an,umations, -iWe helpel Las Vegas grow wnen it needed 2
us. iTow wi need you! oSon't let us down. Please don't approve g
the rezcriiin-, o e

sincerely, BN
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Dear GemmissIONEr: , . . .

We are appealing to you to put yourself and your family in the position

that we are being put into if the City Comm1881oners approve the reclass1f1cat10n

of the property gegerally,located Nortthas; of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
R-l(single-family).to C-1(limited commercial) and R-PD16(Medium high-density resi-
dential). '

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones‘Blvd., there are four (4)
single family homes valued at approximately $75,000. to $85,000. each., 1If this

" new proposal passed, half  the block would be single family homes and the other
‘half of the block would be medium high density condo's valued from $45,000. to

'$65;000.. These are to be one and two stories with mezanines; one, two and three

bedrooms. We understand this is classified as fétrip Zoning'" and is not looked:

upon with favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Veges Drive Should remain a low density
hou51ng and if there must be a change 1n zoning, let: it be on’ Jones w1th limited

commerc1al of the single story type buildings, parking in fronL.

The people that own homes in this area’ bordered by Saylor Way, chas Drive,

Jones ‘Blvd. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause e wanted a quiet, crime free

. area in which to live and raise our children. Many of these people have lived

here in excess of 20 years, have raised their children here and some of our child-
ren-heve‘also bought homes in the area and are now raising their children here.
A lot of us have invested large somes of'moaey'in our homes and yards, looking
forward to a comfortable retlrement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patlos.
Now, with this proposed reclassifiéation, therelwill be medium high density
Condo's valued from §45, 000. on two sides of this small subdivision with the

zoning on the 3rd side of the area already zoned for h1gh density housing. All

. the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones’ will be back-to-back to the existing alngle

fam11y homes on Martita Ave. and Mallard Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our

- back yards. We will not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to

8 families adjacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) poolvareas.d

Could you and your families accept this in your back yards???

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear

nproperty-lines all day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will

_also be adhazard.
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We acCept all these inconveﬁiences along major streets and high traffic areas,

“but must we have 1t so close to home?? There are older people with hnart problens,

that moved to this area to get away’ from all these problems, they are unable to
sell thier homes and buy in another area due -to the high interest rates and in-
flated costs, 'PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN *OUR BACK YARDS.

These seems to be very personal reasomns, but people make the city what it is,

we are the ones that buy from local me:chants, send our children to local schools

‘and support our City, County and State with pur_taxvmoney{

Ve have'nt'even touched on the overcrowded"eonditions in our local schools

-which these add1t1onal units will add to, or the increase of crime with the influx

of. low cost hou51ng., ‘We have' nt touched on the trafflc impact that will prevail

'W1th the addltlonal cars com1ng unto Vegas Drlve whlch is currently a very busy

street. Additionally, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

‘housing.

Please come out to our area; look at the situation before you attend the

hearing regarding-this issue.

Please don t make us another LOW COST AREA, don't allow strip zoning, don' t

r1ng us with low. cost, medium-density housing and rentals. Thank You,

Sincerely,

/ i 7»577 Wotlarol

" Address
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Dear Commissioner:

‘We are appealing to you to put yourself and your famzly in- the position
that we are being put into if the City Commlssioners approve the reclass1fication
of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from |
R-l(szngle-family) to C-l(lim1ted commercial) and R-PD16(Med1um high-density resi-
dential). '

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and.Jones Blvd., there are four (4)
single family homes valued at. approximately”$75‘000 to $85,000. each. If this

‘new proposal passed, “half the hlock would be single ;amxly homes andé the other

‘half of the block would be medium high dens1ty condo's valued from $45,000. to .

$65,000.. These are to be one and two stories with mezanlnes, one, two and three
bedrooms. We understand this is class1fied as "Strip Zon1ng and is not looked

upon with favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on- Vegas DtiVe'should'remain a low density
housing and if there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones with 11m1ted

commercial of the. sxngle story type build1ngs, parking in front.

