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COUNCILMAN W. WAYNE BUNKER 

CITY ATTORNEY 

MINUTES 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 E. STEWART AVENUE • 386-6011 

DATE: August 6, 1986 

'rum .  9:45 AM 

116 INVOCATION: Reverend Dr. Jack T. Moore 
Pastoral Counseling Center 

i
. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 	■ Mayor Pro, Tern Lurie Led Audience in Pledge 

CITY COUNCIL . 	 PRESENT 	ABSENT 	EXCUSED 

GEORGE F. OGILVIE 

APPROVED BY REFERENCE 

1 ATTEST:  

qp..ut 	.0  

D 	LE Deputy City Attorney 
John Roethel in attendance 

, 19 t  
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August 6, 1986 

Page 1  

Council Action 	Department Action 

I. 	9:45 A.M. 

A. COMMUNITY RELATIONS  

B. SPECIAL EVENTS  

II. 	10:00 A.M. 

• ANNOUNCEMENT RE COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN 
MEETING LAW 	' 

B. INVOCATION  

Reverend Dr. Jack T. Moore 
Pastoral Counseling Center 

C. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  

D. APPROVAL OF THE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES  

For the ReguTat, Meeting of March 5, 1986 

PRESENT: Mayor Pro 
Levy, Nolen and Bunk 
Attorney John Roethe 

EXCUSED: Mayor Bria 
Attorney George Ogil 

NONE 

ANNOUNCEMENT MADE 

Given by Reverend 
Dr. Jack T. Moore 

ayor Pro Tern Lurie 
ed audience in 

olen 
IDPROVED 
nanimous 
(Briare excused) 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

X-4A46e 
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AFFI DAUS VIVi9LTING 	
• 

(Posting required under gi tel to;%!ITIM3  criAll C6H:rivt- 241) 

	

' STATE OF NEVADA ) 	 . 

	

) 	ss. 	 . 

	

COUNTY OF CLARK ) 	 . 	. . 

-00002 

an employee of the City. of Las Vegas, 

I/ 
 Nevada being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the /at day of 
(  /60(.4-  at the hour of  9,3o Ph--,  there were posted 

copies of the attached AGENDA (NOTICE), of a Regular Meeting of the CITY COUNCIL 
AND ADDENDUM NUMBER ONE 	/ 

	

OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, to be held on the  G9 	day of 

	 at 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; 

to be Posted on . Public Bulletin Board at the following locations: 

1. In the Bradley Building, State of Nevada, 2501 East Sahara Avenue; 

2. In the Senior Citizens Center, 450 East Bonanza; 

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

4. On the'Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Levell 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 Council 

Chambers). 

(-/ 

11 Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

I' .....LSefda of 	,  i/Y7,e4;  

NO. ,Y PUBLIC in Ja for said County itip State. 

II 	Com7i ss i on expires: 	  



I. 

LAS VEGAS. CITY 
COLIKILMUTES ALM 6 1*36 

AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 00003 

(Mailing required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) 

STATE OF NEVADA) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF CLARK) 

an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada 

being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the /a.t day of 11.1.gliaeL_ 

	, a copy of the AGENDA (NOTICE), of  /c 	 MEETING of the 
AND ADDENDUM NUMBER ONE 

CITY COUNCIL of the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, to be held on the 6.)4L  day of 

tWc was deposited in the United States Mail, 

Postage prepaid, First Class Mail, Postage prepaid, First Class Mail, to each 

and/or organization whose name appears in the Agenda Register maintained in the 

Office of the City Clerk as having requested, in writing, a copy of said AGENDA 

(NOTICE). 

a 

SIGNATURE -'(an employeA in the 
Office of the City Cl6rk) 

III/ 
I

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 

II //jrday  of 

NOTARY.PUBL :IC in and for OW COuntnd State. 

My Commission expires: g-/j-- Ye?  

9 

SANDRA R. LE BOEUF 

Notary Public - State of Nevada 
Patoicon.lt lbscresiIDctltiCory 
*tapisent bikes It*. 15, IMO 
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ITEM 

Staff to proceed 04 *A. 	GAMING -- Additional  

1. ANN MEYERS 

Casbah Hotel. 
19 East Lewis 
23. slots 

Nolen - 
APPROVED Items 1 
thru 10, 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

APPROVEDAGENDAITEM 

Wt4.* 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG ° .1986  

4 1.04 ese44 
•CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEVVART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

00004 

August 6, 1986 

Page 2 

Department Action Council Action 

-III, 	DEPARTMENT_OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  

JERRY J. -CAHILL,' -DIRECTOR 

*CONSENT AGENDA  

All matters listed under Item A are considered 
to be routine by the City Council and may be 
enacted by one motion. However, any item may 
be discussed if a Councilman or citizen so 
• requests.  

2. EXBER, INC. 

El Cortez Hotel & Casino 
600 East Fremont 
10 slots 

3. GOLDEN GATE PARTNERSHIP 

Golden Gate. 	. 
1 - Fremont 

. 14 slots 

4. HORSESHOE CLUB OPERATING COMPANY 

Horseshoe lub 
128 FreMont-: 
1 :Baccarat 



APPROVED 
See Page 2 

See Page 2 

EMDff 
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PHONE 386-6011 

00005 

August 6, 1986 

Page 3 

Council Action 	Department Action 

III. 	DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY 
(cont'd) 

GAMING -- Additional  
(cont'd) 

5. BINGO PALACE CASINO, INC. 

Palace Station 
2411 West Sahara 
1 Baccarat 

6. BOB STUPAK 

Vegas World Hotel & Casino 
2000 Las Vegas Boulevard South 
2 "21" Tables 

. 'AMERICAN COIN ENTERPRISES 

Darci's Restaurant 
330 South Third Street, #100 
7 slots 

8. CARDI VAN COMPANY 

Pioneer Market 
22 East Oakey 
15 slots 

Smith's Food King #371 
232 North Jones 
15 slots 

Smith's Food King #375 
574 North Eastern 
15 slots 

Smith's Food King #378 
1941 North Decatur 

Wags 9aNDA ITEM 



APPROVED 
See Page 2 

See Page 2 
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ITEM 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

Page 4 

Deportment Action 

III. : :DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY 
• 	• . :(tont'd) 

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

9. J. J. PARKER COMPANY 

Las Vegas Athletic Club 
1070 East Sahara 
2 slots 

10. SUNSET COIN, INC. 

7-Eleven Food Store #27071 
2003 North Jones 
3 slots 

B. 	LIQUOR -- New  

1. *FRANK NGO 
dba 
GRAND CHINA RESTAURANT 
850 South Rancho, #11 

Nolen - 
APPROVED, subject 
to provisions 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

Applicant was 
present 

Beer/Wine On-Sale License 

Frank T. Ngo, 100% 

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

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

fer44 
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1 .904 

1122 
Levy - 
APPROVED, subject 
to provisions. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

Levy - 
WP ROVED 
Jnanimous 
Briare excused) 

taff to proceed 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 i*i6 	00007 

qE MDEI  
I .  

1.44 NA's, 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

August 6, 1986 

Page 5 

ITEM Council Action Department Action 

III. 	DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY 
(Cont'd) 	 . 

LIQUOR -- Change of Ownership/Change 
of Business Name 

1. From: Kwok Brothers, Inc. 
dba 
The Dragon Restaurant 

Thomas Sin Yee Kwok, Pres, 
Dir, 100% 

Sabrina Wing Yee Kwok, Secy, 
Treas, Dir 

• TO: 	*KWAI PO TSANG 
dba 
DRAGON CHINESE RESTAURANT 
1000 East Sahara 

General On-Sale Restaurant 
Limited 

Kwai Po Tsang, 100% 
1Wan fung Tsang, Manager 

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

I. 
1005 

LIQUOR -- Approval of Additional 
Corporate Officer/Manager  

1. 	J.A.M., INC. 
dba 
T.K. CHRISTY'S 
300 South Fourth Street 

General On-Sale License 

Anthony Karamanos, V. P., Dir, 
General Manager 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

e.„ 
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05 Levy - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

ITEM Council Action 	Department Action 

III. 	DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY 
. 	(cont1d) 

LIQUOR -- Approval of Managers  

1. STOP 'N GO MARKETS OF NEVADA, INC; 
dba 

STOP 'N GO, DISTRICT #7106 
(Various City Locations) 

STOP 'N GO MARKET #472 
4325 West Sahara 

STOP 'N GO MARKET #565 
2301 West Washington 

.STOP 'N GO MARKET #1131 
1215 East Stewart 	. 

STOP IN GO. MARKET #1160 
1201 East Sahara. 

sTop 'N GO MARKET #1420 
5700 West Charleston 

Beer-Wine/General Off-Sale Licenses 

Daniel Frankel, Sales Manager, 
District #7106 

Michael Speaks, Store Manager, #472 
Michael Brown, Store Manager, #565 
Frank Montrone, Store Manager, #1131 
Sandra Lippincott, Store Manager, 

#1160 
Coleen Lamb, Store Manager, #1420 

APPROVED ANA ITEM 



Page 7 

Department Action 

Staff to proceed 

Staff to proceed 

Levy - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

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

APPROVED 
See Above 

1005 

LASVEGA
M

SCITY 
COUNCIL INUTES AUG 61986 00009 

.I. 
E•44 ef44 August 6, 1986 

CITY COUNCIL 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

III. 	DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
(cOnt'd) 

ITEM 

1106 

F. 	• LIQUOR & GAMING -- Approval of Manager 

1. GEMINI, INC. 
dba 
LADY LUCK CASINO , 
206 North Third Street 

General On-Off Sale License 
Nonrestricted Gaming 

Wiley Jerold Porterfield, Sports 
Book Manager 

G. 	GAMING --Aew 

1. MORTON & MORTON 
dba 
7-ELEVEN FOOD STORE #13699 
2409 Tam Drive 

Restricted Gaming: 4 slots 

Paul D. Morton and Mary L. Morton, 
100% jointly as husband and wife 

2. ALLEMAN & ALLEMAN 
dba 
7-ELEVEN FOOD STORE #20107 
3201 North Rancho 

See Above 

Restricted Gaming: 4 slots 

Neal R. Alleman and Marilyn L. 
Alleman, 100% jointly as husband 
and wife 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

We4  
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0 0 010 

August 6, 1986 

Levy - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

APPROVED 
See Page 7 

See Page 7 

ITEM 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEINARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

Page 8 

Department Action 

06 

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
(Cont'd) 

GAMING 	New 
(cont) d) 

3. CHARLEY'S BAR, INC. 
dba 

- FINNEGAN'S PUB 
6720..West Cheyenne 

Restricted Gaming: 15 slots 

Kimberly Jeanette Becker, Pres, 
Dir, 33 1/3% 

Ernest A. Becker, Jr., V. P., Dir, 
33 1/3% 

Charles W. Finnegan, Jr., Secy, 
Treas, Dir, 33 1/3% 

H. 	PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR/PROCESS SERVER 
LICENSE -- Change of Location/Approval 
of Corporate Officer  

1. From: 302 East Carson, #1112 

TO: 	ABC CONSULTANTS 
dba 
ABC CONSULTANTS 
505 South Fourth Street 

Marshall L. .Stover,-Pres,. 
Dir 

Additional Officer: 
Angelo Senary, Secy, Treas, 

Dir 

APPROVED AGENDA• ITEM 
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1006 Staff to proceed 

John Otway appeared 

Staff to proceed 

Applicant was 
present 

ITEM Council Action Department Action 

1 

III.. DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY  
(Contid) 	- 

I. 	SECONDHAND DEALERS LICENSE -- New 

1. *J & J ENTERPRISES, INC. 
dba 
J & J ENTERPRISES, , INC. 
3400 Nett Desert Inn Road, 
(M Zone) 

Levy - 
APPROVED, subject 
to provisions. 
Unanimous 

#6 	(Briare excused) 

Class II . 
(store fixtures) 

John Harry Otway, Pres, Secy, Dir, 
50% 

Joseph Halt, Treas, Dir, 50% 

*Subject to the provisions of the Fire 
codes 

SECONDHAND DEALERS LICENSE -- Change 
of Location 

1. From: 826-828 South Main 

TO: 	*LENARD L. SMITH 
dba 
NOT JUST FURNITURE 
821 South Main 
(C-M. Zone) 

Class II 
(furniture/home furnishings) 

Lenard L. Smith, 100% 

*Subject to the provisions of the Fire 
codes 

Nolen - 
PPROVED, subject 
o provisions. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

APPROVEDMUNDA ITEM 

io 
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00012 

August 6,1986, 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL4  INUtZ VG 6 198 6 
.... 	

1044  

Page 10 H 

Department Action 

- 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 
(Briare 'excused) 

Levy - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

0 

a 
108 

ITEM 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNC11-CHAMBERS 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

III. 	DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY 
(cont'd) 

K. 	SPECIAL EVENT LIQUOR LICENSE  

1. NUCLEUS ASSOCIATES LOCAL 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY 

Location: 950 West Owens 

Dates: 	August 8, 30 and 
October 17, 1986 

Responsible Licensee: 
Willie Neal 
Elks Paran Lodge #1508 

Staff to proceed 

L. 	LIQUOR 	Request for Approval of 
Nonoperational  Status 

1. DAN DAVIS 
dba 
DAN & RAY'S BAR 
18 Garces Street 

General On-Off Sale License 

Dan Davis, 100% 

(Nonoperational status for period 
11/9/85 to 2/9/86 approved 11/6/85. 
Nonoperational status for period 
2/9/86 to 5/9/86 approved 2/5/86. 
Nonoperational status for period 
5/9/86 to 8/9/86 approved 5/7/86. 
Request for approval of extension for 
additional three-month period: 
8/9/86 to 11/9/86.*) 

*NOTE: License must be activated prior 
to midnight 11/8/86. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

Staff to proceed 



00013 
Date:  July 24, 1986 

SUBJECT:..: DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ACTIVITY -- AUGUST 6, 1986 CITY COUNCIL AGENDA 
LIQUOR --Request for Approval of Nonoperational Status - 	- 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

ei 4 144 ic-sevt CLOAUSNVCIELGIti,INCUITA AUG 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

FROM: 
LARRY K. BARTON 
DEPUTY. CITY MANAGER , 

TO: 
The City Council 

Item, "L", 1. 

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

1. Dan Davis, dba Dan & Ray's Bar 

Copy of letter requesting extension is attached. 

er e44-1--ryall,Director 
epar nt of Business Activity 

FISCAL IMPACT  

RECOMMENDATIONS  

Agenda Item 

III "L" 1 



JAY H. BROWN 

KIRBY R. WELLS 

NEIL J. BELLER 

MARTIN J. KRAVITZ 

HARRY PAUL MARQUIS 

R. VAUGHN GOURLEY 

• J 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 IRS  COUNCIL MINUTES 
LAW OFFICES 

RMOWP2/ Yrea, /4 r,  Pe) • 
PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 

520 SOUTH FOURTH STREET 

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 69101-6593 

exa„././../ 

00014 

TELEPHONE 

AREA CODE 702 

384-5563 

July 23, 1986 

HAND DELIVERED  

Honorable William H. Briare 
Mayor of Las Vegas 
City Council Members 
400 E. Stewart Sve. 
Las Vegas, Nevada 

- 
Attn: Jerry Cahill 
Director Business Activity 

RE: Dan & Ray's Bar, 18 Garces, Las Vegas, Nevada 
Liquor License No. 04-123-4-00058 
General On/Off Sale 

Gentlemen: 
This letter is written on behalf of Mr. Dan Davis, 100% 

owner of Dan & Ray's Bar, to request an extenstion of the non-
operating status of the above-referenced liquor license from 
the present time forward. 

This extehstion is necessary as Mr. Davis is currently involved 
in a Chapter 11 Bankruptcy proceeding and in the process of attempting 
tis dispose of the aforesaid license. 

Sincerely yours 

c-evy)ft.) 

Neil J. Beller, Esq. 



•GENDO 
LAS VEGAS CITY 

COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 

esm, 
00015 

August 6, 1986 

■ • 

109 

i• 

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended Items A, a, 
C & D. 
Unanimous 
(Briere excused) 

8/20/86 Agenda 
P.H. 2:00 P.M. 

See Above APPROVED 
See Above:. 

APPROVED 
See Above 

See Above 

See Above APPROVED 
See Above 

I 	ITEM 

CITY' COUNCIL 	. 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

Page 11 

Department Action 

-IV(a.) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA 
. 	ASHLEY HALL, CITY MANAGER 

• SET DATE: FOR PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE 
REPORT OF EXPENSES TO RECOVER COSTS FOR 
DEMOLITION OF THE DANGEROUS BUILDING AND 
CLEANING THE PREMISES AT 715 DIKE LANE, 

• SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE 
:REPORT OF EXPENSES TO _RECOVER THE COSTS FOR' 
DANGEROUS BUILDING DEMOLITION . AND CLEANING 
THE 'GROUNDS AT 440 NORTH 23RD STREET. 

1 

• 'SET DATE FOR Kinn HEARING TO CONSIDER THE. 
, REPORT OF EXPENSES TO RECOVER THE COSTS FOR 

. THE DANGEROUS BUILDING ABATEMENT AND CLEANING 
THE GROUNDS AT 2539 AND 2545, VALLEY STREET. 

SET DATE FOR.PUBLICAEARING TO'CONSIDER THE 
REPORT OF EXPENSES TO RECOVER THE COSTS FOR 
LITTER ABATEMENT ON VACANT PROPERTY LOCATED 
AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF ATLANTIC AND 
OLIVE STREETS 



TO: FROM: 
The City Council ASHLEY HALL 

CITY MANAGE 

41.44.tkkAUSNVCPUNCLIJTES AUG u 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
0 0 04  6 

Date:  July 14,1 6  

	

SUBJECT; 	SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE REPORT OF EXPENSES TO RECOVE 
. 	COSTS FOR DEMOLITION OF THE DANGEROUS BUILDING AND CLEANING THE PREMISES 

AT 715 DIKE LANE.  
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The property in question contained aAllapidated, structurally unsound, 
small single family residence which  was constructed in 1945. There were 
numerous violations Of the electrical, plumbing, and building codes, and 
the Condition On the interior of the house made it totally unfit for, human 
habitation. The house was abandoned and occupied by vagrants. There were 
also old cement blocks, dead tree limbs, old: furniture, and other trash 
and debris scattered about the:yard. Because of its condition and 
appearance, the property was a source Of complaint from concerned neighbors. 

- The Department of Building and Safety declared the structure a dangerous 
building and started the legal notification process on February 26, 1986. 
The Certified mail was signed for and accepted. The Building Department 
was contacted by a representative of the owner in April requesting an 

- extension of time so that the structure could be demolished. The extension 

	

, 	was granted; however, When  no action Was forthcoming by June, the owner was 
' • sent another certified NOtice and Order requiring demolition of the 

structure. 

Because - no appeal was filed nor any corrective action taken, the Building . 
,and Safety Department hired Weaver Construction to demolish the structure, 
'clear the rubble, and clean the grounds. Work was completed on July 3, 
1986 at a cost of $1,840.00. 

:Attachedris.a letter sent to the property owner serving as notification 
'that the work has been completed. Also attached is a Report of Expenses 
on file in the City Clerk's ,Office. 

The procedure set forth in the Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous 
Buildings, 1982 Edition, requires that a public hearing be held to consider 
the Report of Expenses and hear any objections thereto. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

$1,840.00 paid to Weaver Construction. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  
The City Manager recommends that the City Council set a time, 'date, and 
place for.a public hearing to consider the Report of Expenses to recover 
costs for demolition of the Dangerous Building and for cleaning the 
premises at 715 Dike Lane. 

Agenda Item 8-6-86 

IV(a.) A. 



INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM July 14. 1986 

FROM: 

CAROL ANN HAWLEY 
CITY CLERK r: 

CLAVYMER(DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING & SAFETY 

COPIES TO: 

Property Abated: 

Assessor's Parcel: 

Legal Description: 

715 Dike Lane 

010-270-024 

A portion of the NE1/4 of .theSE4, 
SEC 29-20-61 

-LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986  
COUNCIL MINUTES 	Date 00017 :ITY OF LAS VEGAS 

REPORT OF EXPENSES' 
ABATEMENT OF DANGEROUS BUILDING 

715 Dike Lane 

11  	
After giving due process, notification,and an opportunity for an appeal hearing 
as specified in the "Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous Buildings," the 
Department of Building and Safety caused the abatement of the dangerous building 

II by.demolition and cleaning the premises of the property shown below: 

Work was completed on July 3, 1986, 	by Weaver Construction at a cost of 
$1,840.00 and accepted by the Department of Building and Safety. 

Loader for 8 hrs. @ 60.00 per hr. 
2 trucks, 10 hrs. ea. @ $52.50 per hr. 
Labor for 8 hrs. @ $20.00 per hr. 
Dump fees, 6 loads, 75 yds. solid waste 

;• 
1 

Owner of Record: 
At time of Abatement: 

$ 480.00 
1,050.00 

160.00 
150.00 

TOTAL 	$1,840.00 

Bobby Gene Bordges 
SR 26500 
Pahrump, Nevada 89041 1 
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Carol, 
City/yerk 

KT 

Attachments 

• LAS VEGAS CITY 
•'COUNCIL MINUTES AUG t 1986 	00018 

CITY of LAS VEGAS 

II July 14,1986 

1 CERTIFIED AND REGULAR MAIL 

111/ 
lrlillne Bordges 

PahrtaP, Nevada 89041 

I Re  
Abatement of Dangerous -Building 
715 Dike Lane, Las Vegas, Nevada 

II pear Property Owner: 

On 	July 3, 1986, 	the City of Las Vegas caused the dangerous building located 

11  on the property referenced above to be demolished and the premises cleaned. A Report of Expenses has been submitted by the Department of Building and Safety and a copy 
is attached. 

111/F At the City Council meeting to be held on 	August 6,1986, a date and time for a ublic hearing will be set to consider the Report of Expenses. A tentative date 
for the public hearing is August 20, 1986 . You will, however, be mailed 

11 appropriate notification. 

For your information, a copy of the procedures for the abatement of dangerous 
buildings is attached. 

If you have any questions concerning this procedure, please contact the Central 
Action Office located in the Department of Building and Safety by telephoning 
(702) 386-6615. 

Sincerely yours, 

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

1 
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Chapter 7 
ENFORCEMENT OF THE ORDER 

OF THE.BUILDING OFFICIAL 
OR THE BOARD OF APPEALS 

Compliance 
Sec. 701. (a) General. After any orderof the building official or the Board of 

Appeals made pursuant to ..this codeahall have becomefinal. no person to whom 
any such order is directed shall fail.aegleet or refuse to obey any such order. Any 
such person who fails to comply with any such order is , guilty ofa misdemeanor. 

(b) Failure to Obey Orden If after any order of the building official or Board 
of Appeals made pursuant to this code has become final the person to whom such 
order is directed shall fail, neglect or refuse to obey such order, the building 
official may (i) cause such 'person to be prosecuted under Subsection (a) of this 
section or (ii)institute any appropriate action to abate such building as a public 
nuisance. 	 • 

(c) Failure to•Commence Work. Wheneverthe required repair or demolition 
is not commenced within 30 days after any final notice and order issued under this 
code becomes effective: 

I. The'building official shall cause the building described in such notice and 
order to be vacated by posting at each entrancethereto a notice reading: 

DANGEROUS BUILDING 
Do NOT OCCUPY 

It is a misdemeanor to occupy this building, 
or to remove or deface this notice. 

Building Official 
 of  

2. No person shall occupy any building which has been posted as specified in 
this subsection. No person shall remove or deface any such notice so posted until 
the repairs, demolition or removal ordered by the building official have been 
completed and a Certificate of Occupancy issued pursuant to the provisions of the 
Building Code. 

3. The building official may, in addition to any other remedy herein provided. 
cause the building to be repaired to the extent necessary to correct the conditions 
which render the building dangerous as set forth in the notice and order: or. if the 
notice and order required demolition. to cause the building to be sold and 
demolished or demolished and the materials, rubble and debris therefrom 
removed and the lot cleaned. Any such repair or demolition work shall be 
accomplished and the cost thereof paid and recovered in the manner hereinafter 
provided in this code. Any surplus realized from the sale of any such building, or 
from the demolition thereof, over and above the cost of demolition and of cleaning 
the lot, shall be paid over to the person or persons lawfully entitled thereto. 

24 

Extension of Time to Perform Work 
Sec. 702. Upon receipt of an application from the person required to conform 

to the order and an agreement.by such person that he will comply with the order if 
allowed additional time, the building official may. in his discretion, grant an 
extension of time. not to exceed an additional I 20days. within which to complete 
said repair. rehabilitation or demolition, if the building official determines that 
such an extension of time will not create or perpetuate a situation imminently 
dangerous to life or properly. The building official's authority tia -exteiid time is 
limited to the physical repair, rehabilitation or demolition of the premises and will 
not in any way affect the time to appeal hismotice and order. 

Interference with Repair or Demolition Work Prohibited 

Sec. 703. No person shall obstruct. impede or interfere with any officer. 
employee, contractor or authorized representative of this jurisdiction or with any 
person who owns or holds any estate or interest in any building which has been 
ordered repaired, vacated ordemolished under the provisions of this code: or with 
any person to whom such building has been lawfully sold pursuant to the 
provisions of this code, whenever such officer, employee, contractor or autho-
rized representative of this jurisdiction, person having an interest or estate in such 
building or structure, or purchaser is engaged in the work of repairing, vacating 
and repairing, or demolishing any such building. pursuant to the provisions of this 
code, or in performing any necessary act preliminary to or incidental to such work 
or authorized or directed pursuant to this code. 
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801-802 	 ABATEMENT OF DANGEROUS BUILDINGS 

Chapter 8 
PERFORMANCE OF WORK 

OF REPAIR OR DEMOLITION 
General 

Sec. 801. (a) Procedure. When any work of repair or demolition is to be done 
pursuant to Section 701(c) 3 of this code, the building official shall issue his order 
therefor to the director of public works and the work shall be accomplished by 
personnel of this jurisdiction or by private contract under the direction of said 
director. Plans and specifications therefor may be prepared by said director. or he 
may employ such architectural and engineering assistance on a contract basis as 
he may deem reasonably necessary. If any part of the work is to be accomplished 
by private contract. standard public works contractual procedures shall be 
followed. 

lb) Costs. The cost of such work shall be paid from the repair and demolition 
fund, and may be made a special assessment against the property involved, or 
may be made a personal obligation of the property owner, whichever the legisla-
tive body of this jurisdiction shall determine is appropriate. 

Repair and Demolition Fund 
Sec. 802. (a) General. The legislative body of this jurisdiction shall establish a 

special revolving fund to be designated as the repair and demolition fund. 
Payments shall be made out of said fund upon the demand of the director of public 
works to defray the costs and expenses which may be incurred by this jurisdiction 
in doing or causing to be done the necessary work of repair or demolition of 
dangerous buildings. 

(b) Maintenance of Fund. The legislative body may at any time transfer to the 
repair and demolition fund, out of any money in the general fund of this jurisdic- 

, tion such sums as it may deem necessary in order to expedite the performance of 
the work of repair or demolition, and any sum so transferred shall be deemed a 
loan to the repair and demolition fund and shall be repaid out of the proceeds of 
the collections hereinafter provided for. All funds collected under the proceedings 
hereinafter provided for shall be paid to the treasurer of this jurisdiction who shall 
credit the same to the repair and demolition fund. 

1962 EDITION 	 901-904 

Chapter 9 
RECOVERY OF COST OF 
REPAIR OR DEMOLITION 

Account of Expense, Filing of Report: Contents 

Sec. 901. The director of public works shall keep an itemized account of the 
expense incurred by this jurisdiction in thc repair or demolition of any building 
done pursuant to the provisions of Section 701 (c) 3 of this code. Upon the 
completion of the work of repair or demolition, said director shall prepare and file 
with the clerk of this jurisdiction a report specifying the work done, the itemized 
and total cost of the work, a description of the real property upon which the 
building or structure is or was located, and the names and addresses of the persons 
entitled to notice pursuant to Subsection (c) of Section 401. 

Report Transmitted to Council—Set for Hearing 

Sec. 902. Upon receipt of said report. the clerk of this jurisdiction shall present 
it to the legislative body of this jurisdiction for consideration. The legislative body 
of this jurisdiction shall fix a time. date and place for hearing said report and any 
protests or objections thereto. The clerk of this jurisdiction shall cause notice of 
said hearing to be posted upon the property involved, published once in a 
newspaper of general circulation in this jurisdiction. and served by certified mail. 
postage prepaid. addressed to the owner of the property as his name and address 
appear on the last equalized assessment roll of the county. if such so appear. or as 
known to the clerk. Such notice shall be given at least 10 days prior to the date set 
for hearing and shall specify the day. hour and place when the legislative body will 
hear and pass upon the director's report. together with any objections or protests 
which may be filed as hereinafter provided by any person interested in or affected 
by the proposed charge. 

Protests and Objections—How Made 

Sec. 903. Any person interested in or affected by the proposed charge may file 
written protests or objections with the clerk of this jurisdiction at any time prior to 
the time set for the hearing on the report of the director. Each such protest or 
objection must contain a description of the property in which the signer thereof is 
interested and the grounds of such protest or objection. The clerk of this jurisdie. 
don shall endorse on every such protest or objection the date it was received by 
him. He shall present such protests or objections to the legislative body of this 
jurisdiction at the time set for the hearing, and no other protests or objections shall 
be considered. 

Hearing of Protests 

Sec. 904. Upon the day and hour fixed for the hearing the legislative body of 
this jurisdiction shall hear and pass upon the report Of the director together with 
any such objections or protests. The legislative body may make such revision. `= 
correction or modification in the report or the charge as it may deem just: and CD 
when the legislative body is satisfied with the correctness of the charge. the report CD 
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(as submitted or as revised, corrected or modified) together with the charge. shall 
be confirmed or rejected. The decision of the legislative body of this jurisdiction 
on the report and the charge and on all protests or objections shall be final and 

, conclusive. 

Personal Obligation or Special Assessment 
Sec. 905. (a) General. The legislative body of this jurisdiction may there-

upon order that said charge shall be made a personal obligation of the property 
owner or assess said charge against the property involved. 

(b) Personal Obligation lithe legislative body Of this jurisdiction orders that 
the charge shall be a personal obligation of the property owner, it shall direct the 
attorney for this jurisdiction to collect the same on behalf of this jurisdiction by 
use of all appropriate legal remedies. 

(c) Special Assessment. If the legislative body of this jurisdiction orders that 
the charge shall be assessed against the property it shall confirm the assessment. 
cause the same to be recorded on the assessment roll, and thereafter said assess-
ment shall constitute a special assessment against and a lien upon the property. 

Contest 
Sec. 906. The validity of any assessment made under the provisions Of this 

chapter shall not be contested in any action or proceeding unless the same is 
commenced within 30 days after the assessment is placed upon the assessment 
roll as provided herein. Any appeal from a final judgment in such action or 
proceeding must be perfected within 30 days after the entry of such judgment. 

Authority for installment Payment of Assessments with Interest 
Sec. 907. The legislative body of this jurisdiction. in its discretion. may 

determine that assessments in amounts of S500.00 or more shall be payable in not 
to exceed five equal annual installments. The legislative body's determination to 
allow payment of such assessments in installments, the number of installments. 
whether they shall bear interest, and the rate thereof shall be by a resolution 
adopted prior to the confirmation of the assessment. 

Lien of Assessment 
Sec. 908. (a) Priority. Immediately upon its being placed on the assessment 

roll the assessment shall be deemed to be complete, the several amounts assessed 
shall be payable, and the assessments shall be liens against the lots or parcels of 
land assessed, respectively. The lien shall be subordinate to all existing special 
assessment liens previously imposed upon the same property and shall be para-
mount to all other liens except for state, county and property taxes with which it 
shall be upon a parity. The lien shall continue until the assessment and all interest 
due and payable thereon are paid. 

(b) interest. All such assessments remaining unpaid after 30 days from the 
date of recording on the assessment roll shall become delinquent and shall bear 
interest at the rate of 7 percent per annum from and after said date. 

Report to Assessor and Tax Collector: Addition of Assessment to 
Tax Bill 

Sec. 909. After confirmation of the report. certified copies of the assessment 
shall be given to the assessor and the tai collector for this jurisdiction, who shall 
add the amount of the assessinent to the next regular tax bill levied against the 
parcel for municipal purposes. • 

• Filing Copy of Report with County Auditor 
Sec. 910. lithe county assessor and the County tax collector assess property 

and collect taxes for this jurisdiction, a certified copy of the assessment shall be 
filed with the county auditor on or before August 10th. The , descriptions of the 
parcels reported shill be those used for the same parcels on the county assessor's 
map:books for the "current year. 

Collection of Assessment: Penalties- for 'Foreclosure 
Sec. 911. The amount of the assessment shall be collected at the same time and 

in the same manner as ordinary property taxes are collected: and shall be subject 
to the same penalties and procedure and sale in case of delinquency as provided 
for ordinary property taxes. All laws applicable to the levy, collection and 
enforcement of property taxes shall be - applicable to-such assessment. 

lithe legislative body of this jurisdiction has determined that the assessment 
shall be paid in installments, each installment and any interest thereon shall be 
collected in the same Manner as ordinary property taxes in successive years. If 
any installment is delinquent, the amount thereof is subject to the same penalties 
and procedure for sale as provided for ordinary property taxes. 

Repayment of Repair and Demolition Fund 
See.. 912. All money recovered by payment of the charge or assessment or 

from the sale of the property at foreclosure sale shall be paid to the treasurer of this 
jurisdiction, who shall credit the same to the repair and demolition fund. 
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Date: 	July 14, 1986  

TO: FROM: 

The City Council 

ei 4 wici(416Austala's AUG.61986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
ASHLEY HALL 
CITY MANAG 

SUBJECT: - . SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE ,REPORT OF EXPENSES' TO RECOVER 
. 	THE COSTS FOR DANGEROUS BUILDING DEMOLITION AND CLEANING THE GROUNDS AT 

• 	440 NORTH 23RD STRFFT.  
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The property in question, contained a burned-out, single family home which 
was originally constructed in 1957. The structure was so badly fire 
damaged that the Building and Safety .  Department ruled it would have to be 
totally.rebuilt.from the ground up to meet Code. The property was vacated 
by the owners after the fire. Not only was the house left in this deplorable 
state, but a portion of the front yard area was piled about three feet high 
with trash, old clothing, scrap wood, pieces of metal, and just about any-
thing else you can imagine, including a junk car. There was an empty 
swimming pool in the Tear yard which created a hazard because of open access. 
Leaving a property in this condition created a nuisance and hazard. 

The Department of Building and Safety started the legal notification process 
on December 13, 1985. Certified Mail was signed for and accepted by the 
owners. The owner did make contact with the Department of Building and 
Safety in 'January of 1986 indicating that through his attorney, Roy Woof ter, 
negotiations were taking place with the Insurance company. Around the end 
of January, a couple of the windows were boarded; however, the job was 
never completed and It would have been almost impossible to secure the house 
properly. No cleanup took Place and the City continued to receive complaint 
calls about the property. 

. When no appeal was filed nor remedial action taken, the Building and Safety 
Department contacted Roy Woofter, attorney for the owners, and informed him 
because of the hazardous condition of the house, the City was having it 
demolished. It wasalso Pointed out that attempting to clean and board the 
property was.Jlot.only impractical, but would cost considerably more than 
demolition. The Department of Building and Safety hired 'Weaver Construction 
and on July 7,_1986, work was commenced. Demolition and cleanup was completed 
on July 4, 1986 at a cost of $4,290.00. 

Attached is a letter sent to the property owner serving as notification that 
the work has been completed. Also attached is a.Report of Expenses on file 
in the City Clerk's Office. 

The procedure set forth in the Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous 
Buildings, 1982 Edition, requires that a, public hearing be held to consider 

. the Report of Expenses and hear any objections thereto. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

$4,290.00 paid to Weaver Construction. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The city Manager recommends that the City Council set a time, a date, and 
place for a public-hearing to consider the Report of Expenses to recover 
costs for the demolition Of the Dangerous Building and clearing the rubble 
at 440 NORTH 23RD STREET. 

Agenda Item 8 -6-86 

IV(a.) B. 



ITIOF LAS VEGAS 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

00023 

July 14, 1986 

- LAS VEGAS CITY 
L'OUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6  M 

FROM: 

II CAROL ANN HAWLEY 
CITY CLERK 

CLAY YMER; DIRECTOR 
DE RTMENT OF BUILDING & SAFETY 

13JWT: COPIES TO: 

II REPORT OF EXPENSES 
ABATEMENT OF DANGEROUS BUILDING 

.- 440 No 23rd Street 

II 
After giving due process, notification, and an opportunity for an appeal hearing 

I as specified in the "Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous Buildings," the 
Department of Building and Safety caused the abatement of the dangerous building 
by demolition and cleaning the premises of the property shown below. 

II Work was completed on July 8, 1986, 	by Weaver Construction at a cost of 
li $4,290.00 and accepted by the Department of Building and Safety. 

11 	Loader for 15 hrs. @$60.00 per hr. 	 $ 900.00 
II 	3 trucks, 2•days, 8 hrs. ea. day (48 hrs. total)@ $52.50 2,520.00 

Labor, 15 hrs. @ $20.00 Per hr. 	 300.00 
70 c.y. fill for swimming pool at $3.00 per c.y. 

111

,210.00  
Dump fees, 16 loads, 180 yds. solid waste 	 360.00  

TOTAL 	$4,290.00 

I.  
1 

Owner of Record: 
At time of Abatement: 

Property Abated: 

Assessor's Parcel: 

Legal Description: 

JAMES K. & JAN R. HOLT 
440 N. 23rd Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

440 N. 23rd Street 

020-313-005 

Lot 6, Block 3, Boulder Damfiomesite Add. #6 
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Attachments 
cc: Attorney 'RoyWoofter 

400 E. STEWART AVENUE • LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 • (702) 386-6011 aV-7009 

II 

II July 14, 1986 

James K. & Jan R. Holt 
111/440 N. 23rd Street 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

CERTIFIED AND REGULAR MAIL 

Re: Abatement of Dangerous Building 
446 N. 23rd Street 

II Dear Property Owner: 

On July 8, 1986, 	the City of Las Vegas caused the dangerous building located 
on the property referenced above to be demolished and the premises cleaned. A Report 
of Expenses has been submitted by the Department of Building and Safety and a copy 
is attached. 

III, 

At the City Council meeting to be held on 	August 6, 1986, a date and time for a 
public hearing will be set to consider the Report of Expenses. A tentative date 
for the public hearing is August 20, 1986 . You will, however, be mailed 

II appropriate notification. 

For your information, a copy of the procedures for the abatement of dangerous 

I buildings is attached. 

If you have any questions concerning this procedure, please contact the Central 
Action Office located in the Department of Building and Safety by telephoning I (702) 386-6615. 

Sincerely yours, 

1 
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Chapter 7 
ENFORCEMENT OF THE ORDER 

OF THE BUILDING OFFICIAL 
OR THE BOARD OF APPEALS 

Compliance 
Sec. 701. (a) General. After any order of the building official or the Board of 

Appeals made pursuant to this code shall have become final. no person to whom 
any such order is directed shall fail, neglect or refuse to obey any such order Any 
such person who fails to comply with any such order is guilty of a misdemeanor. 

(b) Failure to Obey Order. If. after any order of the building official or Board 
of Appeals made pursuant to this code has become final. the person to whom such 
order is directed shall fail. neglect or refuse to obey such order, the building 
official may (i) cause such person to be prosecuted under Subsection (a) of this 
section or (ii) institute any appropriate action to abate such building as a public 
nuisance. 

(c) Failure to Commence Work. Whenever the required repair or demolition 
is not commenced within 30 days after any final notice and order issued under this 
code becomes effective: 

I. The building official shall cause the building described in such notice and 
order to be vacated by posting at each entrance thereto a notice reading: 

DANGEROUS BUILDING 
DO NOT OCCUPY 

It is ai misdemeanor to occupy this building, 
or to remove or deface this notice. 

Building Official 
	of 	 

2. No person shall occupy any building which has been posted as specified in 
this subsection. No person shall remove or deface any such notice so posted until 
the repairs, demolition or removal ordered by the building official have been 
completed and a Certificate of Occupancy issued pursuant to the provisions of the 
Building Code. 

3. The building official may, in addition to any other remedy herein provided. 
cause the building to be repaired to the extent necessary to correct the conditions 
which render the building dangerous as set forth in the notice and order; or. if the 
notice and order required demolition, to cause the building to be sold and 
demolished_ or demolished and the materials, rubble and debris therefrom 
removed and the- lot cleaned. Any such repair or demolition work shall be 
accomplished and the cost thereof paid and recovered in the manner hereinafter 
provided in this code. Any surplus realized from the sale of any such building. or 
from the demolition thereof, over and above the cost of demolition and of cleaning 
the lot, shall be paid over to the person or persons lawfully entitled thereto. 

24  

Extension of Time to Perform Work 
Sec. 702. Upon receipt of an application from the person required to conform 

to the order and an agreement by such person that he will comply with the order of 
allowed additional time, the building official may, in his discretion, grant an 
extension of time not to exceed an additional 120 days, within which to complete 
said repair, rehabilitation or demolition, if the building official determines that 
such an extension of time will not create or perpetuate a situation imminently 
dangerous to life Of properly. The building official's authority to extend time is 
limited to the physical repair. rehabilitation or demolition of the premises and will 
not in any way affect the time to appeal his notice and order. 

Interference with Repair or Demolition Work Prohibited 
Sec. 703. No person shall obstruct, impede or interfere with any officer. 

employee, contractor or authorized representative of this jurisdiction or with any 
person who owns or holds any estate or interest in any building which has been 
ordered repaired vacated or demolished under the provisions of this code: or with 
any person to whom such building has been lawfully sold pursuant to the 
provisicms of this code, whenever such officer, employee, contractor or autho-
rized representative of this jurisdiction. person having an interest or estate in such 
building or structure, or purchaser is engaged in the work of repairing, vacating 
and repairing, or demolishing any such building. pursuant to the provisions of this 
code, or in performing any necessary act preliminary to or incidental to such work 
or authorized or directed pursuant to this code. 
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Chapter 8 
PERFORMANCE OF WORK 

OF REPAIR OR DEMOLITION 
General 

Sec. 801. (a) Procedure. When any work of repair or demolition is to be done 
pursuant to Section 701 (c) 3 of this code, the building official shall issue his order 
therefor to the director of public works and the work shall be accomplished by 
personnel of this jurisdiction or by private contract under the direction of said 
director. Plans and specifications therefor may be prepared by said director or he 
may employ such archiiectural and engineering assistance on a contract basis as 
he may deem reasonably necessary. If any part of the work is to be accomplished 
by private contract, standard public works contractual procedures shall be 

followed. 
(b) Costs. The cost of such work shall be paid from the repair and demolition 

fund, and may be made a special assessment against the property involved, or 
may be made a personal obligation of the property owner, whichever the legisla-
tive body of this jurisdiction shall determine is appropriate. 

Repair and Demolition Fund 
Sec. 802. (a) General. The legislative body of this jurisdiction shall establish a 

special revolving fund to be designated as the repair and demolition fund. 
Payments shall be made out of said fund upon the demand of the director of public 
works to defray the costs and expenses which may be incurred by this jurisdiction 
in doing or causing to be done the necessary work of repair or demolition of 

dangerous buildings. 
(b) Maintenance of Fund. The legislative body may at any time transfer to the 

repair and demolition fund. out of any money in the general fund of this jurisdic-
tion. such sums as it may deem necessary in order to expedite the performance of 
the work of repair or demolition, and any sum so transferred shall be deemed a 
loan to the repair and demolition fund and shall be repaid out of the proceeds of 
the collections hereinafter provided for. All funds collected under the proceedings 
hereinafter provided for shall be paid to the treasurer of this jurisdiction who shall 
credit the same to the repair and demolition fund. 
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198211KTION 	 901-904 
801-802 	 ABATEMENT OF DANGEROUS BUILDINGS 

Chapter 9 
RECOVERY OF COST OF 
REPAIR OR DEMOLITION 

Account of Expense, Filing of Report: Contents 
Sec. 901. The director of public works shall keep an itemized account of the 

expense incurred by this jurisdiction in the repair or demolition Of any building 
done pursuant to the provisions of Section 701 (c) 3 of this code. Upon the 
completion of the work of repair or demolition. said director shall prepare and file 
with the clerk of this jurisdiction a report specifying the work done, the itemized 
and total cost of the work, a description of the real property upon which the 
building or structure is or was located, and the names and addresses of the persons 
entitled to notice pursuant to Subsection (c) of Section 401. 

Report Transmitted to Council—Set for Hearing 
Sec. 902. Upon receipt of said report the clerk of this jurisdiction shall present 

it to the legislative body of this jurisdiction for consideration. The legislative body 
of this jurisdiction shall fix a time, date and place for hearing said report and any 
protests_or objections thereto. The clerk of this jurisdiction shall cause notice of 
said hearing to be posted upon the property involved. published once in ;e r—
newspaper of general circulation in this jurisdiction. and served by certified mail= en' 
postage prepaid. addressed to the owner of the property as his name and addresg < 
appear on the last equalized assessment roll of the county. if such so appear. or a 	m 
known to the clerk. Such notice shall be given at least 10 days prior to the date set v. 
for hearing and shall specify the day. hour and place when the legislative body will cn 
hear and pass upon the director's report. together with any objections or protests =  
which may be filed as hereinafter provided by any person interested in or affected-4 

m by the proposed charge. 	 cn 
Protests and Objections—How Made 

Sec. 903. Any person interested in or affected by the proposed charge may file 
written protests or objections with the clerk of this jurisdiction at any time prior to 
the time set for the hearing on the report of the director. Each such protest or 
objection must contain a description of the property in which the signer thereof is 
interested and the grounds of such protest or objection. The clerk of this jurisdic-
tion shall endorse on every such protest or objection the date it was received by 
him. He shall present such protests or objections to the legislative body of this 
jurisdiction at the time set for the hearing, and no other protests or objections shall 
be considered. 

Hearing of Protests 

Sec. 904. Upon the day and hour fixed for the hearing the legislative body of 
this jurisdiction shall hear and pass upon the report Of the director together with 
any such objections or protests. The legislative body may make such revision. 
correction or modification in the report or the charge as it may deem just: and 
when the legislative body is satisfied with the correctness of the charge, the report 
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(as submitted or as revised. corrected or modified) together with the charge. shall 
be confirmed or rejected. The decision of the legislative body of this jurisdiction 
on the report and the charge. and on all protests or objections. shall be final and 
conclusive. 

Personal Obligation or Special Assessment 

Sec. 905. (a) General. The legislative body of this jurisdiction may there-
upon order that said charge shall be made a personal obligation of the property 
owner or assess said charge against the property involved. 

(b) Personal Obligation. If the legislative body of this jurisdiction orders that 
the charge shall be a personal obligation of the property owner, it shall direct the 
attorney for this jurisdiction to collect the same on behalf of this jurisdiction by 
use of all ■ appropriate legal remedies. 

(c) Special Assessment. If the legislative body of this jurisdiction orders that 
the charge shall be assessed against the property it shall'confirm the assessment. 
Cause the same to be recorded on the assessment roll, and thereafter said assess-
ment shall constitute a special assessment against and a lien upon the property. 

Contest 
Sec. 906. The validity of any assessment made under the provisions of this 

chapter shall not be contested in any action or proceeding unless the same is 
commenced within 30 days after the assessment is placed upon the assessment 
roll as provided herein. Any appeal from a final judgment in such action or 
proceeding must be perfected within 30 days after the entry of such judgment. 

Authority for Installment Payment of Assessments with Interest 

Sec. 907. The legislative body of this jurisdiction, in its discretion. may 
determine that assessments in amounts of $500.00 or more shall be payable in not 
to exceed five equal annual installments. The legislative body's determination to 
allow payment of such assessments in installments, the number of installments. 
whether they shall bear interest, and the rate thereof shall be by a resolution 
adopted prior to the confirmation of the assessment. 

Lien of Assessment 

Sec. 908. (a) Priority. Immediately upon its being placed on the assessment 
roll the assessment shall be deemed to be complete, the several amounts assessed 
shall be payable, and the assessments shall be liens against the lots or parcels of 
land assessed, respectively. The lien shall be subordinate to all existing special 
assessment liens previously imposed upon the same property and shall be para-
mount to all other liens except for state, county and property taxes with which it 
shall be upon 3 parity. The lien shall continue until the assessment and all interest 
due and payable thereon are paid. 

(b) Interest. All such assessments remaining unpaid after 30 days from the 
date of recording on the assessment roll shall become delinquent and shall bear 
interest at the rate of 7 percent per annum from and after said date. 
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Report to Assessor and Tax Collector: Addition of Assessment to 
Tax Bill 

Sec. 909. After confirmation of the report. certified copies of the assessment 
shall:be given to the assessor and the tax collector for this jurisdiction. who shall 
add the amount of the assessment to the, next regular tax bill levied against the 
parcel for municipal purposes. 

Filing Copy of Report with County Auditor 
Sec. 910. If the county assessor and the county tax collector assess property 

and collecutaxes for this jurisdiction, a certified copy of the assessment shall be 
filed with the county auditor on or before August 10th. The descriptions of the 
parcels reported shall be those used for the same parcels on the county assessor's 
map books for the current year. 

Collection of Assessment: Penalties for Foreclosure 

, 'Sec. 911.. The amount Of the assessment shall be collected . at the same time and 
in the same manner as ordinary propertytaxes - are collected; and shall be subject 
to thelame penalties and procedure and sale in case of delinquency as provided 
for ordinary property taxes. All laws applicable to the levy, collection and 
enforcement of property taxes shall be applicable to .such assessment. 

If the legislative body of this jurisdiction has determined that the assessment 	- 
shall be paid in installments..each installment and any interest thereon shall be 
collected in the same manner-as ordinary .property taxes in successive years. 
any installment is delinquent. the amount thereof is subject to the same penaltie 
and procedure for sale as Provided for ordinary property taxes. 	 z Cl) 

Repayment of Repair and Demolition Fund 	 cr) 
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Sec. 	

r- 
 912. All money recovered by payment of the charge or assessment ok 

from the sale of the property at foreclosure sale shall be paid to thc treasurer of thi C/3 
jurisdiction, who shall credit the same to the repair and demolition fund. 
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AGENDA boCUMENTATION 
FROM: 

ASHLEY HALL 
CITY MANAG 

SUBJECT: 	SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE REPORT OF EXPENSES TO 7RiCC* 
THE COSTS FOR THE DANGEROUS BUILDING ABATEMENT AND CLEANING THE GROUNDS 
A1- 253g - AND 2545 VAILFY STRFFT  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The property in question contains four structures--one tri-plex addressed 
as 2545 Valley and two duPleX . structures, also one single structure 
addressed as 2545 Valley for a total of eight units. The property was 
totally trashed--the windows broken, doors broken or missing, with old 
furniture, trash, litter, and debris scattered about the property, in-
cluding several junk vehicles.: Vagrants were living in the structures and 
Metro had to be called to the property several times. Because of the 
appearance: and condition of the property, it was a source of complaint from 
concerned neighbors. 

The Department of Building and Safety declared the structures dangerous 
and started the legal notification process on February 26, 1986. When mail 
was returned as "unclaimed!, the property Was posted and legal notification 
filed at the Recorder's Office. 

When no corrective action, was taken nor an appeal filed, the Department of 
Building and Safety hired Weaver Construction to secure the structures, 

• clean the grounds, and remove the junk vehicles. Work was completed on 
June 26, 1986 at a cost of $5,016.00. 

Attached is a letter sent to the property owner serving as notification 
that the work - hat been completed. Also attached is a Report of Expenses 
on file in the City Clerk's Office. 

The procedure set forth in the .Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous 
Buildings, 1982 Edition, requires that a public hearing be held to consider 
the Report of Expenses and hear any objections thereto. 

FISCAL IMPACT 	 • 

$5,016.00 paid to Weaver Construction. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The-City Manager recommends that the City Council set a time, date, and 
, 	place for a public tearing to consider the. Report of Expenses to recover 

costs for the Abatement of the Dangerous Buildings at 2539 and 2545 
Valley Street. 

41) 

TO: 
The City Council 

Agenda Item 8-6-86 

IV(a.) C. 
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Date CIL' OF LAS VEGAS COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986  00029 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

COPIES TO: 

REPORT OF EXPENSES 
ABATEMENT OE DANGEROUS BUILDING 

2539 and 2545 Valley Street 

CAROL ANN HAWLEY 
CITY CLERK 

CLAY H EiR,-efRECTOR 
DEPAR ENT OF BUILDING & SAFETY 

July 14, 1986 

FROM: 

I. 
SUBJECT : 

 

k 

After giving due process, notification, and an opportunity for an appeal hearing 
as specified in the "Uniform Code for the Abatement of Dangerous Buildings," the 
Department of Building and Safety caused the abatement of the dangerous building 
by securing the structure and cleaning the premises of the property shown below. 

Work was completed on -June 26, 1986, 	by Weaver Construction at a cost of 
$5,016.00 and accepted by the _Department of Building and Safety.' 

IBoard windows, 616 sq. ft. '@ $3.50 per sq. ft. 
Board doors, 14.@ $55 each 
Loader for 10 hrs. @ $60 per hr. 
2 trucks fora total. Of 16 hrs. @ $52.50 per hr. 
Labor for 26 hrs. @ $20.00 per hr. 
Dump fees, 6 loads, 65 yrds solid waste 

TOTAL 	 $5,016.00 

$2,156.00 
770.00 
600.00 
840.00 
520.00 
130.00 

Owner of Record: 
At time of Abatement 

Property Abated: 

• Assessor's Parcel: 

Legal Description: 

Joseph Sacchieri 
2545 Valley Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

2539 and 2545 Valley Street 

020-641-009 and 020-641-010 

Lot 1 and Lot 2, Block 4, 
Sunrise Park Tract #1 
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Mr. Joseph Sacchieri 
2545 Valley Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Re: Abatement of Dangerous Building 
2539 and 2545 Valley Street 

Dear Property Owner: 

On 	June 26, 1986 the City of Las Vegas caused the dangerous building located 
on the property referenced above to be secured and the premises cleaned. A Report 
of Expenses has been submitted by the Department of Building and Safety and a copy 
is attached. 

At the City Council meeting to be held on August 6, 1986, a date and time for a 
public hearing will be set to consider the Report of Expenses. A tentative date 
for the public hearing is August 20, 1986 . You will, however, be mailed 
appropriate notification. 

For your information, a copy of the procedures for the abatement of dangerous 
buildings is attached. 

If you have : any questions concerning this procedure, please'contact the Central . 
Action Office located in the Department of Building And Safety by telephoning 
.(702) 386-6615. 

Sincerely yours, 

Caftl Ann Hawley 
City Clerk 

KT 

Attachments 

CLV-7009 	 400 E. STEWART AVENUE • LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 • (7021 386-6011 
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701 	 ABATEMENT OF DANGEROUS BUILDINGS 1982 EDITION 702-703 

Chapter . 7 

ENFORCEMENT OF THE ORDER 
OF THE BUILDING OFFICIAL 

OR THE BOARD OF APPEALS 

Compliance 
Sec. 701. (a) General. After any order of the building official or the Board of 

Appeals made pursuant to this code shall have become final, no person to whom 
any such order is directed shall fail, neglect or refuse to obey any such order. Any 
such person who fails to comply with any such order is guilty of a misdemeanor. 