“The people that own homes in this area_hordered by»Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones BIVd; and Cari:Auenue bOUght-herehecause we wantedba-duiet, crime free
area in which to live and raise our'ehildren.“ Many of these people have lived
here in excess of 20 years, have raised their ch11dren here and some of our child-
ren have also bought homes in the area and are ‘now rais1ng their chlldren here.
A lot of us have investedﬁlarge somes of money,ln our homes and yards, looking
forwafd'to a confottabie‘retirement,;free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios. .

Now, w1th th1s proposed reclassification,_there will be medium high dens1ty
Condo' s valued from $45,000. on two sides of thlS small subdivision with the
zon1ng on the 3rd 51de of the area already zoned for h1gh density housing. All
the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones w111 be back- to-back to the existing s1ng1e
family homes on Mattita Ave, and Mallard Avenue.. There will be NO privacy in our |
back ‘yards. We will not have one family adJacent to our rear property, but &4 to
8 families adJacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas. '

Could you and your families accept this in your back yards’??

There w111 be cars‘in and out of the parking areas located near our rear

property~1ine5'a11 day and'allhnight. vThe,bdditibnal'fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard.
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We accept a11 these 1nconven1ences along maJor streets and h1gh traf£1c areas,
'but must we have 1t so close to. home?’ There ‘are older people with heart problems,
that moved to thls area to get away from all these problems, they are unable to
.sell th1er homes and buy in another area due to the high 1nterest rates and in-

-flated costs, PLEASE DON T DUMP THIS IN ' OUR ‘BACK YARDS,

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the city what it is,
. we are the ones that buy from local merchants, ‘'send our children to local schools

and support our City, County and State with our tax money.

We have nt: even touched on the overcrowded condxtions in our local schools
which these addltlonal units will add to, or the 1ncrease of crime with the 1n£lux
" of low cost housing. We_have nt”touched on the traffic impact that will prevail
with the additional cars: coming unto Vegas Drive which is currently a very busy
street, Add1t1ona11y, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

housing.

Pleasechme out to our area, look at the‘situation.béfore'you attend the

hearing regarding this issue.

Plcase don't: make us another Low COST AREA ‘don't allow strlp zonlng, don t

ring us with low cost, medium-den51ty hou51ng and rentals -Thanngou.
Sincerely, , ‘ S
Q -' ,/ CL’VV‘LL4 /,{4’_ L.

/ .
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. C ty Hall o
A4OO E. Stewart St. :
Las Vegas, Nv. 9101
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Ve strongly obgect to the pr0posed re-classmflcatlon of the pro-
perty generally locatéd northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones “Blvd.

~ from R=1 (single family) to C-1 (limited commercial) and R-£D16 -
~ (medium. hlgh dens1tx,res1dent1al) o ; .

‘We. are incensed ‘at the thought of being locked in w1th medlum .
ﬂhlgh condos valued at $45,000 to $65, OOO ' . .

:Part of the. condos, accordlng to Mr. Becker, will be sold and
part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price
‘of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL
DECREASE IN VALUE and with additionpal burden from the great 1n-
flux of people in this school distrlct OUR TAXES WILL INCREASE

;We are NOT trans1ents, the magorlty have been here 10 to 20 years.
'ﬂ.DON'T FOR”E Us- OUTllvl

There is a vast desert out here to bulld on.v 'Keep us zoned the
. way it was 1ntended-----s-wh1ch is R-1 -

' »i Don't allow another res1dent1al area-to be ruined'

‘VWe invite you to come see our neighborhood and the proposed - 51te.
When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-
ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!
This is not needed. If we need anythlng--thlnk of 1 story pro-
fessional units with front parking. - It's time to grow, but not
to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos,. 16 per acre and 3

~ buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!
STRIP. ZOKING ON VEuAS DRIVE AND JONES BLVD? Please stop this
kind of growth' ~ ,

‘e are not rifters or reﬁters. - we have owned our homes for
- years.,  We have paid our property taxes. We support churches.
. e have shopped with the local merchants: We have belonged to
local organlzatlons. We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed
" us. Now we need you' -Don't let us down. ~Please don't approve

the rezoning.

| Sincerely,;
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July 18, 1984

‘Dear Commissioner:

‘We are'appeaiing to you to put yourself and your family in the position
that we are being ‘put into if the City Commissioners approve the reclassification

of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from

| R-l(single-fam11y) -to C-l(limited commercial) and R-PD16(Med1um high- density resi-

dential)

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Hay and Jones Blvd., there are four (4)

u_single family homes valued at ‘approximately $75,000. to $85,000. each. If this
‘new proposal passed half the block would be sxngle family homes and the other

half of the block would be medium high density condo's valued from $45,000. to
$65,000.. 'These are to be one and two stories with meéanines; one, two and three
bedrooms.ﬁ.We}unaerétand this is classified as "Strip Zoning" and is not looked

upon with favor‘by.rhe city.

" We feel“the»palance of the,lors on Vegas Drive should remain a low density

“housing and if there‘must be a change in‘zoning,vlet>it be on Jones with limited

r'commerc1a1 of the single story type buildings, parking in front.

The people that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones-Blvd. and Carl Avenue_bought’herebecause vwe wanted a quiet, crime free
area in which to live and raise our children. Many of these people have lived

here in excess-.of 20 years, have ra1sed their children here and some of our child-

. ren have also bought homes in the area and are now raising their children here.

A lot of us have 1nVestedv1arge somes of money in our homes and yards, looking
forward to a comfortable retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

and on our patios.

o Now,'with'this proppsed reclassification, there will be medium high density
Condo's valued from $45,000. on two sides of this small subdivision with the
zoning on the‘3rd side of the area alreadybzbned for high density housing. All
the homeS'on'Vegas Drive and on Jomes will be back-to-back to the'eiisting single
family homes onlﬂarrita Ave, and Mallard Avenue. There will Be.gg'privacy in our -

-back yards. We will not have one fanily adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to

8 families adjacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

could you and‘yqur.familiea accept this in your back yards???

" There wiil Be cars in and out of the parking~areas located near our rear
property lines a11 day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard
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We accept all these insonveniences sloﬁg'major streets and high traffic areas,

but must'wé have it so close to home?? There are ‘older people with heart problems,

that moved to this area to get away from ‘all these problems, they are unable to

oo -

se11 thier homes and buy in another area due to the high interest rates and in-

flated cests, PLEASE DON' T DUMP THIS IN +OUR BACK YARDS,

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the city what it is,
we are the ones that . buy from local merchants, send our children to local schools

and support our City, COunty and State with our tax money.

" We have' nt even touched on the overcrowded cond1t1ons in our local schools

'whlch these addit1ona1 units will add to, or the increase of crime with the influx
of .1low cost housing. We have'nt touched on the traffic impact that will prevail
. with the addixional'csrs coming unto Vegas Drive which is -currently a very busy

. street.":Additionally,'the'decreasé in the value of real estate due to low-cost

housing}

Please come out to our area, look at the 51tuat10n before you attend the

hearing regardlng thls issue,

Please don't make_us another LOW COST AREA, don't allow strip zoning, don't

ring us with low cost, medium-density housing and rentals:! Thank You,

“Sincerely,

SSos Zﬁtbxzizﬁtcbggv

. Address
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July 18, 1984 T
"Dear Commissioner:
We are appealing. to‘you to'put yourself'and your family in the position
that we. are being put into if the City Commissioners approve the reclassification-
of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
'R-l(single -family) to C-l(limited commercial) and R-PDl6(Med1um high dens1ty Tesi-
dential).