(b) Failure to Obey Order. If, after any order of the building official or Board 
of Appeals made pursuant to this code has become final. the person to whom such 
order is directed shall fail, neglect or refuse to obey such order, the building 
official may (i) cause such person to be prosecuted under Subsection (a) of this 
section or (ii) institute any appropriate action to abate such building as a public 
nuisance. 

(c) Failure to Commence Work. Whenever the required repair or demolition 
is not commenced within 30 days after any final notice and order issued under this 
code becomes effective: 

I .- The building official shall cause the building described in such notice and 
order to be vacated by posting at each entrance thereto a notice reading: 

DANGEROUS BUILDING 
DO NOT OCCUPY 

It is a misdemeanor to occupy this building, 
or to remove or deface this notice. 

Building Official 
	of 	 

2. No person shall occupy any building which has been posted as specified in 
this subsection. No person shall remove or deface any such notice so posted until 
the repairs, demolition or removal ordered by the building official have been 
completed and a Certificate of Occupancy issued pursuant to the provisions of the 
Building Code. 

3. The building official may, in addition to any other remedy herein provided. 
cause the building to be repaired to the extent necessary to correct the conditions 
which render the building dangerous as set forth in the notice and order; or. if the 
notice and order required demolition, to cause the building to be sold and 
demolished or demolished and the materials, rubble and debris therefrom 
removed and the lot cleaned. Any such repair or demolition work shall be 
accomplished and the cost thereof paid and recovered in the manner hereinafter 
provided in this code. Any surplus realized from the sale of any such building. or 
from the demolition thereof, over and above the cost of demolition and of cleaning 
the lot, shall be paid over to the person or persons lawfully entitled thereto. 

24 

Extension of Time to Perform Work 	• 
Sec. 702. Upon receipt of an application from the person required to conform 

to the order and an agreement by such person that he will comply with the order if 
allowed additional time, the building official may, in his discretion, grant an 
extension of time, not to exceed an additional 120 days. within which to complete 
said repair, rehabilitaiion or demolition, if the building official determines that 
such an extension of lime will not create or perpetuate a situation imminently 
dangerous to life or property. The building official's aUthbrity to extend time is 
limited to thephysical repair, rehabilitation or demolition of the premises and will 
not in any way affect the time to appeal his notice and order. 

Interference with Repair or Demolition Work Prohibited 
Sec. 703. No person shall obstruct, impede or interfere with any officer. 

employee, contractor or authorized representative of this jurisdiction or with any 
person who owns or holds any estate or interest in any building which has been 
ordered repaired, vacated or demolished under the provisions of this code: or with 
any person to whom such building has been lawfully sold pursuant to the 
provisions of this code, whenever such officer, employee, contractor or autho-
rized representative of this jurisdiction, person having an interest or estate in such 
building or structure, or purchaser is engaged in the work of repairing, vacating 
and repairing, or demolishing any such building. pursuant to the provisions of this 
code, or in performing any necessary act preliminary to or incidental to such woEls 
or authorized or directed pursuant to this code.  
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801-802 	 ABATEMENT OF DANGEROUS BUILDINGS 

Chapter 8 
PERFORMANCE OF WORK 

OF REPAIR OR DEMOLITION 
General 

Sec. 801. (a) Procedure. When an y  work of repair or demolition is to be done 
pursuant to Section 701 (c) 3 of this code, the buildin g  official shall issue his order 
therefor to the director of public works and the work shall be accomplished b y  

personnel of this jurisdiction or by  private contract under the direction of said 
director. Plans and specifications therefor ma y  be prepared by  said director, or he 

may  employ  such architectural and en g ineering  assistance on a contract basis as 

he may  deem reasonabl y  necessary. If any  part of the work is to be accomplished 

by  private contract, standard public works contractual procedures shall be 
followed. 

(b) Costs. The cost of such work shall be paid from the repair and demolition 
fund. and may  be made a special assessment a gainst the propert y  involved, or 

may  be made a personal obli gation of the propert y  owner, whichever the legisla-

tive body  of this jurisdiction shall determine is appropriate. 

Repair and Demolition Fund 

Sec. 802. (a) General. The le g islative bod y  of this jurisdiction shall establish a 

special revolvin g  fund to be desi gnated as the repair and demolition fund. 

Pay ments shall be made out of said fund upon the demand of the director of public 
works to defray  the costs and expenses which ma y  be incurred by  this jurisdiction 

in doing  or causin g  to be done the necessary  work of repair or demolition of 

dangerous buildin gs. 

(b) Maintenance of Fund. The legislative body  may  at any  time transfer to the 

repair and demolition fund, out of an y  money  in the general fund of this jurisdic- 

, tion. such sums as it may  deem necessary  in order to expedite the performance of 
the work of repair or demolition. and an y  sum so transferred shall be deemed a 
loan to the repair and demolition fund and shall be repaid out of the proceeds of 
the collections hereinafter provided for. All funds colletted under the proceedin g s 
hereinafter provided for shall be paid to the treasurer of this jurisdiction who shall 
credit the same to the repair and demolition fund. 
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1982 EDITION 	 901-904 

Chapter 9 
RECOVERY OF COST OF 
REPAIR OR DEMOLITION 

Account of Expense, Filing of Report: Contents 
Sec. 901. The director of public works shall keep an itemized account of the 

expense incurred by  this jurisdiction in the repair or demolition of an y  buildin g  
done pursuant to the provisions of Section 701 (c) 3 of this code. Upon the 
completion of the work of repair or demolition, said director shall prepare and file 
with the clerk of this jurisdiction a report specif y ing  the work done the itemized 
and total cost of the work, a description of the real propert y  upon which the 
building  or structure is or was located, and the names.and addresses of the persons 
entitled to notice pursuant to Subsection (c) of Section .101. 

Report Transmitted to Council—Set for Hearing 

Sec. 902. Upon receipt of said report, the clerk of this jurisdiction shall present 
it to the le g islative body  of this jurisdiction for consideration. The le g islative bod y  (--) 
of this jurisdiction shall fix a time, date and place for hearin g  said report and an y  51 
protests or objections thereto. The clerk of this jurisdiction shall cause notice of 
said hearin g  to be posted upon the propert y  involved, published once in a c'") 
newspaper of general circulation in this jurisdiction. and served b y  certified mail. r" 
postage prepaid. addressed to the owner of the propert y  as his name and address M 
appear on the last e qualized assessment roll of the count y. if such so appear, or as 
known to the clerk. Such notice shall be given at least 10 days prior to the date set 
for hearin g  and shall specify  the day. hour and place when the le g islative bod y  will m  
hear and pass upon the director's report. to gether with an y  objections or protests CI) 
which may  be filed as hereinafter provided b y  any  person interested in or affected 
by  the proposed charge. 

Protests and Objections—How Made 
Sec. 903. Any  person interested in or affected b y  the proposed charge may  file 

written protests or objections with the clerk of this jurisdiction at an y  time prior to 
the time set for the hearin g  on the report of the director. Each such protest or 
objection must contain a description of the propert y  in which the si gner thereof is a. 
interested and the grounds of such protest or objection. The clerk of this jurisdic- Cr) 
tion shall endorse on ever y  such protest or objection the date it was received b y  
him. He shall present such protests or objections to the le gislative body  of this 
jurisdiction at the time set for the hearin g , and no other protests or objections shall 
be considered. 

Hearing of Protests 
Sec. 904. Upon the da y  and hour fixed for the hearin g  the leg islative bod y  of 

this jurisdiction shall hear and pass upon the report Of the director to gether with 
any  such objections or protests. The le g islative bod y  may  make such revision. 
correction or modification in the report or the char ge as it may  deem just: and 
when the leg islative body  is satisfied with the co rrectness of the charge. the report 
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(as submitted or as revised. corrected or modified) together with the charge. shall 
be confirmed or rejected. The decision of the legislative body of this jurisdiction 
on the report and the charge. and on all protests or objections, shall be final and 
conclusive. 

Personal Obligation or Special Assessment 
Sec. 905. (a) General. The legislative body of this jurisdiction may there 

upon order that saidicharge shall be made a personal obligation of the property 
owner or assess said charge against the property involved. 

(b) Personal Obligation. If the legislative body of this jurisdiction orders that 
the charge shall be a personal obligation of the property owner. it shall direct the 
attorney for this jurisdiction to collect the same on behalf of this jurisdiction by 
use of all-appropriate legal remedies. 

(c) Special Assessment. If the legislative body of this jurisdiction orders that 
the charge shall be assessed against the property it shall confirm the assessment. 
cause the same to be recorded on the assessment roll, and thereafter said assess-
ment shall constitute a special assessment against and a lien upon the property. 

Contest 
Sec. 906. The validity of any assessment made under the provisions of this 

chapter shall not be contested in any action or proceeding unless the same is 
commenced within 30 days after the assessment is placed upon the assessment 
roll as provided herein. Any appeal from a final judgment in such action or 
proceeding must be perfected within 30 days after the entry of such judgment. 

Authority for Installment Payment of Assessments with Interest 

Sec. 907. The legislative body of this jurisdiction, in its discretion may 
determine that assessments in amounts of S500.00 or more shall be payable in not 
to exceed five equal annual installments. The legislative body's determination to 
allow payment of such assessments in installments, the number of installments. 
whether they shall bear interest, and the rate thereof shall be by a resolution 
adopted prior to the confirmation of the assessment. 

Lien of Assessment 

Sec. 908. (a) Priority. Immediately upon its being placed on the assessment 
roll the assessment shall be deemed to be complete, the several amounts assessed 
shall be payable, and the assessments shall be liens against the lots or parcels of 
land assessed. respectively. The lien shall be subordinate to all existing special 
assessment liens previously imposed upon the same property and shall be para-
mount to all other liens except for state, county and property taxes with which it 
shall be upon a parity. The lien shall continue until the assessment and all interest 
due and payable thereon are paid. 

(b) Interest. All such assessments remaining unpaid after 30 days from the 
date of recording on the assessment roll shall become delinquent and shall bear 
interest at the rate oil percent per annum from and after said date. 

Report - to Assessor and Tax Collector: Addition of Assessment to 
Tax Bill . 

Sec. 909. After confirmation of the report, certified copies of the assessment 
shaltbe given lathe assessor and the-tax collector for this jurisdiction, who shall 
acid the amount of the aSsessment: to the next regular tax bill levied against the 
parcel for municipal purposes. 

Filing Copy of Report with County Auditor 	. • 
'_ Sec. 910.1f the county assessor and the county tax collector assess property 

and:collect taxes for ,  this.jurisdiction, a certified copy of the assessment Shall be 
filed with the-county .auditor on or before. August 10th. The descriptions of the 
pareels.reportedshall be those used for the same:parcels on. the'county assessor's 
marboOks fOr the current year. : 

Collection of Assessment: Penalties for Foreclosure 
Sec. 911. The amount of the assessment shalt be collected at the same time and 

in the same manner as ordinary property taxes are collected; and shall be subject 
to the same penalties and procedure and-sale in case of delinquency at provided 
for ordinary property taxes. All laws applicable to the levy, collection and 
enforcement of property taxes shall be applicable tosuch assessment. 

. lithe legislative body of this jurisdiction -has determined that the assessrneg I—
shall ,  be paid in inStallments each installment and any interest ihereon shall ttm IN. 
collected in the tame manner as Ordinary property taxes in successive years: 
any .installment is .delinquent: the amount thereof is subject to the same penalti 

; 

and procedure for Sale as provided for ordinary-property taxes. 	 G) 

Repayment of Repair and Demolition-Fund 	 -=--- CI)  
Sec: 912; All Money recovered by .paymcnt of the charge or assessment. E 52 

from the sale of the property 4i foreclosure side shall be paid to the treasurer of thr—ti ::(1  
juritdiction, who shall credit the same to the repair and.dernolitionlOnd. Cn 
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Date:  7-23-86  

FROM: 
The City Council ASHLEY HAL 

CITY MANAG 

) 

ei4144404 LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DattatiTIATION 

JBJECT: SET DATE FOR pulitoc HEARING TO CONSIDER THE REPORT OF EXPENSES TO RECOVEIQUE 
• COSTS FOR LITTER ABATEMENT ON VACANT PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER 

OF ATLANTIC AND OLIVE STREETS.  
JRPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The subject property is a vacant parcel of land located at the northwest 
corner of Olive and Atlantic Streets as shown tn:the'attached map. The 
property was littered with tree tilMM1.110.  .several piles of Concrete chunks, 
and other debris. The appearance of the property made it a source of com-
plaint. 

• 
When legal due process of notification failed to .yield any corrective 
action or Weal by the out-of-state 01107., the Department of Building and 
Safety hired *aver Construction to clean and clearthe property. Work 
was completed by Weaver Construction on July 17, 1986 at a -cost of $881.00. 

Attached is a letter sent to the property Owner serving as notification 
that the work has been completed. ..:Also attached is a RepOrt of Expenses 
filed in the City Clerk's Office. 

The procedure set forth in Title 9, Chapter 12 of the Las Vegas Municipal 
Code . fOr Litter Abatement reduires . that-apUblic hearing be held to consider 
the Report'Of Expenses together with any objections or protests. 

ISCAL IMPACT  

$881.00 paid to Weaver Construction. 

ECOMMENDATIONS  

The City Manager recommends that the City Council set a date and time for a 
Oublic'hearing.to consider the Report of'Expenses to recover costs for litter 
abatement. 

Agenda Item 8-6-86 

IV(a.) D. 
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CAROL ANN HAWLEY. 
.CITY CLERK 

11rei,  

, 

FROM: 

CLAyHYMS, DIRECTOR 
DEWARTMENT. OF BUILDING & SAFETY 

COPIES TO: 

Owner of Record: 
At time of abatement: .  

,Property Abated: 

Assessor's Parcel: 

Legal Description: 

iiITY OF LAS VEGAS LAS VEGAS CITY 
AUG 61 

96ii  Date 	
00036 

INTER-OFFICE MEMOsiValMOUTES T 	July 23, 1986 

REPORT OF EXPENSES 
LITTER ABATEMENT 
Northwest cornet of Atlantic & Olive 

i• After giving due process, notification, and an opportunity for an appeal hearing 
as specified in the Las Vegas Municipal Code "Litter", Title 9, Chapter 12, the 
Department of Building and Safety caused the property shown below to be cleaned. 

Work was completed on July 17, 1986, 	by Weaver Construction at a cost of 
$881.00 	and accepted by the Department of Building and Safety. 

2 trucks, 5 firs. ea. @ $52.50 per hr. 
. 1 loader for 4 hrs. .@ $60.00 per hr. 
Dump feet (5 loads) 58 yds. solid waste 

TOTAL 	$881.00 

$525.00 
240.00 
116.00  

Iona Perkins 
c/o I. Miller 
8653 Wagner Cr. Rd. 
Talent, Oregon 97540 

Northwest corner of Atlantic A Olive 

#020-814-011 

Lots 16 and 17, Block 6, 
Fishers Fremont Street 
Boulder Dam Hwy First 

CLV 7007 
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July 23, 1986 CERTIFIED AND REGULAR MAIL 

400 E. STEWAR-  AVENUE • LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 • (702) 386-6011 

Attachments 

MAYOR BILL BRIARE 

COUNCILMEN 
RON LURIE 

AL LEVY 
BOB NOUN 

W. WAYNE BUNKER 

CITY ATTORNEY 
GEORGE F. OGILVIE 

CITY MANAGER 
ASHLEY HALL 
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1. 1• 1• 1• 1 11:11 ! , 

""........ 

lona Perkins 
CIO I. Miller 
8653 Wagner Cr. Rd. 
' Talent, Oregon 97540 

Re: Litter Abatement 	. 
Northwest Corner Olive and Atlantic 
Parcel #020-8147-011 

Dear Property Owner: 

On July 17, 1986, 	the City of Las Vegas caused the above property to be 
cleaned. A Report of Expenses has been submitted by the Department of Building 
and Safety and a copy is attached. 

At the City Council meeting to be held on August 6,1986, a date and time for 
a public hearing will be set to consider the Report of Expenses. A tentative 
date for the public hearing is August 20,1986. You will, however, be mailed 
appropriate notification. 

III/ For your information, a copy of the procedures for litter abatement is also 
attached. 

lt 	If you have any questions concerning this procedure, please contact the Central 
il 	Attion Office located in the Department of Building and Safety by telephoning 

(702) 386-6615. 

Sincerely yours, 

Carol Ann Hawley 
City Clerk 

KT 
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Sections: 

9.12.010 Findings—Purpose. 
9.12.020 Definitions. 
9.12.030 • Compost piles, firewood and stored materials. 
9.12.040 Declaration of nuisance. 
9.12.050 Utter on private property. 
9.12.060 Owner to maintain premises free of litter. 
9.12.070 Liner in public places. 
9.12.080 Noncompliance with regulations—Order to comply. 
.9.12.090 Noncompliance with regulations—Right of appeal by 

owner. 
9.12.100 Noncompliance with regulations—Failure to comply with 

notice. 
9.12.110 Violation—Penalty. 

9.12.010 Findings—Purpose. Whereas the daily volume of litter 
carelessly deposited in the City has reached alarming proportions; the heed. 
less avalanche of paper, wrappings bottles cans and waste of every conceiv. 
able kind is a cause of civic disgrace:litter is unsightly, dirty and offensive; it 
is a .11re, health and safety hazard; litter has a deleterious effect on property 
values: it destroys community pride and makes the City a less desirable place 
In which to live; combating litter is a costly wane or men, money and ma. 
serial, it is the purpose of this chapter to bring about a public awareness of 
the problem and to effect a litter control program. 
(Ord. 1876 I (part). 1977: prior code § 8.3A.1) 

9.12.020 Definitions. In the construction of this Chapter. the follow. 
big definitions shall be observed unless the context clearly requires otherwise: 

, 
' (A) . "Garbage" TOM refuse, animal and vegetable matter from a 

kitchen. market, store, or any source, Including every refuse accumulation of 
animal, fruit or vegetable matter, liquid or Otherwise, that attends prepara. 
lion, use, cooking., dealing In or storing of meat, fish, fowl, fruits or vege. 
tables, and all foul. noisorne and filthy substances. 

(1) "Litter" means garbage, refuse or rubbish as defined in this 
Section and all other waste material .  which, if thrown or deposited as herein 
prohibited, is unsightly, dirty or offensive or tends to create a fire hazard or 
danger to public health, safety or welfare. 

, 	(C) "Person" . means any person, firm, partnership, association. 
corporation. company Of organization of any kind. 

(D) "Public place" means, any and all streets, sidewalks. boulevards. 
alleys or other public ways and any and all public parks, squares, spaces. 
pounds, and Windings. 

(E) "Refuse" means all solid and liquid wastes 'including, but not 
limited to, garbage, rubbish. ashes. street cleanings, dead animals. abandoned 
vehicles, dismantled vehicles, parts of dismantled and abandoned vehicles, and 
commercial and industrial wastes. 

(F) "Rubbish" means all old metal, wood, paper, glass or synthetic 
containers, old metal, wire, rope, cordage, rubber and nonserviceable fifes. 
paper wood shavings and all unusable or nonserviceable fraterials including. 
but ndt limited to, old plaster, brick, cement, glass,. old building materials, 
leaves. yard trimmings, weeds and similar MOM% 	 - 
(Ord. 2113 I I (part), 1980: Ord. 1876 § I (part), 1977: prior code I S.3A.2 
(A—F)) 

9.12.030 Compost piles , firewood and stored materials. 
(A) Nothing in this Chapter shall be so construed as to prevent 

persons from creating and maintaining a compost pile as permitted by Health 
Department regulations, to accumulate and store firewood if there is a 
fireplace on the premises, to store serviceable vehicular parts for owned 
vehicles and to store useable materials for use on the property, provided such 
parts and materials are not stored in quantities or locations prohibited by any 
other provision of this Code. All such compost, firewood and stored ma. 
(trials shall not: 

(1) Be visible from the street: 
(2) Constitute a public nuisance or nuisance to neighbors; 
(3) Create a health or fire hazard; or 
(4) Be stored in the front or side yards. 

(8) Storage in the back yard shall be permitted If the yard is en. 
closed by a six-foot high opaque fence; however, if the abutting property is 
undeveloped, the opaque fencing shall not be required until the adjacent 
property is developed. 
(Ord. 2113 § I (part). 1980: Ord. 1876 41 (pan). 1977: prior code ; 
8-3A-2(C)) 

9.12.040 Declaration of nuisance. Litter, as defined in Section 
9.12.020. and for the purpose of this Chapter. is a nuisance. 
(Ord. 187641 (part). 1977: prior code ; 8-3A-3) 

- 1- 1- 



9.12.050 Litter on private property. No person shall throw or 
deposit litter on any private property within the City whether owned by 
such person or not except in receptacles for collection in such manner 
that litter will be prevented from being carried or deposited by the 
elements upon any street. sidewalk or other public place or upon any 
private proPerli% f. tic/2A C 
(Ord. 1876 § 1 fpitt.), prprapplig 44ANUG &1986  aUNCIL MINCUM 

9.12.06 	to maintain premises free of litter. The owner or 
person in control of any private property shall at all times maintain the 
premises free of litter provided however. that this Section shall not 
prohibit the storage of litter in suitable receptacles or in appropriate 
enclosures for collection. Debris that may be subject to being carried or 
deposited by the elements upon any street sidewalk. or other public 
place or upon any private property shall regularly be securely deposited 
in appropriate receptacles or other enclosures for collection and dis-
posal. 
(Ord. 3133 § I. 1985: Ord. 1376 I I (pan). 1977: prior code § 3-3A•5) 

00039 

9.12.065: The owner or _person in control of any construction  

site within the City:shallolear that site each day 

of all conitruCtion .,debrit:. All such debris shall be  

securely deposited in appropriate reeeptacles for  

collection in such manner that itwill not be carried  

or.deposited by the elements unon any street, side- 

walk or other _public place or upon any oriyate property.  

9.12.070 Litter in public places. No person shall throw or 
deposit. Of QM to be thrown or deposited, in or upon any street, 
sidewalk or other public place within the City any litter. 
(Ord. 18764 I (pan); 1977: prior cOde § 3-3A-6) 

9.12.080 Noncompliance with regulations — Order to comply. 
Upon determination by the Director of Building and Safety that private 
property is maintained or allowed to remain in violation of this Chapter. 
the Director May issue an order to correct the offending condition. Such 
order shall be served upon the owner of the propeny. as shown by the 
Clark County "Assessor's records. by -mailing a copy of the order by 
certified mail, return receipt requested, to the address of the owner as 
shown by the records of the Clark County Assessor. In the alternative. 
the notice may be delivered by hand to the owner of the property or the 
person in control of the oropcn v. The order shall describe the olTendine 
condition and request correction or compliance within ten days from 
the date of the mailing of the notice or seven days from delivery of the 
notice by hand. 
(Ord. 3 I 53 § 2. 1933: Ord. 1876 § I (lion). 1977: prior code § 3.3A-7(A 

9.12.090 Noncompliance with regulations — Right of appeal.by 
owner. Any owner who may claim that his property is not in the 
condition described in Section 9.12.030and that he is not subject to such 
order may within seven days after the order has been mailed or three 
working days after the order has been delivered by hand, apply in writing 
to the Ciry Council for an order rescinding such order. Upon application 
being made the order to comply shall be stayed pending a decision by 
the Council. The Council shall forthwith order a hearing on the appeal. 
of which at least five days notice shall be given to the owner and after 
the hearing, shall either rescind, modify or allirm the order of com-
pliance. 
(Ord. 3153 43.1933: Ord. 1876 § I (pan). 1977: prior code§ 3-3A-7(13)) 

9.12.100 Noncompliance with regulations — Failure to comply 
with notice. ' 

In the event the owner fails to comply with the .order 

and correct the conditions specified therein, the Direc- 

tor of Building and Safety is authorized and empowered 

to cause or employ City personnel and equipment or other 

persons and equipment to enter upon the premises and 

correct the offending condition. 

- 2 - 
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9.12.110: 	The Director of Building and Safety shall keep an 

itemized account  of the expense incurred  by the City 	, 

pursuant to Section 9.12.100; The director shall file  

with the City Clerk a report Specifying the work done  

pursuant to Section 9.12.100, the itemized and total  

cost of the work, a description of the real property  

upon which the work was done, and the date on which the  

work was done. 

	

9.12.120: 	The City Clerk shall present the report described in  

Section 9.12.110 to the City Council for consideration. 

The City Council shall fix a time, date, and place for  

hearing that report and any protests or objections to 

it. The City Clerk shall cause notice of the hearina 

to be posted upon the property involved, published  

once in a newspaper of general circulation in the City,  

• and served by Certified mail, postage prepaid, addressed 

• to the owner of the property as shown by the records of  

the Clark County Assessor. Such notice shall be given  

at - least 10 days before the date set for hearing and  

shall specify the day, hour and place where the City  

Council will hear and pass upon the director's report,  

,together with anv . objections or protests which may be 

filed as provided by this Chapter by any person  

interested in or affected by the proposed charae. 

9.12.130: 	Any_person interested in or affected by the proposed  

charge may file written protests or objections with the  

City Clerk at any time before the time set for the  

tearing on the report. Each  such protest or objection  

must contain irdescriztion of the propertir in which the  

signer is interested andthe grounds of the protest  

. or objection.' The City Clerk'shall endorse on every  

such protest or objection  .the date it was received, and 

shall present such protests or objections to the City  

Council at the time set for the hearing. 



9.12.140: 	.Ai the hearing, the City Council shall hear'and pass  

upon the report of the director, together with  an y  

objections or protests. The City Council may Make  00041 
such revision, correction or modification in the report 

• or the charge  as it  may deem i just -. When it is  

satisfied with the correctness of the charge, the City 

Council shall confirm or reject the report (as submitted 

. or as revised, corrected or modified) together with the  

charge. The decision of the City Council on the report  

and the charge, and on all Protests or objections,  

shall be final and conclusive. 

9.12„150: ., The charge as confirmed by the City Council pursuant  

to Section 9.12.140 shall be a special assessment and  

a lien on the property involved. The lien shall be  

perfected by filing with the County Recorder a state-

ment by the City Clerk regarding the amount of the  

expenses that are due and unpaid and describing the  

- property subject to the lien, The lien, which shall  

be prior to and superior to all liens, claims, encum-
.brances and titles, other than liens of assessments  

and general taxes, shall continue until the assessment  

is paid.. 

9.12.1-604 	After confirmation of the report, certified copies  

of the assessment shall be given to the County Treasure* - 

who shall add the amount of the assessment to the next  

resUlar tax bill levied against the parcel for municipalourmoses. 
• 
9.12.170: 	The amount of the assessment shall be collected at  

the same time and in the same manner as ordinary  

takes are collected, and shall be subject to the same 

penalties and procedure and tale in ease of delinouencv  

as provided for ordinary property taxes. All laws  

applicable to levy, collection and enforcement of  

property taxes shall beapplicable to such assessment. 

9.12-180: 	Any person violating any of the provisions of Sectiond 

9.12.050, 9.12.060, or 1.12:070 of this Chaoter shall  

upon conviction be punished by a fine of not less thsn  

• • 	fi"Y dollars nor more than five hundred dollars,  

• imprisonment in the City Jail for not less than thirty  

'days or more than Six months, or both. Every day of 

such violation constitutes a separate offense. 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUU u 
COUNCIL MINUTES* 

- 4 - 
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August 6, 1986 

Page 12 

09 

110 

22 

Levy - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

Levy - 
ABEYANCE 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Note: Verbatim 
transcript made 
part of Final 
Minutes. 

Levy - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to conduct 
further research 
on this item. 

Jo Kenney, 
Jean Simms and 
Dr. Dale Ethridge 
appeared 

Staff to proceed 

Nolen - 
PPROVED as recom-
ended. 

Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

1GENDn 
LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 

COUNCIL MINUTES  
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CITY COUNCIL 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
ITEM Council Action Department Action 

IV(a.) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA 
ASHLEY HALL, CITY 'MANAGER 

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON:SELECTING'A 
CONSULTANT TO DO THE ENGINEERING FOR PHASE I 
OF THE minium CENTER. DEVELOPMENT 

• DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION. ON A REQUEST: 
FOR $25000 BY THE UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA: 
SYSTEM BOARD OF REGENTS TO RENOVATE THE 
CLARK COUNTY COMMUNITY COLLEGE PLANETARIUM 

G. DISCUSSION' AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON-RATIFYING 
THE CITY MANAGER'S SELECTION OF THE HARTFORD 
INSURANCE COMPANY AS THE CITY'S FIRE 
INSURANCE BROKER 

124 
DISCUSSION - AND possiou ACTION AUTHORIZING 
THE CITY MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE WITH THE LAS' . 
VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT FOR THE USE OF 
CERTAIN LAND AT ALTA AND VALLEY VIEW FOR 
:PURPOSES OF CONSTRUCTION.. OF A' FLOOD DETENTION' 
BASIN 	' 



00043 
Date:  July. 24, 1986  

FROM: 
Ashley Hall 
City Manag 

ez,,4L441/c.r, CLOAUSN VEG
AS 

C IELG CLITES AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
TO: 

The Board of City Commissioners 

spugpT: DiscIMI*PossIBLE ACTION OWSELECTING . A . CONSULTANT TO DO THE ENGINEERW FOR 
PHASE I OF THE TECHNOLOGY CENTER. EVELOPMENT 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

In anticipation of funds being available toward the end of this year from 
the sale of City property, we propose to put in the offsites and utilities for 
Phase I of the Technology Center. This will involve the development of 
a subdivision plat and subsequent recordation. To initiate this process we 
need to hire a consulting firm to do the engineering and survey work in connection 
with the subdivision. This process should be started now if we are to be ready 
to do the actual construction when the funds become available. Therefore, we 
are recommending that staff be authorized to engage the services of a consulting 
firm to design the Phase I subdivision of the Technology Center. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

Approximately $70,000.00 -- Funds are available. 

RECOMMENDA IONS  

City Manager recommends that staff be authorized to hire a consulting firm for 
the purposes Of developing the Phase I subdivision of the Technology Center. 

Agenda Item 

IV(a.) E. 
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July 28, 1986 

FROM: TO: 

ei et tivstklivs, 	CLOALISNVCIELGUNCLIgs AUG. , 611436 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION Date:  
The City Council ASHLEY HALL 

CITY MANAG 

SUBJECT: 	DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON A REQUEST FOR $25,000 BY THE UNIVERSIT 
NEVADA SYSTEM BOARD OF REGENTS TO RENOVATE THE CLARK COUNTY COMMUNITY CO 
PLANETARIUM  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The University of Nevada Board of Regents are seeking financial support 
from the Cities of Las Vegas, North Las Vegas and Clark County to help 
fund Phase I of a proposed renovation for the Clark County Community 
College Planetarium. 

A $25,000 commitment from Las Vegas and .Clark County and a 515,000 commitment 
from North Las Vegas would help pay part of the costs ($65,000) for the 
addition of a cinema 360 projector at the Clark County Community College 
Planetarium. The total cost of the project is estimated at $140,000 
with the University System contributing the remaining $75,000. A formal 
presentation will be made by Dr. Dale Etheridge and University of Nevada 
Board of Regents Vice Chairman Joan Kenney. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

$25,000 

:RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is the City Manager's recommendation that the Council consider the 
proposal by the Board of Regents. 

Agenda hem 

IV(a.) F. 



MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

JOAN KENNEY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986  

TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 
IV(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA 
ITEM F - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON 

OF NEVADA SYSTEM BOARD OF REGENTS 
COLLEGE PLANETARIUM 

6, 1986 

A REQUEST FOR $25,000 
TO :RENOVATE THE CLARK 

BY THE UNIVERSITY 
COUNTY COMMUNITY 

PAGE 1  
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MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

Item F is discussion and possible action on a 
request for 14,000 by the University of Nevada 
Board of Regents to renovate the Clark County 
Community College Planetarium. We havea request 
from JOan Kenney to speak before the Board on 
this request. Joan, are you going to speak or 
do you have some -- 

I would like either Jack Reagan or Dr. Dale 
Ethridge to speak. 

Okay. Whoever would like to come up, now's the 
time. 

Good morning, Council, I am Jean Thomas Simms and 
I'm the Dean of College Services. Now speaking 
on behalf of Paul Meecham who is the president, 
who had to be out of town. I have with me here 
today Dr. Dale Ethridge who's the Director of 
the Planetarium and he could answer your questions 
in regards to what the renovation is. I understand 
each of you received a renovation proposal. 

Yes. 

And I would like for that to be made a part of 
the record. Do you have any questions? 

Yes, I have some questions. 

Councilman Levy. 

I don't understand why a government agency is 
asking another government agency for money? I 
don't see what the State is putting into this 
development. 

- 
Actually if you would look at the proposal, you 
would see that what is involved with this-- the 
State would be putting in monies and that would 
be in part of the renovation of the planetarium, 
but the portion that we are requesting from the 
public entities is support for the actual camera 
itself, the 360 Cinemax camera. The idea on this 
was that this is really not a part of their 
instructional program and has been a community 
service. The planetarium is opened to local 
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TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 
IV(a) ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA 
ITEM F - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON 

OF NEVADA SYSTEM BOARD OF REGENTS 
COLLEGE PLANETARIUM 

6, 1986 

A REQUEST FOR $25,000 BY THE UNIVERSITY 
TO RENOVATE THE CLARK COUNTY COMMUNITY 
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JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

DR. DALE ETHRIDGE: 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

residents to view shows. We offer this as a 
service. In an effort to keep the planetarium in 
a growth environment and to improve the economic 
status in the way of tourism and things of that 
type, we feel that we need to upgrade that 
planetarium. So when we ask about requesting-- 
a government entity requesting government funds, 
what we're asking for is a commitment from the 
area here to assist us with something that supports 
the Greater Las Vegas Area. 

How much is the State putting in? 

They put in -- Dale, it's approximately 70,000. 

75. 

75,000. 

But that's for their instruction and .their facility. 

No, that's for other improvements in that facility, 
the sound system, things of that type. 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: My backup doesn't indicate 
it has North Las Vegas and 
then it has the State. It 
County of Clark. Are they 

that Clark County -- 
it has Las Vegas and 
doesn't mention the 
participating in this? 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

Yes. It was on the agenda yesterday at the County 
of Clark and it was placed on the agenda under - 
Revenue Sharing and at that time, the Attorney 
ruled there that was not a proper expenditure under 
Revenue Sharing. At the time when we had made the 
presentation to Council members, we had requested 
that that be considered under interlocal agreement --  
intergovernmental agreement, whichever way your 
Charter allows that, and we had requested that the 
-- it be looked at as a recreational leisure time 
facility and frankly we really had not viewed it 
under Revenue Sharing at that time. 

Councilman Nolen. 

I have no question, as to the program itself and 
the need for it and everything like that, but it's 
to the point Where we've had to cut back in everything 
else and, you know, you come to us and ask for City 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 



DR. DALE ETHRIDGE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 
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COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 

DR. DALE ETHRIDGE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

DR..:DALEITHRIDGE: 

dollars to support something like this and — 
'for the CoMMunity. Why not user fees, we're 
dojilgthatall over the place now? We're charging 
the people that use something, let them pay for it. 

And we currently are charging a very small user 
fee, very small. 

I would suggest. perhaps you're not charging 
enough then. 

One of our largest groups of users, of course, 
is Clark County school children and maybe Dr. 
Ethridge would like to respond to that. 

Has the Clark County School District been 
solicited for any participation in this? 

Actually up until this year, that was a free 
service to them and now they are having to 
budget for the smell children -- for the fees 
of student use That's a new activity isn't it, 
Dale? I'm new to the area so I'm reacting to him. 

Okay. I'm Dale Ethridge, Director of the Planetarium. 
Basically, the fee we charge does cover our operating 
expenses, direct operating expenses. The problem is 
the capital outlay for the Cinema 360 projector is 
such an amount that it would take us increasing the 
fees and several years to raise the funds to do that. 
And so we're looking basically for front money to 
obtain the projector. It's the single most expensive 
item within the entire project and most of the 
balance of the project, we do expect to be funded 
out of revenues. 

But isn't the $75,000 coming out the fund raising 
rather than from the University itself? 

That's correct. 

So the University is putting -- actually putting 
nothing in the project then? 

Well, they will put some in. Basically what we're 
asking the Regents to -- is to loan us the money to 
be paid back eventually out of revenues at no interest. 
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COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

DR. DALE ETHRIDGE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

DR. DALE ETHRIDGE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

DR. DALE ETHRIDGE: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

What about us? 

We could do the same. 

You know, I just don't understand basically 
what the concept behind all this is. 

The question is they're going to pay. back -- 

What the concept is -- what the question is 
the University is not putting 75 in it. They're 
going to guarantee the 75 or loan them the 75 
and get their money back from the fees or whatever 
they do in the way of fund raising. 

Yes, well basically the project is expansion in 
the direction of solely for our public programming 
and for the public schools. It does not support 
any of our instructional activities. These are 
changes to the theatre that would not support 
our instructional activities and so basically, we're 
trying to set up and improve facility for the public. 

I mean, I certainly support your project. 

Yes. 

The problem we have isthat it'd besettin a precedent 
from one government agency getting money from another 
government agency and that's the problem that I 
see with it when, you know, the State Legislators 
are proclaiming that they've got 70 to 100 million 
dollars in surplus, at the State level, and we're 
just making ends meet in order to provide a lot 
of essential services to our residents that we 
represent and then once we have to start taking 
requests for grants, such as what you're asking for, 
you know, it creates some problems for us and, you 
know, if all the entities, you know, can't support 
the request, then I think you know you have to end 
up going back to the legislature and increasing 
the budget for the system and getting them to put 
that in as part of their capital improvement program. 
But I think the program is good -- or private donors. 
I just wanted, for the record, to state that we did 
receive a letter from Congressman Reid and that we 
did receive a letter from Governor Bryan's office 
stating that the project is a worthwhile project 
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DR. DALE ETHRIDGE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

DR. DALE ETHRIDGE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

DR. DALE ETHRIDGE: 
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MAYOR PRO TEM. LURIE; 

DR. DALE ETHRIDGE; 

and they would like our consideration. I want to 
just put those in to let you know that we did get 
those -- 

Thank you very -much. 

--those letters. 

Has any effort been made or any consideration been 
given in regard to private dollars or making a request? 

Yes, we have been searching for private dollars for 
• about the last eight months without much success. 
You know, partly the main reason we haven't initially 
headed towards State appropriations -- this is that 

• it was basically for the benefit of the greater Las 
Vegas area. We are working on another project that 

What is the Community College basically for? 

Oh, yes mentally, yes. 

Isn't that for the better of -- 

. 	Yes. 

Greater Las Vegas Community? 

We have a variety of things within our general goals 
and purposes and one, of which, is instructional 
support for •the community and the other, out at the 
planetarium, is their what we call, "community services" 
activities. 

I would like to see the consideration of a payback 
situation and this loan basis -- the same basis the 
university is. You know, it's their program and 
I'd like to hold this until we could see some other 
avenues and hold this until our next meeting and 
also see exactly where the County's coming from and 
the other entities and what kind of proposal you 
can work in that direction; but to sit here and donate 
to another, you know, government agency who has -- 
probably has more money than all of us all put together, 
surplus, I don't think is quite fair. 

I think this more appropriately belongs before the 
legislature for capital improvements. 
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I don't think they can wait that long, that's their 
problem. 

Actually we are on the capital improvements list, 
but we're so far down, it's going to be four to eight 
years before we—would get high enough on the list 
to be considered, yes. 

But the pressure's being put onto us from the Governor 
and from the Congressman to place this on a high 
priority and the legislators themselves don't seem 
to have it on high priority. 

Well, it wasn't on the list at all at the last session 
and so it wouldn't even be seen by them until this 
coming session so -- 

Well I just think that, you know -- 

Well, basically what you want to do is you want to 
hold this item, see what the County's going to do 
because whatever motion would come from this Board 
would be subject to the other entities supporting 
the project. Now we kind of want to see what the 
County's going to do since they're not going to -- 
they didn't act on it because it was revenue sharing 
and you say it was presented to them incorrectly 
on their agenda. Maybe we can see how the County 
is going to react to another request and I'm sure 
that -- 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	I'd like to see -- you know, I'll co-sign with the 
State and loan the money. I'd like to look in that 
consideration too and I'll direct staff to, in their 
talks with the Community College, to look in that 
direction. 

JEAN THOMAS SIMMS: 	County counsel yesterday directed their staff to 
work with the college to identify possibilities of 
alternatives and definitely indicated the support 
of concept in the project and its usefulness and 
service to the greater Clark County, Las Vegas area 
so -- 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	I think to a member of this board, we're all for 
the project. 
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COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

I think basically we would do the same thing. I 
think Councilman Levy's motion would be to that effect 
that we support the planetarium and the concept of 
which you're asking for the pledge and that we would 
direct staff to work with you and with the County 
to identify maybe funds that could be used and that's 
basically, I think, what you're looking for. Okay, 
Al, is that your motion? 

You took the words right out of my mouth. 

Okay. 

Let me just ask one question of our staff. Where 
we would they contemplate the money coming from? 

Councilman Bunker, there are three basic sources 
that we have looked at. One, there is -- the City 
has no contingency upon which -- from which to act. 
It would have to come from what we'd anticipate in 
terms of ending fund'balance or it would have to 
come from one of the other departments of the City .  
that's already been budgeted. An area that we think 
has a lot of potential and I was interested to hear 
what this gentleman had to say relative to private 
sources, but those are the three basic areas, two 
from the City and one from private, but we have no 
money available at the present time to simply reach 
into a pocket and pull it out. 

Okay: 

• I think that answers that. We should have asked 
that question first I think. 

We have a motion on the floor. 

That doesn't mean that we can't work towards it and 
see what we can do. 

Al moved my motion be APPROVED. Is that satisfactory 
with all? 

No, I made my motion. 

Al's motion. I just amended it. Okay. Cast your 
votes on the motion. Was there anyone else would 
like to speak on that motion before we vote? Then 
cast your votes. Post. That motion's APPROVED. 
(Motion carried unanimously with Briare excused.) 

END OF DISCUSSION 

/s1 
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Date:  July 28, 1986 

ASHLEY HALL 
CITY MANAG 

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON SATISFYING THE CITY MANAGER'S SELECTXDN 
THE HARTFORD INSURANCE. commly AS THE CITY'S FIRE INSURANCE BROKER 

SUBJECT: 

11): 	. 
The City Council 

FROM: 

C-Zo 01 Lileyst  deusNyciELGAINs  An 64986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The insurance broker Bayly, Martin & Fay which currently holds the City's 
fire insurance policy, notified the City in late June that our premium 
would increase 103% from $68,899 to $140,000 effective July 1, 1986. 
The Department of Finance requested  a thirty-day extension from the broker 
and because of the lateness of the notice, contacted several insurance 
agents to see if less expensive fire insurance was available. 

Not until July 24 did the City receive its only two quotes: St. Paul 
Fire ti Marine, $151,024 and Hartford Insurance Company, $119,623. The 
Hartford bid had the additional stipulation that they be notified by 
July 25, 1986 of our acceptance of their bid so the necessary binders 
and certificate of insurance could be issued. Due to the potential 
consequences of not having fire insurance which could seriously affect 
the public health, safety and welfare, the City Manager invoked NRS 332.055 
which does not require a formal competitive bidding procedure. 

Since the City would have been without fire insurance for the first six 	. 
days in August, or would have paid an additional $20,000 for that time 
period, the City Manager authorized the acceptance of theHartford bid 
until the City Council convened and ratified his decision. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

$119,623 

- RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is the City Manager's recommendation that the Hartford Insurance Company 
continue in its rdle as the new fire insurance broker for the City of 
Las Vegas. 

Agenda Item 

IV(a.) G. 
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Date: 	
July 29, 1946 

TO: 
The City Council  

FROM: 
ASHLEY HAL 
CITY MANAG 

SUBJECT: 	DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO NEGOTIATE POTH 
THE LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT FOR THE USE OF CERTAIN LAND AT AL 
VALLEY VIEW FOR PURPOSES OF CONSTRUCTION OF A FLOOD DETENTION BASIN  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND. 

Flood Control reports indicate the advisability of detention basins as 
a major method of preventing future flood damage to our City. Several 
locations have been identified with the Las.  Vegat. Valley Water District 
property as a prime Iodation offering immediate and significant results 
(attached). Money is available from the flood control bond sale for 
design and construction. • 

We have been advised by the manager of the Las Vegas Valley Water District 
that he will request authority from the Board at their August 5, 1986 
meeting to offer the land to theCity for flood control detention basin 
use. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

None at this time. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The City:Manager requests Council approval to enter negotiations with 
the Las Vegas 'Valley Water District manager On an agreement to use this 
property for this purpose. Future Council approval will be required 
to final-lie any agreement and allocate approximately $4 million for design 
and Construction of the basin and associated inflow/outflow requirements. 

Agenda Item 

IV(a.) H. 
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. ASHLEY HALL, CITY MANAGER 

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE 
RESCrSSION OF INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS AND THE CITY OF 

.NORTH LAS VEGAS ON BEHALF OF FAY LIMITED, 
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Date:  July 31. 1986 

TO: FROM: 
ASHLEY HALL 
CITY MANAGE 

The City Council 

1.441kistc1-0AusNKGaciles  AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

(J(f.d0 4" . AdRe 4r 
SUBJECT: DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON THE RESCISSION OF INTERLOCAL AGREEMEN : --, EEN 

THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS AND THE CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS ON BEHALF OF FAY LIMITED, INC. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

In July and August of 1985, the City Council took certain actions in 
connection with assisting Fay Limited in financing the construction of a 
proposed shopping center at the intersection of Lake Mead Boulevard and 
Englestead Street in North Las Vegas, including the approval of a Cooperative 
Agreement with North Las Vegas which sets forth the respective obligations 
of the two cities with respect to such financing and the adoption of a 
resolution that authorized the filing by the. City of an application for 
41 Urban Development Action Grant from the United States Department of Housing 
and Urban Development. Fay; Limited has recently advised the City Manager 
that it does not wish to proceed with the proposed shopping center at this 
time and has requested that the application for the grant be withdrawn. 

The Recission Agreement which is before you, if it is approved by both City 
Councils, will rescind the Cooperative Agreement and disencumber the 
$150,000.00 that the City pledged as its share of the local contribution 
for the grant. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

The $150,000.00 that the'City pledged as its share of the local contribution 
, 	for the grant will no longer be encumbered by the Cooperative Agreement. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is recommended that the City Council approve the attached Agreement and 
authorize the Mayor to execute the same on behalf of the City. The City 
CoUncil should also authorize the city. Manager to take whatever action, 
if any, that is necessary in order -  to cancel or withdraw the City's 
application for the Urban Development Action Grant. 

Agenda Item 

IV(a.) I. 
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THIS RESCISSION AGREEMENT, made and entered into this 

	 day of August, 1986, by and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

and the CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS, each of which is a municipal 

corporation of the State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to 

singly as "CLV" and "NLV", respectively, and collectively as the 

"Parties"), 

WITNESSET H: 

WHEREAS, the Parties have heretofore, on the 9th day 

of August, 1985, made-and entered into that certain Cooperative 

Agreement (the "Agreement" herein) pursuant to which the Parties 
. 	• 

agreed, among other things, (i) that each would contribute the 

sum of $150,000.00 to provide the local contribution for an 

Urban Development Action Grant from the United States Department 

of Housing and Urban Development in the amount of $1,500,000-00 

(the "Grant" herein) for the purpose of assisting Fay Limited, 

a Nevada limited partnership doing business as Vegas West Shopping 

Center (the "Developer" herein) in financing the construction of 

a proposed shopping center at the intersection of Lake Mead 

Boulevard and Englesteid Street .within the corporate boundaries 

of.NLV (the "Project" herein), (ii) that NLV would issue, or would 

request the Director of the Nevada Department of Commerce to 

issue on its behalf, Economic Development Revenue Bonds in 

the aggregate principle amount of not to exceed $5,155,000.00, als 

for the purpose of assisting in the financing of the construction 

of the Project and (iii) that CLV would apply for the Grant; and 

WHEREAS, the Agreement provides that the obligations 

of the Parties thereunder were contingent upon the fulfillment o 

certain conditions,:as.set forth in Paragraph 7 of the Agreement, 

within 180 days following the execution of the Agreement and, if 
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WILLIAM H. BRIARE, MAYOR 
ATTEST: 

ex416:J.:  
CAROL ANN HAWLEY; CiTTY CLERK 

-2- 

LAS VEGAS CITY 	 00058 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG W986 . 

such conditions were not fulfilled within such time, would 

thereupon automatically terminate and be of no further force or 

effect, unless such time was extended by the mutual consent of 

the Parties, and the Parties would be restored to their respective 

former positions: .  and , 

WHEREAS, none of Such conditions have been fulfilled, 

the time for the fulfillment thereof has now expired and the 

Developer has advised the City Manager of CLV that it does not 

wish to proceed with the Project at this time and has requested 

that the application for the Grant be withdrawn; 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premises 

the Parties do hereby-agree that the Agreement shall be, and it , 

hereby is, rescinded, terminated and held for naught and that 
, 	• 

the Parties shall be, and they hereby are, hereby restored to 

their respective 'former positions as if the Agreement had never 

existed. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have caused this 

Rescission Agreement to be executed by their duly authorized - 

representatives the day and year first above written. 

.CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS 

By 
JAMES K. SEASTRAND, MAYOR 

ATTEST: 

ESTHER . V..BORDEls4 CITY CLERK 

32 
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CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action ITEM 

IV(b). - DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE & COMPUTER SERVICES 
MARVIN A—. LEAVITT,:CPA,T1IRECTOR  

*CONSENT AGENDA  

All matters listed under Item A are considered 
to be routine by the City Council and may be 
enacted by one motion. However, any  items  may 
be discussed if a Council meMber or citizen so 
requests. 

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

1. Service and Material Warrants 
In the AMOurit of $1,373,123.76 -  

2. Payroll Warrants 
' In the amount-Of $1,567,727.70 

Nolen - 
PPROVED Items 1, 2 

& 3. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed' 

3. Other Warrants 'andinvestments 
In the amount of $460,857.00 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

IP/20 

Po) 

1 



Total Payroll $ 1567)27.70 

TOTAL NET AMOUNT S 1.401,111,1 7 46  

I hereby ceqfq'tbat I have audited the above warrants: 
' and approv0 sari* for payment as being in compliance with all app of my knowleclge and belief. 

APPROVED: 
'DIRECTOR OF FiNANOAL 0AANAGEmENT 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
Warrant Register Summaries Recap 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG D 
SERVICE & MATERIAL WARRAMNerUNNIIIMPONTS 

No 

 00060 

6400878 	ThN 	-0- 	Amr$ 	 ( 	450.00) 	oEscinprioN: 	Void  
E817864 	 -0- . 	 ( 	42.50) 	Void 	.  

F818860 	. 	-0- 	 ( 	105.00) 	 Void 	 . 
6818948 	 4- 	 ( 	17.50) 	Void  

• . 6819333 	 ( 	36.00) 	 Void  
• 6401052 . 	 6401239 	 139.186.68 	SNETP  

6401240 	 -0- 	 19.421.50 	Servicp & matprials 
6401241 	 -0- 	 2,774.50 	Service & Materials 
6401242 385.00 	SNETP  . 
6401243 • 	-0- -, 	 . 5,688.00  - 	Service & Materials  
6401244 	 6401283  2 	i . 	138.662.49 	SNETP  
6401284 	• 6401375, 	 182,662.83 	SNETP  
6819439 	 -0- 	 -0- 	 Void  
6819440 	 6819441 	 49,755.91 	Service & Materials  
68I9442 - 	. -0- 	 -0- 	 Void  
6819443 • 	 6819450 	' ..' 	' 12,965.52 	Service & Materials  
G819451 	 -0- 	 -0- 	 Void 
u8142 . 	681y400 	'. 	 too,ovo..19 	 Service & materials_ 
1181909 	 11IZ0W8 	- 	 i,U17,5b3.94 	 Service & Materials 

Total Service & Material 1.373_123.76  

Total Other $ 	46tl a RC7_  

PAYROLL WARRANTS 

No . 	126836 	Thn, 	127933 	Amr$ 735.744.87 	DE.scRipnot* 	P/R 7/12/86 
127934. 	 127g40 	 831,982.83 	Miscellaneous 

On 	 Aggi 	 1931_, The Board of City Commissioners ordered the above warrants 
, paid and the City Treasurer is hereby ordrd to disperse the warrants as presented. 

s  
( .• I 	/4',/

..  ,, 	Z ., • '  , . 	 )7. , . ,  f /. 	

.... 

e 	- . 
MAYOR 



City 	$1,390- 	General 
Manager 	1,774 

Public 
Works 

$1,534- 	General 
1,958 

POSITION(S)  
MONTHLY 

DEPARTMENT 	RANGE  

Automotive 
Mechanic I 

(2) 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

0744ge 

$1,612 - 	 Internal 
2,057 	Service 

General 
Services 

AGEtIDO 

1 

ITEM 
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CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEVVART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 
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Department Action 

IV. %(c) :  DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL 
AND EMPLOYEE RELATIONS' 

August 6, 1986 

DAVID M. SANCHEZ,AIRECTOR 
PERSONNEL AND EMPLOYEE RELATIONS 

• REPLACEMENTS FOR EXISTING BUDGETED 
POSITIONS (CRITICAL HIRES)  

Planning 
Assistant 

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

Community 
Planning & 
Development 

$1,534- 
.1,958 

FUNDING  

General Secretary II 

Community 	$1,612- 	General 
Planning & 	2,057 
Development 

Jr. 
Administrative 
Secretary - 

Electrical 
Trades 
Helper 



00062 
Date:  July 25, 1986 

TO: 
The City Council 

FROM: 
DAVID M. SANCHEZ, DIRECTOR 
PERSONNEL & EMPLOYEE RELATIONS 

RECOMMENDED 
Dirra -M. Sanchez, Direct° 
Personnel & Employee Relat 

4 uvsi ksm. LAKGNCOLIAIs    AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

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

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

As indicated On the attached Staffing SuMmary, the vacancy factor is 6.247%, based 
on 153 vacancies (or 94,700 full-time equivalent) of the 1691 positions in the 
City's 1986-87 Fiscal Budget. 

The staff is recommending the filling of six critical positions at this time. 

FISCAL IMPACT  
• 	 • 

The six vacant and budgeted positions shown on the agenda are included in the City's 
current budget. There are no additional non-budgeted expenses associated with 
these positions. 

The total  dollar savings realized through vacancies thus far in fiscal year 1986-'87 
Is $219,079. if the positions that are currently vacant were to remain vacant for 
the remainder of the fiscal Year 1986-'87, the estimated total savings for the year 
would be $6,705,538, 

RECOMMENDATION  

Staff recommends the filling of six positions indicated above. 