. On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and- Jones Blvd., there are four (4)
single famlly homes valued at approximately $75 000. to $85, 000. each. If this
inew proposal passed half the block would be 51ngle family homes and the other
';,half of the block,would be medium high density.condo s valued from $45,000. to
 $65,000. . These are to be one and two stories with mezanines, one, two and three
abedrooms.v We understand this is classifled as "Str1p Zoning and is not looked

upon w1th favor by the city.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low den51ty
housing and if there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jones with limited

commercial of the single story type buildings, parking in front.

The people that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,

" Jones Blvd.. and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free

area in which to live: and raise our children. Many of these people have lived
here in excess of 20 years, have raised their childrcn here and some of our child-
ren have also bought homes in the area and are now raising their children herec.

A lot of us have invested large somes of money in our homes and yards, looking

- forward to a comfortable retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

,and on our patios.

' Now, w1th this proposed reclassification, there will be medium high density
Condo's Valued from $45 000 on two sides of this" small subdivision with the

‘zoning on the 3rd side of the ‘area already zoned for ‘high density housing. All

'the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will. be back-to-back to the existing single

family homes on Martita Ave. and Mallard Avenue. 'There_will be NO privacy in our

‘back yards. We will notihave one family adjacent'to'our rear property, but 4 to
1“i: 8 fam:lies adjacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool arcas.,.

Could you and your families accept th1s in your back yards???

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard.
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We accept all these inconveniences along major streets and ‘high trafflc areas,.

but must we have 1t so close to home?? There are older people w1th heart problems,

" that: moved to this area to get away from all these problems, they are unable to

sell thier homes and buy in another area due to the h1gh interest rates and in-
flated costs, "PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN 'DUR BACK YARDS.

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the city what it 1s,

we are -the ones that buy from local merchants, ‘send our chlldren to local schools

and support our City, County and State vlth our tax money..

wg have‘nt even touched on the overcrowded conditions in our local schools

7wh1ch these. additional un1ts will add to, or the 1ncrease of crime with the influx .

of low cost; housing. We have nt touched on the traff1c 1mpact that will prevail

" with the addltlonal cars ‘coming unto Vegas Drive whlch 1s"current1y a very busy

strect. Add1t1ona11y, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost

housing.

Please come out to our area, look at the situation before you attend the

hearing regardlng this issue.

Please_don't make us anothetvLOw COST AREA, don't allow strip zomning, don't

ring us with.low cost, medium-density housing and rentalslia Thank You.

/

Sincerely,

Mﬁ‘

/_P 25

! Address
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July 18, 1984

'Dear Commissioners:

We are appealing to you to put yourself and your family in the position
that we: are being put into if the City Commissioners approve the recla551fication
of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from
R-l(single-family) to. C-l(limited commercial) and R-PD16(Medium high-den51ty resi-

dential)

Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones Blvd., there are four (&)
single family homes valued at. approximately $75,000. to $85,000. each. If this

‘new proposal passed, half the block would be single family homes and the other

» half of the block would be ‘medium high density condo's valued from $45,000. to

' $65,000..' These are to be one and two stories with mezanines; one, two and three
" bedrooms. We understand this is classified‘as "Strip Zoning" and is not looked
:upon with favoer by~the city.

. We feel’ the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density

~ housing and 1f there must be a ‘change in zoning, let it be on Jones with limited

‘?commercial of the 51ng1e story type buildings, parking in front.

The people that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,

Jones Blvd.rand Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free

‘area-in which to live and raise our_children.-wMany of these people have lived

-herevin excess ofnZd'years, have raised their children here and some of our child-

ren have also'bought'homes in the area and are now raising their children here.
A lot of us have invested large sonesrof money in our homes and yards, looking

forward to a confortable_retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

- and on our patios.-

Now, with this proposed reclassification, ‘there w1ll be medium high density
Condo s valued from $45 000. on two 51des of this small subdivision with the
zoning on the 3rd side of the ares already zoned for - high density housing. All
the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be back-to-back to the existing single-
family homes‘on‘Martita Ave, and Mallard Avenue; There will be NO. privacy in our
back yards. We will not have. one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to

8 families adjacent to us, plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.