Agenda Item 

IV. 	(c) 



GENERAL FUND_ 1 
1 	 I 	(I) 

BUDGETED # 	TOTAL 	NUMBER • 	VACANT 	VACANCY 		SAVINGS  
POSITIONS 	Fit 	FILLED 	VACANT 	Fit 	FACTOR % 	ACTUAL YTD 	PROJECTED 	YE  

	

151 	150.500 	147 	4 	4.000 	2.700 	26,949 	844.407 

	

1047 	1046.390 	1003 	44 	44.000 	4.200 	164,949 	5,032,259 

	

0 	 .000 	0 	0 	.000 	.000 	 0 	 0 

	

9 	9.000 	9 	0 	.000 	.000 	1,198 	36,453 

	

139 	45.291 	121 	18 	8.400 	18.500 	(17,233) 	(521,940) 

- 	1346 	1251.181 	1280 	66 	56.400 	4.507 	175.863 	5.391.179 

Appointive 
Classified 
Contract 
Elective 
Hourly 

Total 

1 	 1 	1(1) 
BUDGETED # 	TOTAL 	NUMBER 	VACANT 	VACANCY 		SAVINGS  
POSITIONS 	FTE 	FILLED 	VACANT 	FTE 	FACTOR % 	ACTUAL YTD 	PROJECTED 	YE  

2 	2.000 	2 	0 	.000 	.000 	349 	10,635 
66 	66.000 	62 	4 	4.000 	6.100 	12,859 	390,890 
8 ' 	8.000 	6 	2 	2.000 	25.000 	4,482 	136,299 
0 	 .000 	o 	0 	.000 	.000 	 0 	 0 
o 	.000 	0 	o 	.000 	.000 	 0 	 0 

76 	76.000 	70 	6 	6.000 	7.894 	17,690 	537.824 

Appointive 
Classified 
Contract 
Elective 
Hourly 

Total 

L 	(1) 
BUDGETED # 	TOTAL 	NUMBER_ 	_ 	VACANT 	VACANCY 	SAVINGS  
- POSITIONS 	Fit 	FILLED 	VACANT 	FTE 	FACTOR % 	ACTUAL YID 	PROJECTED 	YE  

14 	14.000 	14 	0 	.000 	.000 	2,882 	87,671 
22 	22.000 	19 	3 	3.000 	13.600 	3,978 	120,971 

1 	 .500. 	1 	0 	.000 	.000 	46 	1,398 
0 	 .000 	0 	0 	.000 	.000 	 0 	 0 

11 	9.500 	10 	1 	1.000 	10.500 	408 	12,424 

48 	46.000 	44 	4 	4.000 	8.figq 	7,314 	277,464 	1 

Appointive 
Classified 
Contract 
Elective 
Hourly 

TOtal 

CITY TOTAL 

(I) 
BUDGETED # 	TOTAL 	NUMBER 	VACANT 	VACANCY 		SAVINGS  
POSITIONS 	Fit 	FILLED 	VACANT 	Fit 	FACTOR % 	ACTUAL YTD 	PROJECTED 	YE: 

	

174 	173.000 	169 	5 	4.500 	2.600 	31.770 	991,118 

	

1232 	1230.640 	1172 	60 	59.500 	4.800 	197,234 	6,014,007 

	

9 	8.500 	7 	2 	2.000 	23.500 	4,528 	137,697 

	

9 	9.000 	9 	0 	.000 	.000 	1,198 	36,453 

	

267 	94.701 	181 	86 	28.700 	30.300 	(15,651) 	(473,737) 

, 	T691 	1515.841 	1538 	153 	94.700 	6.247 	219.079 	6.705.538 

Appointive 
Classified 

Contract 
Elective 
Hourly 

Total a 

00063 STAFFING SUMMARY  
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INTERNAL SERVICE imps  

ENTERPRISE & EXPENDABLE TRUST FUNDS  
, 

I. 	
, 	

(1) 
BUDGETED # 	TOTAL 	NUMBER 	WANT 	VACANCY 		SAVINGS  
POSITIONS 	FIE 	FILLED 	VACANT, 	Fit 	FACTOR % 	ACTUAL YTD 	PROJECTED 	YE  

	

7 	6.500 	6 	1 	.500 	7.692 	1,590 	48,405 

	

97 	96.250 	88 	9 	8.500 	8.831 	15,448 	469,887 

	

o 	.000 	0 	o 	.000 	.000 	 o 	o 

	

o 	.000 	o 	o 	.000 	.000 	 o 	0 

	

117 	39.910 	50 	67 	19.300 	48.400 	1,174 	35,779 

	

221 	142.660 	144 	77 	28.300 	19.837 	18_217 	554.071 

Appointive 
Classified 

- Contract 
Elective 
Hourly 

Total 

SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS 

(1) VACANCY FACTOR IS BASED ON Fit (FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT). 
TOTAL Fit/VACANT FTE = VACANCY FACTOR %. 
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ITEM Council Action 	Department Action 

IV. (d) DEPT. OF ECONOMIC & URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
JACK THOMASON .,. DIRECTOR 	, 

A. AMENDMENT TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK N ol en  _ 
GRANT AGREEMENT - ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY BOARD APPROVED as recom-
OF CLARK COUNTY (JOBS BILL). 	 mended. 

Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

AMENDMENT TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK Nolen - 
GRANT AGREEMENT - ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY BOARD APPROVED as recom-
OF CLARK COUNTY (ENTITLEMENT AGREEMENT). 	mended. 

Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

• 
APPROVEDAGENDAITEM 

q0 01, Zr 



00065 
Date: 	Auoust 6. 198  

TO: FROM: 
The City Council RANDALL H. WALKER 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

arl  4 ts.tvcifri. cLoAulvlaclis AUG b 186 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: 	AMENDMENT TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT AGREEMENT - 
ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY BOARD OF CLARK COUNTY - (JOBS BILL AGREEMENT) 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  - . 

During the 1984-85 City Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program, the 
City Council awarded the Economic Opportunity Board (EOB) of Clark County, 
$125,060 in City COBG Jobs Bill funds for the construction of a Senior Day Care 
facility on Las Vegas Housing Authority leased property. 

In addition to City funds, BOB also plans to use $75,000 of County Fiscal Year 
1983-84 CDBG funds and the County's FY 1986-87 CDBG allocation of $86,827. 
County allocation to the construction of the facility is presently $161,827. 

The project went to bid in February. Bids were opened on April 9, 1986, but all 
, the bids received were higher than the $300,000 allocated by all parties 

funding the project. The lowest bid was - $412,000 submitted by Fremont 
Conttruction. Nine bids were received and all nine were rejected. The project 
was rebid during the week Of April 18th with a Pre-Bid Conference held on May 
13, 1986; 

During the week of May 12th EOB was informed by the Las Vegas Housing Authority 
that Gordon Plaza VIII and IX project Sites ., which are also land leased by the 
Housing Authority to 'EOB for the project, had to -resolve some "Use Permit" 
questions with the State of Nevada, Department of Transportation. After 
discussion of the situation by City CDBG staff with the County CDBG staff, the 
County formally requested EOUtO delay the bid opening for the EOB Senior 'Day 
Care Facility for 30 to 40 days (see Attachment "A"). This would then allow the 

, Housing Authority to resolvematters-with-the State. EOB and the Housing 
Authority both felt this action would be in the best interest of all parties 
(see Attachment "B"). Bids were received and opened on July 8, 1986, 3 p.m. 
The lowest bidder was Pace Construction which submitted a bid of $329,831 (see 
Attachment DC"). The project funds currently'allocated to this project are 
$300,554. 

The Amendment to Agreement before You will allow the City to extend the time of 
performance for tomPleting the project to January 30, 1988. It is anticipated 
that the project will be totOleted no later than January 30, 1988, barring any 
further financial or ptOgraMmatic obstacles. 

FISCAL IMPACT 	 - 
FY 1983-84 City Community Development Block Grant (Jobs Bill) funds to be used 
in the FY 1986-87 CDBG program year. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is the recommendation of the Office of the City Manager that Council approve this I\ 
Amendment to Agreement: 

@  ACK THOMASON, DIRECTOR 
EPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC & URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Agenda Item 

IV. (d) A 
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AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT  00066 

. 	THIS AMENDMENT To AGREEMENT, made and entered into this 

1st day of July, 1986, but effective the 16th day of July, 1986, 

and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, a municipal corporation of 

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

COUNTY OF CLARK, a political subdivision of the State of Nevada 

(hereinafter referred to as the "County"), and OPERATION 

OPPORTUNITIES-CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA-aka ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY BOARD 

OF CLARK COUNTY, a Nevada.non-profit corporation (hereinafter 

referred to as the 'Agency"), the parties hereto being herein-

after sometimes referred to singly as a "Party" and any two or 

more of them collectively as "Parties", 

W/TNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, the Parties have heretofore, on the 6th day of 

November, 1984, made and entered into that certain Agreement (the 

"Agreement" herein) which provides for the assistance by the City 

and the County through their Community Development Block Grant 

("CDBW:herein) programs, of the Agency in constructing a senior 

day care facility (the "Project" herein) within the Las -Vegas 

_Housing Authority Gordon Plaza VIII Senior Citizens Complex, in 

conjunction with the Las Vegas Housing Authority; and 

WHEREAS, the parties desire, by this Amendment to 

Agreement, to provide additional funding for the Project, to 

extend the time for the performance of the obligations of the 

Agency under the Agreement and to amend the Agreement in certain 

other respects; 

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

of the mutual promises and agreements which are hereinafter con-

tained and of other good and valuable considerations, the receipt 

and sufficiencY of which is hereby acknowledged by each of the 

Parties!  the Parties do hereby agree as follows: 

1. 	Paragraph 1 of the Agreement -is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 

-1- 



I. 

LAS VEGAS.CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

1. 	Scope of Services 	: 

A. 	The Agency will utilize $125,000 which are 

derived from the City's CDBG funds for the 1983-'84 

fiscal year, $75,000 which are derived from the County's 

CDBG , funds for the 1983-'84 fiscal year and $86,827 

which are derived from the County's CDBG funds for the 

1986-'87 fiscal year to construct the Project, which 

shall contain a ,minimum Of 5,000 square feet of space, 

tO serve senior and handicapped elderly for a period of 

nát-less than ten (10)years in accordance with Exhibit 

The Project will ogfer social, recre- 

ational, vocational and nutritional services to low- and 

moderate-Income citizens of Clark County, Nevada. The 

facility is to be completely constructed no later than 

January .30, 1988. 

• . 	B. 	Changes in this Scopeof Services must be in 

• accordance with CDBG regulations, made by written amend-

ment to this Agreement and approved by the City and the 

County.: Any such changes must not jeopardize the City's 

and the County's CDBG funding. 

	

2. 	Paragraph 2 of the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 

	

. 2. 	City and County General Conditions  

The Agency hereby,agrees as follows: 

A. 	The Agency will obtain any and all federal, 

state and local permits and licenses required to execute 

the Project as described in Paragraph 1 above and 

further agrees to abide by all applicable federal, state 

and.local codes, regulations, statutes, ordinances and 

laws. 

B. 	The contract bidding and award process related 

to project construction willbe approved and monitored 

by the tDBG staff of the City and must conform to 

related federal legislation and regulations. The 

"Two" (Amended). 

00067 
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construction contract will be between the Agency, the 
00068 

Las Vegas Housing Authority and the approved contrac- 

tors. 

, 	C. 	If, within ten (10) years after the execution 

of this Agreement, the Project is sold or leased to an 

agency or organization which is not approved by the City 

Council of the City and the Board ofCounty'Commis- 
. 
sioners of the County, the Agency will, upon the request 

Of the City, repay to the City, without interest, the 

$125,000 in CDBG funds that the Agency receives from the 

City hereunder and will, at the request of the County; 

repay to the County, without interest, the $161,827 in 

CDBG funds that the Agency receives from the County 

hereunder. The City or the County, or both, may require 

reasonable assurances of security for such repayments. 

D. The Agency may not assign .  any right nor dele-

gate any duty that arises : from this Agreement without • 

, written consent of the City and the County, and such 

assignment or delegation must'conform to CDBG eligibi-

lity criteria. Any such assignment of right or delega-• 

tion of duty without consent of the City and the County 

will be void and Will result in forfeiture of all com-

pensation, or such Part thereof as may be determined by 

the City, as to the City's DBG funds, and as may be 

determined by the County as to the County's CDBG funds. • 

E. The Agency shall carry insurance as follows: 

1. Fire and hazard insurance for the 

building and its contents in the minimum amount of 

$200,000. This amount shall be adjusted annually • 

by the Agency tCvreflect the replacement cost of 

the building and contents. 

2. Comprehensive bodily injury insurance in 

the minimum amounts of $500000 for each person and 

$500,000 for each occurrence. 

-3- 
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3. 	Property damage liability insurance in 

the minimum amount of .$500,000 for each occurrence. 

Such insurance shall be Carried for ten.  (10) years or 

until the City and the County are reimbursed the CDBG 

funds granted herein, whichever is sooner. The City and 

the County shall be furnished evidence that the 

foregoing policies of . insurance are in effect, and the 

City and the County will be notified ten (10) days prior 

to the cancellationor material change in the coverage 

provided by any such policies. 

F. 	That the activities funded under this 

Agreement will be Subject, to onsite monitoring by duly 

authorized representatives of the City and the County. 

Such monitoring visits will be announced at least 

• twenty-four (24) hours in advance of such visits and 

shall occur eray during normal operating hours. The 

representatives of the City and the County may request 

and, if such a request is made, will be granted access 

to all of the Agency's records that relate to the 

• Project. Such. representatives may, on occasion, inter-

view recipients of services who volunteer to be inter-

viewed. 

G. At any time during its normal business hours, 

the Agency shall make its records with respect to mat-

ters covered by this Agreement available for audit, 

examination and review by the representatives of the 

City or the County or their contracted independent audi-

tors, HUD or the Comptroller of the United States or any 

'combination thereof. 

H. The construction of .  the Project will be 

completed by January .31, 1988. _ 

I. In the event that either the Agency, the City 

or the County anticipates that the total amount of funds 

allocated under this Agreement Will not be expended in 
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the time and manner prescribed herein, the City and the 

County reserve the right to extract that portion of the 

funds allocated but not yet expended hereunder for other 

projects or programs operated under the City's and the 

County's CDBG programs. 

J. Expenditures that are charged to the City's 

and the County's CDBG funds will be accounted for in a 

ledger separate from all of the Agency's other revenue 

sources, and said expenditures shall be approved by both 

the City's and the County's CDBG staffs as to the 

respective Parties' CDBG funds. 

K. To protect, defend', indemnify and save the 

City and the County harmless from and against any and 

all liability, damages, claims, suits, liens and 

judgments of whatever nature, including but not limited 

to claims for contribution or indemnification, or both, 

• for injuries to or death of any person caused by, in 

connection with or arising out of any activity which is 

• undertaken by the Agency pürsuarit to this Agreement. The 

Agency's obligation to protect, defend; indemnify and 

save harmless, as set forth in this subparagraph K, 

shall include any and.all.attorneys' fees and investiga-

. tion and litigation expenses which are incurred by the 

City or the County in enforcing or obtaining, or both, 

compliance with the provisions of this Agreement. 

L. 	To keep and maintain in effect at all times 

any and all licenses, permits, notices and certificates 

which may be required by Any City or County ordinance or 

State or Federal statute. 

	

3. 	Paragraph 3 of the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as follows:. 

	

3. 	Federal General Conditions  

The Agency further agrees as follows: 

A. 	No member of the Agency or of either of the 

governing bodies of the City or the County, and no 



employee, 

I.  

r • 	o LAS VEGAS CITY 9,-, c 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

officer, or agent of the City or the County 
00071 

shall have any interest, direct or indirect, financial 

or otherwise, in any contract, subcontract or the pro-

ceeds thereof, for work to be performed under this 

Agreement during his or her tenure of office and for one 

year after his or her departure from office. 

B. None of the personnel employed in the adminis-

'tratiOn of the within defined Project will be in any way 

or to any extent engaged in the conduct of political 

activities in contravention of Chapter 15, Title 5, of 

'the United States Code. 

C. None of the funds that are provided under this 

Agreement may be used for any partisan political activ-

ity ortasupport or defeat legislation pending before 

the United States Congress. 

t. 	This Agreement is subject to the National En- 

vironmental Policy Act of 1969, as written in P.L. 

9119.0 and detailed in Implementing Regulations 24 CFR: 

• part 58. 

E. 	This Agreement is subject to the requirements 

of Executive Order 11625 which provides for the utiliza-

tion of minority business in all federally assisted 

contracts. 

P. 	This Agreement is subject to Section 109 of 

the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, which 

provides that no person in the United States shall, on 

the ground of race, color, national origin or sex, be 

excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of 

or subjected to discrimination under any program or 

activity funded in Whole or in part with CDBG funds. 

G. This Agreement is subject to the requirements 

of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 P.L. 88-352 

and BUD regulations with respect thereto, including 24 

CFR, Parts 1 and 2. Title VI provides for non-discrim- 

-6- 
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under any activity that receives federal funds and also 

obligates the recipient to use federally funded property 

for the purpose for which the federal funds were 

.awarded. 

H. This Agreement is subject to the requirements 

of Section 3 of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 

1968, as amended, and HUD regulations promulgated pur-

suant thereto, including, 24 CFR, Part 135. Said Section 

%2 requires that, to the greatest extent. feasible, oppor-

tunities for training and employment be given to lower 

income residents of the area of a federally funded pro-

ject and contracts for work in connection with that pro-

ject be awarded to business concerns which are located 

in or owned in substantial part by persons who reside 

• within the area of that project. 

I. This'Agreement is subject to the Davis-Bacon 

Act, as amended, which requires that with respect to 

federally funded construction projects in excess of 

$2,000, all laborers and mechanics employed by contrac-

tors or subcontractors will be paid wages' at rates not 

less than those prevailing on similar construction in 

the locality, as determined by the SeCretary of Labor, 

and shall receive overtime compensation in accordance 

with the Conteact. Work Hours and Safety Standards Act 

(40 U.S.C.5S327-332). Contractors and subcontractors 

will also comply with-all applicable Federal laws and 

regulations that pertain to labor standards, including 

the minimum wage law. 

J. The Agency will abide by all HUD regulations 

with respect to the Emergency Jobs Bill-CDBG funds. 

K. That the benefit from the Project to low- and 

moderate-income persons/households shall be verified by 

one of the following methods: 

-7- 
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1. 	olrect Benefit. 	Section 8 Housing 00073 
Payments Program income guidelines shall be uti-

lized by the Agency to determine if clients/house-

holds are of low- or moderate-income and are there- 

, 	for eligible to be served by the Agency. Such 

income guidelines are, set forth in the City's CDBG 

Operating Agency Administrative Manual (the 

"Manual" herein). 

Area Benefit. 	The geographic area 

which is served by ,the Agency must qualify 

according to the guidelines of HUD as being,pri-

marily occupied by low- and moderate-income per-

sons'. 

L. 	That all expenditures that are made under this 

Agreement and are charged to the City and the County 

will be accounted for in the manner that is prescribed 

in the Manual and by the County's CDBG staff and must be 

kept by the Agency separate from all other sources of 

the Agency's revenues, and such. expenditures shall be 

subject to approval by the City Or the County, or both. 

That any amount that is generated from the use 

of CDBG funds including: 

1. Proceeds from the disposition by sale or 

long-term lease of real property; 

2. Income from the .temporary use or leasing 

of properties 'which are acquired with CDBG funds; 

3. Payments of principal and interest on 

loans which Are made through the use of CDBG funds; 

4. Interest which is earned on funds which 

are held in a revolving fund account; 

5. Interest which is earned on income from 

the Project pending the disposition of such income; 

and 

6. Any other source of income, 

M
. 

-8- 
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• shall be recorded separately and returned to the City, 000.74 
and the County in the same proportion that the CDBG 

fund i that are provided by the respective Parties 

hereunder bear to the total amount of CDBG funds that 

are provided to the Agency under this Agreement. Upon 

the approval by HUD, the City Council of the City and 

the Board of County Commissioners of the County, income 

from the Project may be retained by the Agency. If the 

Agency retains income from the.Project, guidelines for 

the use of such income shall be in accordance with the 

City, County and Federal rules and regulations. 

N. 	That records shall be maintained in sufficient 

detail to enable theCity, County or Federal officials 

to•detetmine whether or not the Agency has carried out 

the Project in compliance with this Agreement and all of 

the City, County and Federal guidelines, regulations and 

policies. 'Those records shall record the Agency's cost 

by budget line item and shall, at the minimum, include 

payroll, time cards, invoices, contracts, vouchers, 

checks, orders, accounting documents, bid records, 

• recruitment and employment records, property records, 

program records, client filet and verification of income 

documentation, equal opportunity records, fair housing 

records, labor standards and any other documentation 

which either the city, County or Federal officials may 

require. All Such:documents shall be thoroughly iden-

tified and readily accessible. In addition, all origi-

nal documentation shall be retained for a period of 

three (3) years following the completion of the Project. 

4. .Paragraph 4 of the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 

4. 	Financial Management  

• It is further understood and agreed that: 

A. This Agreement is subject to the requirements 

of United States Office of Management and Budget ("OMB" 

herein) Circular No. A-102 (Revised). 

-9- 
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. B. 	The Agency vii]. abide by all of the adminis- 

trative procedures that are prescribed in the Manual and 

by the County's CDBG Staff. 

C. This Agreement is subject to the requirements 

of OMB Circular A-87 entitled "Cost Principles 

Applicable to Grants and Contracts of State and Local 

Governments", Circular A-110 entitled "Grants and Agree-

ments with Institutions of Higher Education, Hospitals, 

and other Non-Profit Organizations" and Circular A-122 

entitled "Cost Principles for Non-Profit Organizations". 

D. All costs shall be recorded by budget line 

.. item and be supported by properly executed payrolls, 

time recOrds, invoices, contracts, or vouchers or other 

. official documentation .  evidencing in proper detail the 

nature and propriety of the charge. All checks, 

payrolls, invoices, contracts, vouchers, orders or other 

accounting documents 'pertaining in whole or in part to 

this Agreement shall be accurately identified and 

	

readily 	accessible. 	: 

E. Excerpts or transcripts of all invoices, 

. materials, payrolls, personnel records and other data 

concerning matters related to or arguably related to 

this Agreement may be requested from the Agency by the 

City or the County and, if so requested, shall be 

.Supplied. 

F. The Agency willAnaintain records in accordance 

• with requirements prescribed by HUD, the City and the 

County with respect to all matters covered by this 

Agreement. Such records shall be maintained in the 

central .office of the Agency for a period of three (3) 

years after its receipt of the final payment under this 

Agreement. 

G. It is expressly understood by the Agency that 

only eligible expenditures, as jointly determined by the 

00075 

-1 0- 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
' • 	 COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 	0007 6 

City, the County and'the Agency can be paid pursuant to 

this Agreement. Total Project cost to be paid with the 

County's CDBG funds hereunder will not exceed $161,827, 

Unless the County, in its sole discretion, decides to 

, provide additional funds to cover additional eligible 

Project costs deemed appropriate by its CDBG staff. 

Total Project cost to be paid with City's CDBG funds 

hereunder will not exceed $125,000, unless the City, at 

its sole discretion, decides to provide additional funds 

. 	to covet additional eligible Project costs deemed appro- 

priate by the,CitY's CDBG staff. In this connection ., 	, 

see Exhibit Two (Amended). 

H. 	Payment to the contractor or contractors with 

respect to the Project shall be made by the Agency. The 

City agrees to be the:administrator of the contract or 

contracts with the Project, and the Agency may be reim-

bursed for its legitiMate:expenditures from the City's 

and the County's CDBG funds only after the Agency has 

submitted a request for payment to the City's CDBG 

staff. The City, as the contract administrator, will 

invoice the County for up to $161,827 incurred by the . 

Agency in connection with the construction of the 

Project. The County agrees to render payment to the 

City within forty-five(45) days after its receipt of 

each such invoice. 

5. 	Paragraph 5 of the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as followsl.  

5. . Modification or Teriaination of Agreement  

A. The Parties hereby agree to amend, modify or 

otherwise revise this - Ageement should such a modifica-

tion be desired by the Parties, become necessary or be 

required by -HUD or any applicable Federal statute or 

. 	regulation, or both. 

B. If the Agency fails to fulfill, in a timely 

and proper manner, its obligations in the performance of 

-11- 
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the Scope of Services, as specified in Paragraph r 00077 
'hereof, or violates Any of the covenants . , agreements or 

conditions which are contained herein, the City or the 

County, or both, shall thereupon have the right to ter-

minate this Agreement by giving written notification to 

the Agency of its election so to do and specifying the 

effective date of such termination. Such notice shall 

be given not less than ten (10) days prior to the effec-

tive date of the termination. 

C. The Agency acknowledges that the CDBG funds 

which may be expended pursuant to this Agreement are 

subject to.being terminated or withheld from the City or 

the County, or both, by the Federal Government. It is 

therefore specifically understood and agreed by the 

Agency that, in such event, the City or the County, as 

the case may be, shall not be obligated to pay any 

monies to the Agency hereunder and may elect to ter-

minate this Agreement, subject to reimbursing the Agency 

for the eligible costs which the.Agency had incurred up 

to and including the effective date of the termination. 

or withholding of funding by the Federal Government. 

D. Upon the termination of this Agreement, the 

Agency shall transfer to the City and the County, in the 

same proportion that the CDBG funds that are provided by 

the respective Parties hereunder bear to the total 

amount of CDBG funds that are provided to the Agency 

under this Agreement, any CDBG funds or property (either 

real or personal), or both, which are in its possession 

at the time of such termination and any accounts 

receivable which are attributable to the use of • DBG 

, funds. Additionally, if the Agency ceases to use any 

asset which is'acquiredth CDBG funds for. the purpose 

which is described in this Agreement, the Agency 

upon the request 'of the City or the County, or both, and 

-12- 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL .MINUTES U G 6 1986 

at the option of each of them, either.pay.to  the 	00078 
requesting Party that Party's proportionate share of the 

fair market value of such asset in accordance with HUD's 

and the City's and the County's procedures or transfer 

to the requesting Party that Party's proportionate share . 	. 

of the ownership and control thereof. 

E. ' The Agency acknowledges that neither the City 

. nor the County is obligated to 'carry forward" any CDBG 

funds on behalf of the Agency after 'January 31, 1988, to 

permit the completion of the Project if the Project has 

not been completed by that date. 

6. 	A new paragraph, identified as Paragraph 6, is 

hereby added to the Agreement, reading as follows: 

6. 	Miscellaneous Provisions  

• . A. 	The mention herein of any statute or Executive 

Order is not intended as an indication that such statute 

• or Executive 'Order is necessarily applicable, nor is the 

failure to mention any statute or Executive Order 

intended as an indication that suCh statute or Executive 

Order is not applicable. In this connection, therefore, 

• 
each provision of law and each clause which is required 

by law to be inserted in this Agreement shall be deemed 

to have been inserted herein, and this Agreement shall 

be read and enforced as 'though such provision or clause 

had been physically inserted herein. If, through 

mistake-or otherwise, any such provision is not 

inserted, or is inserted incorrectly, this Agreement 

shall forthwith ve physically amended to make such 

insertion or correction upon the application of any 

Party. 

B. 	As used in this Agreement, the masculine 

gender includes the feminine and neuter genders, the 

• singular number includes the plural 'number and the 

plural number includes the singular number. 

-13- 
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ATTEST: 

CAROL AN HAWLEY,Igity Clerk 

WILLIAM H. BRIAREYMayor 

couNix OF CLARK 

	  06-1A. 
THALIA M. MONDEROI- ChairmaIi 
Hoard of County Commissioners 

ATTEST: 

RETTA BOWMAN, County Clerk 

8/19/86 

DATE 

DATE  .1 8D 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

.GEORGET..OGILVIE, CITY ATTORNEY 
CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

. 	. 

COUNTY DISTRICT 
TORNEY'S OFFICE 

0 0 0 79 LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

7. 	Except as it is hereinabove expressly amended, the 

Agreement, and. each of the provisions thereof, shall remain and 

be in full force and effect. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the. Parties have caused this Amend- , 

ment to Agreement to be executed by their duly authorized repre-

sentatives the day and year first above written. 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

OPERATOR OPPORTUNITIES-CLARK 
COUNTY., NEVADA, aka ECONOMIC 
•PP9RTUNITY BOARD OF CLARK COUNTY 

Aalr-tielerva.../ (4d) e  

ATTEST; 

, Secretary 

zik S W.'TYRE 4 Exec Apins w."ftlIEr7-ExeC- 	 tor ui$41414ec 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES A1I:1 C.7436 

BUDGET 

CONSTRUCTION/ANCILLARY COST  

Construction Cost 

Total Grant Funds 

*$125,000 
** 161,827  

- $286,827 

00080 AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT 

ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY BOARD 
OF CLARK COUNTY 

SENIOR DAY CARE FACILITY 

- * FY 1983-84 City Community Development Block Grant Jobs Bill 
•** FY 1983-84 County Community Development Block Grant funds and 

FY 1986-87 Community Development Block Grant funds 

EXHIBIT "NO" (AMENDED) 
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economic 
oPPoRruni-ry 
BOatT) OF 
CLERK COUI1TY 

James W. Tyree, Executive Director 
Sylvia M. Staples. Deputy Director 

2228 COMSTOCK DRIVE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89030 
(702) 647-2010 

The Community Action Agency 
For Clark County, Nevada 

Since 1965 

May 21, 1986 

1 
I. 

Mr. Douglas R. Bell 
CoMMunity Resources Coordinator 
Clark County Manager's Office 

- Bridger Building 
225 E. Bridger Avenue 
Las Vegas,. NV 89155 

• This is with reference to your letter of May 14, 1986, informing the agency of 
the projected delay of the Las Vegas Housing Authority's Gordon Plaza Project 
and how this delay probably could jeopardize the proposed construction of the 
agency's Senior Day Care Facility, as well as exposing the funding sources to 
possible legal action if construction is delayed, or a breach of contract occurs 
due to no fault of the agency. 

We appreciate your concern and the recommendations you offered in your letter. 
On Friday, May 16, the agency issued instructions to Harris Sharp & Associates 
to expedite issuance of addendum No. 5 for the EOB Senior Day Care Facility to 
all contractors that were in attendance at the pre-bid conference held Tuesday, 
May 13. Addendum No. 5 changed the bid opening from May 19, 1986 to July 8, 1986. 
As you are aware, the original invitation to bid specifically stated that bidders 
may not withdraw their bid for a period of 60 calendar days after the scheduled 
time for opening bid. This addendum (No. 5) and the referenced 60 days, if 
needed, should give the agency sufficient time to meet the requirements refer-
enced in the bid notices. 

In conference with LVHA staff, we were advised this item (Agreement between LVHA/ 
Dept. of Transportation) will be an agenda item for the June 24th State Trans-
portation Board meeting. Las Vegas Housing Authority staff indicated the agree-
ment/right of way problem should be resolved at this meeting. 

— Board Of Directors — 
EMMA E. YANCY, CHAIRMAN • THERON GOYNES, VICE CHAIRMAN 
Eric Lundgaard, Bob Nolen, William U. Pearson, Charlotte Yakubilt, 

Robert Foster, Clyde Lowe, Jesse Scott, Ronald SIggal, 
Dan Celeste, Verlia Davis, Vicente Herrera, Jacqueline McKinney, Naomi Millisor 

ATTACHMENT °Au 



ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY BOARD OF CLARK COUNTY 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCILMINUTES AUG 6 1986  

00082 
May 21, 1986 Mr. Douglas Bel l 

Again, we appreciate the concern and suggestions which we adhered to and will 
provide to you any update information prior to the July 8, 1986 bid opening. 

/ 

141R 
xecutive -Director, 

Art Sartini 
Jack Thomason 
Ken Williams 
Tom Silva 
Deborah L. DeGraff 
Sam Head 

I. 

1 

cc: 



, 	E.O.B. SENIOR DAY CARE 

• . ADDENDUM NO. 5' 
May:19, 1986 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES A U G 6 1986 00083 

. ITEM 1 REFER TO ADDENDUM NO 4-, PAGE. SC-43., PARAGRAPH 3.14.A. 
The last sentence • shall read !The:. liquidated damages _ 

	

-II • 

	

	. 	shall A)e One Hundred Fifty Dollars ($150.00) per 
calendar day." 

;ITEM 2 REFER TO ADDENDUM - NO..'• 3, ' ITEM 1, Change - "May 19, 1986", 

	

. 11 	 to -read 	 1986".. 

	

. 	ITEM 3: REFER TO ADDENDUM NO 	ITEM 2, Change "May 11, 1186", 
to read -  "July 8 1986 n 

	

' 	ITEM, 4 	REFER . .TO ADDENDUM', NO. 3, . ITEM 5, Change "May 19, 1986", 

• 
. 	 to read "July 8, 1986 11 . 

ITEM 8 REFER TO ADDENDUM NO. 3, ITEM 7, Change "May 19, 1986", 
to read ."JolY '8, 

ITEM 8 REFER TO SHEET ST-2, DETAIL 11, Clarify the drawing 
- II 	, 	to shgvi. '4" thick cOncrete, slab with .#4 at 24" o.c. and 

1" clear, from top of slab with sawed or preformed joints 
. 	. At 20'.0" maximum each way. 

•

III, ' 	ITEM 9' REFERTO 0-5, PARTIAL GRADING PLAN, This drawing is 
issued 	 . 
Issued for,c1 arl flcation. 

END OF ADDENDUM NO'. 5 

II ITEM 6 REFER TO ADDENDUM NO 3, PAGE 8F-3, The amount of 
liquidated  damages shall be One Hundred Fifty Dollars 
($150 00) in lieu of the Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00) 
shown per cal endar day. 

ITEM 7 REFER TO SHEET ST-2, DETAIL 9, Provide a 4" thick 
concrete slab in lieu of the 5" thick slab shown. 

HSA #184-6 	 ADD 5 - 1 
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Department 

225 BRIDGER AVENUE 
COUNTY BRIDGER BLDG. 

of F 
CIUY S. HOBBS 
COMPTROLLER 

HIM§ Clark 
LAS VEGAS. NEVADA B.9155 

17021 3E3-3530 

May 14, 1986 

II Mr. James Tyree 
Executive Director 
E.O.B. of Clark County 
2228 Comstock 
Las Vegas, NV 89030 

In light of the recent circumstances involving the Las Vegas Housing Authority's 

II 	... 
Gordon Plaza project, we feel it may be beneficial to delay the bid opening on 
the E O B Senior Day Care Facility and to issue a bid addendum to delay bid 
opening for 30 to 40 days, or to extend the bid award notification from 60 to 90 

II 

	

	days. According to the LVHA, preparation is underway to purchase the needed 
right-of-way in order to start construction on the Gordon Plaza VIII project. Once 
the appraisals are completed, the LVHA will be able to determine whether they can 

II 	proceed or not on their project. 	 . 	. 

8 	As you know, the LVHA's contractor,for Gordon Plaza 'VIII is doing all site work 
and preparing the building pad area for your Senior Day Care Facility. Award of 

11 • the bids for the Senior Day Care Facility are thus contingent upon the LVHA . 
continuing with their Gordon Plaza VIII project, which is contingent upon the 
price of the land under the freeway. . 	 . 

1110
.  

Our concern sfems from the actual time delay which may occur between knowing 
whether the LVHA has decided to buy the land at the price offered and award of 

II 	the Senior Day Care facility contract. E.O.B. certainly cannot award the contract 
for the Senior Day Care facility until it is confirmed that the LVHA is going to 
purchase the'necessary . property and proceed with the Gordon Plaza VIII project. To 
award a contract prior to ,the resolution of this matter is to subject E.O.B., the City 

II 	of Las Vegas, and Clark County to a possible legal suit if construction is delayed 
and a breach of contract occurs due to no fault of the E.O.B. contractor who got the 
award. The E.O.B. contractor might have a strong case should this project be delayed 

11 significantly by (a) the time required by the.LVHA to acquire the property, and (b) 
the time taken then for the LVHA's contractor to undertake the necessary site work. 
Should this take up to six month, it would be difficult for the E.O.B. contractor 

il 	to be expected to hold his price constant for both his firm and his subcontractors. 
II 	A legal suit might be issued to help recover such cost increases and a payment for. 

the inconvenience involved to their construction scheduling. 

I 	 ' 

ATTACHMENT uB" 

to Dear Mr. Tyree, 

In light of the 

I .  
COMMISSIONERS . 	 . 

Thalia M. Doriclero. Chairman • Manuel'J. Cortez. Vice-Chaurrrien 
Jay SinghErn. Paul J. Christensen. Karen Hayes. William U. Pearson. Bruce L. Woodbury 

Donald L. "Pat" Shetmy. County Manager 
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In that the bids submitted on May 19th are good for a period of sixty (60) days, 
(according to the contract documents) award would have to be made before July 19th. 
I believe that our position can be improved if we widen the window in which the 
contract has to be awarded. As a last step, all bids could be rejected and E.O.B. 
could rebid this project for a third time. This action is to be avoided as (1) 
it is unfair and discourteous to the contractors who have spent time and money 
putting together a bid proposal (many hopefully for the second time) and (2) it 
gives a bad reputation to those involved as it implies to the contractors that we 
are not fully prepared when we go out for bids. 

In order to eliminate going out to bid a third time and in all fairness to the 
contractors submitting bids, Clark County would recommend delay of the bid opening 
for the Senior Day Care Facility until we know for sure that the LVHA is going to 
be able to purchase the needed right-of-way. A delay of 30 to 40 days in opening 
the bids or in extending the deadline for actual bid award should afford the LVHA 
ample time to make this determination. 

Please consider this suggestion of delaying the bid opening until we are positive 
that award of the contract can be made. I would appreciate any thoughts you have 
concerning this matter. 

Sincerely, 

DOUGLAS R. BELL . 
Community Resources Coordinator 

11411 	DRB:els 

CC: Art Sartini 
Jack Thomason 

• Ken Williams 
Tom Silva 
Deborah L. DeGraff 
Sam Head 
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Balm OF 
CLaRK COLETTY 
2228 COMSTOCK DRIVE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89030 
(702) 647-2010 

00087 
6  191irk Community Action Agency 

For Clark County, Nevada 
Since 1965 

James W. Tyree, Executive Director 
Sylvia M. Staples, Deputy Director 

July 10, 1986 

Mr. Jack Thomason, Director 
Dept. of Economic & Urban Development 
City of Las Vegas 
400 E. Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

RE: EOB SENIOR DAY CARE FACILITY 

This is to inform you of the Bid Opening conducted July 8, 1986, 
3:00 p.m., EOB Admiffistrative offices for the above captioned project. 
Enclosed find Bid Tabulation form for your information. 

Although the low bidder (Pace Construction) submittal exceeds the 
Present funding allocation for this project, be assured fiscal respon-
sibility to satisfy this cost will be obtained prior to the issuance 
for the contractor to proceed. The Bid Tabulation form will be cir-
cularized to the EOB Board of Directors for their determination in 
awarding this bid at their July 30th Board meeting. 

If you have any questions concerning the above, feel free to contact 
the undersigned. 

cc: Douglas Bell (w/enc.) 

ATTACHMENT "C" 

— Board of Directors — 
EMMA E. YANCY, CHAIRMAN • THERON GOYNES, VICE CHAIRMAN 
Eric Lundgaard, Bob Nolen, William U. Pearson, Charlotte Yakubik, 

Robert Foster, Clyde Lowe, Jesse Scott, Ronald Siggal, 
Dan Celeste, Verlia Davis, Vicente Herrera, Jacqueline McKinney, Naomi Millisor 



JOB NAME  " .11. Senior Day Care Facility  ---- JOB # 184 -6  

$359,104 

F 

$329,831 

$337,084 

" 11.11E3'nflEft5LIRIvfeMin WidAciliiir VII OMNI 

, 
BIDS  DUE 	 BID LOCATION  	ADDENDUMS  

• Addendum No. 	1 _.- Issued Match 20,,, 	1986 

, 	 Addendum No. 2 - Issued March 10, 1986 
Jvly - 8, 1986 	 Economic Opportunity Board 	 Addendum No. 3'- April:22, 1986 

• 
.. 

3 p.m.- 	 2228 Comstock Drive 	 Addendum No. 4 - May 9. 1986 
. 	 North Las Vegas, NV 89030 	 Addendum No.'5 7'MaY, I9, 1986' 

• Addendum146. :& - July li 1986 

BASE BID 

$355,550 

:CONTRACTOR 

PACE 

TRANS-CON 

RICHARDSON 

I JAGCO 

ADD. RECD ,  

c; arta- 
< 

r- 
••••••• 

-1=1 

3=D 
C: 
G, 

Cr) 
cr) 

00 
00 
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Date:  August 6, 1986 

FROM: TO: RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER The City Council 

JACK'THOMASOMAIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT-OF ECONOMIC & URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Agenda Item 

IV (d) 

".k ,  

ei 4  L'Iki LATIN AUG b 136 COUNCIL MINUTES  

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT 70 THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT AGREEMENT - ECONOMIC 
OPPORTUNITY BOARD  OF CLARK COUNTY - (ENTITLEMENT AGREEMENT1  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

During the City's 1984-85 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program, the 
City allocated CDBG funds to. the Economic Opportunity Board of Clark County 
.(E0B) to. defray the.architectural (engineering, mechanical, structural, etc.) 
services associated with the construction of the 6,000 square foot E08 Senior 
Day Care Facility which is to be built on Las Vegas Housing Authority leased 

. property (see Map). 

The. EOB project will be built in conjunction with the Las Vegas Housing 
Authority Gordon Plaza III .  'project. This project entails the construction of 43 
new senior housing units in Phase I (this is a multi-phased master planned 
project). (see project map, Attachment "A") 

The E08 Senior Day Care project is to be funded with City and County COBG funds. 

City CDBG funds are to be Used to pay for architectural services related to tne 
Senior Day Care: Facility. The provisions of Office of Management and budget 
(OMB) A-110, Attachment: 0, Grants And Agreement with Institutions of Higher 
Education, Hospitals an Other Non-Profit Organizations, are to be followed. 
Attachment 0 requires the grantee (the City) to follow Federal requirements in 
soliciting professional Services: with Federal funds (see Attachment "B"). These 
standards are as follows: 

- (8) Procurement records and files for purchasing in excess of $10,000 
shall include the following: 

(a) Basis for contractor selection; 
(b) Justification for lack of competition when competitive bids 

or offer are not obtained; 
(c) Basis for award 'cost or price; 

EOB issued a sole source contract to Harris Sharp Associates, Inc. In order to 
be eligible to receive Federal funds for payment of such an expenditure requires 

. Federal authorization. .This:is - a CDBG activity, therefore, HUD's post approval 
had to be obtained. 

The City requested and obtained H14'5 approval to allow EOB to sole source for 
the Senior Day Care Facility project (see Attachment 

FISCAL IMPACT  

$40,000 in FY 84-85 CMG program funds 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is the recommendation of the Offickof the City Manager that Council approve 
this Amendment to Agreement: 



00090 
Date:  August 6, 1986  

FROM: TO: 
RANDALL H.. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

The City Council 

ei 4 1.441/44,m, LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
41  COUNCIL MINUTES 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: 
AMENDMENT TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT AGREEMENT - ECONOMIC 
OPPORTUNITY BOARD OF CLARK COUNTY-  (ENTITLEMENT AGREEMENT)  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Since the beginning of the project's development, EOB has expended their own 
funds for the architectural and related professional services. The Department 
would recommend that the EOB Senior Day Care entitlement grant be extended to 
December 31, 1986, and the City accepts eligible expenditures for E08 for CD8G 
reimbursement. 

The existing CDBG Grant Agreemnt expired on June 30, 1985, and the Department of 
Economic and Urban Development requests that an Amendment to the Agreement be 
executed. 

This Agreement has been revised and approved by the City Attorney's Office. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

RECOMMENDATIONS  

Agenda Item 

IV. (d) B 
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ATTACHMENT "B " 
PAGE 1 

1 CFFO: Distribution: W-3-1, R-1, R-5-1, (Special) 

AUG, 6 1986 	 00092. 
LAS VEGAS CITY 	nandbook 	 1300.19 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Office of Community Planning and Development 

Program Participants 
and Departmental Staff 

June, 1983 

I. 

I.  

Grants and Agreements 
With Institutions of 
Higher Education, 
Hospitals and Other 
Nonprofit Organizations 

( A Reprint of Office of 
Management and Budget 
Circular A-1 1 0 ) (Revised ) 

1 
1 
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NOTICES 00093 

1 

I. 

1 

32036 

The Federal sponsoring agency shall deter-
mine whether the property can he Used to 
meet the agency's requirementa. U no re-
quirement sista within • that agency, the 
availability of the property shall be reptet-
ed to the General Services Administration 
by the Federal agent" to determine whether a 
requirement for the property ,  exista in other 
Federal agencies. The Federal spinsoring 
agency shall issue instruchdos to the recipi-
ent no later than 120 days after the recipl-
ent's request and the following Procedures 
shall govern: - 

(a) U so instructed. or if disposition in-
structions are not issued within 130 calen-
dar days after tiat recipient's request, the 
recipient shall sell the property and reim-
buns the Federal sponsoring agency an 
amount computed by applying to the 'sales 
proceeds-  the percentage of Federal partici-
pation in the cost of the- original , project or 
program. However, the recipient ,  'shall be 
permitted to dedUct and retain from the Fed-
eral share. 9100 or tan • percent of the pro-
ceeds. whichever is greater, for the recipient's 
calling and handling expense. . 

(b) If the recipient is instructed to ship 
the property elsewhere, the recipient shall 
be reimbursed by the benefiting. Federal 
agency with an amount which is computed 
by applying the percentage of the'reeipleht's 
participation in the cost of the original grant 
project or program to the current fair market 
value of the property, plus any reasonable 
shipping or interim storage costs tncured. 

(e) U the recipient is instructed to other-
wise dispose .  of the property, the recipient 
shah be reimbursed by the Federal sponsor-
ing agency for such costs incurred in its 
disposition. 

di Property management standards for 
Leon/spendable property.—The recipient's 
property management standards for none'. 
pendants •personal property shall include the 
following procedural requirementa: 

(I) Property records shall be maintained 
accurately and shall Include: 

(a) A description Of. Ulf property. 
(b) Manufacturer's serial number, model 

number, Federal stock nuctiber, national 
stock number, or other identification num-
ber. 

(c) Source of the property. Including 
grant or other agreement number. 

(d) Whether title vests in the recipient or 
the Federal Government. 

.(e) Acquisition date (or Cate received. if 
the property was furnished by the Federal 
Government) and coS. 

(t) Percentage (St the end of the budget 
year) of Federal participation in the cast of 
the project or program for which the prop-
erty was acquired. (Not applicable to prop-
erty furnished by the Federal Government.) 

(g) Location, use and condition of the 
property and the date the information was 
reported. 

(h ) Unit beg:Salon coat. 
(I) Ultimate disposition data. including 

date of disposal and sales price or the method 
used to determine current lair market value 
where a recipient compensates the Federal 
sponsoring agency for its there. 

(1) Property -  wined by the Federal Gov-
ernment must be marked to indicate Fed-
eral ownership. • 

(3) A physical Inventory of property shall 
be taken and the results reconciled with the 
property records at least once every two 
years. Any differences between quantities de-
termined by the physical inspection and 
those ahown in the accounting records shall 
be investigated to determine the causes of 
the difference. The recipient shall, In connec-
tion with the inveotory. verify the existence. 
current 'utilisahon, and continued need for 
the property. 
' (4) A control system shall be in effect to 
insure adequate safeguards to prevent lose. 

POOCOVISAILINT sirarreaans 

I. This attachment provides standards for 
use by recipients In establishing procedures 
for the procurement of supplies, equipment. 
construction and other services with Federal 
funds These standards are furnished to en-
sure that such materials and services are ob-
tained In an effective manner and in com-
pliance with the provisions of applicable Fed-
eral law and executive orders. No additional 
procurement standards or requirements shall 
be imposed by the Federal sponsoring agen-
cies upon recipients unless specifically re-
quired by Federal statute or executive orders. 

1 The standards contained in this attach-
ment do not relieve the redolent of the con-
tractual responsibilities arising under its 
contracts The recipient is the responsible au-
thority, without recourse to the Federal VOA.. 
Wring agency regarding the settlement and 
satisfaction of all contractual and adminia- 

trails Sued arising out of peccurentents 
entered into. In support of • grant or other 
agreement. This includes disputes, claims, 
protests of award, source evaluation or other 
mattes of • contractual nature Matteis con-
creting violation of law are to be referred to 

such local, State or Federal authority as may 
have proper jurisdiction. 

3. Recipients may use their own procure-
ment pallets and procedures. However, all re-
cipients shall adhere to the standards set 
forth in paragraphs 3 and 4. 

a. The recipient shall maintain a code Or 
standards of conduct that shall govern the 
performance of its officers. employes or 
agents engaged in the awarding and admin-
istration of contract. sing Federal funds. 
No employee. officer or agent shall participate 
In the selection, award or administration of ' 
a contract in which Federal funds are used. 
where, to his knowledge, be or his immediate 
family, partners, or organization in which he 
Of his immediate family or partner hos a 
&uncial interest or with whom he is nego-
Wain or has any arrangement concerning 
prospective employment. The recipients' of-
ficers). employees or agents shall neither solic-
it nor accept gratuities, favors or anything 
of monetary value from contractors or poten-
tial contractors. Such stsndards shall provide-
for disciplinary actions to be applied for vio-
lations of such standards by the recipients' 
officers. employees or agents. 	 ••• 

b. All procurement transactions shall be 
conducted in a manner to provide, to the 
maximum extent practical, open and tees 
competition. The recipient should be alert 
to organizational conflict& of interest at non-
competitive practices among contractors 
that may restrict or eliminate competition 
or *Currie* restrain trade. In order to en-
sure objective contractor performance and 
eliminate unfair competitive advantage, con-
tractors that develop or draft specifications. 
requirentents. Kw:emeriti of work, invita-
tions for bids and/or requests for proposals 
should be excluded from competing for such 
procurements. Awards shall be made to the 
bidder/offeror whose bid/offer is responsive 
to the solicitation and is coast advantageous 
to the recipient, price and other factors con-
sidered. Solicitations shall clearly set forth 
all requirements that the bidder /offeror meat 
fulfill in order for his bid/offer to be evalu-
ated by the recipient. Any and all bids /offers 
may be rejected when It is in the recipient's 
interest to do co. 

C. All recipient& shall establish: procure-
ment procedures that provide for, at a min-

imum, the following procedural requirements. 
(1) Proposed procurement action' shall 

follow • procedure to assure the avoidance 
of purchasing unnecessary or duplicative 
items. Where appropriate. an  analysis shall 
be made of lease and purchase. alternatives 
to determine which would be the mast 
economical, practical procurement. 	 • 

(2) Solicitations for goods and services 
shall be based upon a clear and accurate 
description of the technical requirements 
fa' Use notarial, product or service to be 
procured. Such • description shall not. In 
competitive procurements, contain features 
which unduly restrict competition. "Brand 
name or equal-  descriptions may be used 
Oa a means to define the performance or 
other salient requirements of a procurement. 
and when so used the specific features of the 
named brand which must be met by bidders/ 
offersn shall be clearly specified. 

43) Positive efforts shall be made by the 
recipient& to utilize small business and mi-
nority-owned business sources of supplies 
and services Such efforts should allow them 
sources the maximum feasible opportunity 
to compete for contract& utilizing Federal 
funds. 

(4) The type of procuring instruments 
used. e.g.. fixed price contracts. Pet reign- 

damage, or theft of the property. Any loot, 
damage, or theft of nonespendable property 
stall be investigated and fully documented: 
If the property was owned by the Federal 
Government, the recipient shall promptly no-
tify the Federal sponsoring agency. •se/cevs7te 

(5) ledequoteip maintenance procedures 
shall be Implemented to keep the property 
In good condition. 

(5) Where the recipient U authorized or 
required to sell the property, proper sales 
procedures shall be established which would 
provide for competition to the extent practi-
cable and result in the highest possible re-
turn. 

7. 1:spendable personal proper11.—TItle to 
expendable personal property shall vast in 
the recipient upon acquisition. If there is a 
residual inventory of such property exceeding 
$1.000 in total aggregate fair market value, 
upon termination or completion of the grant 
or other agreement, and the property is not 
needed for any other federally sponsored 
project or peogram, the recipient shall retain 
the property for use on nontederally mon-
cored activities, or sell it, but must in either 
ease. compensate the Federal Government 
for its share. The amount of compensation 
shall be computed In the same manner as 
nonexpendable personal property. 

I. Intangible property. 
a. Inventions and patents.—U any program 

produces patentable items, patent rights. 
processes. or Inventions. in the course of 
wort sponsored by the Federal Government. 
such fact shall be promptly and fully report-
ed to the Federal sponsoring agency. Unless 
there is • prior agreement between the re-
cipient sod the Federal- sponsoring agency 
on disposition of such items, the Federal 
sponsoring agency shall determine whether 
protection on the Invention or discovery shall 
be sought. The Federal sponsoring agency 
will also determine bow the rights In the In-
vention or discovery—including righte under 
any patent Lensed thereon—shall be allocated 
and administered in order to protect the pub-
lic Interest consistent with -Government 
Patent Polley -  (President's Memorandum 
for Heads of rzscutis Departments and 
Agencies. August 33. 1971. and statement of 
Government Patent Policy es printed in 35 
P .R. IMO). 

b. Copyrights.—Tecept es otherwise pro-
vided In the terms and conditions of the 
agreement, the author or the recipient organ-
isation is free to copyright any books, pub-
Ilcations, or ether copyrightable materials 
developed In the course of or under a Fed- 
eral agreement, but the Federal sponsoring 
agency shall reserve a royalty-free, nonex-
clusive and irrevocable right to reproduce. 
publiah, es otherwise use, and to authorise 
others to use, the work for Government pur- 
ple
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bursabie ointracte. purchase orders. incen-
tive contracts. shall be determined by the 
recipient but must be appropriate for the 
particular procurement and for promoting 
the best Interest Of the prepare Involved. 
The "cost-plus-a-penientage-of-cost" meth-
od of contracting shall not be used. 

(5) Contracts anal be made duty with re-
sponsible contractors who possess the po-
tentonal ability to perform suareacfully 
under the terms and conditions of a pro. 
posed procurement. Consideration shall be 
given to such madam as contrector integrity. 
retold of past performance, lloancial and 
technical resources or accessibility to other 
necessary resources. 

(6) AU proposed Dole source contracts or 
where only lure bid or proposal is received 
in Witch the aggregate expenditure is m-
oaned to exceed 65.000 shall be subject to 
prior approval at the discretion of the Fed-
eral sponsoring agency. 

(1) Some form of price or oast analysis 
should be made in connection with every 
procurement action. Price analjets may be 
accomplished in serious ways, Including the 
comparison of price quotations submitted, 
market prices and similar indicia, together 
with discounts. Cost analysis is the review 
and evaluation of each element of come to 
determine ressonablences. allocability and 

• (6) Procurement records and She for pur- 
e/macs in moms of $10,000 shell include the 
following: 

(s) Basis for contractor selecUon; 
(b) Justification for lack of competition 

when competitive bids or offers are not 
obtained; 

(0) Basis for award cost or price. 
(9) A system for contract administration 

shell be maintained to ensure contractor 
conformance with terms, conditions and 
specifications of the contract, and to ensure 
adequate and timely blowup of all pur-
e:bases. 