- Could you and your families accept this in your back yards???

,' There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear
'property lines all day and all‘night. The additional fumes from these cars will

also be a hazard. .

fevrtp
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We acceptvall these.inconveniences along major streets and highctraffic areas,
but must we,hayeyit so close to home?? Therevare older people with‘heart problems,
‘that moved to'thievarea to get away ffom all these'probiems,'they are unable to
sell th1er homes and buy in another area due to the high interest rates and in-

flated costs, PLEASE DON'T DUMP THIS IN *+OUR BACK. YARDS

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people. make the city what it is,
we are the ones that: buy from local merchants, send our children to local schools

‘and support our City, County and State with our tax money.

WC have nt even touched on the. overcrowded conditions in our local schools
which these additional units will add to, or. the increase of crime with the 1nf1ux
of low cost housing. We have' nt touched on the traff1c impact that will prevail
with the additional cars coming unto Vegas Drive which is currently a very busy
street,. Additionally, the decreese in the value of real estate due to low-cost

housing.

Please come out to our area, look at the situation before you attend 'the

hearing regard1ng this issue. : .

Plcase don't make us another LOW COST AREA, don t allow strip zoning, don’ t

ring us with low cost, medium-density housing and rentals.! Thank Yeu.

S1ncere1y,

\7<& I cw%
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July 18, 1984

' Dear CommisSioner-

We are appealing to you to put yourself and your family in the position
that we are being put into if the City Commissioners approve the reclassification

of the property generally located North-East of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd. from

‘R-l(51ngle-family) to C-l(limited commercial) and R-PDl6(Med1um high-den51ty resi-

dential).

On Vegas Drive, between Saylor Way and Jones Blvd., there are four (4)
single family homes valued at approximately $75,000. to $85,000. each. If this

. new proposal passed, half the block would be: single family homes and the other

half of the block would be medium high den51ty condo’s valued from $45,000. to

- $65,000.. These are to be one and two stories with mezanines, one, two and three‘

 bedrooms. We undetstand this is classified as "'Strip Zoning'" and is not looked

upon with favor by the cxty.

We feel the balance of the lots on Vegas Drive should remain a low density
housing and if there must be a change in zoning, let it be on Jomes with limited

commerc1al of the single story type buildings, parking in front.

The people that own homes in this area bordered by Saylor Way, Vegas Drive,
Jones Blvd and Carl Avenue bought herebecause we wanted a quiet, crime free
area in’ which‘to.live and raise our children, Many of these people have lived
here in excess of 20 years, have raised their children here and some of our child-

ren have also bought‘homes in the area and are now raising their children here.

A lot of us have invested large somes of money in our homes and yards, looking

forward to a comfortable retirement, free from fear, a place to relax in our homes

"~ and on our patios.

Now, with this proposed reclassification, there will be medium high demnsity
Condo's valued from $45 000. on two sides of this small subdivision with the

: zoning on the 3rd side of the area already zoned for high density hou51ng. All
::the homes on Vegas Drive and on Jones will be back-to-back to the existing single
family homes on Martita Ave. and" Mallard Avenue. There will be NO privacy in our

~ back yards. We will not have one family adjacent to our rear property, but 4 to

8 families adjacent to us, ‘plus the noise of the two (2) play and two (2) pool areas.,
Could you and your families accept this in your back yards???

There will be cars in and out of the parking areas located near our rear
property lines all day and all night. The additional fumes from these cars will
also be a hazard. '

OV Y
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He accept all these inconven1ences along major 'streets and high traffic areas,
but must we have 1t so close to home?? There are older people with heart problems,
_-that moved to thls area to get awayvfromvall these problems, they are unable to
-sell thier homeSvand'buy,in another area due.to-the’hlgh'interest rates and in-
flated‘-'c‘osts, PLEASE DON'T DUMP'THIS IN *OUR BACK YARDS.