4. The redolent shall include. in addition 
to provisions to define • sound and complete 

• agreement, the following provisions in all 
contracts. These provisions shell also be ap-
plied to subcontracts. 

a. Contracts in excess of 610.000 shall 
loin contractual contsectuel provisions or conditions 
that will allow for administrative. contrac-
tual or legal remedies in instances in wbiels 
contractors violate or breach contract terms. 
and provide for mach remedial actions as 
may be alePebluttW. 

b. All contracts In excess of $30.000 shall 
contain suitable provisions for termination 
by the recipient Including the manner by 
which termination will be effected and the 
basis for settlement. In addition, such con-
tracts shell describe conditions under which  

the contract may be Usteninated for default 
as well as conditions where the contract may 
be terminated bemuse of circumstances be-
yond the control of the contractor. 

c. In all contracts for construction or fa-
ditty improvement awarded for more than 
$100.000. recipients shall ainerve the band-
ing requirements prodded In Attachment B 
to this circular. 

d. AU contracts awarded by recipients and 
their contmotors or subgrantres baying a 
value of more than $10,000. Mall contain a 
provision requiring compliance with Meath-
ttve Order 13246, entitled "Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity.-  as amended by Esecutive 
Order 11375. and as supplemented in Depart-
ment or tabor regulations (61 CPR, Pert 60). 

e. All *entracte and subpart% in exam of 
$2,000 for construction or moat awarded by 
recipients and subreciplents shall include a 
provision for compliance with the Copeland 
"Anti-Elek Baer Act (111 U.S.C. 67e) es 
supplemented in Department of Labor 
regulations (29 CPR. Part 3). This Ad pm-
vides that each contractor or sublimates 
shall be prohibited front Inducing, by any 
means, any person employed in the construc-
tion. completion, or repair of public work, to 
give up any part of the compensation to 
which he is lathered* entitled. The redolent 
shall report all suspected or reported viola-
tons to the Federal sponsoring agency. 

f. When required by the Federal onsfrem 
legislation, all construction contracts 
awarded by the recipient' and subarciptents 
of more than 62.000 shall include a provision 

• for compliance with the Davis-Bacon Act (40 
U.S.C. 276a to a-7) and as supplemented by 
Department of Labor regulations (29 GTE. 
Part 5). Under this Act contractors shall be 
required to pay wages to laborers and me-
chanics at a rate not less than the snintemze 
wages specified in • wage determinabou made 
by the Secretary of Tabor. In addition, con-
tractors shall be required to pay wages not 
Isis than oboe a week. The recipient shall 
place • copy of the current prevailing wage 
determination issued by the Department of 
Labor In each solicitation and the award 
of a contract shall be conditioned upon the 
acceptance of the wage determination. The 
recipient shall report all suspected or !s-
ported violations to the Federal sponsoring 
edebe7.. 

g. Wbere applicable, all contracts awarded 
by recipients in enema of $2.000 for construc-
tion contracts and in wen of 42.500 for 
other contracts that involve the employment 
of mechanics or laborers, shall include a pro-
vision for compliance with sections 103 and 
107 of the Contract Work Rouse and Safety 
Standards Act (40 U.S.C. 327-330) as sup-
plemented by Department of labor regular  

dons (29 CPR. Part 11), Under section 103 
of the Act, each contractor shall be re-
quired to compute the wages of every me-
chanic and laborer on the basis of a standard 
work day of $ hours and a standard work 
wee* of 40 hours. Work in excess of the 
standard workday or workweek is pedalo:1bl' 
prodded thee the worker is compensated at • 
rate of not less than 1)1, times the basic 
rate of pay for all hours worked In auess 
or 11 hours in any Wender day or 40 bows 
in the workweek. Section 107 of the Act Is 
applicable to construction work and provides 
that no laborer or mechanic shall be required 
to work in surroundings or under working 
conditions which are unsanitary, hazardous 
or dangerous to his health and saSety as de-
termined under construction safety and 
health standards promulgated by Use Secre-
tary of Labor. Tbs.e requirements do not 
apply to the purchases of supplies or mate-
rials or attacks ordinarily available on the 
open market, or contracts for transportation 
or trammiesion of inagt=nos. 

h. Contracts or 	eta. the principal 
purpose of which is to crate, develop or im-
prove products. processes or methods; or for 
exploration Into fields that directly concern 
public health, safety or welfare; or contracts 
In the Sold of science or technology In which 
there has been little significant experience 
outside of work funded by Federal meet-
ante, shall contain a notice to the effect that 
matters regarding rights to inventions and 
materials generated under the contract or 
agreement sit subject to the regulations is-
sued by the Federal sponsoring agency and 
the recipient. The contractor shall he ad-
vised as to the souros of additional informa-
tion regarding them matters. 

I. All negotiated contracts (adept those 
of $10.000 or ion) awarded by recipients 
shall Include a provision to the effect that 
the recipient, the Federal sponsoring agency. 
the Comptroller General of the United States. 
or any of their duly authorised representa-
tives. shall have acorns to any books, docu-
ments. papers and records of the contractor 
which US directly pertinent to a speciSc pro-
gram for the purpose of making audits, 
examinations, excerpts and transcriptions. 

J. Contracts and subgrants of amounts In 
meals of 6100.000 shall contain a provision 
that requires the recipient to agree to com-
ply with all applicable standards, orders or 
regulations Issued pursuant to the Clem Air 
Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1651 at seq.) end the 
Federal Waster Pollution Control Act ;s3 
U.S .C. 1251 et seq.) as amended. Violations 
shall be reported to the Federal sponsoring 
them, and the Regional Moe of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. 
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LAS VEGAS CITY .AUG 6 1986 	 tJUVUU 

COUNCIL MINUTES 	
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Doveloprnont 

San Francisco Regional Office. Region IX 
450 Golden Gate Avenue 
San Francisco, California 94102-3448 

Mr. Ashley Hall 
City Manager 
City of Las Vegas 
400 E. Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Dear Mr. Hall: 

SUBJECT: Community Development Block Grant Program 
Program No. B-85-MC-32-0001 
Economic Opportunity Board Senior Day Care Facility 
Request for Approval of a Sole Source Contract 

We have completed our review of your April 25, 1986 letter and attach-
ments concerning the subject activity. Jim Prater of my staff has also 
discussed this activity with City staff, Economic Opportunity Board (E0B) 
staff, and with Mr. Art Sartini of the Housing Authority. Jim has also 
visited the site where the complex is to be constructed. 

On the basis of all of the information available to us, which is sum-
marized in your letter and attachments, we have determined that the 
facilitation of construction and the minimization of confusion and delays 
could best be achieved by having EOB utilize the services of the project 
architect, Harris Sharp and Associates. Therefore, we hereby authorize 
"post approval" of the awarding of the sole source contract to the project 
architect by EOB. 

However, even though we have approved this contract, we still feel that 
the City should seriously consider adopting a policy of handling all major 
procurement for its CDBG funded subrecipients. The EOB matter was the 
second time in recent months that a CDBG funded subrecipient had awarded 
or attempted to award a sole source contract without getting the necessary 
approval. You may recall the Help Them Walk Again Agency's attempt to 
award a sole source contract for the Hydro-Therapy Pool as the first such 
attempt. 

•These actions indicate a strong need for the City to assume all major 
procurement responsibilities for its subrecipients. However, if the City 
decides against this option, then we request that the City include clear 
and strong language in the contracts with all subrecipients requiring them 
to submit all major procurement contracts to the City for review prior to 
finalizing them. 

ATTACHMENT "C" 
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Ricardo E. Rivas 
Program Manager, Team B 
Office of Community Planning 

and Development 

ATTACHMENT "C" 
PAGE 2 

LAS VEGAS CITY 	 6 couNcIL miNuns AUG 	1986 	 2 

The City should also emphasize this requirement in the grant award 
letter to the suhreciPients. Adoption by the City of one of these options 
should help to eliminate subrecipient contract award problems. 

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter, and if you have 
questions, please call Jim Prater at (415) 556-3751. 

Sincerely, 
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LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT 

THIS AMENDMENT TO AGREDITENT, made and entered into 

'till's 6th day of August,1986, but effective as of the 16th day of 

July, 1986, by and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, a municipal 

corporation of the State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as • 

the "City"), and OPERATION OPPORTUNITIES-CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, 

aka ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY BOARD OF CLARK COUNTY, a Nevada 

non-profit corporation (hereinafter referred to as the "Agency"), 

the 'City and the Agency being hereinafter sometimes referred to 

• Collectively as the "Parties", 

WITNESSET H: 

. WHEREAS, the Parties have heretofore, on the 11th day 

of February, 1985, made and entered into that certain Agreement, 

as aMended.by that certain Amendment to Agreement made and entered 

into on the 1st day of February, 1986 (collectively, the 

"Agreement" herein) which provides for the assistance by the city, 

through its Community Development Block Grant Program, of the 

Agency in providing servicet for the senior population of Las 

Vegas, particularly those who suffer from Alzheimer's disease 

(the "Project" herein); and 

WHEREAS', the Parties desire, by this Amendment to 

Agreement, to extend the time for the performance of the obliga-

tions of the Agency under the Agreement: 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the 

premises, of the Mutual promises and agreements which are herein-

after contained and of other good and valuable considerations, 

the receipt and 'sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged by 

the Parties, the Parties do hereby agree as follows: 

1. Section 1 of the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 
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LAS VEGAS CITY 	AU G 6.1986 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

A. The Agency will submit complete architectural 

design drawings and detail specifications 

for a senior day care facility in connection 

with the Project no later than July 3, 1986. 

B. The Agency will be allowed to utilize, for 

the constructionof such facility, any funds 

that remain under this Agreement as of July 

16, 1986, provided however, that all eligible 

expenditures under this Agreement shall not 

. exceed the total amount that is allocated to 

the Project pursuant to Section 3 hereof. 

2. Section 2 of. the Aareement is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 

Section 2. 	TIME OF PERFORMANCE.  

The services of the Agency shall be completed 

by December 31, 1986. 

3. Section 3 of the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as follows: ' 

Section 3. , 	COMPENSATION.  

The Agency into be reimbursed a total amount of 

not more than Forty Thousand Dollars ($40,000.00) 

for the full performance of the services which are 

described in Section 1 hereof and are completed 

by December 31, 1986, in accordance with the 

approved and executed budget which is attached 

as Exhibit "C" (Amended) hereto and by this 

reference made. a part hereof. 

"9.. 00 • • .• • 

Section 1. 
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COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

4. Except as it is hereinabove expressly amended, 

the Agreement, and eadh of the provisions thereof, shall remain 

and. be'inrfull force and effect. 

. IN WITNESS WgEREOP, the Parties hereto have caused this 

Amendment to Agreement to be executed by -their duly authorized 

representatives the day and year first above written. 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

ATTEST: -  

_4( 
CAROL ANN 'HAWLEY; citliClerk 

• OPERATION OPPORTUNITIES-CLARK 
COUNTY, NEVADA, aka ECONOMIC 
OPIWTUNITY BOARD OF CLARK COUNTY 

ATTEST: 

Secretary 

-3- 
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$40,000.00 

$40,000.00 

AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT 

ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY BOARD 
- 	OF CLARK COUNTY 	, 

TENTH YEAR ENTITLEMENT GRANT 
SENIOR DAY CARE FACILITY 

BUDGET 

CONSTRUCTION/ANCILLARY'COST 

Construction Cost and 
Architectural Cost 	' 

Total Graht Funds 

EXHIBIT "C" (AMENDED) 
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11. 

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

Nolen - 
PPROVED as recom-
ended. 

Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed' 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

AGENDO 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEVVART AVENUE 

PHONE 386,6011 

Council Action 

Page 16 

Department Action 

IV. (d) DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC AND.URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 
JACK THOMASON, DIRECTOR (CONTINUED)  

C. AMENDMENT TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK 
GRANT AGREEMENT - HELP THEM WALK AGAIN 
FOUNDATION. 

CONSIDERATION OF A MOTION AUTHORIZING. 	. 
ISSUANCE OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS FOR 
THE PREPARATION OF A FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS/ :  
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR A BUSINESS INCUBATOR 
PROJECT IN THE .CITY OF LAS VEGAS. 

E. 	CONSIDERATION OF A MOTION AUTHORIZING STAFF 
TO DEVELOP A PROGRAM TO RESOLVE THE LOAN 
PROBLEMS OF THE NEW TOWN TAVERN. 

olen - 
PPROVED as recom-
ended. 
nanimous 
Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed . 
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'Date: 	Auoust 6. 1986 

FROM: TO: 
The City Council RANDALL. H. WALKER 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

JACK THOMASON; 
DEPARTMENT'OF ECONOMIC & URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Agendaltem .  

IV. (d) C 

esi 4 Livtiksivs, &WANES AUG 6-19€6 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT To THE COMMUNITY ogygLopmpuT BLOCK GRANT AGREEMENT - 
HELP THEM WALK AGAIN FOUNDATION 	' 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

In the FY 1984-85 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program, the City 
Council awarded the non-profitorganizatiOn, Help Them Walk Again (HTWA) 
Foundation.$50,000 in City CDBG fOnds for the construction of a hydrotherapy 
pool-tO Provide aqua-therapy to the'severely handicapped and spinal injured 
persons. 

Bid contract problems stopped HTWA from being able to implement the project 
during that initial award year. Since then, City staff has been providing HTWA 
assistance to put the project out in a manner that would meet federal and local 
cómpliance. 

On June 30, 1986, the Grant Agreement expired for this project. 

In June, 1986, the Department with the assistance from the Department of General 
Services established the following project schedule: 

Advertisement 
Pre-Bid Conference 
Bid Opening 
Contract Award . 
Sign Contract/Notice . to Proceed 
Notice of Completion 

July 2, 1986 
July 7, 1986 
July 18, 1986* 
July 21, 1986 
July 30, 1986 
October 3, 1986 

City-staff will continue to provide'HTWA all the necessary technical assistance 
to Meet federal requirements in implementing this project. 

The City of North Las Vegas has 125,000 of their CDBG funds in this project. 
They too are preparing a new Grant Agreement to allow HTWA utilize North Las 
yegasCOBG funds. North Las Vegas Will price again request that the city of Las 
Vegas be the "lead agency" for Administering the CDBG funds involved. North Las 
Vegas: is presently preparing the cooperative agreement for City CDBG staff 
assistance, which is expected to be forwarded shortly to the City. The 
Department.will present it to Council for review and approval at a later date. 
The Department,' through the,assistance of the City Attorney's Office, has deve-
loped an Amendment to that existing Agreement which will allow HTWA to utilize 

. city COBG funds to implement the project. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

City Community Development Block Grant FY 1984-85 entitlement funds to be expended in 
the City's FY 1986,87 program year. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is the 
Amendment 

recommendation of the Office of the City Manager that Council approve this 
to Agreement as well as allow City staff to rebid the project. 

\ 

\ 



00103 
Date: August 6. 1986 

FISCAL IMPACT  

RECOMMENDATIONS  

Agenda Item 

4 L4t4 tkffri CLOAUSN 
VEGAS  

t11 
CITY 

 AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
FROM: 

RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND 

*NOTE: No bids were received on this date. The Department contacted HUD to 
obtain technical assistance from them as to what options the City now had. HUD 
recommended that the City rebid the project once again. Should no bids be 
received, the City would then be allowed under Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) Circular A-110, Attachment 0, which govern procurement procedures, to 
negotiate the bid. To expedite the rebid process the City's Department of 
General Services has developed a tentative bid schedule to rebid the HTWA pro-
ject. The tentative schedule is as follows: 

TO: 
The City Council 

spliEcnr: 	 • 
AMENDMENT TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT AGREEMENT - 
HFI 	P THFM WALK ACIAT N FniiNnArnm  

1  

Advertisement of Bid 
Receive Bid 
Award Bid 
Notice to Proceed 
Notice of Completion 

July 29, 1986 
August 8, 1986 
August 11, 1986 
August 21, 1986 
October 25, 1986 
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ENDMENT TO AGREEMENT 

/7 d• 
.727 err,  

THIS AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT, made and entered into this 

1 4   day of July, 1986, but 'effective as of the 16th day of July, 

1986, by and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS and the CITY OF NORTH 

LAS VEGAS, each of which is a municipal corporation of the State 

of: :Nevada (hereinafter referred to as the "City" and "North Las 

Vegas", respectively), and the HELP THEM WALK AGAIN FOUNDATION, a 

Nevada non-profit corporation (hereinafter referred to as the 

"Agency"), the City, North Las Vegas and the Agency being herein-

after sometimes referred to singly as a "Party" and any two or 

more of them collectively as "Parties", 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, the Parties have heretofore, on the 10th.day of 

19854 made and entered into that certain Agreement (the 	 - 

"Agreement" herein), which provides for the assistance by the 

City and North Las Vegas, through their Community Development 	 • 

Block Grant ("CDBG" herein) programs, of the Agency to operate a 

program for the purpose of providing rehabilitation services to 

severely physically : disabled persons residing in the southern 

Nevada area (the "Project" herein); and 

WHEREAS, the Parties desire, by this Amendment to 

Agreement, to extend the time for the performance,of the oblige- 	 • 

tions of the Agency under the Agreement and to amend the 

Agreement in certain other respects; 	
• 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premi-

ses, of the mutual promises and agreements which are hereinafter 

contained and of other gbod and valuable considerations, the 

receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged by each 

Of the Parties, the Parties do hereby agree as follows: 

1. 	Section 2 of the Agreement is hereby mended to 

read as follows: 

Section 2. 	SCOPE OF SERVICES:  

A. 	The Agency will construct the Project in 

accordance with the following schedule: 	
• 
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Advertisement for Bid 	 July 2, 1986 • 	001.05 
Pre-Bid Conference 	 July 7, 1986 

Bid Opening 	 July 18, 1986 

Contract Award 	 July 21, 1986 

Notice to. Proceed 	 July 30, 1986 

Notice of Completion 	 October 3, 1986 

B. 	It is anticipated that the Agency will receive 

from the Morganti Group, the designer of the Project 

("Morgantin herein),' .on a voluntary basis, the following 

services: 

a. 	Construction contract administration services for 

the Project; 

13:: Pre-Bid Conference (specification interpretation, 

'addenda issuance); 

c. On-site inspections of the Project while it is 

under construction; 

d. Verification of the certificates for progress 

Payments; 

e. Interpretation for the work; 

f. Warranty review: and 

v. 	Verification of the final certificate for payment. 

2. 	Section 3 of the Agreementis hereby amended to 

read as follows: 

Section 3. 	TIME OF PERFORMANCE:  

The services of the Agency shall be completed by 

December 31, 1986.'- 

3.. Section ,4 of the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 

Section 4. 	COMPENSATION:  

The Agency is to be Paid a total compensation of 

not more than Seventy-Five Thousand Dollars ($75,000) - , 

consisting of Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000), which is 

to be allocated to the Project by the City, and 

Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars ($25,000), which is to-be 

allocated to the Project by North Las Vegas, for the 

1-'13 
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full per ormance of the services which are described in 

Section 1 hereof and are completed by December 31, 1986, 

in accordance with the approved and executed budget 

• which is attached as Exhibit "C" (Amended) hereto and by 

this reference made a part- hereof. 

4. 	Section 5 of the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 

Section 5. 	METHOD OF PAYMENT:  

The Agency hereby agrees to cause Morganti to 

-review all of the requests for progress payments that 

the Agency receives from the contractor with respect to 

the Project, verify the requested amount and submit 

them: 

(1) With respect to the initial Fifty Thousand Dollars 

($50,000) in Project costs that are eligible for 

reimbursement under this Agreement, to the City. 

Thereafter, the City will review the expenditures 

that are set forth in such requests for consistency 

with the approved budget and scope of services, as 

well as Federal Management Circular 74-04, entitled • 

"Cost Principles Applicable to Grants and Contracts 

with State and Local Governments," which Circular 

• ' is incorporated herein by this reference. If the 

City determines that such expenditures are con-

sistent with the approved budget, scope of services 

and said Circular, it will reimburse the Agency for 

the amount thereof; and 

(2) With respect to all Project costs that exceed fifty 

Thousand Dollars.($50,000) and are eligible for re-

imbursement under this Agreement, to North Las 

Vegas. Thereafter, North Las Vegas will review the 

expenditures that are set forth in such requests 

for consistency with the approved budget and scope 

ofservices, as well as said Circular. If North 

LAS VEGAS CITY_ 	?r, w. 	 00106' LAO vcurlo 
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Las Vegas determines that such expenditures are 

consistent with the approved budget, Scope of ser- 

vices and said Circular, it will reimburse the 

Agency for the amount thereof. 

The Agency agrees to provide the City and North Las 

Vegas with copies of all supporting documentation and to 

maintain and make accessible, for purposes of auditing, 

all original documentation for a period of three (3) 

. years following the completion of the Project. If the 

findings of any such audit are not fully resolved in 

such three (3) year period, the Agency shall retain such 

documentation for. such additional period as may be 

necessary for the complete resolution of such - findings. 

Any breach of this Section shall be cause for the 

City Or North Las Vegas, or both, to suspend the further 

funding of the Project Until the matter is corrected to • 

the satisfaction of the City and North Las Vegas. The 

failure of the Agency to provide the City and North Las 

Vegas with A monthly status report shall be cause for 

the Agency's reimbursement - check from the City or North 

Las Vegas', as the case may, be, to be held in abeyance 

until the delinquent status report has been provided to 

the City or to North Las Vegas, as the case may be. It 

is expressly understood by the Agency that only eligible 

expenditures of the Project, as determined jointly by 

the City, North Las Vegas and the Agency, can be reim-

bursed'pursuant to this Agreement. 	 • 

5. 	Section 6 fat the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 

Section 6. 	• CITY'S GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS:.  

The Agency hereby agrees as follows: 

A. 	To be bound by all of existing or amended 

policies; procedures and requirements which are con-

tamed in - the City's CDBG Operating Agency 
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:Administrative Manual .(the °Manual" herein), including 

without:limitatibn any.requirement or guideline of HUD 

which is contained or referred to therein. The poli-

ties', procedures and requirements for the administration 

and financial management of the services which are set 

forth in the Manual are to be used in the implementation 

of this Agreement.' ' 

B. 	To maintain, at all times while this Agreement 

is in effect, fire, hazard, comprehensive bodily injury 

and property damage insurance in.amounts at least equal 

to the amount of the CDBG funds that are provided by the 

City and North Las Vegas. The City and North Las Vegas 

shall be furnished with evidence that the aforesaid 

coverages are in effeCt, and the policies in respect of 

such coverages shall provide that the City and North Las 

Vegas shall be notified in writing of any anticipated 

. , cancellation of, or any material change in, any of such 

coverages not less than ten (10) .days prior to• the 

effective 'date of such cancellation or change. 

• 	C. 	To provide such collateral as may be required 

by the City or North Las Vegas to be used as security in 

the event of a default by the Agency in the performance 

of this Agreement or the discontinuance by the Agency of 

its operations. 

D. To submit to the City and North Las Vegas 

financial and programmatic performance reports in accor-

dance with the guidelines which are established by the 

City and North has Vegas. The failure of the Agency to 

provide any such report shall be cause for the Agency's 

reimbursement check from the City or North Las Vegas, as 

the case may be, to be held in abeyance until such 

delinquent report has been provided to the City or to 

North Las Vegas, as the case may be. 

E. To allow duly authorized representatives of 

the city or North Las Vegas to conduct such occasional 
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n-site monitoring  of the Project as 

the City  and North Las Vegas, or either of them; deems 

are appropriate in order for it to determine: 

(1) Whether or not the Project is consistent with 

- national and primary  objectives of the Housing  and 

Community Development Act of 1974, as amended; 

(2) Whether or not the objectives of the Project are 

being  achieved; 

(3) Whether or not the Project is being  carried out in 

' a timely  manner; 

(4) Whether or not the-Project is being  conducted in an 

efficient and effective manner; 

(5) Whether or not management control systems and 

internal procedures have been established to meet 

the objectives of. the Project; 

(6) Whether or not the financial operations of the 

Project are being conducted properly ; 

(7) Whether or not the periodic reports to the Cit y  and 

North Las Vegas contain accurate and reliable 

information; and 

(8) Whether Or not all of the activities of the Project 

are conducted in compliance with the provisions of 

Federal laws and regulations, the City 's and North 

Las Vegas', policies', this Agreement and the Manual. 

Visits by  representatives of the City  or North Las 

Vegas to the site of the Project shall be announced to 

the Agency  twenty-four (24) hours in advance of those 

.visits and shall occur durin g -normal operating  hours. 

-The representatives of the City-or North Las Vegas, may  

'request, and, if such a- requestis made, shall be 

g ranted, access to all of the records of-the A gency  

which relate to the Project. The representatives of the 

City  and North Las Vegas may , on occasion, interview 

recipients of-the services of the Project, and, in addi- 
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tion to the monitoring by the City and North Las Vegas 	 - 

of the Agency's activities, the Agency's records with 

respect..-tO matters which form the subject matter of this 

Agreement shall be made available, at any time during 

- normal business hours, for audit by representatives of 

the City or North Las Vegas, by - independent auditors who 

are under contract to the City or North Las Vegas, HUD 

or the Comptroller of the United States, or any com- 

• bination of those.agencies. The failure of the Agency 

to adhere to the requirements that are contained in this 

Paragraph shall constitute grounds for the suspension or 

termination, or both, of this Agreement. 

F. 	Not to assign any right, delegate any duty or 

execute any agreement for services under this Agreement 

without' the prior written consent of the City and North 

Las Vegas, and any such assignment or delegation must • 

conform to the guideline criteria for their respective 

• programs. Any such assignment of interest, delegation 

of duty or execution of agreement without the prior 

Written Consent of the City and North Las Vegas shall be 

, void and shall result in the forfeiture of all reimbur-

sement, or such part thereof as may be determined by the 

City or North Las Vegas, as the case may be, to which 

the Agency might otherwise be entitled from funds which 

are supplied by the City's and North •Las Vegas . ' CDBG 

programs. 

G. 	To protect; defend; indemnify and save the 

City and NorthsLas Vegas harmless from and against any 

• and all liability, damages, claims, suits, liens and 

judgments of whatever nature, including but not limited 

to-  claims for contributions or indemnification, or both, 

- for injuries to or death of any person caused by, in 

:connection with or arising out of any activity which is 

undertaken by .  the' Agency pursuant to -this Agreement. The 
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save harmless, as set forth in this subsection G, shall 

include any and all attorneys' fees and investigation 

and litigation expenses which are incurred by the City 

or North Las Vegas in enforcing or obtaining, or both, 

compliance with the provisions of this Agreement. 

H. Not to use any funds or resources which are 

supplied by the City's or North Las Vegas' CDBG programs 

in litigation against any person, natural or otherwise, 

or in its own defense in any such litigation. The 

Agency agrees to notify the City and North Las Vegas of 

any legal action which is filed by or against it. 

I. To keep and maintain in effect at all times 

any and all licenses, permits, notices and certificates 

which may be required by any City or North Las Vegas 

ordinance or any State or Federal statute. 

J. To be bound by all City and North Las Vegas 

ordinances and State and Federal statutes, conditions, 

regulations and assurances which are applicable to the 

City's and North Las Vegas' entire CDBG programs or are 

required by Imp, the City. or North Las Vegas. 

K. That no officer or employee of the Agency may 

seek or accept any gift, service, favor, employment, 

engagement, emolument or economic opportunity which 

would tend improperly to influence a reasonable person 

in that position to depart from the faithful and impar-

tial discharge of the duties of that position. 

L. That mo officer or employee of the Agency may 

use his position with the Agency or government to secure 

or grant any unwarranted privilege, preference, exemp-

tion or advantage for himself, any member of his house-

hold, any business entity in which he has a financial 

interest or any other person. 

M. That no officer or employee of the Agency may 

participate as an agent of the Agency in the negotiation 

-8- 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG t 19db 00112 

or execution of any contract between the Agency and any 

private business in which he has a financial interest. 

Unless it is specifically prohibited by law, a public 

officer or employee, as such, is not precluded from 

making a bid on .a government contract if the contracting 

process is controlled by the rules of open competitive 

bidding, the sources of supply are limited, the public 

officer or employee has not taken part in developing the 

contract plans or specifications and the public officer 

or employee will not be personally involved in opening, 

considering or accepting offers. 

N. That no officer or employee of the Agency may 

suppress any Agency report or other document because it 

might tend to affect unfavorably his private financial 

interests. 

0. 	That no change in any line item expenditure in 

the approved and executed budget may be made unless such 

change . is specifically authorized beforehand in writing 

by the City and North Las Vegas. 

P. To amend, modify or otherwise revise this 

Agreement should'such . a,modification become necessary or 

be required by HUD or any Federal statute or regulation 

which is applicable to the funds which are made 

available to the Agency, pursuant to this Agreement. 

O. To abide by. HUD's 1983 Fraud Information 

Bulletin, as provided in the Manual. 

, 6. 	Section 7 of the Agreement is hereby amended to 

read as follows: 	% 

Section 7. 	FEDERAL GENERAL CONDITIONS: 

The Agency further agrees as follows: 

- A. 	That the benefit from the Project to low- and 

moderate-income persons/households shall be verified by 

one of the following methods: 

(1) Direct Benefit. 	Section 8 HousingfPayments 
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Program income guidelines shall be utilized by the 

Agency to determine if clients/households . are of 

low- or moderate-income and are therefore eligible 

to be served by the Agency. Such income guidelines 

are set forth in the Manual. 

(2) .  Area Benefit. 	The geographic area which is 

served by the Agency must qualify according to the 

guidelines of HUD as being primarily occupied by 

low,- and moderate-income persons. 

B. That expenditures which are charged to the 

City or to North .Las Vegas and their respective CDBG 

programs will be accounted for in the manner that is 

described in the Manual and must be kept by the Agency 

separate from all other sources of the Agency's reve-

nues, and such expenditures shall be subject to approval 

	

by the City as to the initial Fifty Thousand Dollars 	. 

($500.00) in expenditures, and by North Las, Vegas 

thereafter. 

C. That any amount which is generated from the 

use of CDBG funds including: 

(1) .Proceeds from the disposition by sale or long-term 

lease of real property; 

(2) Income from the temporary use or leasing of proper-

ties which are acquired with CDBG funds; 

(3) Payments of principal and interest on loans which 

are made through the use of CDBG funds; 

(4) Interest which is earned on funds which are held in 

a revolviug fund account; 

(5) .Interest which is earned on income from the Project 

pending the disposition of such income; and 

(6) Any other source of income t  

shall be recorded separately and returned to the City 

and North Las Vegas in the same proportion that the CDBG 

funds that are provided by the respective Parties 
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hereunder bear to the total amount of CDBG funds that 

. are provided to the Agency under this Agreement. Upon 

the approval by HUD and the .governing bodies of the City 

and North Las Vegas, income from the Project may be 

retained by the Agency. If the Agency retains income 

from the Project,. guidelines for the use of such income 

shall be in accordance with the city, North Las Vegas 

And Federal rules: and regulations. 

That records shall be maintained in sufficient 

detail to enable the City, : liorth Las Vegas or Federal 

-.officials, or any combinatioh thereof, to determine 

whether or not the Agency. has carried out the Project in 

compliance with this Agreement and all of the City, 

North Las Vegas and Federal guidelines', regulations and 

policies. Those records shall record the Agency's cost 

by budget line item and shall, at the minimum, include 

payroll, time cards, invoices, contracts, vouchers, 

- checks, orders, accounting documents, bid records, 

recruitment and' employment records, property records, 

program records, client files and verification of income 

documentation, equal opportunity records, fair housing 

records, labor standards and any other documentation 

-which either the City, North Las Vegas or Federal offi-

cialAu  or Any combination thereof, may require. All 

such documents shall be thoroughly identified and 

readily accessible. In addition, all original documen-

tation shall be retained for a period of three (3) years 

following the completion of the Project. 

E. 	That the Agency will comply, when they are 

applicable, With the following laws and directives: 

(1) Executive Order 1106.3, as amended, which directs 

the Secretary of , HUD to take all action which is 

' necessary and appropriate to prevent discrimination 

by agencies that utilize Federal funds. 
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(2) Pub. L. 88-352 - Title VI of the Civil Rights Act 

of 1964, and the regulations of HUD with respect 

thereto, including 24 CFR, Parts 1 and 2, which 

provides that no person in the United States shall, 

. 	on the basis of race, color, national origin or 

sex, be excluded from participation in, denied the 

benefits of or subjected to discrimination under 

any program or activity which receives Federal 

financial assistance and obligates the recipients 

of such assistance to use property that is acquired 

with such assistance for the purposes for which 

such assistance was made available to them. The 

City and North Las Vegas hereby extends these 

requirements to the Agency and its private contrac-

tors. Specific, prohibited discriminatory actions 

and corrective actions are described in Section 109 

of Title I of the Housing and Community Development 

Act of 1974.. 

(3) Pub. L. 90-284 - Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act . 

' of 1968, popularly known as the Fair Housing Act, 

which provides for fair-housing throughout the 

United States and prohibits any person from discri-

minating in the sale or rental of housing, the 

financing of housing or the provision of brokerage 

services, including in any way making unavailable 

or denying a dwelling to any person because of 

race, color, religion, sex or national origin. 

Pursuant to this statute, the City and North Las 

Vegas require that the Agency administer all 

programs and activities which are related to 

housing and community development in such a manner 

as affirmatively to further fair housing. 

(4) The Age Discrimination Act of 1975 which prohibits 

discrimination on the basis of age. 
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(5) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 which 

prohibits discrimination with respect to an other-

wise qualified handicapped individual. 

(6) Executive Order 11246, and the regulations which 

are issued pursuant thereto, which provides that no 

person shall be. discriminated against on the basis 

of race, color, religion' sex or national origin in 

any phase of employment during the performance of 

Federal or federally assisted construction 

contracts. The Agency and any contractor on any 

Federal or federally assisted Construction contract 

shall take affirmative action to ensure each 

employee and applicant for employment fair treat-

merit in employment, upgrading, demotion, transfer, 

recruitment, recruitment advertising, layoff, ter-

mination, 'rates of pay or other forms of compen-

sation and the selection for training, including 

apprenticeship, in connection with such contract. 

The Agency agrees to post, in conspicuous places 

which are accessible to employees and applicants 

for employment, notices which set forth the provi-

sions of this non-discrimination clause and will, 

in all solicitations or advertisements for 

employees which are placed by or on behalf of the 

Agency state that all qualified applicants will 

receive consideration for employment without regard 

to race, color, sex, religion or national origin. 

(7) The Davisa-Bacon Act, as .  amended, which requires' 

that all laborers and mechanics who are employed by 

the Agency or any contractor on construction work 

which is' financed, in whole or in part, with 

• 	assistance which is received under the Housing and 

Community Development Act of 1974 shall be paid 

wages at rates which are not less than those that 
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prevail in the locality for similar construction 

and shall receive overtime compensation in accor-

dance with the Contract Work Hours and Safety 

Standards Act. The contractor and its subcontrac-

tors shall also comply with all applicable Federal 

laws and regulations which pertain to labor stan-

dards, including the minimum wage law. 

(8) The Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act 

the requirements of which apply to the rehabilita-

tion of residential property which is designed for 

residential use by eight or more families. 

(9) The Fair Labor Standards Act which requires, with 

respect to certain non-exempt employees, adherence 

to statutory minimumS for wages and overtime com-

pensation. Such employees must be compensated at 

one and one-half times their-regular rate for each 

hour in excess of forty (40) which they work in any 

seven (7) day mirk week. 

(10) Section 202 (a) of the Flood Disaster Protection 

Act Of 1973 which prohibits the use of financial 

assistance which is provided for acquisition or 

constrUction purposes in any area that has been 

identified by the Director of the Federal Emergency 

Management Agency' as an area which has special 

flood hazards Unless the-community in which such 

area is situate is then participating in the 

National Flood Insurance Program. The use of any 

funds whiCh are provided for acquisition or 

construction purposes-in any identified special 

flood hazard area shall be subject to the mandatory 

purchase of flood insurance. 

(11) Section 3 of the Housing and Urban Development Act 

of 1968, as amended, which requires that, to the 

greatest extent which is-  feasible, opportunities 
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for employment and training be given to lower 
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income persons who reside within the unit of local 

government or the metropolitan area in which the 

Project is situate and that contracts for work in 

connection with the Project be awarded to eligible 

business concerns which are located, or are owned 

' in substantial part by persons who reside, in the 

metropolitan area in which the Project is situate. 

Therefore, in all solicitations for bids, the 

Agency shall provide that the contractor must, 

before signing the contract, provide a preliminary 

. statement of the work force needs and the 

contractor's plans for the possible training and 

employment of lower income persons. When the 

'Agency utilizes the procedure of competitive 

bidding to award a contract in connection with the 

Project, the request or invitation for bids shall 

advise prospective contractors of the requirements 

of the regulations which are adopted under Section 

3 of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968, 

as amended. If the Agency circulates requests or 

invitations for bids in connection with the 

Project,- every effort which is feasible shall be 

made- to contact minority organizations for a 

response to the request or invitation for bids; and 

(12) The following provisions of the Lead-Based Paint 

Poisoning Prevention Act: 

(a) Section 401 (b) which prohibits the use 

of lead-based paint in residential structures which 

are constructed or rehabilitated with Federal 

assistance in, any form; and 

(b) Section 302 which sets forth requirements 

for the elimination of lead-based paint hazards in 

certain HUD-associated housing and for notification 
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to purchasers 	 f certain HUD-associated halOW Ma! 

housing which was constructed prior to 1950. 

(13) The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as 

the same is detailed in the implementing regula-

tions at 24 CFRi Part 58. 

(14) Executive Order 11625 which provides for the utili-

zation Of minority businesses in all federally 

. assisted projects. 

	

F. 	That CDBG funds shall not be used, directly or 

indirectly, to employ, award contracts to or otherwise 

engage the services of any debarred, suspended or ineli- 

	

gible contractor.

G. 	That it will comply With the policies, guide- 

lines. and requirements of the following OMB circulars, 

together with all attachments and subsequent applicable 

amendments: 

(1) A-102, as revised, Uniform .  Requirements for 

Assistance to State and Local Governments; 

(2) A-110, Grants and Agreements with Institutions of 

Higher Education, Hospitals and other Non-Profit 

Organizations.; 

(3) A-87, Principles for Determining Costs Applicable 

to Grants and Contracts with State and Local 

Governments; and 

(4) A-122, Cost Principles for Non-Profit 

Organizations. 

H. 	That, generally, no person who is an employee, 

ageht,:consultant, officer or official of the Agency who 

exercises or has exercised any function or respon-

sibility with respect to CDBG activities or who is in a 

.position to participate in a decision making process or 

gain inside information with respect to such activities 

may obtain, directly or indirectly, any personal or 

financial interest in or benefit from such activity or 

0 0 i19 
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have an interest, direct or indirect, in any contract, 

subcontract or agreement with respect such activity or 

the proceeds from such contract, subcontract or 

agreement, either for himself or for those with whom he 

has either a'faMily or business tie, during his tenure 

in employment or office and for one year thereafter. 

This proVision applies in the procurement of supplies, 

equipment, services, Assistance, grants and loans and 

the construction, acquisition, rehabilitation, preser-

vation, disposition and other improvement of real prop-

erty. 

I. 	None,-of the personnel who are employed in the 

Administration of the Project shall, in any way or to 

any extent, be engaged 

vities in violation of 

United States Code. 

J. 	The Agency will not, directly or through 

Contractual or other arrangements, on the basis of race, 

color, sex, religion or national origin: 

. (1) Deny any individual any facility, service, fiudn-

cial Air or other benefit which is provided under 

the Project. . 

(2) Provide any individual any facility, service, 

financial aid or other benefit which is different, 

- or is provided in a different form, from that pro- 

- vided to others under the Project. 

(3) -  Subject any individual to any segregated or 

separate treatment in any facility in, or in any 

manner or process related to, the receipt of any 

service or benefit under the Project. 

(4) Treat* Any individual differently from any other in 

• determining whether such individual satisfies any 

admission, enrollent, eligibility, membership or 

other requirement or condition which individuals 
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must meet in order to be provided any facility0011.21 :  

service or other benefit under the Project. 

(5) Deny any individual an opportunity to participate 

in the Project as an employee. - 

7. 	A new section, identified as Section 9, is hereby 	- 

added to the Agreement reading as follows: 

Section 9. 	SUSPENSION OR REDUCTION OF FUNDS: 

A. 	The suspension of funding hereunder, in whole 

or in part, may occur in the event of any default, ina-

bility or failure to perform on the part of the Agency 

or if the City, North Las Vegas or HUD, or any com- 

bination thereof, recommends such suspension for any 

reason. If funding is suspended hereunder, it shall 

• - remain suspended until either: 

• (1) The matter is Corrected to the satisfaction of the 

City or HUD, or both, up to the point at which the 

initial Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000) is 

expended, and to the satisfaction of North Las 

Vegas or HUD, or both, thereafter; or 

(2) A, determination is made to amend or terminate this 

• Agreement. , 

• B. 	If the Agency receives funds from other sour- 

ces prior to or during the program year to cover costs 

which are eligible for reimbursement pursuant to this 

Agreement, the City or North Las Vegas, as the case may 

be, shall have, and is hereby given, the right to reduce 

the amount of reimbursement to which the Agency would 	• 

otherwise be eAtitled. 

C. 	In the event that the Agency or the City, or 

both, or the Agency or North Las Vegas, or both, as the 

case may be, anticipates that the total amount of funds 

which are allocated to the Agency by the City or North 

Las Vegas pursuant to this Agreement will not be 

expended within the time frame and in a manner which is 

-18- 
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prescribed herein, the City or North Las Vegas, as the 

case may be, shall have, and is hereby given, the right • 

to extract the unexpended portion of those funds for 

other projects or programs •which are operated under the 

auspices of their respective CDBG programs. 

8. 	Section 8.of the Agreement is hereby renumbered 

.Section 10 and amended to read as follows: 

Section 10. 	MODIFICATION OR TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT: 

A. The Parties hereby agree to amend, modify or 

otherwise revise this Agreement should such a modifica-

tion be desired by the Parties, become necessary or be 

• required by HUD or any applicable Federal statute or 

regulation, or both. 

B. 	If the Agency fails to fulfill, in a timely 

• and proper manner, its obligations in the performance of 

• the Scope of Services, as specified in Section 2 hereof; 

or violates any of the covenants, agreements or con- 

• ditions which are contained herein, the City and North 

Las Vegas, or either of them, shall thereupon have the 

right to terminate this Agreement by giving written 

notification to the Agency of their or its election so 

to do and specifying the effective date of such ter-

mination. Such notice shall be given not less than ten 

(1.0) days prior to the effective date of the ter-

mination. 

C. 	The Agency acknowledges that the CDBG funds 

which may be expended pursuant_to this Agreement are 

subject to beieg terminated or withheld from the City or 

North Las Vegas, or both, by the Federal Government. It 

is therefore specifically understood and agreed by the 

Agency that, in such event, the City or North Las Vegas, 

as the case may be, shall not be obligated to pay any 

monies to the Agency hereunder and may elect to ter-

minate this Agreement, subject to reimbursing the Agency 

00122 
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for the eligible costs which the Agency had incurred up 

to and including the effective date of the termination 

or withholding of funding by the Federal Government. 

D. Upon the termination of this Agreement, the 

Agency shall transfer to the City and North Las Vegas, 

. • in the same proportion that the CDBG funds that are pro-

vided by the respective Parties hereunder bear to the 

total amount of CDBG funds that are provided to the 

Agency under this Agreement, funds or property (either 

real or personal), or both, which are in its possession 

at the time of such termination and any accounts 

. receivable which are attributable to the use of CDBG 

funds. Additionally, if the Agency ceases to use any 

asset which is acquired with CDBG funds for the purpose 

which is described in this Agreement, the Agency shall, 

upon the request of the City or North Las Vegas, or • 	• 

both, and at the option of either of them, either pay to 

. 

	

	the requesting Party that Party's proportionate share of 

the fair market value of such asset in accordance with 

. 	HUD's and the City's. and North Las Vegas' procedures or 

transfer to the requesting Party. that Party's propor-

tionate share of the ownership and control thereof. 

E. The Agency acknowledges that neither the City 

nor North Las Vegas is obligated to "carry forward" any 

CDBG funds on behalf of the Agency after December 31, 

1986, to permit the completion of the Project if the 

Project has not been completed by that date. 

9. 	Section 10'of the Agreement is hereby renumbered 

Section 11 and amended to read as follows: 

Section 11. 	MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS: 

A. 	The mention herein of any statute or Executive 

Order is not intended as an indication that such statute 

or Executive Order is necessarily applicable, nor is the 

.failure to mention any statute or Executive Order 

-20- 
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intended as an indication that such statute or Executive 

Order is not applicable. In this connection, therefore, 

each provision of law and each clause which is required 

by law to be inserted in this Agreement. shall be deemed 

to have been, inserted herein, and this Agreement shall 

be read and enforced as though such provision or clause 

had been physically inserted herein.' If, through 

mistake or otherwise, any such provision is not 

inserted, or is inserted incorrectly, this Agreement 

shall forthwith be physically amended to make such 

insertion or correction upon the application of any 

Party. 

B. 	As used in this Agreement, the masculine 

gender includes the feminine and neuter genders, the 

singular number includes the plural number and the 

• plural number includes the singular number. 



CITY or LAS VEGAS 

ATTEST: 

A- , 411 
LAM H. BRIARE, Mayor A  ' 

C 41P 
CAROL ANN HAWLEY; er 

OANNE TOADVINE, President. 

ATTEST: 

CARLA7FRANCES PARKER; Secretary 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
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10.: Except as it is hereinabove expressly amended, the 

Agreement. and each of the provisions thereof other than the 

'deletion of Exhibit .  "B e., shall remainand be in full force and 
— 

:effect.' 	 • 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Patties have caused this Amend-

Merit ,  to Agreement :  to be executed by their duly authorized repre- 

sentatives the day and year first above 'written. 

CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS 

BY 
•JAMES 'SEASTRAND, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

ESTHER BORDEN, City Clerk 

HELP THEM WALK AGAIN FOUNDATION 
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AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT • 
. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT 

ITEMIZED BUDGET 

HELP THEM : WALK AGAIN FOUNDATION 
HYDROTHERAPY POOL 

TOTAL 	 $75,000.00 

• 

EXHIBIT "C" (AMENDED) 
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Dam  August 6, 1986  

SUBJECT : CONSIDERATION OF A MOTION AUTHORIZING ISSUANCE OF A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS FOR THE 
. 

	

	PREPARATION OF A FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS/IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR A BUSINESS INCUBATOR 
: PROJECT IN THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

At the invitation of the New Dawn Technical Institute, the City Venture Corporation 
briefed City.of Las .Vegas staff in August, 1984, regarding the business incubator con-
cept. The City responded through City Manager Ashley Hall, endorsing the concept. 

In 1985, the New Dawn Technical Institute approached the City, State and County with a 
proposal to study the feasibility of developing an incubator facility in the City of 
Las Vegas to atsist.small businesses in their early start-up phase. As a result of 
numerous meetings between City staff and representatives of the New Dawn Technical 
Institute in May and June, 1985, a "game plan" for the project was developed which, in 
part, called fora financial commitment from the City, State and County for the feasi-
bility study on the incubator facility and for the preparation of a Request for 
Proposals for the Study. 

On July 3, 1985, the City Council adopted a resolution approving the "Game Plan." The 
project was, however, delayed because of difficulty in obtaining the necessary commit-
ments from the other funding sources. 

During the past year, the City of Las Vegas has attempted to obtain necessary funds 
from the State and County for the feasibility study. 

On March 12, 1986, the State Commission on Economic Development agreed to provide 
$15,000 from its FY 86-87 budget for the preparation of the incubator study. In addi-
tion, on May 20, 1986 the 	County Commissioners approved a resolution allo- 
cating $25,000 for the study. The city of Las Vegas, in turn, will provide $25,000 
from its 12th year cps Administrative Cap funds for the project. 
The Department of Economic and Urban Development and the New Dawn Technical Institute 
have jointly developed the attached Request for Proposals (RFP) for the project. The 
purpose of the RFP is to locate and retain a suitable consultant who will be respon-
sible for preparing a feasibility study and implementation plan for the purchase, 
Construction or rehabilitation of a building in the City of Las Vegas and its 
financirigoOeration and Management as'a business incubator. The Department is seeking 
authorization to release the RFP. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

It is not yet possible to identify the fiscal impact. The Department of Economic and 
Urban. Development will negotiate an acceptable fee for approval by the City Council 
which will not exceed the $58,000 in combined City,. State and County funds. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is the recommendation of the Office of the City Manager that the Department of 
- Economic and Urban Development be authorized to issue the RFP for the Business 

Incubator project, to review responses and to m44 recommendations regarding consultant 
selection. 

WTK. OF 4AS04'DIRECTOR 
iamomic & URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Agenda Item 

IV. (d) D. 
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I. INTRODUCTION  

The City of Las Vegas in coordination with the New Dawn Technical Institute, 
Clark County and the Nevada Economic Development Commission hereby issues a 
Request for Proposals to conduct a Feasibility Study and to formulate an 
Implementation Plan for a Business Incubator Project in the City of 
Las Vegas, Nevada. 

The deadline for submission  of a completed Proposal is 3:00 P.M., Pacific  
TimeTeirTfermber  5, 1986. Proposals received after that time will not be 
accepted. 

Any questions concerning the Request for proposals should be addressed to 
Bruce. Coleman or Michael Majewski, City of Las Vegas, Department of Economic 
and -Urban Development, at City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, 
Nevada 89101. The telephone number is (702) .  386-6462. 

II. BACKGROUND AND STATEMENT OF PROBLEM  

The Las Vegas Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA), which includes all of 
Clark County, was one of the five fastest growing metro areas during the 
first quarter of this decade. As Table One shows, the City of Las Vegas had 
a 1985 population of 190,973, up from 64,405 in 1960, while the Las Vegas 
MSA had 568,194 residents in 1985, compared to 127,016 in 1960. Analysts 
predict that the City will have a population of 269,886 by the year 2000 
while the Las Vegas MSA population will approach 900,000 by that year. 

TABLE 1 
LAS VEGAS MSA POPULATION AND GROWTH PROJECTIONS  

1960 	1970 	1980 	1985* 	2000**  

City of Las Vegas 	64,405 	125,787 	164,674 	190,973 	269,886 

Las Vegas MSA . 	127,016 	273,288 	463,087 	568,194 	889,209 
(Clark County) 

Nevada 	 258,278 	488,738 	800,508 	944,615 	1,494,234 

NOTES: *Estimated population 
**Projected population 

The State of Nevada, is one of the fastest growing States in the nation. 
Nevada's and Las Vegas' population growth is primarily the result of in-
migration rather than of natural increases. 

1 
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For more than a half-century, Las Vegas and Southern Nevada have enjoyed a 
strong :economic climate based, in port, on the success of tourism and 
gaming. From the time that gambling was legalized in 1931, Las Vegas has 
become famous throughout theworld as the center of top name entertainment 
and, dazzling casinos. 	Each decade.. saw more capital investment as major 
hotels and casinos built new Structures. 	As a result, in 1985, the 
hotel/convention/casino industry in Los Vegas employed 73,300 people and 
there were 14.2 MilliOn visitors to the area who contributed $6.9 billion to 
the economy. 

There is no doubt that Las Vegas has been a "one-industry town." However, 
the community. is gradually breaking that Mold'. This is being accomplished 
by - attracting an array of business and industry to the metropolitan area. 
These new businesses include Citibank, Nevada, a subsidiary of Citicorp and 
its recently opened 120,000 square foot credit card processing facility that 
will employ 1,000 people; GTE Systems, 'a lithium' battery producer; and 
Lily-Tulip, a plastic products manufacturer, each with over 100 employees. 
Another major dimension: to the Las Vegas economy is the Nellis Air Force 
Base, not only the largest tactical fighter Weapons center in the U.S., but 
also the'single largest employer in Southern Nevada. The U. S. Department 
of Energy's Nevada Test Site And its myriad of contractors represents 
another major employment block. 

However, unlike Phoenix, Tucson, and other growing Sun Belt areas, the 
Las Vegas metropolitan area has lagged behind in job creation. Although 
significant population growth is projected, there is a danger that not 
enough jobs will be created in the future to keep pace with the growth. 
This situation has the potential for creating many serious social problems 
within the community. 

The City of Las Vegas proposes to utilize the incubator concept to promote 
job creation in the City. Implementation of this Project is consistent with 
the following objectives: 

1. To create the proper environment to foster the growth and develop-
ment of new home-grown industry, based upon the infrastructure of 
Southern Nevada. 

2. To provide increased employment opportunities within the City. 

3. To attract and encourage the expansion of existing light industry and 
service businesses to serve as a base for the area's employment and 
income and to stimulate additional business activity in the City; 

4. To strengthen existing neighborhood retail and commercial business•
and to attract regional firms; 

2 
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5. 	To improve the City's livability and promote a positive outlook 
for its future as a place to live and to do business; 

6. 	To include a consideration of sites located in the Special Impact -  Area 

Small business, incubators represent'an'increasingly popular economic deve-
lopment tool to improve the success rate of new firms. These are buildings 
in which a number of new or growing 'businesses can locate and operate at a 
much lower Overhead cost than in Conventional space where market rates pre-
vail. Incubator facilities, are characterized by access to shared, centra-
lized services such as clerical and administrative help, receiving and 
shipping facilities, conference rooms . „ computer and word processors, busi-
ness assistance resources, and flexible space. The facilities are designed 
to enable service and manufacturing businesses to come in to a professional 
environment, grow, become self-sufficient and move out on its own. 

Incubator facilities are generally targeted towards small firms that may 
lack the Management, technical and financial ability to survive on their 
own, firms that can gain tangible benefits from the common support services 
available. . Small businesses in incubators can keep potentially large over-
head costs manageable by paying. for services - on a shared, fee-for-service 
basis. The cash flow, benefits, access to assistance sources, and interac-
tion with other: entrepreneurs in,am incubator facility have been shown to 
greatly improve the chances of success for start-up companies. . 

III.SCOPE OF SERVICES  

The purpose of this Request for Proposals is to locate and retain a suitable 
consultant who will be responsible for preparing a Feasibility Study and 
Implementation Plan for the purchase, construction or rehabilitation of a 
building in the City of Las Vegas and its financing, operation and manage-
ment, as a business incubator. 

It is the goal of this project (if feasible) to develop an incubator faci-
lity and to establish a management program for the facility which will pro-
vide a professional business environment that will generate growth 
opportunities for business-and new employment. The incubator building would 
not be intended to (although it may) function as a profit center. The 
intent would be for the incubator to be self-sustaining in three years. 
Other such facilities normally are operated by a non-profit corporation or 
assisted by a public agency, foundation, or private corporation program. 
Project objectives are: 

1. To promote business development, 	including minority-, Black-, 
Hispanic-, Asian- and female-owned business development; 

2. To promote economic diversification in the City of Las Vegas with focus 
on the federally-designated Special Impact Area (SIA); 

3 
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3. 	To promote job creation in the City and especially the SIA through pri- 
vate sector employment; 

To provide- support services to assist in new business development and 
to promote growth and retention of existing businesses. 

5. 	To encourage opportunities for investment and participation in the pro- 
ject by local residents and businesses, as well as by State, Federal 
and community-based organizations and corporations. 

With these objectives in mind, the City proposes that the consultant 
carryout, at a minimum, the following two tasks: 

Task 1 Feasibility Study  

The consultant will analyze the market for and feasibility of establishing a 
business incubator in the City of Las Vegas. The Study must be objective 
and well documented. It must be based on generally accepted statistical and 
survey techniques and other market analysis tools. The City of Las Vegas 
expects the information contained in the Feasibility Study to provide, in 
part, answers to the following questions and/or to provide the following 
information: 

1. 	Is there a market_ in the City of Las Vegas for a business incubator? 
Determine the, current and projected demand for such a facility. 

2. 	Do other incubators exist in the Las Vegas area? If so, provide profi- 
les including: 

a. 	Name, address and telephone number of developers and developer's 
contact person. 

b. Project location. 

c. Project construction date. 

d. 	Nature of the project, including square footage breakdowns for 
interior spaces and total project size. 

Total project cost. 	. 

Sources and uses of all funds for project. 

Project lenders (names, addresses, telephone numbers, names of 
contacts), 

Amounts provided by each lender (including terms, rates, amounts, 
etc.). 

. 	Are other incubators currently being planned for the Las Vegas 
area? If so, provide profiles. 

e. 

4 
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3. 	Are there a sufficient number of small businesses and/or business 
startups in Las Vegas to justify the establishment of one or more small 
business incubators? 

4. 	If a 'market for a small business incubator exists in the City of Las 
Vegas, what types of businesses are most likely to locate in such a 
facility? 	. 

5. 	What is the likelihood that such businesses could be encouraged to• 

locate in the incubator? 

6. 	What strategy should be adopted to attract target businesses to the 
incubator? 

7. 	What should be the building size and design to capture that market? 

8. 	What kinds Of interior space should be provided for in the incubator 
building(t) to attract appropriate target businesses and how many 
square-feet should be devoted to each space? What shared services 

. should be provided? 

a. 	Central receptionist area? 

b. Central communications and secretarial area? 

c. Traditional and shared office suites? 

. 	Showroom and display areas? 

e. Conference facilities? 

f. Manufacturing, assembly and production areas? 

g. Storage and warehousing areas? 

h. Receiving or shipping facilities? 

9. 	What utilities and other infrastructure (including parking, rail, road 
access, etc.) will be needed to serve the facility? 

	

10. 	What are  the three most suitable locations for the business incubator 
building(s)? 

	

-11. 	What is the cost-effectiveness of new construction versus the rehabili- 
tation of existing structures? 

12. What is the anticipated' total project. cost and cost breakdown for deve-
loping and Operating a suitable incubator project in Las Vegas? 

13. Evaluate the financial feasibility of the project. 

5 
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14. 	As 'a basis, in part, for evaluating the feasibility of establishing an 
incubator project •in Las Vegas and, in particular, for answering the 
questions outlined above, the consultant must: 

a. 	Conduct a detailed survey of business incubators in key cities 
throughout the Sun Belt and any other appropriate areas in the 
United States -- both successful and unsuccessful -- and analyze 
the factors for the success and failure of these other incubators.- 
Apply these factors to the Las Vegas area and the proposed 
Las Vegas •incubator project. The purpose of the analysis is to 
examine the successes and failures in order to avoid the 
"pitfalls" and to prepare a workable proposal in Task 2. 

b. 	Conduct an analysis of the Las Vegas regional economy and deter- 
mine the proper focus for an incubator in Las Vegas (i.e., high 
technology industries, defense-related industries, enemy-related 
industries, aerospace, manufacturing/assembly firms, etc.). Given 
the specifics of the Las Vegas economy, define the types of 
tenants who could be expected to utilize the Las Vegas incubator. 
Provide detailed rationale. Provide examples of specific com-
panies which could be attracted to the Las Vegas incubator. 

15. Any other factors needed to evaluate the market and economic feasibi-
lity of the proposed project. 

Task 2 - Implementation Plan  

The preceding task should establish the overall market and economic frame-
work for identifying the potential for establishing a business incubator in 
the City of Las Vegas. 

If the feasibility analysis demonstrates that a demand exists for a business 
incubator in the City of Las Vegas, the consultant must then prepare a 
detailed and comprehensive Implementation Plan for the establishment of the 
TWETIFiTEr7--The Plan must incorporate specific recommendations regarding all 
of the matters covered in the Feasibility Study and: 

1. The types of businesses to be targeted. 

2. Recommend building size, design criteria, the kinds of interior space, 
shared services and square footage devoted to each space. 

3. ,Provide a detailed Marketing Strategy designed to attract target busi- 
nesses to fRi-TFEBator. 

4. 	Recommend location(s) of a building site and rationale including fac- 
tors such as availability, price, rehabilitation or development costs, 
operating costs and suitability. 

6 
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5. 	A Financial Program to reflect a mixture of "maturel and start up 
businesses. This detailed Financial Program must be sufficient to 
attract private investors to finance development of the project. A 
three-part financing program shall be included which fully defines all 
assumptions: 

a. Development of real estate proforma; 

b. Operating proforma; 

c. A five-year business plan detailing, in part, income/loss projec- 
tions, operations expenditures, and staffing breakdown and costs, 
with specific emphasis upon the fee schedule to insure self-
sufficiency in a three-year period. 

6. 	The consultant must provide a comprehensive management and business 
plan for the start-up and on-going operation of the building's activi-
ties. mismanagement plan should describe, in detail, the following: 

a. 	Facility operations procedure, including the recommended fees and 
rents for building occupancy and services to be included in rent 
structures. 

b. 	The design of an occupany strategy and the duration of building 
occupancy including: 

- Tenant screening and selection criteria and procedures. 
- Target business criteria. 

c. 	The incentives and technical and financial assistance needed to 
encourage businesses to locate in the building to include: 

- A Venture Capital Fund administered by a separate organization. 
- Seed Capital etc. 

d. The professional and maintenance support services to be offered. 

e. A suitable organization and management structure and sponsorship 
to fully manage the building's operations, including: 

- Development and selection procedure for a board of directors, 
including representation from the private and public sector. 

Development and selection procedure for a professional manage-
ment staff, outlining management structure and organization, 
Management responsibilities, and staffrequirements (including 
job descriptions). 

1 "Mature Business" - Existing profitable businesses able to pay close-to-market 
rate rent. 
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f. 	Tenant lease terms and conditions. 

g. 	Other considerations of major importance to the success of the 
ultimate project (including whether the incubator should be orga-
nized on a profit or non-profit basis). 

7. Recommend sources for financing the project and a detailed strategy for 
attracting private investors and others to finance the development and 
operation of the facility. 

8. Recommend detailed action steps, milestones and time table for project 
implementation.—  

IV. CONSULTANT QUALIFICATIONS  

The consultant should have experience related to development of multi-
tenant, commercial/industrial facilities, business development, including 
minority business, and public and private financing methods. 

A.. Selection Criteria  

I. 	Consultant Experience  

a. Success in comparable undertakings; 

b. Timeliness of performance. 

2. 	Organization and Management  

a. 	Clear lines of responsibility within the consultant's organi- 
zation; 

b. Availability of representative with authority. 

c. Staffing plan by skill classification anticipated for each 
task element; 

d. Financial stability of Proposer's team organizations; 

e. Past record of management performance on similar work. 
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• Technical Evaluation  

a. 	Responsiveness and approach to accomplishing the technical 
• tasks herein described satisfying the program objectives; 

b. 	Past record of professional accomplishments and technical 
performance. 

	

4. 	Other Evaluation Considerations  

• a. 	Reasonableness of estimated costs and fees. 

V. SUBMISSION OF PROPOSAL/PROJECT CONDITIONS  

Proposals must be received no later than 3:00 P.M., Pacific  Time, 
September  5, 1986. Five copies of the proposalshould be sent to: 

Bruce Coleman 
Chief, Economic Development Operations 
Department of Economic & Urban Development 
City of Las Vegas 
400 East Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

All proposals must include at least the following information: 

1. Names of the firm and individuals within the firm who will be 
involved with the project; 

2. Name of the project manager; 

3. Examples and descriptions of prior related experience for the per- 
sonnel. This section must clearly indicate the name of the 
client, the name and telephone number of a reference for each 
client and the current status of the project. Personnel 
experience should be related directly to the development program 
elements; 

4. The approach and methodology the consultant will take to carry out 
this project; 

5. Proposed project schedule outlining completion of key events to 
insure that the programmed deadline submission date is met; 

6. Proposed budget, including documentation of financial capability; 

7. Comments are invited regarding the proposed scope of work and 
schedule; 

9 
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8. 	The 'proposal must contain a statement that it is valid for a 
period of not less than 90 days from the. date of opening; 

9. 	The proposal must be submitted in not less than five (5) copies. 

Schedule of Delivery. A Preliminary Feasibility Report is to be delivered 
in 25 copies to the City's Department of Economic and Urban Development 
within 60 days from receipt of the contract. The consultant is to submit 25 
copies of the Final Report and reproducible master within two weeks from 
receipt of the preliminary report containing comments from the City. 

Cost - 

This project is funded through a grant from the City of Las Vegas, Clark 
County and the State of Nevada. 

The cost will be on a fixed fee basis and will not exceed $58,000. 

VI. REVIEW AND SELECTION  

The following process will be followed in selecting the consultant: 

1. Several firms will be selected from the proposals submitted for 
formal interviews by a Consultant Selection Committee. 

2. Those firms selected will be notified as soon as possible after 
the submission date. It is anticipated the interview will be 
approximately one hour with a fifteen-minute presentation by tne 
consultant and the remainder of the time allotted for questions 
and discussion. The location of the interview will be specified 
at the time of notification. 

3. 	The Consultant Selection Committee will consist of representatives 
of the New Dawn Technical Institute (Rev. Jesse Wesley, Chairman 
Or Mr. Otis Harris, Director), the City of Las Vegas (Jack 
Thomason, Director, Dept. of Economic & Urban Development, or Mike 
Majewski, Assistant Director/Economic Development, Dept. of 
Economic & Urban Development), the State Commission on Economic 

• Development (Mr. 	Andy Grose, Executive Director), and Clark 
County (Mr. Douglas Bell, Community Resources Coordinator or Ms. 
Debbie DeGraff, Senior Managment Analyst). 

4. 	Consultants are strongly encouraged to meet the City of Las Vegas 
staff early in the qualification period to discuss project 

BAC:cmp 
19:INC2, INC5 
Revised 7-30-86 
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Date:  ano“cr A ,  1CIR  

FROM: 
The City Council 

FISCAL IMPACT  

11.0ASONi DIRECTOR' 
PARTMENT OF ECONOMIC & URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Agenda .Item 

IV. (d) 	E 

ei et 11441/C1(4, LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 	* L: 6 1966 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

SUBJECT: CONSIDERATION OF A MOTION AUTHORIZING STAFF TO DEVELOP A PROGRAM TO RESOLVE 
THE LOAN PROBLEMS OF THE NEW TOWN TAVERN 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

• An eligible Community Development Block Grant activity is Special Economic Deve- 
lopment. Section 570.302 defines Special Economic Development activities, as 

• those which include CommUnity Development Block Grant assistance to for-profit 
business that support CDBG national. objectives. 

The New Town Tavern Lounge and Casino, a for-profit business started in 1972, 
and located at 600.West•Jackson has requested city Community Development Block 
Grant assistance as.outlined in Section 570.302. New Town Tavern is owned and 
managed by Mr.. Dan Curtis and Mr.. Elijah Green. In the last three to four 
years the operation. has faced very harsh financial difficulties in its effort to 
remain open .. The business maintains a work force of approximately 40 to 47 
full', part and temporary employees. A majority of the .47 employees are resi-
dents of West Las Vegas and are low to moderate income. 

The proprietors of the business have requested city assistance in order to keep 
. 	their doors open and avoid a lay off of their employees. 

Before CDBG assistance can be provided City staff must conduct an evaluation of 
the present business soundness And develdp - with-the owners an appropriate 
strategy which would provide the business an opportunity to rebound. Therefore, 
the Department is requesting tOuncil:Authorization to 'enable City staff. to deve-
lop a program to resolve: the New Town Tavern loan problem. It is also 
requested that when a program is developed, the City Manager be authorized to 
use City COBG assistance to implement the plan. 

To be determined After City staff has analyzed the New Town Tavern's fiscal 
posture.. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

It. is the recommendation of •heAffice of the City Manager that Council approve this 
Motion to resolve the loan problems of‘  the New Town Tavern. 



LAS VEGAS CITY 	, 
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7, 

August 6, 1986 AGEmpo. 

IV. (d) DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC AND URBAN . 
H . 	DEVELOPMENT  

JACK . THOMASON, DIRECTOR 

F. 	CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT 
PROPOSED ALLOCATION OF ACTIVITIES UNDER 
THE URGENT SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 
ACT, 1986. 

NOTE: ADDENDUM NO. 1 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

1029 

ITEM 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE386-6011 

Council Action 

Page 16-A 

Department Action 

Nolen - 
APPROVED, as recom-
mended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 



TO: 
The City Council 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
 Date:  aliglict 

Z;),/  

/ /4/  "V 
ANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

14,41/1 , 	LAS VEGAS CITY 	 00141 t 
- 	 - 	 F, 1C1RA  

COUNCIL MINUTES AUG s 1986 
I 

FROM:' 

-Continued- 

FISCAL IMPACT  

SUBJECT: -CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROPOSED ALLOCATION OF ACTIVITIES UNDER 
THE URGENT SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION ACT, 1986. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

On July 28, 1986, the City of Las Vegas'received written notification from the 
Lt. S. Deputy of .Housing and Urban Development, Regional Administrator/Housing 
Commissioner, Duncan Howard that the City's FY 86-87 COBS was being increased 
from $1,514;000 to $1:896,006. This increase is a . resUlt of enactment of the 
Urgent Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1986. As you may recall when Council 
awarded the initial FY 86 ,87 COBS funds, the Las Vegas Program, like other 
national programs, had 'been - reduced in fund level by 29 percent. 

HUD has placed special citizen participation requirements/conditions on all 
amendments to the original COBS grant allocation -. They are: 

• 	 1. Citizens are provided with reasonable notice of, 
and OpportUnity to comment on, the proposed use 
of such funds; ' 

2. The .grantee considers any such. comments and, if • 
deemed appropriate by the grantee, Modifies the 

. Proposed use of such funds; and 

3. The grantee submits to HUD an amendment to the 
final statement describing the use of such 
funds and makes this amendment available to the 
public:. . 	• 

Granttes are not required to hold one or more public hearings before allocation 
of these funds:so:long as they have provided citizens with an opportunity to 
comment,  on the proposed use of the Additional COBS funds. 

To meet the City's public participation requirements, a *public notice was 
displayed in the Las Vegas Review Journal - newspaper (See. Attachment "A"). 
Also, public service announcements were carried Saturday through Tuesday by 
KCEP,...a minority non-profit, radio station in West Las Vegas. 

Increase of the City's FY 86-87 CMG program , from $1,574,000 to $1,896,000. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

It is the recommendation of the Office of the City Manager that the Council 
follow the recommendation of staff as outlined in this documentation. 

icI 	  

)5'  

ItMAS,IRECTOR 
PARTM 	OF ECONOMIC AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Agenda Item . 

IV. (d) F. 
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Date:  Auaust 6. 1986 

TO: FROM: 
The City Council RANDALL H. WALKER 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

e 	tivsvy,s. COUNCIL MINUTES AUG b N86 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROPOSED ALLOCATION OF ACTIVITIES UNDER 
THE URGENT SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION ACT, 1986. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  
• 

The City Manager's office and the Department of Economic and Urban Development 
recommend that the additional Block Grant fund& be used to support ongoing eco-
nomic development; public facility improvement, and rehabilitation activities' 
which directly support the City's objectives for attaining community develop-
ment. These activities are as follows: • 

ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION 	 PROPOSED ALLOCATION  

1. BUILDING REHABILITATION/FINAL PHASE 	 $ 12,000 

The Las Vegas Indian Center is located in the Old Fire Station #3, 2300 West 
Bonanza Road, Census Tract 2.02. In FY . 1985 -86 this organization received . 
$30,000 to begin rehabilitation to this building to provide services to low 
and moderate income native American Indians. In FY 1986-87 another request 
was Made for CDBG funds but City Council's award of $35,000 was $12,000. 
below the figure required for total completion of the project. The addi-
tional COBS funds will enable the Indian Center to complete its renovation 
and concentrate on providing quality services to its constituents -without 
haying to incur additional expenses associated with a third phase of faci-
lity expansion. This allocation will allow the Las Vegas Indian Center to 
finalize its space requirement and provide the necessary funds to obtain 
the technical services which are needed to implement the project(e.g: an 
architect). 

2. SNETP RENOVATION 	 $ 22,000 

'Southern Nevada Employment and Training .Program (SNETP) is in the process of 
moving its corporate office to Nucleus Plaza, 900 W. Owens Avenue. SNETP is 
scheduled to move into its new offices during the period of August 20-27th, 
1986. 

SNETP has requested COM funds to assist in the renovation of its office 
space. The funds proposed would provide the following: 

- Carpet and tile floor covering, (as designated) throughout 
the 14,250 square feet of bffice,tpace. 

- Thirty-four (34) additional electrical and telephone outlets, 
including conduit, in the office spaces. 

- Remove and replace four (4) roof support beams whose 
locations hinder the classroom efficienty and employee 
setting lo locations that are more. suitable. 

SNETP's move to Nucleus plaza will increase the training services which are 

	

designed to serve low, and moderate income persons. SNETP's 64 	• 
employees -  provide training services to more than 3,000 Unemployed per-
sons annually as well as counseling and determining eligibility for a 
total of 7,000 persons each year. 

3. E.O.B. 'SENIOR DAY.. CARE FACILITY 	 S 15,000 

On July 8, 1986 a bid opening was held for the E.O.B. -.Senior Day Care 
• Facility .. The apparent low bid submitted was that by Pace Construction for 

$329,831. The present amount of funds available for Constructing this pro-
ject is $301,827. 

Agenda Item 

IV. (d) F. 
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Date:  August 6. lgRir, 

TO: 
The City Council 

FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

C, 41."Iksett 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: CITY . COMMUNITY.DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROPOSED ALLOCATION OF ACTIVITIES UNDER 
THE URGENT SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION ACT, 1986. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Funding sources consisted of the following: 

• Clark County CDBG 	$ 75,000 

City CD8G-. 	 $139,000 • 
TOTAL 'FUND AVAILABLE 	071777 

, E.O.B. has requested that the City and County provide additional funds to 
make up the project's low bid difference. of $28,004. • 

4. NEVADA -BLACK CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 	 • $ 10,000 

. These funds will Assist the Chamber in its efforts to provide technical 
41054tice tolputinesses•in or desiring to locate in the Special 'Impact Area 
(SIA) of the -City of Las Vegas. 

5. CITY OF LAS VEGAS: ECONOMIC- DEVELOPMENT LOAN FUND 	 $194,751 

These funds are needed to recapitalize the City's Revolving Loan Fund. This 
program isused to provide financial assistance to those businesses which are 
expanding to hire low and moderate income persons or locating in the Special 
Impact Area (SIA). • 

6.•• CITY OF 'LAS VEGAS CONTINGENCY FUND 	 $ 15,000. 
. 	. 

These-funds are set aside to be used to offset fund shortages in future 
CDBG funded capital_ improvement projects and public facilities renovation 
projects. ,  

7. COEIG ADMINISTRATION COSTS. (20%) 	 $ 64,400 

• TOTAL ALLOCATION 	 $333,151 

As you know HUD has placed special conditions concerning "public services" allo- 
cations on the City's COBG program.  The condition limits • the City's FY 86 
public services obligation to 1100,675. ,  The FY 86 public services allocation 
approved by Council on May 21, 1986 was $104,651. HUD has informed the City 
that it will not require the City to amend its FY 86 allocation but-we are not 
authorized to spend more than the authorized obligation of $100,675 until HUD 
has reviewed the City FY 85 Grantee Performance Report. 

Therefore, it is staff's recommendation that Council not allocate any new'COBG 
funds -  to public -  services this FY 86-87 program year. 

It is staff's recoImTlendation. that the proposed activities herein be granted the 
allocations as outlined. 	. 

Upon your selection of eligible activities, staff requests that it be allowed to 
submit to HUD an amendment to the City's FY 86-87 Final Statement and make- the . 
amendment available' to the public. Also, we request the Council to. authorize 
the Mayor to sign the amended Grant Agreement and Funding approved (HUD Form 
7082 and HUD Form 7082.1) for the FY 86417 CDBG Program (Program Number' . 
B786MC32-0001)-. 

Agenda Item 

IV. (d) F. 



LAS VEGAS CITY 	 001.44 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 61386 	- 

WILLIAM H. BRIARE, MAYOR 
RON LIME, COUNCILMAN 
AL LEVY, COUNCILMAN 
BOB NOLEN COUNCILMAN 
WOJAYNE BUNKER, COUNCILMAN 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

FACILITY BOARD OF CLARK COUNTY 	$ 15,000 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM 

The City of Las Vegas has received $322,000 in: additional Communicy Development 
Block Grant (CDBG) funds as a result of the Urgent Supplemental Appropriations 
Act *  1966'. This increases the City of Las Vegas' COBG Entitlement amount for 
FY 8647 from $1,574,000-to $1,896,000. 

The proposed use of this allocation is as follows: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 	 RESPONSIBLE AGENCY 	PROPOSED ALLOCATION 

1. BUILDING REHAB/FINAL PHASE 	LAS VEGAS INDIAN CENTER 	$ 12,000 

Complete building rehabilitation and expansion of the 1,000 sq. ft. 
structure located at 2300 W. Bonanza to accommodate expanded services 
provided by the Las Vegas Indian Center. 

2. SOUTHERN NEVADA EMPLOYMENT 	SNETP 	 $ 22,000* 
TRAINING PROGRAM (SNETP 
RENOVATION) 

Complete -.building renovation (14,250 sq. ft.) at Nucleus Plaza for 
office spade. Renovation will include replacement of carpet, and 
flooring, installation of telephone outlets and repair of roof support 
beams. 

3. E.O.B. SENIOR DAY CARE 	ECONOMIC OPPPORTUNITY 

Provide funds to augment City's original allocation for constructing the 
Senior Day Care Facility located at 10th Street and Maryland Parkway. 
Total construction cost is $329,831; 

NEVADA BACK CHAMBER 	'NEVADA BLACK CHAMBER 
OF COMMERCE 	 OF COMMERCE 	 $ 10,000 

Provide continued technical assistance to new and existing businesses in 
the targeted CMG census tracts, Sponsor workshops on various segments of 
business management and encourage potential businesses and industry to 
locate within the Special Impact Area (SIA) of the City of Las Vegas. 

CITY' ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 	CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
LOAN FUND .  	 $194,751 

TO provide loans or grants to eligible businesses within the City of Las 
Vegas which request assistance for business expansion for the purpose of 
creating or, retaining jobs for low and moderate income persons. This 
activity is administered from 400 East Stewart Avenue, City Hall. 

.6. CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
CONTINGENCY 	 $15,000 

. To provide a fund source which can offset fund shortages in COBG funded 
Capital improvement projects and public facilities renovation activities. 

ATTACHMENT "A" 



ATTACHMENT 7A" 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

7. ADMINISTRATIVE COST (20%) 	CITY OF LAS VEGAS 	 $ 64,400 

TOTAL ALLOCATION 	 $333,151  

* $11,151 reprogrammed FY 86-87 CDBG activity not implemented by the 
Nevada Association of Latin Americans (NALA). 

The City of Las Vegas will at its August 6, 1986, 10 a.m. Council Meeting 
allocate the CDBG Funds made available from the Urgent Supplemental Appro-
priations Act, 1986. All interested parties who wish to comment on the 
City's proposed use of such funds are encouraged to attend or submit com-
ments no later than August 5, 1986, 5 p.m. to: 

JACK THOMASON, DIRECTOR 
DEPT. OF ECONOMIC & URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89101 

(702) 386-6462 
(702) 386-6551 

00.145 



AGENIDO 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A, B, 
& C.as recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 
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LAS VEGAS CITY PN O 	6 1986 

Loetet•if 
li,, , NIN UTES fir  

eisefrt 	August 6, 1986 

Page 17 CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011. 

ITEM: Council Action Department Action 

IV (f) 	DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES  

DAN R. PiLKINGTON,DIRECTOR  

*CONSENT AGENDA 

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

PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DIVISION  

130 
*A. AWARD OF BIDS  

1. Installation of Trickling  Filter Equipment 
at Wastewater Treatment Plant 
Department of Public Works 

2. Installation of Air Conditioning Pre-coolers 
at Reed •Whipple Center, Charleston Heights 
Library, and Recreation Administration 
Department of General Services 

3. Purchase of Seven Computers 
Southern Nevada Employment & Training 
Program 

4. Purchase of Picnic Tables, Benches, and 
Grills for Freedom Park 
Department of Parks, Recreation & Senior 
Citizens Activities 

. 	Purchase of Projector for Charleston Hei g hts 
Arts Center 
Department of Parks, Recreation & Senior 
Citizens Activities 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

Xtel .211a)  
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CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

AGENDIR 

I ITEM  

August 6, 1986 

• 	Page 18 

Department Action 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A, B, 

C as recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

evy - 
PPROVED Items A, B, 
C as recommended. 

nanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

Staff to proceed 

1 

2 

1 

3  

*B.  

1. 	Uniform Rental Agreement 
Department of General Services 

*C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

1. Cellular Telephone Service 
Department of General Services 

2. Radio Communications Equipment Maintenance 
Department of Fire Services 

AWARD OF ANNUAL CONTRACTS & AGREEMENTS  

Expendable Polaroid Film 
Department of Detention & Correctional 
Services 

Recorder Processor Maintenance 
Department of Building & Safety 
Municipal Court 

PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DIVISION CONT'D  

4. 	Burroughs Computer System Maintenance 
Department of Finance Si Computer Services 

5. Engineering and . Surveying Computer 
,Department of , Publit Works 

6. Remote Printer for Burroughs Computer 
System 
Department of Finance & Computer Services 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

a* 20 
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Date:  JULY 24, 1986 

TO: FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

The City Council 

Dan R. Pilkingtp/1, - 0irector 
Department of General Services 

Agenda Item 

4144tkitteuviaGuas AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING AUGUST 6, 1986 
IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*A. AWARD OF BIDS  

1. BID TITLE: 	INSTALLATION OF TRICKLING 
FILTER EQUIPMENT AT THE 
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 

BID NUMBER: 	 87.7112.1 

ITEM: 	 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $216,300.00 

DEPARTMENT: 	PUBLIC WORKS 	 INVITATIONS MAILED: 	35 

FUNDING: 	SANITATION FUND 	 RESPONSES RECEIVED: 	3 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY FOR THE INSTALLATION AND RENOVATION OF THE TRICKLING 
FILTER SYSTEM AT THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT. 

M.M.C. INCORPORATED 
F. T. ZIEBARTH 
LONGLEY CONSTRUCTION 

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY  

LAS VEGAS NV 
FULLERTON CA 
LAS VEGAS NV 

$65,712.00 
$78,800.00 
$78,965.00 

M.M.C. INCORPORATED 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD  

THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:  

LAS VEGAS NV $65,712.00 

FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR 'FISCAL YEAR 86-87; FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE SANITATION' 
FUND.. 

'RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

IT 1$ THERECOMMENDATION OF THE OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER THAT THIS ITEM BE 
AWARDED. 

-  

SECTION A PAGE 1 
IV (f) 



1111111 EMI 1111111 MIMI 1111111 1111111 Ole dirsia ass SIM dill 11111114011111 	IIIIIIII MIS MINI 	11111 

PAGE # BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 
BID TITLE: 	 ' O' 	' v ' 	''' 	', 1 ' 	.M.C. 	I C. 	 - 	 TH 	 LONGLEY CONSTRUCTION 
TREATMENT PROGRAM INSTALLATION OF TRICKLING FILTER 	3515 Polaris Av.e 	P.O. Box 4173 	 P.O. Box 1960 
BID # 	EQUIPMENT 	87.7112.1 	 Las Vegas, NV 89102 	Fullerton, CA 92631 	_Las Vegas, NV 89125 . 	- , 

ITEM 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	 U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	TOTAL  

1. 	LUMP SUN 	INSTALLATION OF TRICKLING FILTER 
• EQUIPMENT 	 65,712.00 	 78 800.00 	 78,965.00 

• TOTAL: 	 65,712.00 	 78 800.00 	 78,965.00 

• SUBCONTRACTORS  

, 

MECHANICAL 	 SPECIALTY STEEL 	NONE 	 NONE 	er- • ERECTORS, INC. 	 c > 
Z CI)  (Salt Lake City, UT) 	 c•-)< 

• 
F21., 

cc"-  
--1=1 
m -< 
cn 

a) 

- 	 crJ 
MINORITY CONTRACTORS 	 Efi a) 

a) 

	

NONE 	 NONE 	 NONE 



BID ABSTRACT it AWARD RECOMMENDATION PAGE 	2 
ITLi:W.W.T.P. INSTALLATION OF TRICKLING FILTER 

EQUIPMENT 
110171112 l  : Yes 	 EST: $216,300.00 

INV. SENT: 35 
PENgn: July 22, 1986 	BUYER: Delabarre  

,DESCRIPTION 

BID 

BID 
BID 
BID. 0 
ITEM QTY  

Lic$:NONE 
U.P. U .P. 

.10250 

A 

U .P. 

2623 

AB 

NO 

YES 

NO 

YES 

13130 

A 

Tot PUBLIC WORKS-SANITATION 
prior to au? 24, 1986 . 

Palfflarhvg-ind Contracts 

R. K. DELABARRE 

. Please rryfew and furnish recomendation 

7/x3/E- C 

Tot Purchasing and Contracts. 

for remission award on  August fi, 1911fi.  Recommend award to  low bi 

Departmenyllivision Signature 

MO ell OM OM Mil 

IN.M.C. INC. 
3515 Polaris Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

1.1c#:C11  799 2 08678 
TOTAL 

F.T. ZIEBARTH 
P.O. Box 4173 
Fullerton, CA 92631 

TOTAL 

LONGLEY CONSTRUCTION 
P.O. Box 1900 
Las Vegas, NV 89125 

306 	2 01180 
TOTAL 

STATE CONTRACTORS LICENSE NO.: 

CATAGORY: 

LIMITATION: 

STATE CONTRACTORS LICENSE BOARD 
CALLED: 
ON:_g:51 /271  
WHO:: 

 NOT LICENSE OK: C 
VERIFIED BY: 
DOES OR DOES NOT INTEND TO COMPLETE 
THE PROJECT SOONER THAN THE ALLOTTED 
TIME IN BID DOCUMENTS. 

ACKNOWLEDGE ADDENDUM 1-3 

YES 

YES 

c) ›. cn 
< 
m 

• GI 

Cn  
C-3  

cn 

cf` 

co 
cn 
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SHIP TO: 

ICHARD D. GOECKE, DIRECTX: 
Dept. of Public Works 
400 East Stewart Avenue 
Las Vega:, Nevada 89101 

, 	A 
U G 

00151 

■ • I r 
RECLNO. 	1 	h 	P.O.NO. 

ESTIMATES FROM: 

0 FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 

REQ. DATE 

Jure 19,  
FUNDING: 

0 UNBUDGETED C:33 BUDGETED 
PAGE OBJECT CODE 

'Ir  REQUESTING DEPT. EST. 	' - ' 	NOT TO EXCEED 	  

BUYER TERMS 

MT 30 
DEUVERY REQUIRED F.O.B. POINT 

tAS VFGAS 
JUSTIFICATION FOR PURCHASE 

II Cr 15t1 - 11 , 011 Tvickling 
QUANTITY UNIT 

FrItTr R!7nol.iR 1.ion Proieri 
DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL 

1 
1 

Req. No. 1711-452, 11/4/85, 
375,000 was to have included 
addition to the purchase 
equipment (P.O. 49961 - 
). 

MOTE: Previous PR, 
was initiated for $ 
this expenditure in 
of trickling filter 
Walker Process Corp. 

I / 

r 1. r 

PURCHASE REQUEST 
' LAS VEGAS CITY 

COUNCIL MINUTES1 
CONTRACTOR. AND PRICE TO BE SUPPLIED 

 

SY PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DIVISION 

0 PURCHASING &CONTRACTS 

!Q.  OTHER (SPECIFY) g t  
• REQUESTING DEPT/DN 

P , T.LTC• PnPRf—SANlTATiON 

The contractor is to furnish all tools and 
lahor to renovRte the three Trickling Filters 
in Plant 12 Lo inLlude replacing distributor 
arms, guide rods, center hnusing, raccs, roller 
bearings. etc. 	ihis project will renovate 
a facility in coocinual operation since constructed 
in 1967. 

.2* /1 )4  
."'• • 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD , CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOV 
LEDGE FUNDS TARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AN 
THE ITEMS/SERVICES REQUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE 

s 	CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT  : :  1 	 . VERBAL QUOTE  , 

	

1 	 ' . 1  INFORMAL BID 	AelNeIT\ 	
. 	, 

	

SUPPLY CONTRACT 	. 

FORMAL SID 	 SOLE SOURCE 	 DATE 

SINGLE SOURCE 	 i.. /-; / i 

	

COMPETITIVE 	 .(...„:7:111Pr.7:71:1171.7  
UNE 	FUND/ORG 	ACCOUNT  ■ 1 • 7rAsr; opri 	ACT/)/VA 	TOTAL 

I 
	

- 	f ' 	■ 	I• r 	Lc? b " I .t- 	 •, , 	FINANCE 	...) 	 DATE 

7l 1' 	8030 	 qlrr 	216 	100 	 .---f 	i 	Ali 1 	 ,' /7 	/ r  
I 	...._;.) 	— 	• ..., ,  • , 	, 	1e--).i...4 	'" ri 	• 	.1." 1  ',......i 	/ 	■ I. 	' 	: . ..  

—. 1 'd  ' BUDGET 	GEMENT 	 DATE  .. 
'  ,5c/'7,-9 .4, -..-.r. 

r 
i 	

... 

re* 	1. ... 	  
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 	 DATE  	----.... 
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00152 
Date: JULY 24, 1986 

TO: FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

The City Council 

Agr-A 
A, 	 • - 

Ian • '1 ington, • eCtor 
Department of General Services 

ezi 	lit4tICSA4 
LAS VEGAS 

	AUG 6 1986  
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: 	. 	AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF. GENERAL SERVICES . 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*A. AWARD OF BIDS  

2. BID TITLE: 	PRE-COOLERS FOR 	 BID NUMBER: 	 86.1240.1 
AIR CONDITIONING UNITS 

ITEM: 	CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $12,000.00 

DEPARTMENT: 	GENERAL SERVICES 	 INVITATIONS MAILED: 	7 

FUNDING: 	LAS VEGAS CONVENTION AND 	RESPONSES RECEIVED: 	3 
VISITORS AUTHORITY 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO PROVIDE AIR CONDITIONING PRE-COOLERS AT THE 
REED WHIPPLE CENTER, CHARLESTON HEIGHTS LIBRARY', AND THE RECREATION ADMINISTRATION 
BUILDING FOR MORE OVERALL EFFICIENCY IN THE AIR CONDITIONING UNITS CURRENTLY IN 
PLACE, 

BURKE ENGINEERING 
RLB AND ASSOCIATES 
NEVADA PRECOOLER 

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY  

LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$ 8,887.95 
LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$ 9,752.00 
LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$11,598.46 

'BURKE ENGINEERING 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD  

THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:  

LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$ 8,887.95 

FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86-87. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE FROM THE LAS VEGAS 
CONVENTION AND VISITORS AUTHORITY. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

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

Agenda Item 

SECTION A PAGE 2 
IV (f) 



BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 	 PAGE #1  
BID TITLE: 	RECOOLERS FOR AIR COMMUNING UNITS 	BURKE ENGINEERING 	RLB A ASSOCIATES 	NEVADA PRE.CMEEK------  

3675 S. Highland 	P.O. Box 80690 	216 S. 7th #3 
BID# 	86.1240.1 	 DELABARRE 	 Las Vegas, NV 89109 	Las Vegas, NV 89180 	Las Vegas 	NV 89101  

ITEM 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	 U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.R 	TOTAL 	U.R 	TOTAL  
b FAIRLM S ItEL PRELUULtlib TIT 
RETROFIT TO THE EXISTING A/C UNITS. 
UNITS WILL BE RECIRCULATING WITH 
BLEED SYSTEMS. 	AUTOMATIC 	TEMP- 
ERATURE SENSOR SWITCHES TO MONITOR 
INTERNAL AIR TEMPERATURES. 

1. 2 Ea. 	PRECOOLERS, MOdel 5225 to Retrofit 	286.50 	573.00 	261.00 	522.00 	387.72 	775.44 	8! 
G. E. Md. #21WC060BIC - Opening 	

a. 
z 4  

Size 20" H X 47-12" W, 230 Volt. 	 n. --I 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL: 	 PREMEIR #5225 	VIKING #3R5225 	AP CORP. MODEL #52201 1 
Z 
C ' 
--I 
ril 

2. 1 Ea. 	PRECOOLERS, Model 5134 to Retrofit 	372.20 	372.20 	349.00 	349.00 	500.29 	500.29 	cn 
Fedders Md. #CRC090888 - Opening 	 - 	 v 

c: 
Size 30" X 46-h"; 230 Volt 	 G7 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL: PREMEIR #5134 VIKING #3R5134 AP CORP. MODEL #5134 a 

g 
4:5 

3. 6 Ea. 	PRECOOLERS, Model 2652 to Retrofit 	296.75 	1780.50 	374.00 	2244.00 	376.18 	2257.08 
Fedders Md. #CTG090F8J - opening 
Size 40" H x 24" W; 230 Volts 
(PRECOOLERS MUST BE 10" HIGHER 
THAN THE HEIGHT) 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL: 	 PREMEIR 42652 	VIKING #6R2652 	AP CORP. • 40DEL #2652 

ri 



TITLE:PRECOOLERS FOR AIR CONDITIONING UNITS 

# 86.1240.1 
DESCRIPTION 

BURKE.:ENGINEERING 

U.P. 	I 	TOTAL TY. 

BID 

BID. 

ITEM TOTAL 	I 	U.P. 

451.00 
TOTAL 

97.69 
U.P. 

• 

1 MANUFACTURER & MODEL: PREMIER 64340 VIKING 3R6P34C 

5. 4 Ea. 829.70 13,318.80 813.00 P,252.00 

VIKING 4R8846C PREMIER 84460 

C) r- 
P CORP. 14 EL 66340S)› 

2E co 
cp.< 
F2--ini 

1,113.99 1,455.96 
5i ci)  
--1 7-i m -.< 
m 

P CORP. DEL 88460 1. 
c.... 
r..-) 

PRECOOLER, Model 88460, to Retrofi 
Nesbit; Opening Size - 3 are 
37-4" x 80"; and 115 41-4" x 80:" 
115 Volt 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL: 

6. 2 Ea.. 294.00 1 588.00 	1 324.00 1 648.00 
C 
Co 
r.srb 

VIKING 6R160 	IAP COPR. MpDEL 18600 

7. 6 Ea. 

PAGE It 2  
EVADA PRECOOLER 

BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 
RIB A ASSOCIATES 

1 PRECOOLER, Model 66340, to Retrofi 
Nesbit; Opening Size 26-4" x 61-1/2" 
115 Volt. 

4. 	I 	1 472.95 

485.90 PRECOOLERS, MOdel 18600, to Retrof t 242.95 
Existing AC Units - Opening Size 
24" x 32" - 230 Volt. 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL: 

PRECOOLERS, Model 2460, to Retrofi 
Existing AC Units - Opening Size 
24" x 40" - 230 Volt. 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL: 

PREMIER MOO 

314.10,1,884.60 

PREMIER 2#60 

391.00 P,346.00 

VIKING 6R21160 

394.00 2,346.00 C.) 
i...I. 

cit 

P CORP MO/ EL 2460 " 



QTY 

$8,887.95 . 

ar Days 40 Calen 

9,752.00 

r DOS . 14 Calend 

11,598..46 

kr Days 

YES YES 

i4Ø6. 
ate 

40110 00, 
- 

4Lfthill** g -and ”ntracts —77-7-  
. K. DELABARRE 

Department/Division Signature 	 Date 
01 

NM, 1111 ONO INN 111111 MIS MS 4111/1 	• • 111111101111 	SIM MI 111111 -  11•111 Mill 

PAGE BID ABSTRACT g AWARD RECOMMENDATION 
BID 

BID 
BID 
BID 0 
ITEM,  

ITLE: PRECOOLERS FOR AIR CONDITIONING UNITS 

1)6.1114e? 	 INV.
EST: :14„p90.00 

PENED: JUNE 24, 1986 	BUYER: DELABARRE 
DESCRIPTION 

:BURKE ENGINEERING 
3675 S. Highland. : 
Las Vegas, NV 89109 - 

juc#:036003-665-4  
TOTAL 

PRLB A ASSOCIATES 
P.O. Box 80690 
Las Vegas, NV 89180 

Lic#Apolyinn  
M.P.' 1 	TOTAL  

NEVADA PRECOOLER 
216 S. 7th #3 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

LIM A08-j(100-1-014107 
TOTAL U .P. U.P. 

TOTAL: 

DELIVERY OF THESE ITEMS WILL BE 
COMPLETED WITHIN 	CALENDAR DAYS 
AFTER RECEIPT OF NOTICE TO PROCEED. 

14 Cale*,  

ACKNOWLEDGE ADDENDUM #1 YES 
C-) 
cD 

›* 
Cri 
< F rd.3 

— C/3 

m 
cs) 

G. 

r' 

To:• 	MAINTENANCE' 	. Please review and furnish recommendation 

prior to juLta„_i_ga 	for Cummissian award on 11 y_  16, 1986  . 
To: Purchasing and Contracts. 

Recommend bid be awarded to low bidder. 



PURCHASE REQUEST 
LAS VEGAS El AUG 

COUNCIL MIN 	S 
t19136 	00156 

Chas. McFall 
3100 East Bonanza 
Building "A" 
Las Vegaso  Nv 89101 

REQ.
TVia..306 

P.O. NO. 

nir9fT 23, 1986 
FUNDING: 

0 UNBUDGETED I2i BUDGETED 

REQUESTING DEPT. EST.  11,902.00  
PAGE 	OBJECT CODE 

NOT TO EXCEED  12,000.00 
BUYER TERMS DELIVERY REQUIRED 

llr  more efficient Air Conditioning at Reed Whipple Center,Chas. Fits. & Naval Reserve Lib, Bldg. 

VERBAL QUOTE 

INFORMAL BID 

SOLE SOURCE 

■EriTtyg 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

SUPPLY CONTRACT 

FORMAL BID 

SINGLE SOURCE 

FUND(ORG 

5701 IS'oolo ; 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW-
LEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
THE ITEM MERVICE REQUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE. , 

DEPT./DIV-MEAD J./my 

.at '.■■640L 

A, erg/Az I 	::j17/ 4 4.  

5!la ..2%1W 
- 'TY CITY MANAGER 

DATE 

ADANE 

DATE 

DATE 

PURCHASING Er CONTRACTS DATE 

OPT ACCOUNT TASK 

II -  ^ ESTIMATES Nt maxiMFRO 

u FORNMRPMNo. 	 DATE 	  
0 PURCHASING Et CONTRACTS 
M OTHER (SPECIFY)  

RMMUS mum ON I neral Services/Maintenance  F.O.B.PMNT 

JUSTIRCATIONFORMOICHASE 

UNM 	 DESCRIPTION 	 UNIT PRICE 	 TOTAL

Stainless steel precoolers to retrofit to the exist- 
ing A/C units. 	Units will be recirculating with 
bleed systems. 	Automatic temperature sensor switches 
to monitor internal air temperatures- 

ea 	Precoolers Model 5225 to retrofit G.E. Md.#21WC060BIC 
ea 	Precoolers Model 5134 to retrofit Fedders Md.#CRC090B8B 
ea 	Precoolers Model 2652 to retrofit Fedders Md.#CTG090F81J 
ea 	Precooler Model 66340 to retrofit Nesbit 
ea 	Precoolers Model 88460 to retrofit Nesbit 
ea 	Precoolers Model 18600 to retrofit existing AC units 	. 
ea 	Precoolers Model 2460 to retrofit existing AC units 

All units to have the following warranty: 
1 year all parts 
3 years on Celdek Media 
5 years on the cabinet 

i 
The above specified equipment is manufactured by 
Nevada Precooler Co. 216 So Seventh St #3, Las Vegas, 
Nv. 	(702)386-0315 

' 
., 	-- 	-- 	- 7 - - 4  -  

. . 	 1 

	

• 	- 

•••■ 	 .. ■ • 	40  QI: 
rratssictirfpacTED._ 	.S.-177-. 1. U4'  



00157 
Date:  JULY 24, 1888  

TO: FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

The City Council 

86.1230.12 BID NUMBER: 

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

Agenda Item 

AWARDED. AWARDED. 
• 

ge n 	Pilkiniton, DirOCtor 
Department .of General Services 

ezi4  1.44tkee4-0AuSZINClis  AUG 60A986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: . AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*A. AWARD OF BIDS  

3. 	BID TITLE:  SEVEN (7) 'IBM COMPATIBLE 
COMPUTERS AND RELATED 
EQUIPMENT FOR SOUTHERN 
NEVADA EMPLOYMENT TRAINING 
PROGRAM 

ITEM: 	 CAPITAL 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $12,000.00 

DEPARTMENT: 	SOUTHERN NEVADA EMPLOYMENT 	INVITATIONS MAILED: 	12 
TRAINING PROGRAM 

FUNDING: 	JOB TRAINING PARTNERSHIP 	RESPONSES RECEIVED: 	9 
ACT - IIA 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO IMPROVE CLERICAL PRODUCTIVITY AND INTAKE APPLICATION 
INPUT AT THE OFFICES OF SOUTHERN NEVADA EMPLOYMENT TRAINING PROGRAM. THE STATE OF 
NEVADA, JOB TRAINING OFFICE, APPROVED THE PURCHASE OF THESE COMPUTERS IN THEIR 
LETTER OF FEBRUARY 14, 1986. 

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY  

NV 
NV 
NV 
NV 
TX 
AZ 
NV 
NV 
NV 

WAREHOUSE COMPUTER PRODUCTS 
!U§.I.NESS. COMPUTER SYSTEMS
MICRO AGE .COMPUTER 
BUSINESS DECISIONS 
RADIO SHACK ' 
DMNI. COMPUTER SERVICES 

. ENTRE MINTER CENTER 
.GATEWAY COMPUTER .  
SEARS BUSINESSCENTER  

LAS npAs 
LAS VEGAS 
LAS VEGAS 
LAS VEGAS 
FORT WORTH 
PHOENIX 
LAS nw. 
LAS VEGAS . 
LAS VEGAS 

$11,160.00 
$12,166.95 
$13,490.00 
$15,245.00 
$15,493.80 
$16,657.00 
$17,310.22 
$18,253.23 
$18,503.00 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD  

THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:  

WAREHOUSE COMPUTER PRODUCTS 

FISCAL IMPACT  

LAS VEGAS 	NV $11,160.00 

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86-87. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE FROM THE JOB TRAINING 
PARTNERSHIP ACT. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

SECTION A PAGE 3 
IV (f) 



00158 
DATE: 

July 17, 1986 

.t 
{, 'Sr#36 

SUBJECT: 
Bid #86.1230.12 

COPIES TO: 

Date 

' 	LAS-VEGAS CITY A U..; 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

SOUTHERN NEVADA EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING 

Inter-Office Memorandum 

TO: Ed Park 
Purchasing & Contracts Divisio 
City of Las Vegas 

FROM: 	David A. Hicks 
Executive Director 

Attached is the signed Bid Abstract #86.1230.12. 

Purchase of the following items from Warehouse 
Computers, 4211 West Sahara Avenue, Las Vegas, 
Nevada 89102 is approved: 

	

7 Computers, Multitech Plus 700 e $1,050 	$7,350 
7 Color Displays 	 300 	2,100 
2 Printers, Citizen Premiere P35 	450 	900 
1 Printer, C.Itoh Prowriter Jr, 	219 	219 
2 Parallel Printer Cables 	 19 	38 
7 Disk Operating Systems 

IBM PC DOS 3.1 	 79 	553 

$11,160  

(SJTO will reimburse) 

APPROVED: 

DAH:EB:jd 



BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 	 PAUL If 1  

BID TITLE SEVEN (7) EACH IBM COMPATIBLE COMPUTERS 	WAREHOUSE COMPUTER 	BUSINESS COMPUTER SYS. MICRO AGE COMPUTER 
AND RELATED EQUIPMENT FOR S.N.E.P.T. 	 4211 W. Sahara Ave. 	3020 W. Charleston 	3585 S. Maryland Pkwy 
BID 	86.1230.12 	C.M. PELLO 	 Las Vegas, NV 89102 	Las Vegas 	NV 89102 	LAS VEGAS, NV 89109  

ITEM 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	 U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	TOTAL 	LIA 	TOTAL  

1. 7 Ea. 	COMPUTER, IBM PC Compatible 	1,050.00 	7,350.00 	1,278.00 	8,946.00 	1,599.00 	11,193.00 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO 	 MULTITECH PLUS 700 	LEADING EDGE MODEL "D" 	LEADING EIGE MODEL "D" 

2. 7 Ea. 	DISPLAY, Color, Per Technical 
Specifications 	 300.00 	2,100.00 	296.00 	2,072.00 	INCLUDED lN ITEM #1 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	 MULTITECH PLUS 700 	LEADING EDGE-DRC 1311 	LEADING EIGE COLOR 
. 	 MONITOR 

3. 2 Ea. 	PRINTER, Letter Quality, Per 	450.00 	900.00 	445.00 	890.00 	999.00 	1,998.&; 
Technical Specifications 	

cl< 
• MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	 CITIZEN PREMIERE P35 	CITIZEN PREMIERE P35 	BROTHER HF-35 w/ 	PI P 

TRACTOR 	 3:?!... 

4. 1 Ea. 	PRINTER, Near Letter Quality, 	219.00 	219.00 	199.00 	199.00 	299.00 	299.(c)iQ 
OD Per Technical Specifications 
T. 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	 C.1TOH PRUNRITER JR. 	CITIZEN 	120D 	EPSON LX8C w/ TRACT(i 

5. LUMP SUM 	RELATED ATTACHMENTS, ADAPTERS 	2- PARALLEL PRINTER 	3- PARALLEL PRINTER 	N/C 	N/C 	cm 
(LIST ITEM/UNIT PRICE) 	 CABLES 	 CABLES 	 66 

co en 

C.J1_ 



111Mt 	lap 181 SID ill VIM 

BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECUMMENIJAIIUN 	 mum  if 	1 A  

BID TITLE: SEVEN (7) EACH IBM COMPATIBLE COMPUTERS 	BUSINESS DECISIONS 	RADIO SHACK 	 OMNI COMPUTER SERVICES 
AND RELATED EQUIPMENT FOR SNEPT. 	 1515 W. Oakey Blvd. 	1400 One Tandy Ctr. 	6501 N. Black Canyon 
BID SS 	86.1230.12 	 PELLO 	 Las Ve:as 	NV 89102 	Fort Worth 	.11 	.,1*. 	1 	: 	1 

ITEM 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	 U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	 TOTAL  

1. 7 Ea. 	GOMPUTER, IBM PC Compatible 	1,295.00 	9)065.00 	1,099.08 	7,693.56 	1,295.00 	9.065.00 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO 	 BDI MODEL 5161 (OEM 	TANDY 120C, 640K, 2 	CORDATA 13 2-400-25E 
FOR INDTECH INC. WHICH FLOPPY D•EK DRIVES WITh 
HAS BEEN A DIV. OF G,E,RS-232 Poit. #25-3001

• 2. 7 Ea. 	DISPLAY, Color, Per Technical 	 3062/101411016 
Specifications 	 520.00 	3,640.00 	743.92 	5,207.44 	489.00 	3,423.00 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	. 	PRINCETON GRAPHICS 	CM-1 HIGH RES. COLOR 	AMDEK C60) or TAXAN 621 
HX42 	 MONITOR, #26-5112 with 	 c, or- 

, 	DELUXE GRAPHICS DISPLAN 	 c:1> 
3. 2 Ea. 	PRINTER, Letter Quality, Per 	 ADAPTER, #25-3047 	

z co 

Technical Specifications 	 995.00 	1,990.00 	722.96 	1,445.92 	1,225.00 	2,450EM 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	 FUJITSU MODEL 320 	DWP-510 PRINTER,#26-12A JUKI 630) WITH TO 
48CPS LETTER QUALITY 	w/Cable #26-1347 	& SHEET 7EEDER 	-1=1 m-‹ 
PRINTER 	 OD 

4. 1 Ea. 	PRINTER, Near Letter Quality, 	550.00 	550.00 	587.16 	587.16 	249.00 	249.0dE 
4. 	 Per Technical Specifications 	 GI 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	 FUJITSU MODEL DX2200 	DMP-430 PRINTER, #26- 	CITIZEN i20D 	cn 
220 CPS DOT MATRIX 	1277 w/ Cable #26- 	 4,-4  co 
PRINTER 136 COL. 	1347 	 co 

CP 
5. LUMP SUM 	RELATED ATTACHMENTS, ADAPTERS SYSTEMS COME 	N/C 	ALL ITEMS INCLUDED 	COLOR CARS 	1,470.00 

(LIST ITEM/UNIT PRICE) STANDARD 	AS FOLLOWS 	 cables 
BDI 5161, 8088-2 	 (Est. 	3- 
(Runs at 4.77 & 8 	 10 ft.) 
MHZ) 640 KB 

- 

© 



ITEM 

7 Ea., 

7 Ea. 

2 Ea. 

QTY. 

1 Ea. 

LUMP SUM 

1.  

2.  

3.  

4.  
4. 

5.  

9,502.57 

3,072.37 

2,002.00 

591.95 

800 

81.28 

159,31 

11,521.16 

2DD HH  

1,574.00 

EPSON EQUI 

2,752.68 549.00  3,843.00 

EPSON EQU1 
MONITOR 

995.00 

EPSON LQ- 

329.00 

EPSON LX-$ 

Printer 
Cable Per 
System 

Epson Col4 
Card 

Cm 

UD co 
40. o o cn 

0 

r 	149.00 

1,321.96 

478.00 

SP 

tSt 112.95 

45.73 

11,018.00 

TY I 

-eDS; 
(I) 

1,990.4c 
z 

3:3> 
.2 C13  000 	c) 

329.00 3  
c-) 

TY COLOR 
* 	cl 

AMDEK 600 

660.98 

EPSON DX35 

478.00 

OKIDATA 19 

7 Ea. Pers 
Short Colo 
Card 

7@ 256KB 
Ram 

NU ND NM WA OM NMI dill 1111111. NI* IRO so, coo am 	so 

BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION PAGE # 	B 
BID TITLE: SEVEN (7) EACH IBM COMPATIBLE COMPUTERS 
AND RELATED EQUIPMENT FOR SNEPT. 
BID # 86.1230.12 	 PELLO 

DESCRIPTION 

ENTRE COMPUTER CTR, 
200 E. Charleston 
Las Vegas &  NV 89104 

TOTAL 

GATEWAY COMPUTER 
2389 Renaissance Dr. 
Las Vegas (  NV 89109  

TOTAL 

SEARS BUSINESS CENTER 
901 S. Rancho Dr. 
Las Vega, NV Rq1116  

TOTAL Ii. P. U.P. U.P. 

compugg -, IBM PC Compatible 

MANUFACTURER. & MODEL NO.: 

DISPLAY, Color, Per Technical 
Specifications 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 

PRINTER, Letter Quality, Per 
Technical Specifications 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO,: 

PRINTER, Near Letter Quality, 
Per Technical Specifications 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 

RELATED ATTACHMENTS, ADAPTERS 
(LIST ITEM/UNIT PRICE) 

1,357.51 

IBM PC 

- 438.91 

AMDEK. 600 

1,001.00 

NEC 3550 

591.95 

EPSON LQ 

7 ea. Asyncl 
Adaptors 

7 ea. Her-
cules Colot 
Cards 

1,645.88 

IBM PC/XT 
5160278 

393 .24 



NM lig 	IMO II* fRO 411111 dr. 	 .11\ MA 	4.11> 411. ilrar 

BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 	 ALL IF 2  
• BID TITLE: 	 WAREHOUSE COMPUTER 	BUSINESS COMPUTER SYS. 	MICRO AGE COMPUTER 

4211 W. Sahara Ave. 	3020 W. Charleston 	3585 S. Maryland Pkwy 
BID# 86.1230.12 	 Las Vegas, NV 89102 	Las Vegas, NV 89102 	Las Vegas. NV 89109  

ITEM 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	 U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	TOTAL  

• TOTAL: 	 38.00 	 59.95 	 -0- 

. 	7 Ea. 	DISK OPERATING SYSTEMS 	 79.00 	553.00 	N/C 	N/C 	INCLUDED IN ITEM #1 

(IDENTIFY CURRENT EDITION) 	. 	IBM PC DOS 3.1 	2.11 MS-DOS 	 LEADING EDGE MS DOS 3.1 

TOTAL: 	 11,160.00 	 12,166.95 	 13,490.00 

C) 

DELIVERY: 	15 15 Days 	• 	 15 Days 	• 	 15 Days 	 c:)> 
MC/)  

CALENDAR DAYS  
F= ET-11  
EZ):. 