These seems to be very personal reasons, but people make the city what it is,
we are the omes that buy from local merchants, send our ch11dren ‘to local schOols

and support our City, County ‘and ‘State with our‘tax money.

‘We_have'nt even tooched on the overcroﬁded conditions in our local schools
wh1ch these add1t1onal un1ts will add to, or the increase of crime with the influx
of low cost hou51ng. Ve have' nt’ touched on.the traffic 1mpact that will prevail

' with the add1t1onal cars coming unto Vegas-Drive which ‘is currently a very busy
street. Add1t1onally, the decrease in the value of real estate due to low-cost
‘housing; - ' ' :
Please come, out to our area, look at the situat1on before ‘you' attend thc

. hearing regarding this issue.

Please ‘don't make us another LOW COST ARFA, don't allow strip zoning, don' t

T S e

ring us w1th low cost, medlum-density hous:ng and rentals Thank You.
Sincerely,
O (Z DI
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Las Vegas, Nv. 89101 -

- o PP

‘Dear Sir:

We strongly object to the proposed re-class1flcatlon of the pro-
perty generally located northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.
from R-1 (single family) to C-1 (llmlted commer01al) and R PD16
(medlum high den51ty residential).

-,

We are incensed at the thought of being locked in with medlum
high dens1ty condos valued at $45,000 to $65,000.

Part of the condos, according to Mr. Becker, will be sold and
part will be rented. You are surely aware that with the price
of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL
DECREASE IN VALUE and with additional burden from the great in-
"flux of people, our IV"URANCD RATES: ‘..’ILT INCREASE!

We are NOT tran81ents, the majority have been here 10 to 20 years,

There is a vast desert out here to bulld on. KXeep us zoned the
way it was intended----e==cc—cee-- whlch is R-1.

Don't allow another residential area to be‘rulnedW

we invite you to come see our nelghborhood and the prcposed site.
When you do, look and see how many condos and. apartments are al-
ready built and loaded with rental space available in this area!
This is not needed. If we need anything--think of 1 story pro-
fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not
‘to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3
buildings within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city! "
STRIP ZONING ON VEGAS DRIVD AND JONWS BLVD? Please stop this
kind of growth! " '

coTrw . - - . - N .

We are not drifters or renters. We have owned our homes for
. years. Ve have paid our property taxes. We support churches.
We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged tc
- local organizations. We helped Las Vegas grow when it needed
us. Now we need you! Don't let us down. Please don't approve
the rezoning. '

sincerely,

/#""g.qp"-" “""-” “-"‘
o , “_4-. “ \’ro'l" a,

*Vf'jjq';#:”} w;;iggmib
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' Dear Sir'

Ve strongly object to the proposed re-cla551f1catlon of the pro-

perty generally located ‘northeast of Vegas Drive and Jones Blvd.

~from R-1 (single family) to C-=1 (llmited commerc:.al) and R=PD16
'(medlum high densitx»re51dent1al)

‘lWe are 1ncensed at the thought of belng locked in with medium
~high condos valued at $45,000 to $65, OOO

Part of the condos, accordlng to Mr. Becker, w111 be sold and
part will be rented.  You are surely aware that with the price
of these units surrounding us, our $80,000 to $85,000 HOMES WILL

'DECREASE IN VALUE and with additional burden from the great ln-

flux of people in this school distrlct, OUR TAXES WILL INCREASE

We are NOT transients} the majority have been here 10 to 20 yesars

 DON'T FORCE US OUT!!!! .

" There is a vast desert out here to build on. Keep us zoned the

way it was intended-------which is R-1.

" Don't allow another residential area to be ruined!

'~ We invite you to come see our nelvhborhood and the proposed site.

When you do, look and see how many condos and apartments are al-

., ready built and .loaded with rental space available in this area!