ACKNOWLDEGE ADDENDUM #1 	 YES 	 • 	 YES 	 YES  cc, 
CITY BUSINESS LIC. # 	• 	M15 130 5 27660 	M15 117 5 26238 	NOT INDICKTED 	

ril-‹ 
oo 

CI ,  

c 

it 
0; 
cn 

NM 

1—L 
0) 



1111V 	 1111, 1111t 411114: *IA4 Oh iIII4 

A BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION PAGE # 
BUSINESS DECISIONS 
1515 W..0akey blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

Lid: M15 -00088 - 5 - 023929 

RADIO SHACK 
1400 One Tandy Ctr. 
Fort Worth, TX 76102 

LIc#: NOT LISTED 

OMNI COMPUTER SERVICES 
6501 N. Black Canyon 
Phoenix, AZ 85015 

L1C0.: NOT LISTED 
U.P. U.P . U.P. 	I 	TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL 

6. 7 Ea. 79,96 

MS-DOS 2 
425-3130 

14 Days 

YES 

45 Days 

YES 

15-45 Dal's 

YES 

BitiVINTif: SEVEN (7) EACH IBM COMPATIBLE COMPUTERS 
AND RELATED EQUIPMENT FOR SNEPT. 

BID BOND REQD: 	 EST: $ 
BID 0: 86.1230.12 	 INV. SENT: 
BID OPENED: ATE 3. 1986 	BUYER: PELLO  
ITEMI QTY 	DESCRIPTION  

MS-DOS 

N/A 

TOTAL: 

DISK OPERATING SYSTEMS 

(IDENTIFY CURRENT EDITION) 

TOTAL: 

DELIVERY: 
CALENDAR DAYS 

ACKNOWLEDGE ADDENDUM #1 

RAM ONMO' 
2-360Kb f 
2 SERIAL 
PORT, COL 
ADAPTER, 
FOR PRINT 

HERBOARD, 
OPPY DRIVES, 
1 PARALLEL 

'R/GRAPHICS 
ARALLEL CABLE 
RS 	• 

1,470,00 

N/A 

C, 
cD r- 

2.11 c 
2: 07  

F 
16,657.30>_ cn  

—1=1 
or) 

3  

559.72 

1/Basic 

15,493.80 

0.00 

MS DOS 	2.11 

15,245.00 

*NOTE: OPTION OFFERED 41:1 

THIS BID 
ONE-YEA 
CARRY-I 
HARD WAR 

INCLUDES A 
WARRANTY FOR 
SERVICE ON A L 
BID. 



10111,  alo 	ils) gip 

PAGE # 2 

SEARS BUSINESS CENTER 
901 S. Rancho Dr. 
Las Vegas, NV 89106 

ILICII:M15  179 S 09741 
U .P. TOTAL 

ENTRE COMPUTER CTR. 
200 E. Charleston 
Las Vegas, NV 89104 

LIC#:  M15 126 5 27177  
TOTAL 

!GATEWAY COMPUTER 
23890:::::::c: Dr. 
Las Vegas, NV89109 

IC#:  
U.P. 	TOTAL U.P. 

6. 0 7 Ea. 518.70 74.10 426.72 60.96 

IBM DOS PC-DOS 3.2 V2.1 EPSON EQ$ 
GWBASIC 

17,310.22 18,253.23 

C", 
cD 

Cf3 

r- rcig 

— C/3 

--1 
rn 

20 Days 14 Days 

YES YES 

DISK OPERATING SYSTEMS 

(IDENTIFY CURRENT EDITION) 

TOTAL: 

DELIVERY: 
CALENDAR DAYS 

ACKNOWLEDGE ADDENDUM #1 

0 

ITY MS-DOS/ 

18,503.00 

7-10 Day# 

YES 

C73 

8 
4P 

To: Purchasing and Contracts. 

Departient/Dtviston  Stgnature 	 Dace 

- tf —cf 
0 

i--6  

iPth, 

iN,CLYDE RUSSELL,_5A,L.T.P..p  lease trviow and furnish 

or to 	 N/A . 	  For commission award on 

cujik.A.:111n.V1/10 MEMO ATTACHED 
haelene A. Pello 	6-5-86 

	

Purcha;:ing and Cintrm.ts 	 Date. 

recommaildation 

Km,  *&*)_ el. VW 	larteC' 

BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 
atiVIVTIM: SEVEN (7) EACH IBM COMPATIBLE COMPUTERS 

AND RELATED EQUIPMENT FOR SNEPT. 
BID BOND RAW: 	 EST: $ 12,000.00 
BID #: 86.1230.12 	 INV. SENT: 13 
BID OPENED: JUNE 3. 1986 	BUYER: PELLQ 
ITEM_ QTY 	I  DESCRIPTION  

3ea. Prin 
Cables 

ter 10.16 

1.714.61 

78 Seria 
Adapter 

3@ Print 
Cables 

i 	71.71 

16.00 

1,660.73 1,323.00 TOTAL 

No Bid: QBE 



S.N.E.T.P. 
401 South Third St 
Suite 503 
LAs Vegas, NV 89101 

REC1. NO. P.O. NO. 

REQ. DATE 

LAPr  17, 1986  

SHIP TO: 00165 

RoAIRDINT 

LasL:VEgas, NV 

FUNDING: 

CJ UNBUDGETED 0 BUDGETED 

JT:t9aufAirsigwoment OBJECT CODE 

NOT TO EXCEED 	  

PAGE 

TERMS 

Net ln 
BUYER day  DEUVERY REQUIRED 

la,o• o 

THE SOUTHERN NEVADA EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING PROGRAM CERTIFIES 
THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOWLEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND 
AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND THE ITEMS/SERVICES REQUESTED ARE 
FOR PUBLIC USE. 

PURCHASING Er CONTRACTS 

4-1P-TE"‘  
DATE 

DATE 

QLYDE. RAsseu_, —Cov■ Pt.trett. C • es"- • 	3 41 

PURCHASE REQUEST 3a -39°  
LAS VEGAS CITY Rur, , o tbiq 

COUNCIL MINUTES  

Southern Nevada 
Emploginent and Defining Program 
401 South Third Street • Las Vegas, Nevada • 89101 

II..1  
' ESTIMATES FROM: 

0 FORMER P.O. No 
,,, j0 PURCHASING Et CONTRACTS 

0 OTHER (SPECIFY)  

R ESTING DEP17DIV 

4NETP  
JWIFICATION FOR PURCHASE 

--a-- r 	 r 	 r 
QUANTITY 	UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION

r 
	 UNIT PRICE 	 TOTAL 

-- 

7 	 IBM compatable PC's with 512 K memory (minimum) 
Dual drive, Keyboard, color display, Cable A IP 	Sync communication support, DOS 2.0 or higher 

it 	
& Tech Guide. 

7 	 Printer Adapter Cards (May purchase if not in 

11 	prices above) 
2 	 Letter Quality pringers, daisy wheel, 35 cps 

by directional tractor feed. 

Near Letter Quality printer, dot matrix, 100 
cps, changeable FONTS, tractor feed. 

MUST TAKE DELIVERY PRIOR TO JUNE 30, 1986 
f 14 i3o) 
l.. ao tancl wa \gilkAl .ernio..e.) 'L air3,-1 .4`11'112.\ 

 

Q.o.k. to,- -- kola.,„ - s›...,  C . ki atA,0-.- 	J 
rbx, 	f1/414gS12 	OF 	8to 	soL..iaoryl-neNi 

67/Alig. -PA...sus-H. tNcc-T. OFFtcL 	-:71- 0 -1-0 ikEtingke, c141  
SUM' 	 APR 2 1 1986 

1. 

	 DATE .  

SNETP Form 206(3-85) CANARY — FISCAL WHITE — PURCHASING 	PINK — SNETP GOLDENROD — ORIGINATOR 



00163 
Date: 	JULY 24, 1986 

TO: 
The City Council 

FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

1  : 

# 
:_,-, 

-it, 	, 

86.2600.5 

$16,000.00 

INVITATIONS MAILED: 	16 

BID NUMBER: 

ESTIMATE: 

6 

FREEDOM PARK 

ITEMS BID  
1,2,& 3 ONLY 
3.- 8 ONLY 
4 - 6 ONLY 
ALL 
7 & 8 ONLY 
7 & 8 ONLY 

$ 9,130.00 INCOMPLETE 
$ 7,794.00 INCOMPLETE 
$ 2,126.78 INCOMPLETE 
$17,040.00 
$ 4,965.00 INCOMPLETE 
$ 5,385.00 INCOMPLETE 

WALT RANKIN AND ASSOCIATES 
SIERRA WINDS 
FARRELL SMITH AND ASSOCIATES 
THE TIBERIT COMPANY 

LAS MESA CA 
RENO 	NV 
TEMPE 	AZ 
LAS VEGAS NV 

FISCAL IMPACT  

007 ,  
- 

Dan 	'1 ington, - 	ori 
Department of General ervices 

1 • CLOAUSN VC IELG CUTES 	t3 1 98 6  
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: 	- AGENDA -.CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*A. AWARD OF BIDS  

4. BID TITLE: 	PICNIC TABLES, PARK BENCHES 
AND GRILLS FOR FREEDOM PARK 

ITEM: 	CAPITAL 

DEPARTMENT: 	PARKS, RECREATION AND SENIOR 
CITIZENS ACTIVITIES 

FUNDING: 	LAS VEGAS CONVENTION AND 	RESPONSES RECEIVED: 
VISITORS AUTHORITY GRANT 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO PROVIDE NEW AND REPLACEMENT EQUIPMENT IN 
DUE TO INCREASED USE OF PARK FACILITIES. 

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY  

WALT RANKIN AND ASSOCIATES 	LA MESA CA 
THE TIBERTI. COMPANY 	• 	LAS VEGAS NV 
FARRELL M. SMITH AND ASSOCIATESTEMPE 	. AZ 
SIERRA WINDS 	' 	 _RENO 	NV 
DAVE BANG ASSOCIATES . 	 MESA 	AZ 
COLUMBIA CASCADE TIMBER 	PORTLAND OR 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION. OF AWARD  

RECOMMEND REJECTION OF THE BID OF SIERRA WINOS FOR ITEM 2 FOR FAILURE TO MEET THE 
SPECIFICATIONS. 

14) 
THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:  

BID ITEMS 1,2, & 3 ONLY 	$ 9,130.00 
BID ITEMS 4 & 7 ONLY 	$ 3,423.00 
BID ITEMS 5 & 6 ONLY 	$ 866.39 
BID ITEM 8 ONLY 	$ 855.00 
GRAND TOTAL OF AWARD 	$14,274.39 

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86-87. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE FROM A LAS VEGAS 
CONVENTION AND VISITORS AUTHORITY GRANT. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

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

Agenda Item 

SECTION A PAGE 4 
IV (f) 



alit fro ,  4ri l 	111. Or inswit am curt Ago(1 oar As 

BID - ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION PAGE # 1 
BID TITLE: PICNIC TABLES, PARK BENCHES AND GRILLS 	1JALI RANKER A ASSOC. 	IIBERII COMPANY 	FARRLIFRESNITH & ASS( 

FOR FREEDOM PARK.. 	 Box 2156 	 1806 Industrial Rd. 	Box 25287 
BID # 	86.2600.5 •CHARLENE PELLO 	La Mesa  , CA 92041 	Las Vegas, NV 	89114 	Tempe, AZ 	85282  

ITEM 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	 U.P. 	 TOTAL 	. 	U.P. 	- 	TOTAL 	 U.P. 	 TOTAL  

VI. 	10 Ea. 	PICNIC TABLE, 15', Steel, Miracle 	470.00 	$4,700.00 	NO BID 	 NO BID 
#1195, 5 Yellow, 5 Red OR APPROVED 
EQUAL. 

MANUFACTURER A MODEL NO.: 	MIRACLE #.195 	 . 
As Specifed 

DELIVERY: ' 	 cl 
(Calendar Days) 	30 

	
or-  
=co 
c).‹ 
F= 1" c) 

10 Ea. 	PICNIC TABLE, 8' Steel, MIracle 	365.00 	$3,650.00 	NO BID 	 NO BID 	3:>. 
#1128, 5 Yellow, 5 Red OR APPROVED 	 -±'`n 
EQUAL. 	c c) 

m...< 
OD 

MANUFACTURER IL MODEL NO.: 	MIRACLE #:128 	 3. 
As Specif ed 	 c: 

G, 
, DELIVERY: 	30 

4 (Calendar Days) 

.4. 	12 Ea. 	GRILL, Standard, 2' x 2', Miracle 	65.00 	$ 	780.00 	78.00 	$ 	936.00 	NO,BID 
#1104, OR APPROVED EQUAL. 

• 
MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	MIRACLE #.104 	KAY PARK M8 16AB 

As Specif ed 
DELIVERY: 	  30 	 4-5 Weeks 

(Calendar Days) 



BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION PAGE # la 
mina: PICNIC TABLES, -PARK HERTEN AND GRULN 	SIERRA WINDS 
FOR FREEDOM PARK. 	 DAVE BANG ASSOC. 	COLUMBIA CASCADE TIMB 

14435 Shadow Hills Dr. 	P.O. Box 2480 	1975 S.W. 5th Ave. 
ma 	86.2600.5 	 CHARLENE PELLO 	Reno, NV 	89511 	Wca 4Z $5204 	Partl vol. AR 	"7201  

ITEM 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	 U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.I'. 	TOTAL  

1. 	10 Ea 	PICNIC TABLE, 15' 	Steel, Miracle 	666.00 	$6,660.00 	NO BID 	 NO BID 
#1195, 5 Yellow, 5 Red OR APPROVED 
EQUAL. 

MANUFACTURER A MODEL NO.: 	QUALITY #286 No Colors 

DELIVERY: 	  
(Calendar Days) 	60 

, 

c) 

	

10 Ea. Ea. 	PICNIC TABLE, 8' Steel, MIracle 	356.00 	$3,560.00 	NO BID 	 NO BID 	c:2. 
#1128, 5 Yellow, 5 Red OR APPROVED 	 Z Cn 

C) < 
EQUAL. 	 r-rn 

G, 
K > 
'2 Cn  MANUFACTURER A MODEL NO.: 	QUALITY #85 No Colors 	 C C-)  
—I =1 
m ...< c40 

DELIVERY: 	45 	 xt. 
(Calendar Days) 	 c: 

m 

cr4 
3. 	12 Ea. 	GRILL, Standard, 2' 	x 2', Miracle 	87.00 	$1,044.00 	NO BID 	 NO BID 	...... 

#1104, OR APPROVED EQUAL. 	 co co a) 
MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	QUALITY #1520 	. 

DELIVERY: 	 45 
(Calendar Days) 



BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION PAGE # 2 
BID TITLE: 	 WALT RANKIN & ASSOC. 	TIBERTI COMPANY 	FARRELL ML SMITH & ASSO 

aio# 	86.2600.5 	 .  
ITEM 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	 U.P. 	, 	TOTAL 	• U.P. 	TOTAL 	. 	U.P. 	TOTAL  

4. 3 Ea. 	GRILL, Group, Delux Pedestal, 	NO BID 	 389.00 	$1,167.00 	420.13 	$1,260.39 
43" W X 51" L, Iron Mountain 
Forge Model #220 OR APPROVED 
EQUAL. 

• 
MANUFACTURER A MODEL NO.: 	 KAY PARK SPD 450 	IRON MTN. 	"ORGE MODEL X 

DELIVERY: 	 4-5 Weeks 	 30-45 Days 	cl (Calendar Days) 
c > 
z cn 
;.---rn 

5. 3 Ea. 	GRILL, Group, Two-Level, 28:" W X 	NO BID 	 240.00 	$ 	720.00 	223.63 	$ 	670.8Ep. 
36" L, Iron Mountain Forge Model 	 2?! 
#210 OR APPROVED EQUAL. 	 =" --1-4 ril.< 
MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	 KAY PARK sp 3628U 	IRON MTN. 	=ORGE #21Ws, 

G-= 
DELIVERY: 	 4-5 	Weeks 	 30-45 Days  (Calendar Days) • 

il3 co 
cy) 

6. 2 Ea. 	GRILL, Rotating, Portable Base, 	NO BID 	 108.00 	$ 	216.00 	97,75 	$ 	195.50 
20" L X 15" W, Forge MOdel #202-X 
OR APPROVED EQUAL. 

MANUFACTUER A MODEL NO.: 	 KAY PARK SB 16 PT 	IRON 	MTN. FORGE 	#202- 



BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION PAGE # 2 A 
BID TITLE: 

SIERRA WINDS 	 DAVE BANG ASSOC. 	COLUMBIA CASCADE TIME 
BID # 	86.2600.5  

ITEM  i 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	 U.P. 	 TOTAL 	•  U.P. 	 TOTAL 	 U.P. 	TOTAL  

4. 3 Ea. 	GRILL, Group, Delux Pedestal, 	245.00 	$ 	735.00 	NO BID 	 NO BID 
43" W X 51" L, Iron Mountain 
Forge Model #220 OR APPROVED 
EQUAL. 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	QUALITY #1560 

DELIVERY: 	  45 
(Calendar Days) 

f3 
5. 3 Ea. 	GRILL 	Group, Two-Level, 28:" W X 	245.00 	$ 	735.00 	NO BID 	 NO BID 	Z Cn 

n < 
36" L, Iron Mountain Forge Model 	 r-g3 
#210 OR APPROVED EQUAL.  

— co z 
c n MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 	QUALITY #1560 	 --I ---74 
co 

To 
DELIVERY: 	  45 	 c= 

(Calendar Days) 	. 	 cl 

4E; 6. 2 Ea.. 	GRILL, Rotating, POrtable Base, 	131.00 	$ 	262.00 	NO BID 	 NOLBID 	co 
20" L X 15" W, Forge MOdel #202-X 	 en 
OR APPROVED EQUAL. 

MANUFACTUER & MODEL NO.: 	45 



imml IMMI 	IMMO 4re .11J11 ,  INN INS 11111140a11' 

BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 

MN 'Anil MN IWO 11111 

PAGE #3 
TITLE: PICNIC TABLES, PARK 

FOR FREEDOM PARK.  
BOND REQD: NO 
II :  86.2600.5 
OPENED: JULY 8, 1986 

BENCHES, AND GRILLS  

EST: $16,000.00 
INV. SENT 16  
BUYER: PELLO 

BID 

BID 
BID 
BID 
ITEM Q_TY DESCRIPTION U .P. TOTAL 

7. 

0. 

6 Ea. 

3 Ea. 

p5o.00 $3,900.00 1NO BID 

.1EXICO FO 

4-5 Weeks 

135.00 

OTURAL ST RUCTURES 

?GE 

$ 855.00 

r"-  
C 

fi)  
< 
2;1 

- 
c 

--1 

CD 

m 

Cra 

CO 
al 

40 BID 

DELIVERY: 
(Calendar Days) 

4-5 Weeks 

$9,130.00-1nc TOTAL: 
$7,794.00 $2,126.78 

WALT RANKIN & ASSOC. 
Box 2156 
La Mesa, CA 92041 

!LIU: 010-93407-5-31303 
TOTAL 

TIBERTI COMPANY 
1806 Industrial Rd. 
Las Vegas, NV 89114 

Lic0:1128 

FARRELL M. SMITH & ASSOI 
Box 25287 
Tempe, AZ 85282 
LIC#: N/A 

TOTAL U P. 

DELIVERY: 
(Cal endar?Days) 

4-5 Meeks 30-45 Dayt 

BENCHES, Park, 6', Surface Mount, 
Victorian Style, Iron/Wood, Timer-
form #2118-6 - Columbia Cascade 
Timber Co. OR APPROVED EQUAL. 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 

(Calendar Days) 

BENCH,Park, 8', Embed Type, Wood/ 
Tubular, Benchwood Type, Timberform 
Model #2016-0 - Columbia Cascade 
Timber Co. OR APPROVED EQUAL. 

MANUFACTURER & MODEL NO.: 

DELIVERY: 	 

NO BID 

NO BID 



QTY U.P. DESCRIPTION 
ILIc#: NONE 	LISTED 

TOTAL U.P.. 

6 Ea. 7. $4,098.00 $ 2,688.00 735.00 683.00 448.00 $4,410.00 BENCHES, Park, 6 ' , Surface Mount, 
Victorian Style, Iron/Wood, Timer-
form #2118- 6 - Columbia Cascade 
Timber Co. OR APPROVED EQUAL. 

8. 3 Ea. $ 1,356.00 

$17,040.00 

TIMBERFO' 

60 

289.00 

TIMBER FOR 
w/Alaska 
Slats 
60-75 ARO 

325.00 

M #2118-6 

452.00 

VICTOR ST 
NAHOG. H 

61 

$ 867.00 

RM #2016-8 

$4,965.00 

0 

cc 
cn 

$5,385.00 

1M #2118-6 
ellow Cedar 

C) 
c)r- 
c:)›.  

cn 
c)4c 
F: ER 

$ 975.01i 

M 

3› 
#2016-8 

VICTOR STA 
C-10 MAH04 

61 

NLEY-T-7- 
mstead Series 

TIMBER F 

60 

TIMBERFO 

601 75 ARO 

NLEY 

tment/iitvialon Signature 	 Date 

11111 11111 11111 1111111 11111 11110 111111 4111111 	,1111111 INS 111111g1111111 INI1 	all 11111 Ulla NM 

BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 
BID TITLE: PICNIC TABLES, PARK 

FOR 	FREEDOM  PARK.  
BID BOND REQD: Nu 
BID #: 86.2600.5 
BID OPENED: JULY 8, 1986 
ITEM 

BENCHES, AND GRILLS 

EST: $16,000.00 
INV. SENT: 16 
BUYER: PELLO 

SIERRA WINDS 
11435 Shadow Hills Dr. 
Reno, NV 89511 

luc#INONE . LISTED 
TOTAL 

NAVE BANG ASSOC. 
P.O. Box 2480 
Mesa, AZ 85204 

LW: NONE LISTED 
TOTAL 

.PAGE 113 	A 
CASCADE TIMBE 
5th Ave. 
DR 97201 

U.P. 

COLUMBIA 
1975 S.W. 
Portland, 

DELIVERY:  45 NO BID NO BID 
(Calendar ?Days) 

MANUFACTURER A MODEL NO.: 

DELIVERY: 
(Calendar Days) 

BENCH,Park, 8 ' , Embed Type, Wood/ 
Tubular, Benchwood Type,-Timberform 
Model #2016-8 - Columbia Cascade 
Timber Co. OR APPROVED EQUAL. 

MANUFACTURER A MODEL NO.: 

DELIVERY: 
Calendar Days 

TOTAL: 
No Bids: Industrial Sales A Svcs. 

Belson Mfg. Co., Inc. 

u. CHRIS STANFILL,.P.R..16.C. . PiPARO review and furnish recommendation 

. 	• 7 -!a— titli 	 8-6-86 
prior to for commission award on 

PAS. d4Ii an  411preirici. items,for_Tiberii & Sierra Winds 

7reTTO 	7-11-86 	attached. foryoul 
Purrhasing and Contracts 	 Date 	 Evaluation•-  

Recommend award as follows: To: Purchasing and Contracts. 

Walt Rapkin - Items 1,2 & 3, Sierra Winds - Items #4 & 7 
Farrgp M. Smith - Items 5 & 6, and Tiberti - Item #8 

1-6  

6.1 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 00173 

ESTIMATES FROM: 

0 FORMER P.O. No 	 
0 PURCHASING Er CONTRACTS 
0 OTMER SPECIFY) 

- uESTING DEFTIOst 

CA/Parks _tt ISCA/Parks_& Open Spaces  
'...IsTiFiCATION FOR PURCHASE 1....vt V pi Arkto4 .. WILL 1-10.,b 

DATE 

FMB. POINT 

TOTAL 

BUYER 

FUNDING: 

*UNBUDGETED SUDGETED 

REQUESTIING own EST. 

PAGE OBJECT CODE 

_ NOT TO EXCEED $.2.4.435. 

_LEANS DEUVERY REQUIRED 

IRON MOUNTAIN FORGE PRODUCTS 

Model #220 Picnic Shelter and Group Grill  
Deluxe Pedestal Grill 
Width 43", length 51 11 , height 38" 
Firebox shall be fabricated from 3/16" steel plate 
Cooking grate shall be fabricated from I" steel bars 
Two separate cooking grates, adjustable to four 

different locations from 34" to 84" 
Pedestal to be 6" x 6" square, steel pipe complete wi ,  

10" x 10" x 3/8" base plate 
Four i" x 6" anchor bolts 
All handles on cooking and fire grates shall have 

non-conductive spring grips 
Finish shall be non-toxic, rust-resistant, baked-on 

black enamel 

Model #210 Picnic Shelter and Group Grill 

_PURCHASE REQUEST • 

c .  
\P 

SHIP TO 

David Lofgreen 
Parks & Open Spaces 
3100 E. Bonanza Rd: 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

4/12 7•P  
REQ. NO. 2650-1335 RC). NC'.  

RE""hpril 29, 1986 

"DORS 	CONTACTED  

-eck's Products, Inc. Costa  Mesa, CA 

1114) 642-6131 

Two-Level Group Grill 
Firebox shall be 28" wide x 36" long x 10" high 
Firebox shall be fabricated from 3/16" steel plate 
Each unit shall have two individually adjustable 

cooking grates 
Grate handles shall have non-conductive spring grips 
Pedestal shall be 4" x 4" square steel pipe complete 
with 10" x 10" x 3/8" base plate and four I" x 6" 
anchor bolts 	 (CONTINUED) 

THE DEPARTMENT mEA0 CERTIFIES THAT ITS THE. AMC eta TliCMI. InAR46 



1 
LAS VEGAS CITY IA 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

REQ. 
Na  2650-1335 "."°- 

RECLOATE 

April 29, 1986 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST oF THEIR KNOW. 
LEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THG PuRCT4ASE AND 
THE ITEMB/SERViCES REQUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE / 

K361( 
, 

InATV 

67 

1[714) 642-6131 
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

SUPPLY CONTRACT. 

FORMAL BID 

DATE 

PAGE 

NOT TO EXCEED $2  
OBJECT 

DEUVERY REQUIRED 

PURCHASE REQUEST 
''David Lofgreen 

00 .174  .„ 
Parks & Open Spaces 
3100 E. Bonanza Rd. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

/ 0 FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 

ESTIMATES FROM: 

0 PURCHASING & CONTRACTS 
0 oTHER emir() 

FUNDING: 

UNBUDGETED 

REQUESTING DEPT. EST. 

UDGETED 

i..) OTHER (SPECIFY) 	- 	 1 - 	REQUESTING  

-

1 . ESTING DEFMDIV 	 I e.o.a: POINT 	 TERMS 

,A/Parks 	A Open Spaces 	! 
•..STIFICATION FOR PURCHASE 	

ktoeshres."'e 
Apacement of worn-out grills and 'placement of new grilli in park areas being utilized much more 
mANTTrY.  f UNIT . ' I. I 	 DESCRIPTION 	, 	 I war pram I 	TOTAL 	' 

(CONTINUED) 

Finish shall be non-toxic, rust-resistant, baked-on amel 

Model #202-X Pedestal Grill .ortable model finished i 
eat-resistant ename  

Firebox shall have a length of 20", a width of 15" a d 
a height of 10", and shall be fabricated from 3/1;" 
steel plate 

Grill shall fotate 360 degrees, but will be nonremov.ble 
Grill shall be equipped with non-conductive spring 

handle grips 
Standard finish shall be non-toxic, rust-resistant, .aked-on 

black enamel 
Unit shall include a 24" pedestal with a 3/16" x 16" 	16" 

base plate 

1110HE CONTACTED  

k's Products, Inc. Costa Mfg, qk 
"Lis wc4usvr.  

214 



PURCHASE REQUEST 
LAS VEGAS CITY AUG tO1986 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

10 	1 

I _ SHIP TO: 

F.O.B. POINT REQUESTING DEPT/DIV 

IA/Parks. &Open Spaces_ 
1114;laCrbroen orTileill!trillT5X-  tab 

_ 
if 

QUANTITY UNIT 

Metal Picnic Tables 

5 ' 8"  x 15 ' /385 lbs. 
16 gauge galvanized sheet steel 
Die-formed 
MiraCote finish 
2 3/8" OD 
Galvanized 	• 
All zinc plated 

00175 
David Lofgreen 
Parks & Open Spaces 
3100 E. Bonanza Rd. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

11 	

1251i650-1334 P.aNc.  
I 	April 29, 1986  

ESTIMATES FROM: 
11 	FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 

o PU 	

•  

RCHASING Et CONTRACTS 
0 crrseR tspEaPn 	• •  

FUNDING: 

uNsuoGereo KEtuoGerEo 	 

REQUESTING DEPT.  EST. $4650 
PAGE OBJECT CODE PAGE OWE= CODE 

NOT TO EXCEED $2...415-- 

, 	111701 ,6, 
es n park areas for group picnIcs 44)-  

DESCRIPTION 

DELIVERY NECKABED 

K. Vole  
TOTAL 

BUYER 

UNIT PRICE 

I 	N sot, 
Model #1195 - 15' All 
Color: Yellow  
Color: Red  
Ground Spac?4eight 
Plank mater al 
Plank process 
Pland finish 
Frame specification 
Frame finish 
Fasteners 

11 

14p 

Model #1128 - 8' All 
Color: Yellow  
Color Red  
Ground Space/Weight 
Plank mater al 
Plank process 
Plank finish 
Frame specification 
Frame finish 
Fasteners 

Steel Solid Top Tables  

5'8" x 8 1 /205 lbs. 
14 gauge galvanized sheet steel 
Die-formed 
MiraCote finish 
1 5/8" OD 
Galvanized 
All zinc plated 

(CONTINUED) 

VENDORS CONTACTED  

I t Rankin & Assoc. LaMesa, CA 92041  
( 9) 460-4624 Miracle Rec. Equip. Co. THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST. OF THEIR Know- 

LEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THS Hui:erases .... 
"%IC riMaat•CCenn,•■•••• 



Rm")* 2650-1334'"°-  
REQ. DATE 

April 29. 1986  

BUYER TERMS 

TOTAL UNIT PRICE 

	

771 	rs"'s CI rzi 
• • • 	:.; 	• • 	; 	1• 
I•. 

v.,,_,......„..,,,"„..,,...;,.„...,,. 
...... ,:.......::.,,i.4 r.:42.---:".1. D 

o 0 AS CONTACTED 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW-
LEDGE _FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAIULEILE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
THE IT_ENISISERVICES REQUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE. 

DEPT./OA HE, 

	•  
,,FAIANC 

OG 

'44%011111117g1Ww  
- 	NO - 'Z.-7-7' • 

I 

DATE 

• CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

SUPPLY CONTRACT 
FORMAL BID  

SINGLE SOURCE  ' 
FuND/ORaT ACCOUNT F TASK 

A 

• -11. 	• 

I OPT ACT/WA  

P I.).14 0011 . ....______ ..._...._ 
1 I 

VERBAL QUOTE 

INFORMAL BID 

SOLE SOURCE  
COMPETITIVE 

• TOTAL 

i 

1 .1 

PURCHASE REQUEST 
LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 
COUNCIL MINUTES  

00178 
• David Lofgreen 
86 Parks & Open Spaces 

3100E. Bonanza Rd. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

• 

SHIP TO: 

ESTIMATES FRO?* 

0 Popham P.O. No. 	 DATE 	  

I 0 OThER (SPECIFY) 
0  	 et cowrFtAcrs 

1 F.O.B. POINT ..:(JESTING DEPT/ON POINT  

r

Pa eks & Open Spaces ,  

.4 

FUNDINGie  

415' UNBUDGETED KBUDGETED 	  
PAGE OBJECT CODE 

	

imcrr TO EXCEED SA 	;   	
OELNERY FtEQUIRED 

CATION FOR PURCHASE: 

REQUESTING DEPT. EST  $7 ficri  

e place_broken_pr worn -out picnic tables 'in kark areas for group picnicr 
aLJANTrre I - UNIT 	I 	 DESCRIPTION  

(CONTINUED) 
Model #1104 - Standard Grills - o2 
Ground Space/Weight 
Height 
Burner Box Material 
Burner Box Process 
Burner Box Dimensions 
Burner Box Grill Finish 	Heat-resistant flat black e amel 
Grill Grid 	 in  diameter steel rods 
Support Post Specifications i" diameter steel rods 
Support Post Finish 	Galvanized 

1 
2' x 2'/95 lbs. 
3' 6" 
7 gauge steel plate 
All welded construction 
20" wide, 14" deep, 8i" high 

11  Rankin & Assoc. La Mesa, CA 92041  
119) 460-4624, Miracle Rec. Equip. Co. 



SHIP TO: •
PURCHE REQUEST 

00177 

IIISTIMATES FROM: 
0 FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 	  

11120

THERtspEcryf e  Attached 
• PURCHASING - Er 

DEPTiON  DEproty 
;&SCA/PARKS & OPEN- SPACES 

F.O.B. POINT 

P.O. NO. 

REQ. DATE 
MAY 12, 1986 

BUYER TERMS 

- Pnower 	ooLb ve 1111.03A- ■-■ lae_7 
TAk/K 

■TION FOR PURCHASEd 	 Lye V Pt  

DATE 

LAS VEGAS CITY AU 	- 1"36 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

DAVID KUIPER, DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
PARKS & OPEN SPACES DIVISION 
3100 EAST BONANZA ROAD 
LAS VEGAS., NEVADA 89101 

FUNDING: 
0 utauporrEo kr BUDGETED 

REQUESTING DEPT. Nn $4995. :  NOT  TO EXCEED  $4-19-  . .5  
DEUVERY REQUIRED 

PAGE OBJECT CODE 

wW 
QUANTITY 	UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION 	 UNIT PRICE 	TOTAL  

• 1110 	
PARK BENCHES 	TIMBERFORM OR EQUAL 

II ea. 	Victorian •Type, Iron/Wood, 6 ' 	( Surface Mount), 
• Model #2118-6 '  

!! ea. 	Benchwood Type, Wood/Tublar Supports (Embed), 
Kiln Dried Slats 
Model #2016-8 '  II  

11 	(AS PER ATTACHED DESCRIPTION/PICTURE AND MEASUREMENTS) 

III/ 
I 

II 	 . 

II
• 

. ORS CONTACTED 

II DAVE,8ANGASSOCIATES  PA-. BOXI2480 	
, (602) . .892- 2256  

MESA - ARI7Orik 8520A  
. 	 , 	 .. 	 . 	 . 

- )  CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT  

I  . • SY_FTLY.. CONTRACT  
FORMAL  BID -  

" . SINGLE SOURCE 
FUNOIORG 1 ACCOUNT  

1 	1_2.11.8.(2 gQ  

1 

veptea.. QUOTE 
INFORMAL BID 
SOLE SOURCE 

TASK OPT 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OP men KNOW-
LEDGE FUNDS BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
THE ITE Sr VICES REQUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE. 

DATE DEPT.101V4EA0 

NO Er CONTRACTS 

ACTA/VA I 	TOTAL 

	$495.o0  



TO: FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

The City Council 

Agenda Item 

SECTION A PAGE 5 
IV (f) 

• 
ed, et Lif441/4#4cLOAUSN VItaCtles  AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
• 00178 

Date: JULY 24, 1986 

SUBJECT: 	 s  AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
IV (f)'DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*A. AWARD OF BIDS  

5. BID TITLE: 	PROJECTOR 	 BID NUMBER: 	R.F.Q. 2633-2079 

ITEM: 	CAPITAL 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $5,000.00 

DEPARTMENT: 	PARKS, RECREATION AND 	 INVITATIONS MAILED: 	3 
SENIOR CITIZENS ACTIVITIES 

FUNDING: 	GENERAL FUND 	 RESPONSES RECEIVED: 	1 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO REPLACE PROJECTORS AT THE CHARLESTON HEIGHTS ART CENTER. 

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY 

NEVADA AUDIO UISUAL LAS VEGAS NV 	 $5,166.00 

NEVADA AUDIO VISUAL 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD  

THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:  

LAS VEGAS NV 	-  $5,166.00 

FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86-87. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

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

. 14Ger.  
Dan R. ilkington, ector 
Department of General Services 



ITLE: PROJECTOR 

EST: $ 
INV. SENT: 3 
BUYER: C.N. PELLO 

DESCRIPTION 

PROJECTOR, 16mm, sound, Elmo . CX350 
Xehoil.OR APPROVED EQUAL 

NFG & #: 

BID.T NEVADA AUDIO VISUAL 
3062 Sheridan 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 BID BOND REQD: 

BID 0: R.F.Q. 2633-2079 
BID OPENED: July 18, 1986 
ITEM 

1. 2 Ea. 
QTY  

Lic#: 
11:P4 'TOTAL 

083:00 

polo - MO 
phdpge ov 

TACO: 	  
U.P. 	1 TOTAL 

6166.00 

el #8282 
r included. 

LIC#: 
U.P. TOTAL 

TOTAL: 6166.00 

1. 2 Ea. 

Delivery 
Stock - f 
2 years 'p 
labor - L 

500.00 

5166.00 

from N.Y. 

! 

-10 days A.R. 
arts, 1 year ,  
'amp: 1000 hrs 

 

1000.00 

C) 
0 I- 
C > 

Cf3  
< 
ran) 

C X" 
— CI) 
:2! 

—I 

(/) 

1:9  

Ci1 

NEVADA Aqpio VISUAL SEINICES 
3062 Shelidan, Las Veg4s, NV 

prior to 	
7-24-86  

UetaML  

For commission award on 

- 

with trade-in option 

/2  190 i" ,  
inentffitvai  n Sig A  -6414.4.  

8-6-86 

111111 MS 	111111 111111 SNP 	NI NS 11111 11111114,11111 	11111 SIB 11111 NEI 11111 

	

BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 	PAGE 11 1 

OPTION TRADE-IN  
EIKI PROJECTORS, 16mm, S/N 5210, 
5211, Purchased 9/79 

TOTAL TRADE-IN: 

EARLIEST POSSIBLE DELIVERY: 

WARRANTY: 

SERVICE AVAILABLE THROUGH: 
FIRM: 
ADDRESS: 

NO BIDS: 
HUGHES-CAL IHAN CORP. 

Tel 	Chris Stanfill, PR&SC  . Please review and furnt0 recommendation To: Purchasing and Contracts. Recommend award to Nevada Audio Visual 



SHIP TO: 
PURCHASE REQUEST 00180 

4tg 
P.O. NO. 

2633-1079  
REQ. DATE 

June 6, 1986 

BUYER TERMS F.O.B. POINT • OEUVERY REQUIRED 

After July 1  '.8E 
REQUESTING OEPT/DIV 

Parks, •Rec. & Sr. Cit. Act 

• UNE FUND/ORG ACCOUNT TASK OPT ACT/WA TOTAL 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT VERBAL QUOTE 

SUPPLY CONTRACT ' INFORMAL BID 

FORMAL BID I SOLE SOURCE 

SINGLE SOURCE COMPETITIVE 

2633/ 8040  GB0113  5.000 702 

/-* 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG uts86 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

Charleston Heights Arts Cti 
Patricia Harris 
800 South Brush 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

ESTIMATES FROM 

0 FORMER P.O. No. 	  1 	 DATE 	  

• 0 PURZ.HASING Er CONTRACTS 
=COMER (SPECIFY) quote from vendor 	 

8040 
PAGE OBJECT CODE 

REQUESTING DEPT. EST  5,000 	NOT TO EXCEED  5,000  

FUNDING: 

0 UNBUOGETED sIBUDGETED 

..1111FICATION FOR PURCHASE 

	

vrojectors neeaea at tne Lila.'" _Le s GULL ne "Ku 6 	lia. 1.. 	l. CU 6 C J. •  

QUANTITY 	UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION 	 UNIT PRICE 	TOTAL  

IP ea 	Elmo CX-350 projectors 	 3,150 	6,300 

11 	I 	ea 	Change over 	 550  

6,850 

11 	Less trade in on Eiki projectors 	 . 	-1,850 

PC* 32.a n 1 	 - shu5A I I  

II 31f D,i6 —Sip swo 	 5,000 

11 

VENDOR: 	NEVADA AUDIO VISUAL 

mtdribiarsT166-67MattlibE , 

DORS CONTACTED 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW-
LEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
THE MIMS/SERVICES RIQUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE. 



00181 
JULY  24, 1986  Date: 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 
COUNCIL MINUTES 	I 	BE;a4i CITY MANAGER 

TO: 
The City Council 

t 

IJ 	 I. 	 WV RANDALL H. WALKER 

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

Agenda Item ctor 
Services 

e.,41444/44t 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES .  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*B. AWARD OF ANNUAL CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS  

1. BID TITLE: 	TWO-YEAR UNIFORM 
RENTAL CONTRACT 

BID NUMBER: 	87.NOV.4 

ITEM: 	SERVICE 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $187,000.00 

DEPARTMENT: 	GENERAL SERVICES 	 INVITATIONS MAILED: 	6 

FUNDING: 	GENERAL FUND 	 RESPONSES RECEIVED: 	4 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO PROVIDE. WORK CLOTHES IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 
CONTRACTUAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CIPi- OF,LAS VEGAS EMPLOYEES' ASSOCIATION 
AND THE'CITY,,WHEREBY CERTAIN CITY EMPLOYEES ARE FURNISHED UNIFORM CLOTHES 
ON A RENTAL BASIS. 

MISSION INDUSTRIES 
KIRK CLOTHES RENTAL 
WESTERN LINEN 
VALLEY UNIFORM 

BID ABSTRACT SUMMARY  

LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$111,488.00 
LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$121,940.00 
LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$200,330.00 
LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$207,298.00 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD  

THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:  

MISSION INDUSTRIES 	LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$111,488.00 

AUTHORIZE THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES TO REQUEST OF THE AWARDED BIDDER AN EXTENSION 
OF THE CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL TWELVE (12) MONTHS BEYOND THE ENO OF THE CONTRACT 
PERIOD, AT THE ORIGINAL CONTRACT PRICES. THE EXTENSION PROVISION WAS MADE A PART OF THE 
INVITATION FOR BID CONDITIONS TO WHICH ALL PROSPECTIVE BIDDERS AGREED. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86 -87. 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. 

SECTION 8 PAGE 1 
IV (f) 



00182 
LAS VEGAS CITY AUG„, 

COUNCIL MINUTES /W12 D WOO 

BID PRICE ANALYSIS 

'BID 	87.NOV.4 

BID TITLE: TWO-YEAR UNIFORM .  RENTAL CONTRACT 

UNIT PRICE 	UNIT PRICE 	$ 	 % 
ITEM 	 85/86 	 86/87 	 CHANGE 	CHANGE  
UNIFORM CHANGE 	.625 	 .64 	 +$.025 	+ 3% 



MD ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION PAGE #1 
BID TITLE: IWO-YEAR UNIFORM CONTRACT 	 MISSION INDUSTRIES 	WORK CLOTHES RENTAL 	WESTERN LINEN 

11 - 1 -86 through 10- 31 -88 	 1001 S. 1st Street 	P.O. Box 2008-11 	1205 Western St. 
BID# 	87.NOV.4 	 Las Vegas, NV 89101 	, 	Henderson, NV 89015 	Las Vegas, NV 89102  

ITEM 	QTY. 	 DESCRIPTION 	
. 	

U•P• 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	TOTAL 	U.P. 	TOTAL  

1. 	174,200 	UNIFORM CHANGE - 335 Persons 	 .64 	111,488.00 	.70 	121,940.00 	1.15 	200,330.00 
5 Changes Per Week - 104 Weeks 

T0TAL: 	 111,488.00 	 121,940.00 	 200,330.00 

UNIFORM MANUFACTURER: 	 Red Cap 	 Washington Mfg. & 	Setlo Wea-, Inc. 
Red Cap 

C) 
REPLACEMENT COSTS: 	

*or- 
c: 1> 
2!cl)  Pant: 	 12.10 	 12.50 	 13.90 	cD4c 
--rn 

Shirt, LS: 	 10.45 	 11.50 	 12.00 	r- m 
3:1> 

Shirt, 	SS: 	 9.15 	 11.50 	 11.25 	--ci)  
Smock: 	 10.45 	 14.00 	 13.30 	c:c, -4=-1 

m-< 
uo 

Uniforms will be ready for 	 Yes 	 Yes 	 Yes 
Start-UP Date of Nov. 	1, 1986: 	

c= 
Yes 	NO 	 cl 

If the answer is NO, Indicate 
Earliest Start-Up Date: 	 $E; 

co 
cn 

CITY BUSINESS LIC # 	 108 001 4 01903 	T10 554 6 11720 	108 000 15 4 001880 

ACKNOWLEDGE ADDENDUM #1 	 Yes 	 Yes 	 Yes 

CO 
ea 



BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION PAGE #2 

U.P. DESCRIPTION 

207,298,00 

207,298.00 

LIC#: 
U.P. U .P. TOTAX. 

Cintas 

12.00 
9.00 
9.00 
15.00 

Yes 

L0800007 

Yes 

NMI 111= 1•111 111111 1111111 1 81111 dill 111111 OM 111111 1111111,1/8/1 111111 61111 111111 SIB 

BID ITLE: TWO4EAR UNIFORM CONTRACT 

BID 
BID 
BID 0 
ITEM 

1. 174,200 

EST: $ 187,00.00 
INV. SENT: 6 
BUYER: PELLO  

UNIFORM CHANGE - 335 Persons 
5-Changes Per Week - 104 Weeks 

TOTAL:: 

CINTAS dba Valley 
108 M. Wyoming 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

1c/1:L0800007 4 006729 
TOTAL 

1.19 

.QTY 

ORD REQD:NO 
':87.NOV.4 
PENED: July 1, 1986  

TOTAL 

UNIFORM MANUFACTURER: 

REPLACEMENT COSTS: 
Pant: 
Shirt, LS: 
Shirt, SS: 
Smock: 

Uniforms will be ready for 
Start-Up Date of Nov. 1, 1986: 
Yes 	 No 

If the answer is NO, INdicate 
Earliest Possible Start-Up Date: 

CITY BUSINESS LICENSE # 

ACKNOWLEDGE ADDENDUM #1 

4 006729 

C) 

r- rn 
G) 

C/3 

C.) 

Pti 

3= 
- 

cr) 

co 
cn 

00 

Toe 	CRAIG -ROWLEY,  PURCHASINGlease  review and furnish recommendation 

War to __7 ■117.86 	• . 	for Tommission mmrd on 	_8-&86 	• 
•... 	PD in  

Po; Purchasing and Contracts. 

'Recommend Award_to Mtssion Industries for their low 
/lbtd in the amOtinVof($111,488-:00:- 



1 
(047184? 

CD 
EtO ;.'-3-3L/ P.O. NO. 

REQ. DATE 
6-6-86 

JUSTIFICATION FOR PURCHASE 

ESTABLISH ANNUAL CONTRACT FOR VARIOUS DIVISIONS  
QUANTITY 	UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION 	 UNIT PRICE  

FURNISH ALL LABOR, MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES NECESSARY 
FOR THE DELIVERY OF TWO-YEAR- UNIFORM RENTAL CONTRACT 
NOVEMBER 1, 1986 THROUGH OCTOBER 31, 1988 ALL IN 
STRICT ACCORDANCE WITH TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF 

E. ST' - 	FORMAL BID # 

7 ao 0 	EA. 	UNIFORM CHANGE, 3 L6  Persons - 5 changes per week 	. 

	

LFT, 	
IN 

(Using agencies: 	Animal Control 
Cemetery  
Electrical  
Facilities Support 
Vehicle Services  
Graphic Arts 	 -. 
Maintenance 	 a-- 
Parks 
Central Stores 	 A 

Quality Control 	 .1„. 

, 	Sanitation 	 , 	I 
Streets 	 Q.. 
Traffic Engineering) 	 , 	-- . 

- 

, 	
if 

 
A 	, 	Ii.' ) 	,=`"""  

11/44/ 

DEPARTMEISMI H 	D CERTIFIES-  THAT TO THE BEST ci 
, qGE FUNDS 	E 	METED AND AV 	. LE FOR THIS I 

	

--% 	 4,- 	E ITEMS/SE 	EQU Iv, . AiAiii,* 	PUBLIC USE. 
CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 	 VERBAL QUOTE 	 . 

SUPPLY CONTRACT 	 INFORMAL BID 	 AfAreAl,&." 

	

, 	 FORMAL BID 	 SOLE SOURCE 	 DEPT 	rYaliffir 

SINGLE  SOURCE 

	

-.4 	FUND/ORG ' ACCOUNT 	TASK 	

COPAPETMVE 
OPT 	ACT/WA 	TOTAL 	 - 	.A. 	

/ 

II
..1 VARIOJS - 	 Aar 

IAK 
■ - 1117/191: ellir''' IW:.".  :11 
	 i 	14/40 I r4i Mr. 1F/,  ' /1  

DE- 	CITY MANAGER 

mmcwismGE.commedmm 
aV 7019 

VENDORS CONTACTED 

1 

PURCHASE REQUEST 

ESTIMATES FROM: 

0 FORMER P.O. No. 	  
0 PURCHASING Et CONTRACTS 
0 OTHER (SPECIFY) 

REQUESTING DEPT/Dr'
Purchasing 

001 85  

LAS VEGAS CITY AuG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

DATE 	  

1 F.O.B. POINT 

SHIPTO: 	Craig Rowle 
Purchasing & Contral 
400 E. Stewart 

DEUVERY 

AS REQ1 
EUVERY 

AS REQ1 LV 

FUNDING: 

0 UNBUDGETED A BUDGETED 	  
PAGE 5 

REQUESTING  DEPT. EST.  1141f b° Li  NOT TO  EXCEED  

TERMS 

Net 30 	
BUYER rD 

cmp 
BUYER 

CMP 



00186 
Date: 	JULY 24, 1986 

• TO: 
The City Council 

FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

PiTkington, Dipettor 
Department of General Services 

ei 4  1ks,vt,LoAusAGAINcuu s  AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: 	- . 	AGENDA,-.. CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
' 	IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

AWARD OF ANNUALT CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS  

2. BID TITLE: 	POL4ROID FILM 	 BID NUMBER: 	87.NOV.5 

ITEM: 	EXPENDABLE 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $18,000.00 

DEPARTMENT: 	DETENTION AND CORRECTIONAL 	INVITATIONS MAILED: 	3 
SERVICES 

FUNDING: 	GENERAL FUND 	 RESPONSES RECEIVED: 	1 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO PROVIDE THE DEPARTMENT OF DETENTION AND CORRECTIONAL 
SERVICES WITH POLAROID FILM TO BE USED FOR INMATE IDENTIFICATION PHOTOGRAPHS. 

BID.ABSTRACT SUMMARY  

*B. 

PROFESSIONAL PHOTO LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$16,988.40 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD  

THAT THE LOW BID BE AWARDED TO:  

PROFESSIONAL PHOTO 	 LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$16,988.40 

AUTHORIZE THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES TO REQUEST OF THE AWARDED BIDDER AN EXTENSION 
OF THE CONTRACT FOR AN ADDITIONAL TWELVE (12) MONTHS BEYOND THE END OF THE CONTRACT 
PERIOD. IF PRICES CAN BE NEGOTIATED THAT ARE NOT MORE THAN FIVE PERCENT (5%) OF THE 
CONTRACT PRICES AT THE TIME OF NEGOTIATION, THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES SHALL 
PRESENT TO THE CITY COUNCIL A RECOMMENDATION FOR COUNCIL APPROVAL PRIOR TO THE EXTENSION 
BECOMING EFFECTIVE. IF PRICES CANNOT BE NEGOTIATED THAT ARE FIVE PERCENT (5%) OR LESS OF 
THE CONTRACT PRICES IN EFFECT AT THE TIME OF NEGOTIATION, THEN THE DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL 
SERVICES SHALL CAUSE THE CONTRACT TO BE PUBLICLY RE-BID. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86-87, FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

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

Agenda Item 

SECTION B PAGE 2 
IV (f) 



BID #: 87,NOV.5 -,NEW CONTRACT 

00187 6  LAS VEGAS CITY 	1986 COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 

BID PRICE ANALYSIS 

11 	BID TITLE:. POLAROID FILM 	. 

UNIT PRICE 	UNIT PRICE 	$ 	% 

11 	ITEM 	 85/86 	 86/87 	 CHANGE 	CHANGE 
CS. 	 $245.50 	$235.95 	- 9.55 	- 4% 

II BLACK & PREVIOUS 
WHITE CASE PRICE 

I. 

1 



PAGE /I 1 BID ABSTRACT & AWARD RECOMMENDATION 

U .P. DESCRIPTION QTY  U.P. TOTAL TOTAL U.P. 

FILM, Polaroid, TWIN-PAK, 25 Pack/ r35.95 
Case Polaroid Type 667. 

16,988.40 1 L 72 Case 

NO SUBSTITUTES  

TOTAL: 16,988.40 

Film can be delivered within 
calendar days after the order is 
placed. 

C-) 
CD I-
= 

F 2 
Cl) 

CC-)  

"3 *  
' Cr) 

Cn 
CiD 
CX) 
cn 

1 Day 

furnIlds recommendation 

8-6-86 
Tot 	 . Please review and 

prior to 	7-23-86   for commission award on 

Imr-snrutniTlyucs 

Charlene M. Nilo 	7-14-86 
OLAL.4, 16.‘. Not, 

To: Purchasing and Contracts. 

rurcIactqg ani Contrata Data! -1141141 II,5/y  

Departmeniffilvtaion Sigualu m 	 mate 

00 
00 

,!IL MI _MI OM MB MEI 4111 EMI 11111 NM 1111.11111 I= MI MI1 	IM1 • _ 

BID TITLE: ANNUAL CONTRACT FOR FURNISHING POLAROID 
FILM, FROM DATE OF NOTICE TO PROCEED, THRU 10/31/ 

BID BOND REQD: 	 EST: $18,000.00 
BID #: 87.1101.5 	 INV. SENT: 3 
BID OPENED: July 8, 1986 	BUYER: PELLO 
ITEM 

• 

: 

' PROFESSIONAL PHOTO 
.4550 W. °dicey #10411 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

IchP20 00037 5.0291425 
TOTAL 



Ih7LINE 

p-4 

L_ 

THE penqrmENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR .KNOW 
LEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
THE ITEMS/SERVICES REQUESTED ARE RDA PuBuG USE 

,PURCHASING & CONTRACTS 

VERBAL QUOTE 

INFORMAL BID 

SOLE SOURCE 

COMPETITIVE 

OPT ACT/WA TOTAL TASK 

25,740  

CONSTRUCTION coNT.Rw• 
SUPPLY CONTRACT 

FORMAL BID 

SINGLE SOURCE 

FUND/OFIG 

2413 

. ACCOUNT 

• 5150 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

/ 7 
S79/ 11_ 

DATE 

I  - DATE -  

E 

5-A-FE 

DATE 

DELIVERY REQUIRED 

7/1/86 
BUYER TERMS 

CLV/DDCS 
3100 E. Stewart 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

00189 

P.O. NO. 

FUNDING: 

UNBUDGETED 

REQUESTING DEPT. EST. 

sumErEo(FY  86-87 funds)  
PAGE 	OBJECT CODE 

28.000 
fi] 

25,740  NOT TO EXCEED 

PURCHASE REQUEST 
LAS VEGAS CITY 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

ESTIMATES FROM: 

O FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 	  
O PURCHASING & CONTRACTS 
O OTHER (SPECIFY) 

1EQUESTING OEPT/DIV 

e t  ent  on 
STIFICATION FOR PURCHASE 

Inmate I.D. photos 
UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION 	 UNIT PRICE 	TOTAL QUANTITY 

 CS 	POLAROID TYPE ..,669 - FILM 	 357.50 

	

r. 	 g• r 	 S'w1--" 
/ 	ir: 	_ 	,,k.ri_  

., 
.ANNUALRQUtREPENTFILM TO BE 	 , 

	

.,..i:::DELIVERED A 	NEEDED. APPROX. 6 CS 
PER MONTH. 

CONTACT STEVE JOHNSON FOR 
DETAILS OR CLARIFICATION. 

	

..„ r, 	 n  ! 
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.:VENDORS CONTACTED 
• 

F.O.B. POINT 



00 .190 

6 1986 

There are 
Las Vegas 
1986 with 

(1) 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

BID #87.NOV.5 
Annual Contract For 
Furnishing Polaroid Film 

only three (3) known wholesale distributors of polaroid film in the 
area Bid Invitations were mailed to those distributors on June 18, 

• the following results. 

FRONTIER DISTRIBUTORS  

The bid package was mailed to this prospective bidder on June 18, 
1986. It was returned to Purchasing on June 23, 1986 with no 
forwarding address. 

NEVADA PHOTO MERCHANDISING  

The bid package was mailed to this prospective bidder on June 18, 
1986. Bids were opened on July 8, 1986 with no response received 
from this bidder. Staff contacted' the bidder and was informed 
that although the Bid Invitation had been received at the bidder's 
place of business, the Invitation was not given to the individual 
responsible for bids. 



, 00191 
Date:  JULY 24.1986 

- 
400r% 

'an •: Pi ington, ! 'ector 
Department of Gen - ral Services 

Agenda Item 

SECTION C.PAGE I 
IV (f) 

e;i etii„,,Vw4.2, LAS VEGAS CITY 
AUG 6 1986 0 -COUNCIL MINUTES 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
FROM: 

RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

SUBJECT 	 AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING -AUGUST 6; 1986 
• 	IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF 'GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

1. ITEM: 	 SERVICE 	 PURCHASE REQUEST: 	1223-0132 

DESCRIPTION: 	TELEPHONE-SERVICE 	 FUNDING: 	 GENERAL FUND 
AND USAGE TIME 

DEPARTMENT: 	GENERAL SERVICES 	 ESTIMATE: 	$7,075.00 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY ID PROVIDE CELLULAR. TELEPHONE SERVICE, AND USAGE 
TIME FOR CITY OWNED CELLULAR TELEPHONE EQUIPMENT. CENTEL IS THE SOLE PROVIDER 
OF THIS SERVICE. 

TO: 
The city Council 

CENTEL CELLULAR 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  

FOR PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

LAS VEGAS 	NV 	$7,075.00 (ESTIMATED USAGE) 

• 

FISCAL IMPACT  

'FONDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86-87. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND.. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

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



QUESTING DEPT/DIV BUYER 

N. svcsincti ITTFS SUPPTI 
illON FOR PURCHASE 

F.O.B. POINT 

LAS VEGAS 

TERMS 

NET 30 eVAYi
..,  0 	REQUIRED 

7 -/ -et 

xreriej=6:41_78Er  ick)  V L.I.1  ' • 
L. 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTi 
LEDGE FUNDS ...,,,,-, BUDGETED 
THE iniff„.."--v- ES REG 
/ . , I ,..., -‘, 

,_-'7.--_■‘..C'' 
,-- 

	

. D - 	• 

r 
• 

FIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW-
AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
DARE FOR PUBUC USE 

3,538 

6.4/Z  
DATE 

2,653 

884 

PURCHASING & CONTRACTS 

ATE 

7.1a el( 
DATE 

DATE 

VERBAL QUOTE 
INFORMAL BID - 

• SOLE SOURCE 
COMPETITIVE 

TOTAL ACT/WA 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 
_ _SUPPLY CONTRACT 

FORMAL BID 
SINGLE SOURCE 

UNE 

ii 
FUND/ORG 

0120 

ACCOUNT TASK OPT 

0410 6224 

1710 6224 

• 

PURCHASE REQUEST 
- iNTEL CELLULAR 

330 S. VALLEY VIEW BLVD. 

IAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89107 

ESTIMATES FROM: 

I . FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 	  
0 PURCHASING & CONTRACTS 
0 OTHER (SPECIFY)  

00192 
BILL BRADLEY 
%CENTRAL STORES 
400 L. V. BLVD. NO. 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 

'MVO  
REQ. NO. 	 P.O. NO. 

1223-0132 
REQ. DATE 

6-30-86  

PAGE OBJECT CODE 
REQUESTING DEPT. EST. 	 NOT TO EXCEED 	  

SHIP TO: 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
LASVEGASCITY AUG 6 198! 

FUNDING: 
0 UNBUDGETED )( BUDGETED 

TO SUPPORT CELLULAR TELEPHONES  

CELLULAR TELEPHONE SERVICE 	

UNIT PRICE 	TOTAL 

t 	

UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION 	  

$7,075 

i 1) 	Monthly Service $29,95 per month 

2) 	24.7 cents per minute usage 	1 .--- . 

•

1 
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TO: 
The City Council 

MOTOROLA LAS VEGAS NV 	 $18,984.00 

a,14t..44ticsAi cLoAusNyciELGAlcurgs AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION Date:  J 	

Q

9P21, If9Y6  

FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

SUBJECT 	 AGENDA - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST ,6, 1986 
IV .(f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

2. ITEM: 	 SERVICE 	 PURCHASE REQUEST: 	3010-5712 

DESCRIPTION: 	COMMUNICATION CENTER 	 FUNDING: 	 INTERNAL SERVICE 
EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE 	 FUND 

DEPARTMENT: 	FIRE SERVICES 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $18,984.00 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE MAINTENANCE FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF 
FIRE SERVICES COMBAT SUPPRESSION RADIO COMMUNICATION EQUIPMENT LOCATED AT THE CENTRALIZED 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMAND CENTER WHICH SERVICES THE ENTIRE LAS VEGAS VALLEY. THIS COMPLETE 
COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT CONFIGURATION WAS ENGINEERED, DESIGNED AND INSTALLED UNDER 
COMPETITIVE BIDDING PROCEDURES AND IS A UNIQUE ONE OF A KIND INSTALLATION. AS MOTOROLA WAS 
THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER, THEY POSSESS THE ENGINEERING AND MAINTENANCE SUPPORT EXPERTISE 
NECESSARY TO SUCCESSFULLY MAINTAIN THIS EQUIPMENT. IN ADDITION, THE SYSTEM CONTAINS 
PROPRIETARY DESIGN FEATURES WHICH CAN BE SERVICED ONLY BY MOTOROLA. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  

FOR PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  • 

FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86-87. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE INTERNAL 
SERVICE FUND. 

REC MMENDATIONS  

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

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

LOwizo 
an C—PilkingtoniAirector 

Department of General Services 
SECTION C PAGE 2 
IV (f) 

Agenda Item 



B ,  • 0. 
3 0 _1- 7__ 

REQ. DATE 
6/27/86 

P.O. NO. 

	 DATE 	  

BUYER F.O.B. POINT TERMS 

TION FOR PURCHASE moN FOR PURCHASE 

suppression communications & fire dept. Olienance of fin lailltenance of fire deot. 

FUNDING: 

0 UNBUDGETED lb BUDGETED 	 6120  

REQUESTING °Err EST. $18,984.00  NOT TO PEXAGCEEED  tfirgr 

 CODE 

DEU VERY REQUIRED 

PER AGREEMENT 

radio communication equipment.  

ESTIW■TEEI FROM: 
/ 0 FORMER P.O.: No. 	  

. 	0 PURCHASING Et CONTRACTS 
' 	ck OTHER (SPECIFY)  

EQUESTING DEPT/DIV 

AC RE SERVICES  

DATE 

:44.48.1a 
ATE 

71.4Y-J214 

PURCHASE REQUEST C LOAN VEG
AS 

 MINUTES 
AUG 6986 

011.941 
Clell West, Fire Chief 
500 North Casino Center Blvd. 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

SHIP TO: 

QLI 	 UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION 	UNIT PRICE 	 TOTAL  

	

MO. 	SERVICE AGREEMENT TO COVER THE FOLLOWING: 
FROM JULY 1, 1986 THROUGH JUNE 30. 	1987. 	 450.00 	5,400.00 

	

ea 	FDP- 100 System consisting of VL30104A - S/N 909261026 CPV 

	

ea 	Basic logic units 

	

ea 	QLN-9494A 	R5232 Interface 

	

ea 	VL60009A 	Keyboard - S/N 	9045736, 904057857, 904856907 
3. 	ea 	Video Display Terminals - S/N 906460711, 906460712, 

904057839 

	

ea 	Dual Disk Drive 

	

ea 	Centronics Printer 

	

ea 	T1603 Tone Remote 

	

ea 	C73RTB3106E 	 @40.00 ea = 	80.00 	 960.00 

	

ea 	C73MHD1100 	 @30.00 ea = 	30.00 	 360.00 
(-3 	ea 	C74MSY3101 	 • 	@40.00 ea = 	120.00 	 1,440.00 
14, 	ea 	11600 	 @ 6.00 ea = 	18.00 	 216.00 

	

ea 	11600M 	 @ 6.00 ea = 	6.00 	 72.00 
,- 	ea 	CENTRA COM 	 @80.00 ea = 	400.00 	 4,800.00 

	

ea 	VOCAL EQUILIZER 	 @80.00 ea = 	80.00 	 960.00 
119 	ea 	L43JJ83100 	 @22.00 ea = 	198.00 	 2,376.00 

1 	ea 	E08#NC0900RL 	 @15.00 ea = 	15.00 	 180.00 
1 	ea 	C64RCB3105 	 @40.00 ea = 	40.00 	 480.00 

r(474PSY31 	
@40.00 ea = 	40.00 	 480.00 
@35.00 ea = 	105.00 	 1,260.00 

. 	 • 	- 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW-
1'tEDUrn714117SMIRE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 

1:/rNviE avoisEFivicEs REQUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE. 

LINE FUNO/ORG 

3011 6120 

DATE PURCHASING @ CONTRACTS 



ei 1164 titS144  COUNCILL V EG  ?NCR'S A G 64986 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

00195 
Date: JULY 24, 1986 

rio  
NEED FOR PURCHASE  

A. B. DICK PRODUCTS 

• STAFF RECOMMENDATION  

FOR PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

LAS VEGAS 	NV 	 $7,542.00 

FISCAL IMPACT  

an R. 
Department of of General Services 

TO: 	• 
The City Council 

FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

SUBJECT: 	 AGENDA , CITY COUNCIL MEETING = AUGUST 6,1.986 
• IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

3. ITEM: 	 SERVICE 	 PURCHASE REQUEST: 	2310-245 

DESCRIPTION: 	RECORDER PROCESSOR 	 FUNDING: 	 GENERAL FUND 
MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT 

DEPARTMENT: 	BUILDING AND SAFETY; 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $7,542.00 
MUNICIPAL COURT 

THE NEED FOR THIS PURCHASE STEMS FROM THE REQUIREMENT TO MAINTAIN TWO (2) 
RECORDER PROCESSORS USED TO MICROFILM DOCUMENTS IN BUILDING AND SAFETY, AND 
MUNICIPAL COURT. 

• 

THE CITY DOES NOT HAVE PERSONNEL TRAINED TO PROVIDE THE LEVEL OF SERVICE 
NECESSARY AND THE COST BENEFIT RATIO TO TRAIN. CITY PERSONNEL IS BEYOND 
REASONABLE CONSIDERATION. 

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86-87. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

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

Agenda Item 

SECTION C PAGE 3 
IV (f) 



RE1Na 

21n -24  
REQ. 
06/23 /86  

P.O. NO. 

FUNDING: 
0 UNBUDGETED n BUDGETED 	 6120 

REQUESTING DEPT. EST. $3 ,771  NOTTO EXCPEEAGCE3 

a r Vey.i ,  Al V ewoa 

- FoRNIERP4iNz .  49321 	DATE 5/23/85 
ii, , PURCHASING Er CONTRACTS . 

• tg 	OTHER (SPECIFY) '  

• L-----NtATEs FROM: 

!!,( ,//'_ 	06/23/86 
'IOEPTV. MEAD 	 DATE 

a i.e._411. 	7/Ake,..  
DATE 

DATE 

DATE - 

PURCHASING Er CONTRACTS 	 DATE 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 
- SUPPLY CONTRACT 

FORMAL BID 
SINGLE SOURCE 

VERBAL QUOTE 
INFORMAL BID 
SOLE SOURCE  
COMPETITIVE 

. 
PURCHASE REQUEST CLOAUSNVCIELGUNCRS AU 

P2 	 rodu 

c2 7 Meaoie Ave ,  

G 6 1986 
SHIP TO: 

Clay Hymer, Director 
Department of Building & Safety 
City Hall 
400 E. Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

r5W 7/i,PK.  

0 0 1 9 8 	, 

4ECIIISTING DEPT/DIV 	 F.O.B. POINT 	, 

I res-—PYER  1dYng & Safety/Administration 	4 ‘  1,/ 	 30 c'ef94 /  
REQUIRE 

ILIWICATIONFORPURCHASE 	 U 
hal full maintenance coverage on Microfilm Processor for period 07/01/86 through 06/30/87 
QWENTITY 	UNIT 	 ' 	• DESCRIPTION 	 UNIT PRICE - 	TOTAL  

" 	 pa l_tobs*:41- go  

i,-...-thiciugh -e4tine30198n;ltfor Recorder ProceSser - 
1111 	

Ea 	.,;.4444.ptgRapce*4gregmen74for the perio040TAMMOVil 

.. 	Model 820, System 200 s/n 347 - full coverage. 	• 	$3,771.00 	$3,771.00 
ii 
II 	figi-,;clect I :.eocir 4  

. '. 	/ 
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1 	, 	 1 

• I 	. D ATE  7 i r . c ) qL 	APPROVED BY: 	. . • .. ,  

vErieoRs CONTACTED 

=HO 

UNE 1 FUND/ORG ACCOUNT TASK OPT ACT/WA 	TOTAL  

r 2110 	4 	si 2n 	 $1 . 771 	ilic 

o. osia  

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR 
KNOWLEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE 
AND THE ITSVIS/SERVICESAEOUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE. 



. DUPLICATING /COP+ PRODUCT 'S • 

.•1„, PLEASE USE THis'INvOICE FOR PANIAAENt 
"al.; 	• 

TERMS. NET  CASH 

t 	..! 	. 
• . 

*0 1C *0 VAR COO( •OU• 0A0f TRIIIIVT01111 

tseto To 
I 	• 

000913 
DESCRIPTION II NIT AMOUNt 1.0111 

REnewal of Maintenance Agreement .  

Arik-5175‘519. .e.F.  
System .200 s/n 348 .  Full CoverSge 

• • 	T 

Effective Dates: 7/1/86 to 6/30/87 
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City of Las Vegas 
Building & Safety Dept

•  400 East Stewart 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

, 

,771.00 

,542.00 

r  

• • 	 ...I. 	 • 

, 

IP TO2  

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

00197 
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Date: 	JULY 24. 1986 

FROM: TO: 
The City Council RANDALL H. WALKER 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

ran R P-1114hgtoDeDiTettor., 
Department of Gdheral Services 

cos4ticy.,.cLoAusNaGUNCA PIUS 6 18'36 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: 	 . AGENDA - CITY. COUNCIL , MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

4. ITEM: 	 SERVICE 	 PURCHASE REQUEST: 	1040-814 
1040-815 
1040-816 
1040-817 

DESCRIPTION: 	MAINTENANCE FOR BURROUGHS 	FUNDING: 	 GENERAL 
COMPUTER SYSTEMS 

DEPARTMENT: 	FINANCE AND COMPUTER 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $214,751.64 
SERVICES 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  
• 

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO PROVIDE THE NECESSARY TECHNICAL SERVICES AND 
MANUFACTURER PARTS SUPPORT' FOR THE CITY'S BURROUGHS COMPUTER SYSTEMS. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  

FOR PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

BURROUGHS CORPORATION 	LAS VEGAS 	NV 	 $214,751.64 

JUSTIFICATION  

IN ORDER TO INSURE PROPER OPERATION OF THE CITY'S COMPUTER SYSTEMS, MAINTENANCE 
AGREEMENTS WITH THE MANUFACTURER ARE ENTERED INTO EACH YEAR. 

BECAUSE OF THE COMPLEXITY•AND TECHNICAL. SOPHISTICATION OF THE EQUIPMENT, . 
MAINTENANCE PERFORMED BY THE EQUIPMENT VENDOR IS THE ONLY VIABLE SOURCE. 
ATTEMPTING TO PERFORM ON-GOING -  MAINTENANCE SERVICE BY EITHER IN-HOUSE STAFF 
OR BY ANOTHER SOURCE.IS'VIRTUALLY IMPOSSIBLE, BEING'BOTH TOO EXPENSIVE AND 
LACKING IN. QUALITY. 

THIS PURCHASE. REFLECTS AN INCREASE OF 3.5% FROM LAST YEAR'S. CONTRACT. 

• FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86 - 87. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE. GENERAL FUND. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

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

Agenda Item 

SECTION C PAGE 4 
IV (f) 
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' FILE 

111F LAS VEGAS 	 LAS VEGAS CITY 

• INTER-OFFICE MEMORAN &NV'', MINUTES  

00200 Dale 

-.5ifly 1, 1986  
•F95:126 

PURCHASING DIVISION 

FROM: 

STEPHErb. GILL, CPA 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
FINANCE & COMPUTER SERVICES 

BJECT: 

I JUSTIFICATION FOR MAINTENANCE 

In order to insure proper operation 0 the City's computer equipment, 
maintenance agreements with the manufacturer are made each fiscal year. 

Because of the complexity of the equipment and the fact that spare parts 
are not stock items available from sources other than the manufacturer, 
maintenance by the vendor has been our only available option. 

The accompanying purchase requests reflect an overall increase of 2.5% 
from last year's contracts. 

110 SDG:TT/lin 

/ 7007 



VERBAL QUOTE 

INFORMAL BID 

SOLE SOURCE 

COMPETMVE 

ACT/WA 

$85,155.12 
TOTAL 

,r1 F11 ., 

r 

OU'c 
I 	• 

• ORS CONY •7'n: 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

SUPPLY CONTRACT 

FORMAL BID 

SINGLE SOURCE 

LINE FUND/ORG ACCOUNT TASK OPT 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW-
LEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
THE ITEMS/SERVICES REQUESTED ARE FOR PUBLIC USE. 

A  DEPT./01V. HEAR.  

PURCHASING Et CONTRACTS 

6125 1042 

DATE 

DATE 

AUG 
I 	PURCHASE REQUEST 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

BURROUGHS CORPORATION 
304 S. VALLEY VIEW BLVD. 
LAS VEGAS, NV. 89102 

1 

00201 
STEPHEN C. GILL, CPA 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
FINANCE & COMPUTER SERVICES 
400 E. STEWART AVENUE 
LAS VEGg( 

 
AS, NI/. 89101 
9/Ar c  

1.043-8144 	
P.O. 

 NO.  
REQ. 	86  

ESTIMATES FROM: 

0 FORMER P.O. No.  - 	DATE 	  
0 PURCHASING Et CONTRACTS 
W OTHER(sPECIFY) Burroughs Invoice  

FUNDING: 

o UNBUDGETED I BUDGETED 	  
PAGE OBJECT CODE 

REQUESTING DEPT. EST. 	 NOT TO EXCEED 	  

REQUESTING DEPT/DN IF.O.B. POINT 

iiNANCE  &  COMPUTER SERVICES  

linteTrATIPMITER EQUIPMENT IN PROPER 

TERMS 

WORKING CONDITION: TO 

E 	REQUIRED 
- 

REPLACE P.O. #49531 

BUYER 

QUANTITY 

I. 

UNIT 

MOS 

UNIT PRICE TOTAL DESCRIPTION 

MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR SYSTEM B1955 FOR THE 
PERIOD OF JULY  -1, 1986:..THROUGW,JUNE:30;;; , 1 987 	f 7,096.26 85,155.12 



PURCHASE REQUEST 00202  

LASVEGASCITYAuG 6 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

SHIP TO: 

PHEN D. GILL, CPA 
UTY DIRECTOR 

FINANCE & COMPUTER SERVICES 
400 E. STEWART AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS NV. 89101 

RE-Q. NO.t 	 .„17  P.O. NO. 
•  1040-815 ,- -)  
REEL DATE 
06-16-86  

BURROUGHS CORPORATION 

I 304 S. VALLEY VIEW BLVD. 
is LAS VEGAS, NV. 89102 

REQUESTING DEPT/ON 

INNANCE & COMPUTER SERVICES 
MITIFICATION FOR PURCHASE 

F.O.B. POINT TERMS BUYER 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW-
LEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
THE ITEMS/SERVICES REQUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE. . 

:AN 0 ■04211/1 	

, 

OPT ACT/WA TOTAL 

55149.12 '  

PURCHASING EP CONTRACTS DATE 

DEPTJDN. 

VERBAL QUOTE 
INFORMAL BID 
SOLE SOURCE 
COMPETITIVE 

ESTIMATES FROM: 
0 FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 	  
0 PURCHASING & CONTRACTS 
la  OTHER  (SPECIFY) Burroughs Invoice  

FUNDING: 
0 UNBUDGETED 	BUDGETED 

PAGE OBJECT CODE 
NOT TO EXCEED 	  REQUESTING DEPT: EST. 

lu VIIIINIAIN cowl' I tit EQUIPMENT IN PROPER WORKING CONDITION; TO REPLACE P.0.#49530  
QUANTIFY 	UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION 	 UNIT PRICE 	TOTAL 	 

I 

	

_ 	.12 	MOS . 	MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR SYSTEM B1985, FOR 	 4,595.76 	55,149.12 

	

111 	THE •PERIOD JULY -  1, 1986 ' THROUGH JUNE 30, 1987 

i 
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_ ■ 	APPROVLD BY 1 i ., 	immir- jam\ 	4' 	• 

	

I 	DATE: 	
... 

VENDORS CONTACTED  

!  

 i-- 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 
SUPPLY CONTRACT  

:

FORMAL BID  
SINGLE SOURCE 

UNE 1 FUND/ORG 1 ACCOUNT  

1 	1042 	6125 -1 

 FUNDIORG ACCOUNT 

1042 6125— 

TASK 



- PURCHASE REQUEST 00203 

::BURROUGH$ CORPORATION 
304 S. VALLEY VIEW BLVD. 

- LAS VEGAS, NV. ,89102 

LAS VEGAS CITY 	Jj b lt3 
COUNCIL MINUTES STEPHEN D. GILL, CPA 

DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
FINANCE & COMPUTER SERVICES 
400 E. STEWART AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, AV. 89101 

P.O. NO. 

REQ. DATE 
06-16-86 

BUYER 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR • KNOW 
LEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
THE ITEMS/SEETVICES, REQUESTED ARE FOR PUBUC USE. 

TOTAL 

$26,772.00 

FUNDICIRD ACCOUNT 

6125 

TASK ACT/WA OPT LINE 

PURCHASING & CONTRACTS DATE 

SUPPLY CONTRACT INFORMAL BID 
FORMAL BID SOLE SOURCE . 

SINGLE SOURCE COMPETITIVE 

CONSTRUCTION, CONTRACT VERBAL QUOTE. • 

SHIP TO: 

ESTIMATES FROM: 

II 0 FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 	 
0 PURCHASING E. CONTRACTS 

411. Qxamitkiskidtml 3urroughs . Invoice 
- REQUESTING oprow 	 - I F.O.B. POINT 	. 

1111 Fj ;Nan ON  COMpt'UTEL SFR VI (-ES . 	I, 
TO AINTAIN COMPUTER EQUIPMENT IN PROPER WORKING 

FUNDING: 

0 UNBUDGETED 
PAGE OBJECT coca 

REQUESTING DEPT. EST. 	 NOT TO EXCEED 	  

TERMS 

CONDITION; TO REPLACE P.O. #49532 

ER BUDGETED 

Amin' 	UNIT 	 UNIT PRICE 	 TOTAL DESCRIPTIONRIPDESCRIPTION

PERIOD 	
• 

	

MOS 	 MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR SYSTEM B 1885, FOR THE 	2,231.00 	26,772.00 
OF JULY 1, 1986 THROUGH' JUNE 30; 1987 '.: 

•
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VENDORS CONTACTED cJ 



FUNDING: 

0 UNBUDGETED 	BUDGETED 	  
PAGE OBJECT CODE 

REQUESTING DEPT. EST. 	 NOT TO EXCEED 	  

TERMS BUYER 

,.*,,,f; 

‘.....1 
,....:. ...„.., 	_,, 

-,, 	..7„,._ . •.-.• EQuE 

■021, /  
- . coNsrmvartoN CONTRACT 

I --suivvroxn.Rmm. . 

FORMAL BID • 

' 	 SINGLE SOURCE 

NE FUND/ORG ACCOUNT 7 TASK OPT ACT/WA 

SOLE SOURCE 

COMPETITIVE 

TOTAL 

oh 

CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW. 
AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 

EQUESTF-D ARE FOR PUBUC USE. 

DATE 

NDORS CONTACTED 

PURCHASING Et CONTRACTS DATE .  

-11 PURCHASE REQUEST 
-  

SHIP TO: 	 0 02 0 4  

II BURROUGHS CORPORATION 
II -304 S. VALLEY VIEW BLVD. 

' 	LAS VEGAS, NV. 89102' 

EGASCIV AUG 
D IRIEIgU, CPA  LASV 	 TDRET  

FINANCE & COMPUTER SERVICE S 
400 E. STEWART AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NV. 89101 

Ef.a6-  8.19  
REQ. DATE 

1  06-16-86 

(r. 

ESTIMATES FROM: 

I0 FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 	  
0 PURCHASING EP CONTRACTS 

a OTHER (SPECIFY/ Burroughs Invoice 
WESTING oEprow 	 IF.O.EL POINT 

lA 	& COMPUTER SERVICES 	I  
TION FOR PURCHASE 	• 

TAIN COMPUTER EQUIPMENT IN PROPER WORKING, CONDITION; TO REPLACE P'.0.#49533 S 49522 
3UANTITY 	UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION 	 UNIT PRICE 	 TOTAL  

1 	 MOS 	MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT FOR THE FOLLOWING COMPUTER .. 

	

PERIOD OF 	ULL1 	 3,972 95 	47,675 40 

11 	
EQUIPMENT FOR 11,E11,E J 	,1986 THROUGH 	1.  
4111K-34,1987. 

II 	
39 TD831 DISPLAY TERMINALS 
37 MT983 DISPLAY TERMINALS 
34 ET 1210 DISPLAY TERMINALS 

il 	
27 ET1100 DISPLAY TERMINALS 
22 AP 310 REMOTE PRINTERS 
10 AP 320 VALIDATING REMOTE PRINTERS 
11 AP 1312 REMOTE PRINTERS 

II
2 AP 1340 AUXILARY PRINTERS 
32 TA 1330 REMOTE MODEMS 	 4 4 

3 ET 2120 MONOCHROME MICROCOMPUTERS 	' 	\) 	t, 

111110

1 ET-2230 COLOR GRAPHICS MICROCUMPUTER 
2 AP 1351 MICROCOMPUTER PRINTERS •  
1 AP 1302 MICROCOMPUTER PRINTER 	 / 1 

	

y 

	

#'*h 	XMI44  
2 TP 429 HARD DISK DRIVES 	k1.

, w. 	y 	-,--- II 	 2 TP 424 FLOPPY DISK DRIVES 	 r -I, 

II 	
. 	r 

. 	. 	
,r 

.P 

I 	 • 



00205 
Date:  JULY 24; 1986 

TO: FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

The City Council 

'iTkingpn, Dipettor 
Department of - GenerAl Service 

el, 4  1.441kfticieust■ICIFLGATE's AUG 5 1986 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: 	 AGENDA CITY COUNCIL MEETING- AUGUST 6, 1986 
IV (f) .DEPARTMENT OF GENERALSERVICES 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

B. ITEM: 	CAPITAL 	 PURCHASE REQUEST: 	1715-3518 

DESCRIPTION: 	ENGINEERING SOFTWARE 	 FUNDING: 	 SANITATION 
AND COMPUTER 

DEPARTMENT: 	PUBLIC WORKS 	 ESTIMATE: 	 $13,200.00 

NEED FOR PURCHASE  

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO PROVIDE THE RIGHT-OF-WAY SECTION AND THE ENGINEERING 
DESIGN SECTION OF PUBLIC WORKS WITH A COMPUTER CAPABLE OF HIGHLY SPECIALIZED' 
ENGINEERING AND SURVEYING APPLICATIONS. THE HEWLETT PACKARD HP 310 TECHNICAL 
PERSONAL COMPUTER IS THE ONLY SYSTEM FOUND TO MEET ALL OF THE CRITERIA REQUIRED AND 
IS. CONSIDERED TO BE SOLE sung.. PLEASE SEE mEmp- BATED JULY 18, 1986 AND RELATED 
FEASIBILITY:  STUDY ATTACHED. . 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  

FOR PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

HOLMAN'S OF NEVADA LAS .  VEGAS NV 	 $13,267.25 

FISCAL IMPACT  

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAV8687. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE SANITATION 
FUND.. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

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

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

Agenda Item 

SECTION C. PAGE 5 .  
IV (f) 
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July 18. 1986  

te 

Charlene Pello 
Purchasing and Contracts 

FROM: 

Char es Kajicowski, P.E. 
A ing CitY Engeer 

par, en r offivolic/W9 

IkET=T: COPIES TO: 

I Engineering Computer 

LAS VEGAS CITY  711Y OF LAS VEGAS 	 COUNCIL MINUTES 
AUG 

 
IN 	MEMORANDUM 

10 
 The final selection of the Hewlett-Packard Computer System and Packsoft program 
was made after evaluating several manufacturer's software with special emphasis 
on engineering and surveying applications. Since the Packsoft software is optimized • 
to run exclusively on the Hewlett-Packard Technical Computer Systems, this should 

I be a sole source purchase. 

Please consult the Computer Feasibility Study and Cost Estimate dated June 10, 

1 1986 for additional details. 

CK:1414B:vjm 



• 	LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986  

RIGHT-OF-WAY DESIGN COMPUTER SYSTEM FEASIBILITY STUDY  00207 

II During the ten years prior to 1980, the Right-of-Way Design Section and the 
Engineering Design Division in general utilized the IBM 1130 mainframe computer 
for engineering calculations. Because of the exacting precision and voluminous 

II data storage required by a typical project, Right-of-Way Design became the most 
intensive user of the IBM 1130 with the Coordinate Geometry-Plotting program package 
(MIT COGO-COGOP). Since 1980, after the IBM 1130 system was dismantled, 

II Right-of-Way Design has acquired, programmed and used handheld calculators as 
a temporary replacement with the understanding that, at such time as the new 
Burroughs computer system acquired by Management Information Services was 
operational, the Coordinate Geometry-Plotting package would again be available II for use by this section. When it became apparent that the time-share demands 
of this engineering software package and the difficulty of adapting it to run 
on the current Burroughs computer made such engineering applications impractical, 

111, 
any further attempts were abandoned. 

he gradual attrition in the number of Right-of-Way Design staff members and other 
11 related sections' personnel has increased the demand for Right-of-Way Design's 
II unique services. Under such conditions, the existing programmable calculators 
- are inadequate to meet present or future needs. Although they are capable of 

II performing calculations to the necessary precision, data entry into these 
calculators is slow and calculations are stored on paper tapes that are cumbersome 
and vulnerable to damage. Additionally, the limited memory capacity of these 

II
machines results in a patchwork design rather than the integrated, total project 
design typical of the IBM 1130/MIT COGO-COGOP system or other, similar systems 
available today. Further, these computer based systems have the facility to change 
and recalculate an entire project in minutes in response to the demands of the 

11 rapidly changing municipal government environment. The present situation provides 
II a powerful and unavoidable argument for the acquisition of an engineering computer 

system. 
• 	 . 

It is with the foregoing discussion in mind that the Right-of-Way Design Section, 
n cooperation with the' Survey Division has established criteria, researched 

. available- hardware/software information and, selected the alternative that best 

1/  meets the criteria for aft'engineering computer system. Several alternatives were investigated during the preliminary research and prior to establishing the final 
_ criteria; the primary point of contention was whether to time-share or stand-alone. 

:II This 'primary analysis indicates that time-sharing would involve lower hardware 
costs, but higher costs,for time-share services and, development of the software 
package. The Stand-alone systems offer a wide range of tested, available software 

I1 at low cost, with greater system flexibility, but at a higher hardware cost. at 
 was felt that the availability of software was the Most significant advantage 

in this- case, providing for a greater range of applications and optimum equipment 
, selection and use. 	The .tope of research was, therefore, limited to stand-alone II computer systems with the resulting criteria and the selected alternative that - follows. 	' , 

Criteria . : 

1. Stand-alone computer system; 

2.. Hard copy (printer/plotter); 

3.. Off-line data storage (discs); 



LAS VEGAS CITY AUG b "L 	 00208 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

4. Coordinate geometry package equal to or better than IBM 1130/MIT COGO-COGOP. 
,package. 

5. Compatible with survey instruments, electronic field data collection devices 
and suitable for field to finish operations. 

1 
Initial 'Hardware Configuration  

HP310 Cotiputer; with 1.2 Mbyte of user memory; 
HP9133H 20 Mbyte hard disc + 710Kbyte 3.5" floppy disc; 

HP82906A Dot Matrix Printer; 

Packsoft Es? 200 Engineering Survey Package; 

Certain incidentals that are required are printer paper and floppy discs. 	In 
their order of importance, there are several recommended options that include: 
a power line conditioner, a computer security system, a disc drive cleaning kit 
and equipment dust covers. 

Analysis  - This system will provide superior computer support for the Right-of-Way 
Design Section activities. Hewlett-Packard is the first choice for equipment 
because of the engineering oriented programming languages, compatibility with 
most engineering-survey instruments, and reliability. The selection of the HP9133H, 
Winchester based disc storage would allow sufficient disc storage for all operating 
systems, programs and data, and still allow for future expansion of engineering 
activities. 

II The packsoft ESP 200 Package incorporates those features considered essential 
to Right-of-Way Design and is superior to the original MIT COGO-COGOP package 

11 in accuracy, flexibility, and ease of operation. This is a licensed program, 
11 and as such, it cannot be copied or altered. However, program upgrades will be 

made available as newer versions are produced. 

1 Other systems in the same general price range were investigated, primarily the 
ID-DOS based' desktop Personal Computers like IBM, Texas Instruments, Tandy and 
Zenith, but they did not meet two of the above described criteria: items 4 and 

11  5. These MS-DOS computers did not have an adequate COGO-COGOP software package and either did not interface or would not support the survey instruments that 
are presently being investigated by the Survey Division. 

Incidentally, several of the local engineering firms and Nevada Power Company 
are presently using the HP-Systems, which would, facilitate the necessary data 
transfer 'between these entities and the City Engineering and Suryey Divisions. 
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1.985 

Initial Config. 	Part No.  Description 	Unit 	List Retail  

1 
1 

Annual' Operating Costs 

• HF:c9110CS 

HP-92155A 

- HP-9219Z 

2 Ea. 

2 Ea. 

2 Ea_ 

• .- 	' 
, 	tions for Future Expansion' ,  

HOLMAN'S 	. Service agreement 

TOTAL ANNUAL COST 

Printer paper (2600 
sheets/cs) @ $36.50 

Printer Ribbons (2/bx) 
@ $22.00 

3.5 floppy discs (10/bx) 
@ $69.00 

73.00 

44.00 

138.00 

360.00  

$ 615.00 

. 	LAS VEGAS CITY 	r  
COUNCIL MINUTES 

COST ESTIMATE FOR HP310 COMPUTER SYSTEM  

HP310 	Personal Computer 	 1 Ea. 	6,600.00 
HP9133H 	20Mb hard disk/3.5" floppy 	1 Ea. 	2,740.00 

disc combination 
HP-82906A 	Dot matrix impact printer 	1 Ea. 	795.00 
HP-45529B 	2m HP-1B interconnect cable 	1 Ea. 	91.00 
HP-92192 	3.5" double sided discs 	2 Ea. 	138.00 

(10/bx) @ $69.00 
HP-92271S 	Printer stand 	 1 Ea. 	59.00 
HP-9110CS 	Fanfold printer paper 	1 Ea. 	36.50 	" 
HP-92156A 	Printer ribbons (2/bx) 	1 Ea. 	22.00 
EFI-253 	Electronic surge protector 	1 Ea. 	99.50 
HP-92191D 	Desktop disc file (holds 50) 1 Ea. 	36.00 
ESP-200VI 	COGO-200 Eng/Surveying Pkg. 	1 Ea. 	2,500.00 
HOLMAN'S 	1-Day (8 Hr.) installation 

and training 	 N/C 

TOTAL CAPITAL COST 	 $13,117.00 

I Wordwise' 2 - a -word' processing program for use on the HP-310 computer that provides 
for writing, editing, and storage' Of written material in the computer and for 
printing on a variety Of printers. For Right-of-Way Design, this would, reduce 
or eliminate the majority of the handwritten material produced by this section 
with .a coeresponding-saving in time per document_ 

COST 	 $ 495.00 

At such time as system expansion includes a line-pen plotter and a digitizer tablet, 
there are. several available programs .  that utilize this additional hardware to 
produce maps, engineering drawings; tables of information or other applications 

"requiring: 
 

the set-Vices of a draftsman. Collectively, these programs are called 
"Computer Aided.Design and Drafting or CADD. 

. 
' IIPAtDRAFT-200 , the complementary plotting program to the COGO-200 

Engineering/Surveying program_ This plotting program can produce finished drafting 
quality maps from manually entered data, from data generated by the COGO-200 program 

11 r- combinations thereof; complete with ,  annotation, text, tables, user definable 
'4mbois and' logos 	The PACDRAFT-200.programrequires a line-pen plotter for output. 

COST 	 $ 2,750.00 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
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00210 
VERSACAD - a general drafting program capable of producing finished drawings for 
almost any engineering drafting application. 	Versacad features both digitizer 
and keyboard command and data input. 	This program requires a line-pen plotter 
for output and a digitizer tablet for input. 

COST 	 $ 3,995.00 

Other application programs are available for the HP310 computer that may be useful 
for engineering activities. 	The titles are self-explanatory, and information 
brochures detailing specific features are available. 	The folloWing list is not 
exhaustive but, it represents those areas of computer applications that are relevent 
to Engineering activities: 

TOPOGRAPHY - Digital terrain model, Contours, Profiles, 3-0 projections 
Base price $1,000.00, options at added cost 

EARTHWORK/ 
ROADS 	Calculation of material volume, profiles, cross sections and 

plotting utilities 
Cost - $4,850 

VISICALC - Spread sheet calculation program 
Cost - $250.00 

sTORmWATER 
HYDROLOGY - Rational Method, .SCS Curve Number Method, Pond routing, plotting 

utilities 
Cost - $2,250.00 - Price varies with options 

PROJECT 
MANAGEMENT- Project scheduling, tracking and accounting 

Cost - $500.00 

DATA 
COLLECTION - Survey instrument communication, data transfer, file management 

Cost - $1,000.00 



FUKCKA5E REQUE5T 

- LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 619 
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FUNDING: 

0 UNBUDGETEI1 ----- BUDGETED  

1 20n DEPT EST. $ 3  9 	

PAGE 	OBJECT CODE 

REQUESTING NOT TO EXCEED  S 1 3 9  In  
DELIVERY REQUIRED 

71 .R  
BUYER TERMS 

110 1 

III 

1 2  
I 1 

1 

1 
II  
1401 
13 1  

VERBAL QUOTE I J. CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW-
LE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 

PUBUC USE. 

G-16.-1g  
DATE 

_ . 
Ncti) 	t4 	s e 	 Mg4b1.0-€ 

ea 	_ (cc 	 46-  

13,117.0 
1 5c 

Total 

7111  /o2% -942  

PURCHASING Er CONTRACTS 	 DATE 

80 

So to 
51si,  

7ll 1 

-_-_ 
. 7019 

SUPPLY CONTRACT 

111,I NE I FUND/ORG  ACCOI 

! SINGLE SOURCE 
F:ORMAL BID 

ACCOUNT 

SOLE SOURCE 

INFORMAL BID 

I' F. NipORS CONTACTED 
. e.,. '24.- / .■ 

COMPETITIVE 

OPT ACT/WA TOTAL TASK 

?/. cro  
a $190. 00 

SHIP TO: 	 00211 
Charles Kajkowski, P.E. 
cActing City Engineer 
'Department of Public !gor 
City of Las Vegas 
400 E. Stewart Avenue 
Las VegAs:„,_ NV 89101 

O. NO. 

.RECL DATE 

1 6-5-86 
I 	ESTIMATES FROM: 

O FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 	  
O PURCHASING Et COMPACTS , 

g OTHER  (SPECIFY) ti 0 I Ma n s-sulapested list I  QUESTING DEPT/ON 	 • 	 F.O.B. POINT 

Itylic Works/Right-of-Way 
(

esinn  
_.STIFICAT1ON FOR PURCHASE 

UNIT 	 DESCRIPTION  

Ea. 	HP310 	Technical Personal Computer 

Ea. 	HP9133H 	20 !41) hard disk/3.5" floppy disk 

Ea. 	HP82905A Dot matrix impact printer 

Ea. 1 HP455298 2m HP-IB interconnect cable 

Ea. 	RP92192 	3•5" double sided floppy discs 
(10/box) 

Ea. 	Hp92771S Printer stand 

Ea. 	HP911nCS Fanfold printer paper 

Ea. 	HP2156A 	Printer ribbons (2/Box) 

Ea. 	EFI-253 	Electronic suroe protector 

Ea. 	HP92191D Desktop disc file 

Ea. 	ESP-200VI COGO-200 Eno/Surveying Pko. 

UNIT PRICE 

6,500.01 '5,600,0 

9,741.00 /9,740.0 

	

1 -

795Afi 	/795•0. 
I 

(I 91.0  

	

69.0. 	138.0, 

	

59.0. 	. 	59.0 
I 

	

36.50 	36.8 

	

22.0n 	22-0 

	

99.50 	99.5 

	

36.00 	36. ,0 

2,500.0r  2,510.0  

TOTAL 
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Date:  JULY 24, 1986 

TO: FROM: 
RANDALL H. WALKER 

. DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 
The City Council 

R. - PilkingtgOV'Director 
Department ofAineral Services 

e, 	LAS  TN AUG b
Liv 	COUNCIL  

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: AGENDA -'CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
IV (f) DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES . 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

*C. PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

6. ITEM: 	CAPITAL 	 PURCHASE REQUEST: 	1040-822 

DESCRIPTION: 	PRINTERS 	 FUNDING: 	 GENERAL 

DEPARTMENT: 	FINANCE AND COMPUTER SERVICES 	ESTIMATE: 	 $14,022.40 

' NEED FOR PURCHASE : 

THIS PURCHASE IS NECESSARY TO PROVIDE REMOTE PRINTING .CAPABILITY FOR MAINFRAME 
COMPUTER DATA TOCITY DEPARTMENTS. 

STAFF. RECOMMENDATION  

FOR PURCHASE ORDER APPROVAL  

BURROUGHS CORPORATION LAS VEGAS NV 	 $15,415.60 

FISCAL IMPACT 	 • 

FUNDS BUDGETED FOR FISCAL YEAR 86-87. FUNDS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE GENERAL FUND. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

THE DEPARTMENT CT GENERAL SERVICES HAS INDICATED THAT THIS ITEM IS IN ORDER 
BASED ON THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THEJ/SING AGENCIES. 	- 

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

Agenda Item 

SECTION C. PAGE 6 
IV (f) 



UNBUOGETEO OXsuDGErEo 

- LAS VEGAS CITY ci uG 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

5TEPHEN D. GILL, CPA 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
FINANCE .& COMPUTER SERVICES 
400 E. STEWART AVENUE 
LAS_VEGAS, NV. .89101 

I " P.O. NO. 

040-822 
P3E7-86 

SHIP TO; 00213 

PAGE OBJECT CODE 
EST. 	 NOT TO IDCCEED 	  

DEUVERY REQUIRED 
SEE BELOW 

BUYER 

1624 

PURCHASING Er CONTRACTS DATE 

PURCHASE REQUEST 

11 	BURROUGHS'CORPORATION 3011 SOUTH VALLEY VIEW: 
LAS'VEGAS, NV. 89102 

ESTIMATES FROM: 

	

0 FORMER P.O. No. 	 DATE 	  
0 euRcHaswoocoNTGAers 

11  QUESTING DEPT/OIV 	" 	 RO.B. POINT 

q OTHER SPECIFY) BURROUGHS QUOTATION 	1 	REDUESTING WPM •
F INANCE & COMPUTER SERVICES/IIFORMATION SYSTEMS 	

TERMS 

	 i  

	

JUSTIFICATION FOR PURCHASE 	i 2 51-6  big coy, wr r...,:yr IMPLic"ISLE.. o 	TA t S . Q ftLie-1.4.-- — TOM 1 • NO ro-- It 0 1[2  
J.ROVIDE . REMPTEE PRINTING CAPABILITY FOR MAINFRAME COMPUTER  DATA TO CITY DEPARTMENTSrVak 

	

ANTITY I UNM i 	 DESCRIATInN 

AP 1314 200 CPS PRINTER 

3 a7b 
LESS -ES- DISCOUNT 

DEPUTY 

FUNDING: 

UN/T DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE 

645.00 

TOTAL 

15,480.00 

yhy.40 
(1444444) 

SMS=TII:TIE 

ESTIMATED SHIPPING CHARGES 

TOTAL 

NOTE: DO NOT SHIP CABLFs WITH THIS ORDER  - 
C*BEES=ON=MARME=1404104641REGI- 

DELIVERY SCHEDULE AS FOLLOWS: 
SHIP JULY, 1986: 14 AP 1314 
SHIP APRIL, 1987 10 AP 1314 

07 F-rr- 1 17p 

400.00 

1462:E=tift 

15 1 4Is., o 

THE DEPARTMENT HEAD CERTIFIES THAT TO THE BEST OF THEIR KNOW-
LEDGE FUNDS ARE BUDGETED AND AVAILABLE FOR THIS PURCHASE AND 
THE ITEMS/SERVIC;ES REQUESIED ARE FOR PUBUC USE. 

(pg 

DATE 

OATE 

■I 
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CITYCOUNCL- 

COUNCILCHAMBERS • 403EASTSTENAARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

Page 19 

Department Action 

LA4 Vese44 August 6, 1986 4 

1 

14. 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2 & A.3. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

APPROVED 
'See above 

See above 

WROVED 
ee above 

ee above 

ha ENDO 
1 

ITEM 

IV, (g)'. . - DEPARTMENT OF_PUBLIC WORKS  

RICHARD D. GOECKE, DIRECTOR 

*CONSENT AGENDA 

All matters listed 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 discussed 
If a Council member or citizen so requests.  

*A. . ACCEPTANCE OF RIGHT-OF-WAY ITEMS 

1031 1. Grant eed 

From: Clark County School District 
To: 	City of Las Vegas 
For: 	Portion of the Southeast Quarter (SE4) 

of Section 31, T20S, R61E, M.D.M. for 
half street dedication on Hinson 
Street along the south and east 
boundary of the Hyde Park Junior High 
School site. (7-10-86) 

2. Right-of-Way Grant for Drainage Purposes 

From: JOHN H. CLARK and H. LOIS CLARK, 	. 
Husband and Wife 

To: 	City of Las Vegas 
For: That portion of AMENDED MAYFAIR TRACT 

NO. 2 as shown by map thereof on file 
in Book 2 of Plats, Page 47, in the 
Office of the County. Recorder of Clark 
County, Nevada. For a drainage ease-
ment located in the planter easement 
around the above mentioned subdivision 

I. 	
(7-1-86) 

Request permission to purchase or , condemn, 
parcels for the Lamb Boulevard project - 
bridges located atlas Vegas Wash and 
Washington Avenue. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

WE 



CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Council Action 

August 6, 1986 

. 	 Page 20, 

Department Action 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
AUG 6101986  COUNCIL,r1;4  

103 1 

11' 
1033 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended, 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Motion carried with 
Levy abstaining and 
Briare excused. 

Staff to proceed 

Levy - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

00215 

hamiDe 
I 	ITEM 

B. REPORTS/ACTION 

1. Clark County Cooperative Agreement for 
Construction of the Lamb Boulevard Bridges a 
Washington Avenue and at Las Vegas Wash. 

2. Request to Waive Underground Utility Require-
ment of Chapter 13.52 of the Las Vegas 
Municipal Code, Vol. II. 

• Proposed Special Improvement District for 
Del Rey Avenue - Redwood Street to Rainbow 
Boulevard. 
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Date: 	July . 25. 19R6 

FROM: TO:  
The City Council LARRY K. BARTON 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

Agenda Item 8/6/86 

IV. (g). B. 1. 

eft LA4tkides. cleuVicMcgEis AUG 61986 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: CLARK COUNTY 'COOPERATIVE 'AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE LAMB BOULEVARD 
BRIDGES'AT WASHINGTON AVENUE AND AT LAS VEGAS WASH 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND. 

Design forthese projects was funded by Clark County Bond funds and is 
nOw complete. The preliminary estimate for construction of both bridges 
and related improvements' is $1,677,829. Funds are' being acquired from 
both the Clark County Bond - Interest and from theRegional Transportation 
Commission to finance this construction. 

The funding provided in-this agreement, is adequate to complete the bridge 
at Lamb Boulevard and Lis Vegas Wash (estimated cost $14157,626). The 
residual funds provided in this agreement will be. supplemented by the 
Regional Transportation Commission .  funds and will then be Used for 
construction of the bridge at Washington Avenue and Lamb Boulevard.. The 
cooperative agreement' for the additional funds ($461,000) is to be 
considered by the Regional Transportation Commission August 14, 
1986. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

$1,257,000 Clark County Bond Interest 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

The Director of Public Works recommends that the' Council 	the 'Clark 
County Cooperative' Agreement for the construction of the Ltmb Boul evard 
bridge structures. 

Richard D. Goecke, Director 
Department of Public Works 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

AUG 6 1986 
COOPERATIVE AGRUKNT TO FUND 

CONSTRUCTION OF LAMB BOULEVARDANIDGE STRUCTURES 
AT LAS VEGAS WASH AND WASHINGTON CHANNEL 
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THIS AGREEMENT ., is Made and entered into as of the 16th day of 

September 	1986, by and between the County of Clark, a political 

subdivision of the State of Nevada, hereinafter referred to as "COUNTY" and the 

City of Las Vegas, a municipal corporation, hereinafter referred to as "CITY". 

WITNESSET.H . 	. 
WHEREAS, on July 2, 1986, the COUNTY and the CITY entered a cooperative 

agreement to provide funding far the design of two bridges along Lamb Boulevard 

as hereinafter described; and . _ 	 - 
. WHEREAS, the CITY has substantially completed the design of the two 

bridTes; and 	• 

WHEREAS, the CITY now desires to construct the two bridges; and 

WHEREAS, the COUNTY agrees to fund theconstruction of the bridges from a 

portion of the interest on the proceeds from the sale of COUNTY bonds; and _ 	 •• 	• 	. 
WHEREAS, the parties. desire to set forth the criteria for said funding. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and the terms contained 

herein, the parties.agree as follows: 

SECTION I - SCOPE OF PROJECT 

• 	This Agreement applies to the.construction.of two bridge structures along 
. . _ 

Iamb -Boulevard; one will span the Las Vegas Wash, the other will span the 

Washington Channel. These two bridge structures identified is Project No. 

8810107, shall consist of bridge structures,. including related pipes, channels, 

roadways, utility adjustments and appurtenances as may be necessary. The 
" 

-6iiiitrui:tion Of the bi'idge : structures will be funded by the COUNTY with a 

portion of the interest on the prOCeedsfrom . a bond issue as herein provided. 

SECTION 	PROJECT COSTS 

COUNTY agrees to fund project costs within the limits specified below: 

7ACiqU'is4fion - ' of right-of-way necessary. for the project at the appraised 

Value and not to exceed $5,000.00 unless condemnation is necessary, in 

which case reimbursement will be made in the amount of the award. Other 

-1-• 
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related costs associated with right-of-way acquisition, such as 

negotiations, escrow and recording costs will be reimbursed at actual cost 

to a maximum :of $2,00:00, 

2. Contract supervision, field staking, construction inspection and testing 

to ensure compliance with contract documents at a cost not to exceed 

$92,500.00. 	 . 	. 

3. Relocation and/or . adjustment .  of CITY owned water and sewer facilities to _ 

the extent that such is necessitated by project construction will be•

reimbursed by COUNTY, however, no reimbursement will be made for any 

expansion or- betterment of said utilities. Costs to relocate and/or 

adjust all other utilities will not be reimbursed unless the. utility 

involved maintains a prior legal right. 

Cost of construction not to exceed $1,157,000.00, including change orders 
_ 

. 	. 	. 	• 	- 

5. 	Costs of any planning, negotiation; acquisition, construction, or any 

other costs which are incurred prior to this Agreement will not be funded 
. 	_ 	. 

by the COUNTY. 

6: 	Private funds deposited with the CITY or other institutions by developers, 

individuals or others in lieu of required construction which is funded 

herein will be used to supplement the funding provided herein in 

constructing this project. 