' This is not needed. If we need anything--think of 1 story pro-

et St et

. -fessional units with front parking. It's time to grow, but not
- .to mushroom with 3-story apartment condos, 16 per acre and 3
*»bulldlngs within the width of 140 feet! This stagnates our city!

STRIP ZONING ON VoGAS DRIVL AND JONES BLVD? Please stop this

;klnd of growth!

We are not drifters or renters., We have owned,our homes for
years., Ve have paid our property taxes. We support churches,.

 We have shopped with the local merchants. We have belonged to
. 'local organizations, We helped las Vegas grow when- it needed

us. Now we need you! Don't let us down. "Please don't approve

. the rezoning.
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“COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STLWART AVENUE

PHONE 386- GOII

Council Actian

Page 60: ’

Department Action

' X.

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

EQMLM@J = ZONE CHANGES _ . __ -

PLOT PLAN REVIEW RELATED T0 ZONE CHANGE

Z-47- 84 (Item #13)

14, PLOT PLAW REVIEw - z 167-63 - BECKER
CAND SONS

) “ Plot Plan Review on property generally

Jocated on the northeast corner of Jones

‘Boulevard .and Carl ‘Avenue, R-1 Zone (under:

"M Resolution of Intent to R-3)

Plann1ng Comm1ss1on unan1mous]y recommends

'APPROVAL subJect to the f0110w1ng cond1t1ons

1. The R-3 deve]opment in- the north one-han
- and the southeast quarter of this site
~ is hereby limited to a max1mum of 23. 89
- units per net acre ’

2. Conformance to “the or1g1na1 cond1t1ons
- of approval-of Z-167-63.

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL,;

" A4PROVED AGENDA ITZ

|7 Cont

NO ACTION TAKEN

due to Z-47-84
‘being denied.

See Page 59
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To: The City Council o X.
Re: Community-Planning and Development Agenda Item
~ August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

K. 14, PLOT PLAN REVIEW - 2-167-63 - BECKER AND SONS

This item is related to the l1ast application Item F.13. because it
invoives a density reduction on this property which is-owned by the

. same applicant.. There 1is approximately.30 acres of vacant R-3 on this

- site and-the app11cant ‘has agreed to reduce the density from the
maximum. permitted which. is 24,89 units per gross acre to 23.89. If

- the R-PD16 is approved on Item F.13 with. the condition of reducing the
dens1ty ‘on th1s property, a separate action is needed on this application.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDA*ION APPROVAL
STAFF RECOMMENDATION APPROVAL ' ‘
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cnvcouwcm ~Page 67
COUNCIL CHAMBERS + 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE
_ : PHONE 386-60N
ITEM - L : Council Action Department Actio

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(CONTINUED) .
1633 |'I. REQUEST TO RESCIND ACTION ON ZONE CHANGE - Levy - 8/15/84 Agenda
_ . I-6-84 - ANTHONY S. KASDAY, ET AL . {Motion to rescind : '
action and reconsidey
RecTass1f1cat1on of property Tocated at ' at the next meeting
6901 W. Charleston Boulevard. was APPROVED
' From: R-E (Residence Estates) : unanimously.
To: C-2 (General Commercial) .

Proposed Use' " Commercial Storage Facility
Planning Comn1ss1on tecommends DENIAL (5-1
. vote). . If approved, following are the -
recommended conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted
to a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Application be amended to C-1.

3. Install street improvements on Holmby NOTE: This item wag heard at the
Avenue and Charleston Boulevard as . 9/5/84 City CQouncil meeting
required by the Land Development and - : in order to dfford an ample
Flood Control Division of the Department - period of nofjification to

~of Community Planning and Development. the surroundilng property -
' : owners.

4. Provide for drainage from the westerly
- properties as required by the Land
' DeveTopment and Flood Control Division
. of the Department of Community Planning
' and Development.’

,Staff Recommendat1on - APPROVAL - SubJect to

the south 230°'
remaining R-E.

~ PROTESTS: 0

NOTE: At the March 21, 1984 City Council-
me2ting, . CounCITman Lurie made a-
~motion to DENY this request. Motion
carried. unanimously. .

| \»mvsbmmmnm

/PCM
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To The City Council : : ' X, 031 4
Re: Community Planning and Development Auenda Ttem S

August 1, 1984 City Council Agenda

REQUEST 70 RESCIND ACTION ON ZONE CHANGE - 7-6-84 - ANTHONY §. KASDAY, ET AL.

~ This -item was placed on the agenda at the request of - Councilman Levy

to rescind the previous denial a€tion for (-2 zoning on this site.
The applicant is proposing a commerc1a1 storage unit fac111ty and since

~that time there has been 'an ofdinance amendment allowing this type of

use in a C=1 ‘zone with a'use permit. If the motion to rescind is
approved; this application'must be held in abeyance so-the surrounding

- -property owners can be rnnot1f1ed and a hearing would then be held at

your next meetlnq

The application.is -north and east of C-1 zoned propert1es which front

-on Charleston Boulevard. To the west and south is land Tocated in the

County. The applicant is proposing.a commércial storage development
which will have all access to Charleston and there will be no access
to Holmby to the south.

The Planning Commission and staff recommendat1ons indicated below are
on the previous action. o

ANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL - Not compatible zoﬁingv

-or use for this general area.

"STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL - Subject to the south 230' remaining
- R-E. , .

~PROTESTS: 0.
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. g o PHONE 386-6011
ITEM : o ‘ " , -~ Council Action Department Actior:

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
|- (CONTINUED)

J.;'SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON: ANY ITEM . INONE NONE
|-~ REQUIRING A PUBLIC HEARING THAT ‘WAS ACTED - B '
- UPON BY THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION AT
ITS JULY 12, 1984 MEETING. -

‘| k. SET DATE ON ANY APPEALS FILED OR-REQUIRED - [U-33-84 8/15/84 Agenda
~ PUSLIC HEARINGS FROM THE BOARD OF ZONING -~ |U-44-84° 8/15/84 Agenda
* ADJUSTMENT MEETING HELD JULY 26, 1984.

o
P

s OJED-AGERDA ITEY

:. ) K"' - .
mp Coste
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. CITY CouncL Page 63
COUNC&CHAMBERS- 400EASTSTEW%RTAVENUE
, ‘ » ‘ PHONE 386-601 ’ : o )
CITEM R N o »Councn_.l_ Action ~ Department Actio!

XI.  ADDENDUM ITEMS - - -

| ADDENDUM NO. 1.

“IV(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA '
_ : | ADOPTED See Page 13
J.  DISCUSSION'AND POSSIBLE ACTION OF INCLUSION| See Page 13
: OF CERTAIN. PORTIONS OF THE CITY OF LAS .|
“VEGAS WITHIN THE PURVIEW OF THE COUNTY'S
DESIGNATED AREA OF FLOOD DISASTER.

SEE PAGE 13 - This Item to be . heard after
2:00 P.M. to be in comp11ance w1th the -
Open Meeting Law.

H i . } . i . i : A
- ’- 1 -' -"' '- . - - '—‘ - - -
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| _XII.

CI'V COUNCIL NINUTES - AUGUST 1, 1984 _

T of Las Vtw

CiTY COUNCIL

COUNCIL CHAMBERS * 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE

| PHONE 386-601

: - '- - -( '-5 ‘ - g

CITIZENS PARTICIPATION

Items raised under this portion of .the - |!
- Agenda cannot be acted upon by the C1tyi,g‘-

-Council until the Notice provisions of.

| " the Open_Meet1ng Law have been complied
with. ~ Therefore, action on such items.
will have to be cons1dered at a later .

meeting.

~ Council Action

'NONE

MEETING ADJOURNED AT

0317

August 1, 1984 =~

Page 64.r1"

. Department. Actior

NONE

4:36 P.M.