7. Administration and overhead costs will not be reimbursed. 
. 	. 

8. COUNTY will not fund regional planning.activities. 

9. Costs for preparation Af right-of-way drawings, descriptions, title 

reports, right-of-way engineering, surveys, appraisals, engineering 
. 

• design, drafting and preparation of contract documents are not funded by 
. 	. 	. 	- 

this Agreement. 

10. It. is essential that prompt final accounting be accomplished on this 

project, therefore, all invoices shall be submitted to the COUNTY by the 

CITY for payment within 90 calendar days after notice of completion of 

construction has been approved by the. City Council. 

The maximum amount to be funded by the COUNTY pursuant to this Agreement • 

shall not exceed the sum of $1,257,000.00. 

00218 

and supplemental agreements: 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986  00219 

SECTION III - SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

1. The CITY will provide the COUNTY will a monthly status report indicating 

completion of design, dates for opening of bids and awarding of contract, 

percentage completion of. construction and -the . final acceptance of project 

by the City Council. 	 • 	 • 

2. The CITY at its own discretion may use the services of a consultant in the 

construction of this project and: the COUNTY will not be a party to .such 

agreement- However, the use of any consultant will not entitle the CITY 

to additional funds beyond that specified in SECTION II PROJECT COSTS as 

hereinabove set forth. 

3. The CITY is responsible for . the design and construction of the subject 

project and will 'ensure all work is accomplished in accordance with 

prciessionally recognized standards. 	 . 

4. The CITY will providethe.COUNTY with :a set of final plans, specifications 

and engineer's:estimate, along.with a•certification of right-of-way before 

the-.final 7plans- are signed by the . COUNTY. 	 . 	" - 	- 	. 

- • 	 SECTION IV - OTHER PROVISIONS 

1. The current edition of the Policies and Procedures adopted by the Regional 

-Transportation Commission Will apply in developing this project unless 

.specifically superceded by this Agreement. 

2. Purchases of' right-of-way in excess of that actually needed for 

-" 

 

construction will not be allowed unless a comparison between the cost of 

excess acquisition and needed acquisition, including damages indicates 

'benefit from such a transaction would result. Title to residual property 

will. be'vested.in 'the COUNTY and-revenues derived from the sale of these 

'properties will be 'retained by the COUNTY. 

3. Administrative settlements and acceptance of counter offers involving 

right-of-way may only be made following a review and approval by the Clark 

'County Board of Commissioners or their delegated representative(s). 

4. COUNTY will make a payment to the CITY each month for project costs as 

outlined in SECTION, II - PROJECT COSTS. 	Invoices must identify and 

allocate all costs to the categories noted below: 
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a. 	Right-of-Way 

(1) Negotiations 

(2) Land Acquisition 	- 

Legal..fees.,,,escrow, stamps . , recording fees, etc 

. b. ....Construction 

.(1).. Inspection... _ 	. 

. . 	(2) Supervision .. 

,. 	(3) Contractor payments 

_ 	c. 	Materials Testing 	 _ 	. 	 . 

. (1) . Exploration and investigation 

_ 	. (2) Quality control • 	. 	 . 

C. 	Surveying . 

(1) Construction stakeout and control 

- 	Force. Accounts .• 	- 	 .- 

_ 	(2)..Equipment. 	. 	- 	- 

	

• 	 (3) Materials 

5. Accurate documentation of all work done and payments made will be 

maintained by the . CITY for a .  period of three years after final project 

approval and payment. 	. 

6. The COUNTY reserves. .the :right to review and/or audit all records 

'pertaining to this project during the design and construction phases and 

. for • period of three years after notice of completion has been approved 

by the City . Council. . 	. 

7. The CITY will, indemnify the. COUNTY for any loss, damage, liability,. cost 

or expeine :catised :by •the actions or inactions of the CITY'S employees, 

. consultants, contractors or agents arising under this Agreement. 

8. Following completion of construction of this project, the CITY will assume 

responsibility for maintenance and/or repairs that are necessary to protect 

the improvements and to provide a safe and functional facility. All 

costs for such work shall be borne by the CITY.. 

9. In the event the items 'Covered herein have not been completed to the 

satisfaction of the COUNTY .prior to June 1, 1987, the COUNTY may at any 
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61k. 
THA—r -D-OXITEWOTTI-1-1ARIL IAN 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 

LVIN R. WHIPPLVA 
Deputy. District Attorney : 

time thereafter, terminate this Agreement and the CITY agrees to repay all 

funds advanced therefor. 

10. Any costs found to be .improperly allocated to this project will be 

refunded by the CITY to .the. COUNTY.. 	.. 	 • 

11. During construction,-the CITY will furnish and place informational signs 

with dimensions :Of.,.8pprOximately four feet by eight feet at each end of 

the project. These signs will identify this project as one being funded 

by the band issue.revenues.- 

12. It is understood and agreed that the function of the COUNTY in this 

Agreement is to fund the construction as hereinabove set forth with a 

. Portion of ..tfie..intereit. on the proceeds from the sale of COUNTY bonds 

which were approved at the June .2, 1981, election. It is further 

understood and agreed that the CITY is solely responsible for the design 

and construction .  of its project: and will 'hold COUNTY harmless for any 

liability therefdre except the funding provided by this Agreement. 

Date of Commission Action: 

• Sentember 16, 1986  

ATTEST: 

C a.,•r( 	 
CAROL ANN RAWLEY: City Cle 

Date of Council Action: 

August 6, 1986' '  

APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY AND FORM: 

GEORGE F. OGILVIE _ 
. 	City Attorney 

CERTIFIED COPY 
The document to which this certificate is at-
tached is a full, true and coma copy of the 
original on fle and of nmmtd in my office. 

DATE:  sa-Aezo,i Ai-, . _25/ IPA 
LORE A BO=IAN, County Clerk and Clerk • 
of the EillIM Judicial District CcurZ, irt and 

-5- ' for theC 	y of Clark, St 4:e of Nevada. 

By 	zeed.e  AtdpehuAba, C; /;2  1-4 



TO: 
The City Council 

00222 
Date:  July 25, 1986 

(g). B. 2. 

Agenda Item 8/6/86 

RICHARD D. GOECKE, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC' WORKS 

A 4 1.44vpi. COUNCIL 
MINUTES AUG 61986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
FROM: 

LARRY BARTON 
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

REQUEST TO WAIVE UNDERGROUND UTILITY REQUIREMENT"OF CHAPTER 13.52 
OF THE LAS VEGAS MUNICIPAL CODE, VOL. II 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND .  . 

Attached is a 'letter from.VTN Consulting Engineers, who, on behalf of their 
Client, U.S. Home Corporation, request waiver of a City Code requirement 
(Chapter 13.52, Underground' Utility Installations)  that require the under-
ground installation of:high,moltagepoWer lints' transmitting electricity 
Of fifteen thousand volts or less. The alignment of the proposed power line 
is: beginning on Lorenzi Boulevard.. at Craig Road, along Lorenzi Boulevard 
to Lone Mountain Road then easterly on Lone Mountain Road to Leon Avenue. 

- 
The cost difference between underground and overhead power installation is 
significant to the developer, approximately S230i000. Furthermore, the 
proposed overhead alignment is along section line roads which has been pre-
vioUsly acceptable. 

SUBJECT: 

FISCAL IMPACT  

'NONE. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  
. 	. 

It is recommended the underground utility installation be waived provided 
that existing pole lines along the aforementioned route be upgraded so 
that existing conductors and proposed conductors can..be installed on the 
same pole line, thus eliminating power lines on both sides of the street. 
Also the-height of the conductor shall provide sufficient clearance for 
street light poles. 
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LAS VEGAS CITY 

nevada 
2300 PASEO DEL PRADO, BUILDING A, SUITE 100 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102 PHONE: (702) 873-7550 

July 24, 1986. 
W.O. 3188-0 

City of Las Vegas 
400 East Stewart Avenue
Las Vegas,. Nevada '89101 

Attention: Charles Kajkowski 

Subject: Proposed power line from Craig Road and Lorenzi 
Boulevard to Lone Mountain Road and Leon Avenue 

On behalf of our client, U.S. Home Corporation, we submit the 
following in support of our request for overhead power. 

The table shown below lists the approximate refundable costs to 
U. S. Home Corporation. These costa are based on estimates from 
Nevada Power.  Company and assume no agreement with other 
developers. 

OVERHEAD 	 UNDERGROUND  

Substation Work 

Lorenzi Blvd. 	 : 
(Craig Road to Lone 
Mountain Road) 

Lone Mountain Road 
(Ldrenzi Blvd. to .Leon Ave.) 

$ 100,000 

$ 75„000 

$212,500 	 $255,000  

$100,000 

$ 90,000 

TOTAL 	. 	 ' 	$387,500 $445,000 

The above costs are 100% refundable. However, the underground 
costs do not include trenching, backfilling or any substructures. 

CONSULTING ,ENGINEERS' 	 PLANNERS 	 SURVEYORS 
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Ck4Y of Las Vegas 
July 24, 1985 
Page TWO 

Based Up011 the costs of the underground line currently under 
construction in Lone Mountain Road from Decatur Boulevard to 
Leon Avenue, the additional cost of the underground construction 
in Lorenzi Boulevard and Lone Mountain Road (trenching, 
backfilling and substructures) would be approximately 
$230,000.00. This $230,000.00 would be a non refundable cost to 
U. B. Home Corporation. 

The additional cost to U. S. Home Corporation would therefore, be 
$230,000.00 plus the expense of tieing up an additional 
$57,500.00 prior to refunding. 

Since there is such a considerable increase in cost incurred by 
having to place the power underground and based upon the fact 
that Nevada Power Company commonly installs distribution lines of 
this magnitude overhead, we would appreciate any support you and 
your staff can give to our request on behalf of U. S. Home 
Corporation for overhead power lines. 

Very truly yours, 

VTN NEVADA 

DAVID HUCKLE, P.E. 
Manager, Design Division 

/sP 

cc: . Kyle Racy, U. S. Home Corporation 

vtirt, 
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Date:  July 25,_ 1986  

FROM: TO: 
The City Council LARRY BARTON 

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER 

RICHARD. D, GOECKE * AIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS ,  

Agendauem 8/6/86 

IV. (g). B. 3. 

1.44ticyl. CLOAUSNVIUNCUIFEt , 	•AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: PROPOSED SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT FOR DEL REY AVENUE - REDWOOD STREET 
TO RAINBOW BOULEVARD _ 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Del ley Avenue between Redwood Street and Rainbow Boulevard has been the 
site' of numerous traffic accidents, one in which a - fatality was involved. 

Staff has -  determined that traffic safety would be enhanced with the 
improvement of Del Rey Avenue. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

The majority, of costs relative to this improvement would be reimbursed from 
payment of individual assessments by benefiting roOtrty owners. Approximately 
$44400,00 would need to be funded by the City to replace existing distressed 
pavement. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

, It is recommended thatAhe Depart,Ment of Public Works be given, authorization 
- to proceed with this Special Improvement District. 
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August 6, 1986 

Page 21 CITY .COUNCIL 	. 

s COUNC1LCHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

ITEM Council Action 	Department Action 

IV (h) DEPARTMENT OF DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT 
, 	THOMAS B. GRAHAM:,_AIOP, RLA; DIRECTOR_ 

A. 	DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON CONTRACT 
MODIFICATIONS ON THE 	DOWNTOWN TRANS- 
PORTATION CENTER CONSTRUCTION 

. STRICKEN FROM 
'AGENDA 

APPROVED AGENUA I 10■ 1 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 
COACIL MINUTE _ 

0C 1A4 Vese4 
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August 6, 1986 

Page 22 

134 

1. 

Department Action 

Staff to proceed 

Staff to proceed 

Marvin Leavitt 
appeared 

Staff to proceed 

cript made part 

. II 	ITEM 

IV. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY 

A. 	Approval of Resolution Confirming 
Assessment Roll re: Special Improvement 
District No. 443 (Nellis Boulevard) 

Approval of Agreement .4ietween City and 
Downtown Redevelopment Agency re: Pledge 
of $800,000.00 in Parking RevenUes for 
Payment of Tax Increment Financing Bonds 

C. 	Appeal of Enchanted Village, Ltd„ from 
Order of Department of Building and 
-Safety to Make Repairs to Properties on 
Sahara Avenue. 

. 	Yellow Rose Carriage Co. -- Approval of 
Petition for Leave to Intervene Before 
Public Service Commission 

Council Action 

Nolen - 
ADOPTED Resolution 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Men - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

WITHDRAWN BY 
APPELLANT 

Levy - 
APPROVED petition. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

NOTE: Verbatim tra 
of Final Minutes. 



00229 
July 25, 1986  

e•Z' et 1141/4411, CLOAUSN ‘CIIELGaCuTEIS AUG 6I,a98 • 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION I Date: 

TO: 
The City  Council 

SUBJECT: . 	Resolution Confirming Assessment Roll re: Special Improvement District 
No. 443 (Nellis Boulevard).  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

S.I.D. NO.: 

STEP: 

IMPROVEMENTS: 

LOCATION: 

443 
Resolution Confirming Assessment Roll. 

Include the installation of 
standard "L" type curbs and 
gutters, parking lanes, 
standard commercial driveways, 
.installation of street lighting, 
sewer laterals and concrete 
sidewalks. 

Along the west side of Nellis 
Boulevard to Owens Avenue and 
along both sides of Bonanza Road 
from the Las Vegas Wash to Nellis 
Boulevard. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

None • 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

. 	. 
It i's recommended that the City Council take the appropriate 
steps to adopt this Resolution. 

Agenda .  Item 

V—A 
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LAS VEGAS CITY AUG S7z-a' 	00230 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

RESOLUTION CONFIRMING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL FOR LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, 
SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT NO. 443. 

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

and State of Nevada, has taken requisite legal action preliminary 

to and in the creation of Special Improvement District No. 443, 

consisting of six (6) separate and distinct assessment units, 

for the purpose of installing standard "L" type curbs and gutters 

along the west side of Nellis Boulevard between Charleston 

Boulevard and Owens Avenue and along both sides of Bonanza Road 

between the Las Vegas Wash and Nellis Boulevard, within said City, 

as more particularly described in the Provisional Order Resolutior 

which was passed and approved on the 1st day of December, 1982, . 

as AssessmentUnit No. I, installing street paving along both 
- 

sides of Bonanza Road between the Las Vegas Wash and Nellis 

Boulevard, within said City, as more particularly described 

in said Resolution asAssessment Unit No. II, installing 

standard commercial driveway approaches, as requested by the 

owners of the abutting properties, along the west side of Nellis 

Boulevard between Charleston ,  Boulevard and Owens Avenue and along 

both sidesof Bonanza. Road between the Las Vegas Wash and Nellis 

Boulevard,. within, said ,City, as more 'particularly described in 

said Resolution as Assessment Unit No. III, installing street 

lighting along the west side of Nellis Boulevard between 

Charleston Boulevard and Owens Avenue and along both sides of 

Bonanza-Road between the Las Vegas Wash and Nellis Boulevard, 

within said City, as more particularly described in said Resoluti 

as Assessment Unit No. I1.1 installing sanitary sewer laterals 

to the front property lines of the unimproved properties along 

the west side of Nellis Boulevard between Charleston Boulevard 

And Owens Avenue and along both sides of Bonanza Road between 

'the Las Vegas Wash and Nellis Boulevard, within said City, as 

more particularly described in Said Resolution as Assessment 



LAS VEGAS CITY .AuG 	 002-31 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

Unit No. V, and installing standard concrete sidewalks .  along 

the west side of NelliaBoulevard between Charleston Boulevard 

and Owens Avenue and along both sides of Bonanza Road between 

the Las Vegas Wash and . Nellis Boulevard, within said City, as 

more particularly described in said Resolution as Assessment 

Unit No. VI, and to defraythe entire cost and expense thereof 

by special. assessments, according to benefits, against the 

taxable lots and premises in each assessment unit of said 

District, all in accordance with the statutes of the State of 

Nevada which provide therefor; and 

WHEREAS,, by Ordinance No. 3030, duly passed, adopted 

and approved on the 2nd, day of February, 1983, the City Council of 

said City finally passed upon all protests and objections, 

determined to proceed with said improvements as described in said 

preliminary proceedings, except as modified and provided in said 

Ordinance, and created said District; and 

WHEREAS, the City Engineer, pursuant to directions con-

tained in the Resolution of said City Council which was duly 

passed, adopted and approvedon the 4th day of June, 1986, has 

prepared. an  assessment roll which contains, among other things, 

the name of each last known owner of each lot or parcel of 

property to be assessed in each assessment unit of said District, 

'a description of each lot or parcel to be so assessed and the 

amount of the ptoposed assessment thereagainst, apportioned on 

an area basis, aemore particularly set forth in Section 3 

of said Ordinance No. 3030; and 

WHEREAS, said assessment roll was tentatively appproved 

by said City Council and filed with the City Clerk of said City 

on the 18th day of June, 1986; and 

WHEREAS, notice of said filing and of the public hearing 

on said assessment roll was duly published and mailed as 

required by the Statutes of the State of Nevada; and 

-2- 
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WHEREAS, a public hearing on the amount of the assess-

ments was held on the 16th day of July, 1986, with no written 

protest or objection and no oral protest or objection having 

• been received; and 

WHEREAS, said City Council has determined, and does 

herebydetermine, that said assessment roll should . 

be confirmed; 

NOW, THEREFORE, , BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council , 

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

field on the 6th day of August, 1986, that Assessment Roll No. 

1986-34 as tentatively approved and filed with the City Clerk of 

said City on the 18th day of June, 1986, be, and the same hereby .•  

is, validated, confirmed and ordered to be filed in the office 

of, and endorsed by, said City Clerk. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that said City Council does 

hereby determine that none Of the assessments for any one 

project contained in said assessment roll, as hereby confirmed, 

exceeds the reasonable market value of the particular lot or 

parcel of land against which the same is levied. 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 6th day of August, 

1986. 

ATTEST: 

CAROL ANWHAWLEY,, CitatClerk 

-3- 
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Dam  July 31, 1986  

FRO 

tatrysvp, CiatsNomyrzs  AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATAON 
TO: 

The City Council 

SUBJECT: Agreement Between City and Downtdwn Redevelopment Agency re: Pledge 
of $800,000 in Parking Revenues for Payment of Tax Increment Revenue 
Bands 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Kirchner Moore & Company, the financial consultant for 
the Downtown Redevelopment Agency in connection with its 
proposed issue of tax increment revenue bonds, has advised 
the Agency -  that the bonds would have considerably more appeal 
in the bond market if the City were to make the sum of 
$800,000 available annually to the Agency for pledge to the 
payment of those bonds. The:Staff has determined that the 
sources of the -parking revenues of the City generate approx- 
imately. $2,000,000: annually, and recommends that the requested 
amount Come from the City's parking revenue fund. 

Rutak, Rock & Campbell, the Agency's bonding attorney in 
connection with the-proposed issue, has determined that, for 
tax reasons, these: funds come from the City's parking meter 
revenues and the revenues which the City derives from fines 
and forfeitures With respect to parking violations, and that 
none of the funds that the City, derives from the lease of its 
two parking garages be used for such purpose. The agreement 
which is before you so provides and further provides that, 
if the funds, or any part thereof, are not needed by the 
agency to make the debt service payment that becomes due 
during any fiscal year, the - right to the use of the unused 
funds, or any remaining portion thereof, shall revert to the 
City to be used for any - purpose that the City sees fit. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

The $400;000 which forms the subject matter of the attached 
agreement will be made available to the Agency out of the City's 
parking revenue fund each fiscal year, commencing with the fiscal 
year that begins July 1, 1987. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

-It is recommended that. the City Council approve the attached 
Agreetent and authorize the Mayor to execute the same on behalf 
of the City. 

Agenda Item 
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PARKING FUND AGREEMENT 00234 

• THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this 14th day of 

August, 1986, by and between the CITY OF LAS VEGAS, a municipal 

corporation of the State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as 

the "City"), and the LAS VEGAS DOWNTOWN REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY, a 

public body, corporate and politic, duly organized, existing and 

operating. under and by virtue of the Community Redevelopment Law 

of the State of Nevada (hereinafter referred to as the 

"Agency"), 

WITNESSETH: • 

. 	WHEREAS, the City has heretofore created the Agency, 

with all of the rights, privileges, powers, duties, obligations 

and immunities that are set forth in NRS 279.382 to 279. 680, 

inclusive, for the purpose of *Proving, modernizing, rehabili-

tating, revitalizing and redeveloping the downtown area of the 

City and has adopted, in connection therewith, a redevelopment 

plan that designates a redevelopment area (the "Redevelopment 
1 

Area" herein); and 	. 

7 	WHEREAS, the Agency proposes to issue its "City of Las 

Vegas Downtown Redevelopment Agency, Tax Increment Revenue Bonds 

(City of Las Vegas Downtown Redevelopment Project) Series 1986A" 

(the "Bonds" herein) in order to achieve the purposes for which 

it was created; and 

WHEREAS, figures ftam.previous years with respect to the 

sources of the parking revenues of the City indicate that such 

sources will-generate approximately $2,000,000.00 in each of the 

future years; and 	• 

WHEREAS, • the vast majority of such parking revenues are 

generated within the Redevelopment Area; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City has determined, 

and does hereby determine, that it would be appropriate to make a 

portion,  of such parking revenues available: to the Agency for use 

by the Agency in paying, as and when they become due, the annual •  

-1- 
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installments of the principal of, premium, if any, with respect 

to and interest on the Bonds; and 

WHEREAS, the Agency desires to accept such parking reve-

nues as. are made available to it by the City and to pledge the 

same to the payment !, as and when they become due, of the annual 

installments of the principal of, premium, if any, with respect 

to and interest on the Bonds; 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the 

premises, of the mutual promises and agreements which are 

hereinafter contained and of other good and valuable con-
. 

aiderations ., the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby 

acknowledged. by each of the parties hereto, said parties do 

hereby agree as follows: 

1. The City hereby agrees to make available to the 

Agency, out of its parking meter revenues and the revenues which 

it derives from fines and forfeitures with respect to parking 

violations and exclusive of any revenue that it derives from the 

lease of its two (2) parking garages which are situate within the 

Redevelopment Area, the sum of Eight Hundred Thousand and 

No/100ths Dollars ($800,000.00) each fiscal year, commencing with 

the fiscal year that begins on July 1, 1987, and continuing 

thereafter until the Bonds have been fully paid or adequate pro-

vision, for the payment thereof has been made, for the uses and 

purposes that are hereinafter set forth. 

2. The Agency hereby agrees to use the funds that are 

made available to it by the City hereunder for the sole purpose 

of pledging the same, as and when such funds are needed, to the 

payment, as and when they become due, of the annual installments 

of the principal of, premium, if any, with respect to and 

interest on the Bonds. 

	

. 3. 	The Agency further agrees that, if, at the end of 

any fiscal year, the funds that are made available to the Agency 

by the City hereunder, or any part thereof, are not needed to pay 

the installment 'of the principal of, premium, if any, with 

-2- 
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respect to and interest on the Bonds that became due during that 

fiscal year, the right to the use of such funds, or such part 

thereof, for such -purpose as the City sees fit, shall revert to 

the City.. 

4. 	It is mutually agreed that this Agreement shall not 

be amended if, in the opinion of a nationally recognized bond 

counsel; acceptable to the Agency and the trustee under the 

indenture of trust pursuant to which the Bonds will be issued, 

the proposed amendment will cause the interest on any of the 

Bonds which has been paid or which is payable to be included in 

gross income of the owner thereof for the purpose of federal 

income taxation. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this 

Agreement to be executed by their duly authorized representatives 

the day and year first above written. . 

CITY OF LAS. VEGAS. 

ATTEST: 

• 	 7,  

CAROL ANN HAWLEY. 	y Clerk 

LAS VEGAS DOWNTOWN 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

By 	 
RON LURIE, VICE CHAIRMAN 

ATTEST: 

CAROL AWKAWLEY,-, Se-6tetary 
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Item B is approval of agreement between the City and 
Downtown Redevelopment Agency re: 	Pledge of $800,000.00 
in parking revenues for payment of Tax Increment Financing 
Bonds. 

MAYOR PRO'TEWLURIE: 

COUNCILMAN -LEVY: It's just a little more security is what it is. 

LAS VEGAS CITY 	AUG 6 1986 COUNCIL MINUTES 	 00237: 
TRANSCRIPT-- CITY COUNCIL. MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 

CITY'ATTORNEY".AGENEW ITEM 8 	APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN CITY AND DOWNTOWN. 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY RE: PLEDGE OF $800,000 IN. PARKING. REVENUES FOR PAYMENT OF TAX 
INCREMENT FINANCING BONDS. 	 PAGE 1  

COUNCILMAN'NOLEW : 

MAYOR PRO TEMLLURIE: 

CITY MANAGER ASHLEY HALL: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: . 

CITY MANAGER ASHLEY HALL: 

MAYOR PRO . TEM 

CITY .  MANAGER - ASHLEY HALL: -  

MARVIN tEAVITT: 

1110 • 
II 	 ' 

1 

Move to follow the recommendations.  

Okay. We have -- Ashley, why don't you just give us a 
little background on that. We do have a motion to 
approve. 

Pardon me, which -- I was talking. 

Item B. Is Randy going to handle it? 

Yes. Mr. Leavitt, would you please give us your explana-
tion of Item B. on page 22. 

I mean, to me, this is a very important item that just 
to go through it awful - fast. I think we ought to have 
a little explanation of it. 

It is right. Approval of agreement between the City and 
the Downtown Redevelopment Agency Pledge of $800,000 in 
parking revenues for payment of Tax Increment Financing 
Bonds. 

This is the -- we'll see a similar item later on the 
Redevelopment Agency  agenda. What this does is, an 
agreement by the City to placate $800,000 from the 
parking revenues --this is something I've indicated 
is not the $800,000 we're receiving from the lease of 
the parking garages. This is from the parking enter- 
prise fund and it comes from fines and forfeits. This 
$800,000 was essentially provided at this time anyway 
and I think we've indicated as we've talked to the 
various'-- to each of you individually would provide 
at this time the option of using that $800,000 at a later 
time to be able to issue more bonds or to possibly 
improve the interest rate on the bonds. 

1 



COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

MARVIN LEAVITT: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

LASVEGASCITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 	00238 

TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
V. CITY ATTORNEY AGENDA ITEM B - APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN CITY AND DOWNTOWN 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY RE: PLEDGE OF $800,000 IN PARKING REVENUES FOR PAYMENT OF TAX 
INCREMENT FINANCING BONDS. 	 PAGE ` 

MARVIN LEAVITT: 

1 

1 

That is correct. We're essentially -- we're dealing 
with a new Redevelopment Agency that has never before 
issued debt and we're in the first year and so this 
provides some additional security to bond holders and 
we feel it'll make the bonds easier to market and likely 
at a better interest rate. 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 	Knowing that there's security for the people who would 
take advantage of these bonds. 

MARVIN LEAVITT: 	 That's true. 

I. I'd like to comment on this issue at this time. I'm 
going to vote in favor of this item agenda because 
at this point, we're only issuing a short term escrow 
bonds as I understand it and that when we have more 
information. concerning our needs in Downtown Redevelop-
ment and we have.more definitive information on what 
the Tax Increment Revenue will actually be, then we will 
be able to determine what amount of the 50 million we 
will actually remarket into long term.bonds. Now, at 
that point, I am not convinced that I will.vote in favor 
Of pledging general fund revenue to support long term 
Downtown Redevelopment bonds, but I'm going to reserve 
judgment on that because I have 120 days to study it, 
is that not correct? 

That is correct. Essentially by determining -- your 
determination as to the amount of the bond issue that 
we're going to convert to long term. You can determine 
whether how much or if any of that 800,000 has to be 
used. If we have it small enough, of course, not all of it 
will have to be used. 

I'm just going on record. Unless there is overwhelming 
evidence that the tax increment revenue will not support 
a bond issue in the amount that's going to be required 
to accomplish our downtown redevelopment, only then-
would I even consider pledging general fund revenues 
to the Downtown Redevelopment Bonds. So since we do have 
this 120 days before we have to make that decision, 
because I do want the maximum amount of escrow bonds 
that can be issued and because I want the best possible 
interest rate we can get, I am in favor of this par-
ticular request at this time, but I just want staff to 
know that when we get down to the remarketing, that's an 
entirely new consideration in my view. 
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V. CITY ATTORNEY - AGENDA •EM.B - APPROVAL OF . AGREEMENT BETWEEN CITY AND DOWNTOWN 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY RE.: PLEDGE OF $800,000 IN PARKING REVENUES FOR PAYMENT OF TAX 
INCREMENT FINANCING BONDS.  PAGE 1  

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

CUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

I'd like to just add my comments along the line. 
As much as I want redevelopment downtown, I'm certainly 
not going to jeopardize our -- I'm sure Councilman 
Bunker will have a second vote on that and there's 
nobody more pushing our redevelopment. I'm sure -- 
Marvin, I know you'll be voting with me too. 

Well I know I had a meeting with staff this week. I 
said, I'm relying on Councilman Bunker to review those 
real close. 

In other words, we're all in the same accord. 

Okay. 

Move to follow the recommendation. 

Okay. We have a motion to approve the agreement. We 
have two motions. Cast your votes. Post the vote. 
Motion's APPROVED. (The motion carried with Mayor Pro 
Tern Lurie, Councilmen Levy, Nolen and Bunker voting 
"yes” and Mayor Briare excused.) 

END OFDISCUSSION 

/51 
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AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 	in u C 1 I  
ri:12± Irat FROM: 

Deputy City Attorney 

Date:  'July 25, 1986 

.:SUBJECT :  
Appeal of Enchanted Viilage,- Ltd::,.:-frOm Order of Department of 
Building and Safety to Make Repairs to Properties on Sahara Avenue. 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

On'JUly 10, 1986, the Director of Building and Safety issued 
, a notice to.Enchanted Village, Ltd:, as property owner 
of buildings at 222, : 226,'228. 230, 234, 236, 238, and 
242.West-Sahara Avenue, except 200 West Sahara Avenue, in that 
the buildings had been lOtrid to be dangerous buildings as 
defined by the Uniform code for the Abatement of Dangerous 
Buildings. The property owner was ordered to take out the 

_ necessary permits by July 25 ., 1986, and to complete repairs 
by July 30, 1986. Exhibit A. 

.Brian Samuelten filed an appeal. on behalf of Enchanted 
Village with the City Clerk on July 16, 1986: Exhibit B. 
The appeal was .filed ,within the time permitted by the 
Dangerous Buildings Code. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

None 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

' That theCouncil schedule a hearing on this matter for its 
meeting of August 20, 1986: 

Agenda Item 

V -C 
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CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

wiiimnstioftw 
num 

I 

CITY of LAS VEGAS 
MAYOR BILL BRIAR( 

COL$NatmoN 
RON LURIE 

AL LEVY 
BOB NOUN 

W. WAYNE BUNKER 

CITY ATTORNEY 
GEORGE F. OGEME 

CITYMATTACAR 
ASHLEY HALL 

July 10, 1986 

ENCHANTED VILLAGE LTD. 
c/o B. SAMUELSEN 
242 WEST SAHARA AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102 

NOTICE AND ORDER  

You are hereby notified as owner(s) Of the properties located at 210, 218, 220, 
222, 226, 228,'.230, 234; 236, 238, and 242: WEST SAHARA AVENUE (Except 200 WEST 
SAHARA AVENUE), that they liaVe.beevfound to be dangerous buildings as defined 
in .the Uniform Code, for the Abatement of Dangerous Buildings, 1982 Edition, 
Section 302, adopted by Las Vegas Municipal Code 16.08, because of the following 
conditions: 

Reference Publication: UNIFORM BUILDING CODE (UBC), 1985 Edition 
UNIFORM PLUMBING CODE (UPC), 1985 Edition 

' UNIFORM MECHANICAL CODE (UMC), 1985 Edition 
NATIONAL ELECTRICAL CODE (NEC), 1984 Edition 
ZONING REGULATIONS 

The'butiding Official has determined that the structures are in such condition 
as t.0,makethem , dangerous to , the.occupants. The following is a brief description 
Of the violations: 

1. Hazardous Wiring. 
2. Structural Defects. 
3. Mechanical Defects. 
4. Plumbing Defects. 

NOTE: A more detailed list may be seen in the Department of Building and Safety. 

Because of these conditions,, the Building Official orders ENCHANTED VILLAGE LTD., 
record owners of the buildings, to: 

1. Cause the following permits to be taken out by a licensed contractor on 
or befOre'July 25, 1986: ROOFING, ELECTRICAL, MECHANICAL, PLUMBING, and 

2. Repairs to be completed by July 30, 1986. , 

You or any person having any record title or legal interest in the property may 
appeal from any Notice and Order Of the Building Official to the City Council 
by filing an appeal in writing at the office of the Building Official within 
ten (10) days from the date of service of the Notice and Order. Upon such a 
timely appeal., the Notice and Order is stayed until a hearing and decision by 
the City,COuncil. You will be given at least ten (10) days notice of the date 
set for hearing. Failure to appeal will constitute a waiver of all rights to 
an administrative hearing and adjudication of the Notice and Order. 

If you do not comply with this order, the Building Official will proceed to 
vacate the buildings, secure the structures, and charge the cost thereof 
against the owners. As the owners, you will be responsible for all cost 
incurred. 

Sincerely yours, 

Tut NTH 

er,4;orr 1  
CLAY HYME ,AUILDING Off CLAY 	 ,AWILDING OFFICIAL 
DIRECT6

HYMER
R; DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING 8g•SAFETY 

EXHIBIT "A" 
4110 E. STEWART AVENUE • t AS VICAS, NEVADA 119StIl • 1702) 1116-b011 



BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF 

THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 

ATTENTION: CITY CLERK 

Signature of Appellant 

and Order. If corporation, 

the Notice and Order, together 

LAS VEGAS CITY A im a looc  
COUNCIL MINUTES "`", u  I 	 00242 

RECEIVED 

Jui IS 3 39 111'8G 

CITY.  

APPEAL OF: (2)  

* * 

Date: (1)  :iv LY 

ENCHAMT El> Vii.A.theftr L.  
eve, 61?-'14 ■4 Sit.b•Av ELS CM  

u.). SALAATC.O.-•C •  
LA I. 	CZ. S 44 V . 	9  

' .7 /966 

Address of propertyIn which Appeal is made:  (3)  210 'Neu zyz_ w. stookcp, 
Las Vegas, Nevada 8etta7-. 

Die Appellant(S) legal interest in the property is as follows: 
' r:SItleMa SA s/4 vE LSEM 	aeta eg.AL ?Ake-1' 4E2  

EhicstAN-r 	vl Li. aNC4IE LA rmITATib 10  AoWT %Aelt,04 tl'  

ILVe are in receipt of .a certain Notice and Order to Make Repairs, dated 
7VLY 10

'  
0113(1 	and do hereby protest the following part(s) of 

(C) that Notice and Order: 	t) elL...kat 10  _s 

for the folloving reasons: (0 11.4kci..%.44c 4we •404 degumrres,,s.  
1. eile44 Leo( s4- o C eir-Set yaw e 4t7 Pe v ate 	 f-era r's 4o s4.4.. 

JZlee:want the Notice and Order to - be ( (7 )rqversed/modified).-as follows: 
A oTacm6s 	.1,44.44; ,P .42 kits"— 4.. ;w4 eb...4C 	ty 4,Lsw/.4.,/ .ieeteff„,i 

	

• 	_ , 	 LAimeledk!'...444: 	 - 	a tear=  pie 
,e mrlow°, 	grr re.ritri , 	a 	c.o.; go 

The undersigned Appellants verify that the statements made herein are 
true to his/her/their best knowledge and belief and:understand that 
penalties, for perjury may be made if any false statements are deliberately 
Made. 

tHome Address of Appellant)" 

. (Signature of Appel lant) 

(Home Address of Appel IIITET 

(Signature of Appellant) 

(Home Address of Appellant) 

Insert date. 
Insert names of persons appealing Notice 
insert name of corporation. 
Insert property address. 
Insert the name of each person appealing 
with that person's interest in property. 
Insert the part(s) of the Notice and Order believed to be incorrect. 
Insert the reasons, together with material facts, why the Notice and 
Order is believed to be incorrect... 
Strike out Inapplicable- work., 
Leave blank if you want Notice and Order reversed or set aside. If you 
want Notice and Order to be modified or changed, insert how you want 
changes made. 

PLEASE ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEET IF NECESSARY. 

EXHIBIT "8" 

(1)  
(2)  

(3)  
(4)  

(5)  
(6)  

(7)  
(8)  
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TO: FROM: 
The City Council 

1 

• • 0 0 2 41 4 
July 25, 1986 

at, ot t."44vcif.,. LAS VEGAS CITY s  AUG 6086  
AGENDA 06810MENTATIoN Date:  

1/411144- tpr 	 
4 xobert eaaggin 

Deputy ity Attorney 

.ial7=717-777rIose Carriage CO. -- ApOrova ot -PetitiOn 
to Intervene Before Public Service Commission 

or 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

Yellow Rose Carriage Co. has filed an application with 
the Public Service Commission for authority to operate a horse- 
drawn carriage tour service over a fixed route in downtown 
Las Vegas. The company proposes to board passengers at one 
staging area and return all passengers to that location at 
the end of the tour. 

The Public Service Commission .informed the City Attorney's 
Office in a notice received July 14 that parties wishing to 
participate In the consideration of this application had to 
submit :requests by July 23, This office filed a Petition for 
Leave to Intervene in order to preserve the City's right to 
participate in the proceedings. 

The petition as filed does not commit the City to a position, 
but points Out that the City is invOlved.ln downtown redevelopment 
projects such as the festival marketplace and transportation 
center that will affect the operation of such a service. 

Since the City's Petition was filed, the Commission has 
announced that hearings on the Yellow Rose application will 
be conducted on August 14 and 15. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

RECOMMENDATIONS  

That the Council approve the Petition for Leave to Intervene 
and authorize the City Attorney's Office to develop testimony 
for presentation to the Public Service Commission. 

Agenda Item 
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Docket No. 85-1204 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

LASVEGASCITY AUG 406 	• 00245 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC, SERVICE COMMISSION OF NEVADA 

In the Matter of the Application of 
DARYL A. ZIPP dba YELLOW ROSE CARRIAGE 
COMPANY for authority, to operate as a 
common carrier by providing tours of 
downtown Las Vegas, Nevada, 
in horse-drawn carriages 

PETITION TO INTERVENE  

The City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 400 East Stewart Avenue, 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 (702/386-6011) hereby petitions the 

Public Service Commission of Nevada, by and through its attorney, 

George F. Ogilvie, City Attorney, (702/386-6201) of the same 

address, for Permission to Intervene in the above-entitled 

Application. 

The Petitioner wishes to participate in the delibera-

tions of the Commission regarding this Application to operate as 

a common carrier in downtown Las Vegas, Nevada, for the following 

reasons: 

1. 	The City Council of the City of Las Vegas represents 

all the residents of the City of Las Vegas and is responsible 

for their well-being and that of the downtown area. 

2. The City Council has initiated a comprehensive 

redevelopment plan for downtown Las Vegas that is likely to 

affect the use of Fremont Street and may include a transporta-

tion component. 
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3. 	At the City Council's direction, construction is 

proceeding on a downtown transportation center that will serve 

as the focal point for bus transportation in the Las Vegas Valley. 

The center will also be served by federally funded theme 

vehicles that will circulate throughout the downtown area. 

The Petitioner intends to present at the hearing 

evidence on the matters set forth above. 

WHEREFORE, the City of Las Vegas prays that the Public 

Service Commission of Nevada grants its Petition for Leave to 

Intervene in the Commission's consideration of the Application 

of Daryl A. Zipp dba Yellow Rose Carriage Company for authority 

to operate as a common carrier by providing tours of downtown 

Las Vegas, Nevada, in horse-drawn carriages. 

Dated this day of July, 1986. 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 

GEORGE F. OGILVIE, City Attorney 

By  PAW deCLI±N..  
ROBERT YEAR 
Deputy City Attorney 
400 East Stewart Avenue, #906 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING  

hereby certify that on the .  02/1t 	day of 

July, 1986, I deposited in the United States Mail, postage 

prepaid, at Las Vegas, Nevada, enclosed in a sealed envelope, 

-2- 
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LAS VEGAS CITY 	 00247 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

a copy of the above and foregoing PETITION TO INTERVENE, 

addressed as follows: 

Daryl Zipp 
Yellow Rose Carriage Co. 
953 E. Sahara Avenue, Suite E-15 A 
P.O. Box 18414-302 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89104 
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• 	11 

12 

13 

I 14 

15 

I 16 

iko
17  
18 

1 19 

20 

I 21 

22 

11 	23 

I 24 

25 

27 

$ 	28 

Checker Cab 
90 W.. OakeyA3oulevard 
Las Vegas ., Nevada 89102 
Attn:. Jack Owens 

Yellow Cab 
90 W. Oakey Boulevard 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 
Attn: Jack Owens 

Eric Taylor, Esq. 
600 South Eighth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 

Cowboys, Inc. , 
P.0 Box 28790 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102 

Edward G. Marshall, Esq. 
324 South Third Street 
Suite 2 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

A-NLV Cab Co. 
5010 South Valley View Boulevard 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attn: Charles Frias 

Ace Cab Co. 
5010 South Valley View Boulevard 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attn: Charles Frias 

Union Cab Co. 
5010 South Valley View Boulevard 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attn: Charles Frias 

Vegas Western Cab, Inc. 
5010 South Valley View Boulevard 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Attn: Charles Frias 

26 

-3- 
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AntEtployee Of th City of Las''Ve4as 

• 00248 
LASVEGASCITY AUG 619136 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
Jeffrey A. Silver, Esq. 
701 E. Bridger Avenue 
Suite 801 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Whittlesea-Bell Luxury Limousine 
P.O. Box 15333 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89114 
Attn: Richard Gull 

Silver State Limousine 
P.O. Box 15333 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89114 
Attn: Richard Gull 

Las Vegas Mini-Bus 
P.O. Box 15333 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89114 
Attn: Richard Gull 

Whittlesea Blue Cab Co. 
P.O. Box 15333 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89114 
Attn: Richard Gull 

Henderson Taxi 
P.O. Box 15333 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89114 
Attn: Richard Gull 

Norman Ty Hilbrecht, Esa. 
723 South Casino Center Boulevard 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

9‘) 
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II 	28 

■■• 



00249 

PAGE I 

I. 

11 

• 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE:.  

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

CONCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRUTEM LURIE: 

DEPUTY CITY ATTY.:ROETHEL: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

/sl 

LAS VEGAS CITY 	r. 6 i986  

MUT S ' 
TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - ARIVICik,M1986 E  
V. GEORGE F. OGILVIE - CITY ATTORNEY AGENDA 
ITEM D - YELLOW ROSE CARRIAGE CO. 

Item D is the Yellow Rose Carriage Company. 
This is approval of petition for leave to 
intervene before the Public Serivce Commission. 

I'll move for APPROVAL. 

Okay, we have a motion to -- 

Is this to intervene in opposition to this? 

Yes. 

I think the City Attorney was asking for 
direction, not only for authorization to 
intervene, but the -- what our position 
would be on it. I think -- 

I'm sorry. I thought he pretty understood 
our position. 

It says that the petition -- this file does 
not commit the City to position, but what 
it says in the petition is that City 
Council has initiated a comprehensive development 
plan and that it's likely to affect the 
use of Fremont Street may include a transportation 
compenent. So I would have to say that 
we would appear before the Public Service 
Commission in opposition to the petition. 

I think the motion might include that. 

That'll be fine. You bet. 

Your motion is? 

To reiterate our position we're opposing 
it previously. 

OKay. Understand the motion? 

Yes, Your Honor. 

Okay, cast your votes. Post. Motion's 
APPROVED. (Motion carried with Briare excused.) 

END. OF 'DISCUSSION 
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August 6, 1986 

Page 23 

rit  

142 Nolen - 
Second Reading and 
BILL ADOPTED. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to proceed 
with second 
publication 

urie 7 
econd Reading and 
ILL ADOPTED as per 
irst Amendment. 
.nanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to proceed 
with second 
publication 

AGENDA 
LAS VEGAS CITY 

COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 L986 

1,44 Ves.‘44 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

ITEM Council Action Department Action 

VI: 'REPORTS'FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES 

A. BILL NO. 86-30 - REASSIGNS PARK RANGER 
UNIT FROM DEPARTMENT OF PARKS, RECREATION 
AND SENIOR CITIZENS ACTIVITIES TO DEPART- 
MENT OF DETENTION AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES 
AND BROADENS UNIT'S SCOPE OF AUTHORITY.  
Committee: Councilmen Nolen and Levy 

First Publication: SUN - 7/17/86 

Committee Recommendation: 

Adoption at the 8/6/86 City Council • 
meeting. 

B. BILL NO. 86-33 - AMENDS CHILD CARE 
FACILITIES CODE BY REQUIRING CERTAIN 
QUALIFICATIONS FOR AN INFANT AND TODDLER 
NURSERY DIRECTOR (FIRST AMENDMENT)  
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Levy 

Fitst . PUOlication: SUN - 7/17/86 

Committee Recommendation: 

Adoption at the 8/6/86 City Council meeting 
as per First AmendMent. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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LAS VEGAS CITY ; r 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 

11 	(Posting required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) 
- 	STATE OF NEVADA ) 

	

) 	ss 
I COUNTY OF CLARK ) 

00251 

, an employee of the City of Las Vegas, 
- 	  

Nevada 'being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the 	- ' day of 

• 
1)1 	9 t'W(0  at the hour of  330 eilA there were posted 

copies of a 0NOTICE, the attached of which is a true and correct copy, of an 

INFORMATION MEETING before various RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES relative to proposed 

ordinances, to be held at the hour of  14 ft... on Monday,p,(-5 	, (9A/C,, 

in the City Manager's Conference Room, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, 10th 

Floor, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted on Public Bulletin Board at the following 

locations : 

1. • In the Bradley Building, State of Nevada, 2501 East Sahara Avenue; 

2. In the Senior Citizens Center, 450 East Bonanza; 

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

4. On the Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza - Level of City Hall, 

400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the Court Clerk's 

Office); and 

5. On the Special Public Bulletin Board at the Plaza Level of City Hall, 

400 East Stewart Avenue (near the entrance to the City Council Chambers). 

(6)2ALL.As.i. 
SIGNATURE 

DEPARTMENT 	- 

Subscribed 4nd sworn to 
vat" 	 day of 

NOTARY PUBLIC in and 'for said County and Stael. 

My Commission expires;  •  



Mailing required under the provisions of NRS CHAPTER 241) 

STATE OF NEVADA) 

COUNTY : 0F CLARK) 

SS 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG- 6 1986 • 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 

00252 

) 3-Je-77 7L 7  C7CA-,A—r— 	, an employee of the City of Las Vegas, 
Nevada being first duly sworn, deposes and says that on the W-"--  day of 
	  f etf(*, a copy of a NOTICE OF INFORMATION MEETING 

AT 	9  
before Various RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES relative to proposed ordinances, to be 
held at the hour of  02111,  , on Monday,  C:Xlcj. 	/ (1  
in the City Manager's Conference Room, City "lHall, 4-00 East Stewart Avenue, 
10th Floor, Las Vegas, Nevada, of which the attached is a true and correct 
copy, was deposited in the United States Mail, Postage Prepaid, First Class 

, Mail, to each person and/or organization whose name appears in the Agenda 
Register maintained in the Office of the City Clerk as having requested; in 
writing, a copy of said AGENDA (NOTICE). 

sr ATURE (an employee inhe Office 
of the City Clerk) 

Subwibed and swoly.42:fore me this 

A9  day of 	  

NOARY PUBLIC in and for said County andLetate. 

My Commission  expires: 	 69  	, 

- SANDRA R. LE BOEUF 
Mary Public - sale of Nevada 

tatabarat Reedal ad Cada 
' 	Wes Ils. B. DS 
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July 2, 1986 

NOTICE 

The following Bills proposed for adoption by the City. Council of the City 
of Las Vegas will be the subject of PUBLIC COMMENT before their respective 
Committees at the hour of 4:00 	Monday, July 14, 1986, in the City 
Manager's Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, 
Las Vegas, Nevada. 

A. BILL NO. 86-30 - REASSIGNS PARK RANGER UNIT FROM DEPARTMENT OF PARKS, 
RECREATION, AND SENIOR CITIZENS ACTIVITIES TO DEPARTMENT OF DETENTION 
AND CORRECTIONAL SERVICES AND BROADENS UNIT'S SCOPE OF AUTHORITY.  
Committee: Councilmen Nolen and Levy 

B. BILL NO. 86-33 - AMENDS CHILD CARE FACILITIES CODE BY REQUIRING CERTAIN 
QUALIFICATIONS FOR AN INFANTANUTODDLER NURSERY. DIRCTOR.  
Committee:. Councilmen Lurie and Levy . 

• BILL NO. 86-35.- ELIMINATES BOND REQUIREMENT FOR PRIVATE INVESTIGATORS, 
PRIVATE PATROLMEN, PROCESS SERVERS, POLYGRAPH OPERATORS, REPOSSESSORS 
AND CANINE SECURITY HANDLERS; MAKES LANGUAGE OF CHAPTER CONSISTENT WITH 
STATE LAW GOVERNING THESE OCCUPATIONS.  
Committee:. Councilmen Lurie and Levy 

D. BILL NO. 86-36 - AMENDS SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE TO REQUIRE DEVELOPERS TO 
PROVIDE ACCESS FOR CATV FRANCHISEES DURING CONSTRUCTION.  
Committee: Councilmen Nolen and Levy.  

ALL INTERESTED PERSONS ARE INVITED TO ATTEND:  Attendance will be noted and a 
tape recording of all the proceedings will be kept on file in the Office of the 
City Clerk until final disposition. A copy of the above Bills may be obtained 
through the Office of the City Clerk, Monday through Friday, 8 A.M. to 5 P.M. 
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INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
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July 14, 1986 

IITY OF LAS VEGAS Date 

1 
1• 

 FROM: obt-' 
CAROL ANN HAWLEY 

CITY CLERK 
CTI C FILE 

1 	_  

Metro 

, II 

1 

.ATTENDANCE: 

1 	• 

MEETING HELD: 

A. BILL NO. 86-30 - 
RECKATION, AND 

, AND CORRECTIONAL 
Committee:: Coun 

No one appeared in opposition-to this , Bill. Committee recommended 
- adoption at the 8/6/86 City Council meeting. , 	' 

REASSIGNS PARK RANGER UNIT FROM DEPARTMENT OF PARKS, 
SENIOR CITIZENS ACTIVITIES TO DEPARTMENT OF DETENTION 
SERVICES AND BROADENS UNIT'S SCOPE OF AUTHORITY.  
cilmen Nolen and Levy . 

 

Monday, July 14, 1986, at 4 P.M. in the City Manager's 
Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall Complex, 400 
East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. Meeting 
adjourned at approximately 4:15 P.M. 

Councilman Ron Lurie 
Councilman Al Levy 
CoUncilman Bob Nolen 
City Manager Ashley Hall 	 - 
Deputy City Manager Larry Barton 
City Attorney George Ogilvie 
City Clerk Carol Ann Hawley 
Deputy City Attorney John Roethel 
Deputy City Clerk Linda Owens 
Privileged License Chief Marge Hether 
Detention & Correctional Services Director Mike Sheldon 
Lt. Hash Hanief 
Don Charleboix, Duber Security, Inc. 
Allan LaRoche, Southern Nevada Homebuilders 
Beian Greenspun, Dimension Cable TV 
Lisa Roche, Reporter, Review-Journal 

SUBJECT: 

I 	 RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING - 
JULY 14, 1986 	- -  

COPIES TO: 
Agenda Blue Books, 7/16/86 and 8/6/86 

City Council Meetings 
City. Attorney 
Parks, Recreation and Senior Citizens Act. 
Detention and Correctional Services 
Business Activity 

'LV 7007 
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B. BILL NO. 86-33 - AMENDS CHILD CARE FACILITIES CODE BY REQUIRING CERTAIN 
QUALIFICATIONS FOR AN INFANT AND TODDLER NURSERY DIRECTOR.  
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Levy 

Marge Nether said this Bill will bring the City in compliance with the 
recent State Statute changes. No one appeared in opposition. Committee 
recommended adoption at the 8/6/86 City Council meeting. 

• BILL NO. 86-35 - ELIMINATES BOND REQUIREMENT FOR PRIVATE INVESTIGATORS, 
PRIVATE PATROLMEN, PROCESS SERVERS, POLYGRAPH OPERATORS, REPOSSESSORS 
AND CANINE SECURITY HANDLERS; MAKES LANGUAGE OF  CHAPTER CONSISTENT WITH 
STATE LAW GOVERNING THESE OCCUPATIONS.  
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Levy 

This Bill makes the City consistent with the State law. Don Charleboix, 
Nevada Association of Private Investigators, appeared in favor of this 
Bill. Lt. Hash Hanief, LVMPD, did not feel the change was warranted and 
that Metro needed to continue to approve badges of private detectives. 
City Attorney Ogilvie indicated the word "detective" in this Bill was in 
error. At the meeting it was agreed to amend this Bill to include any 
employees of licensees of private investigators, private patrolmen, 
process servers, polygraph operators, repossessors and canine security 
handlers. Committee recommended adoption at the 8/6/86 City Council 
meeting as per First Amendment. 

D. BILL No. 86-36 AMENDS SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE To REQUIRE DEVELOPERS TO 
'PROVIDEACCEWFOR CATV'FRANCHISEES DURING CONSTRUCTION, '  
Committee: Councilmen Nolen and Levy  

Committee recommended this Bill be held until the scheduled Recessed 
City Council meeting on Friday, July 18, 1986 at 8:30 A.M. in the City 
Council Chambers in order to consolidate all matters relating to the 
Cable Television industry on one agenda. Brian Greenspun and Allan 
LaRoche appeared and were advised of the 7/18/86 meeting. 

CAH/lmo 



August 4, 1986 INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

FROM: oos 
FILE CAROL ANN HAWLEY 

CITY CLERK 

MEETING HELD: 

ATTENDANCE: 	 Mayor William Briare 
Councilman Ron Lurie 
Councilman Bob Nolen 
City Manager Ashley Hall 
Deputy City Manager Randall Walker 
Deputy City Manager Larry Barton 
City Attorney George Ogilvie 
City Clerk Carol Ann Hawley 
Business Activity Director Jerry Cahill 
Dept. of Community Planning & Development Director 
Harold Foster 

Mike Hayes, 6342 Goldmine Drive, LV, NV. 
Deputy City Clerk Sandra LeBoeuf 
Lt. Hash Hanief, LVMPD 
Special Privilege License Chief Marjorie Nether 
Deputy City Attorney Val Steed 
Lois Larson, citizen 
Allan LaRoche, Southern Nevada Homebuilders Association 
Paul Wulkon, Southern Nevada Adult Mental Health 
Joseph Ballas, 4308 Amethyst Avenue, LV, NV, 
Merl Stein, Nev. Commission on Mental Health 
Olive Belles, 4308 Amethyst Avenue, LV, NV. 
Dan Metcalf, Mtsco Cable TV 
Kathy Erdner, Las Vegas Valley Childcare Association 
Dennis McGarvey, LAS Vegas Jaycees 
Sandra Cherub, Las Vegas SUN 
Diane Russell,Las Vegas Review-Journal 

EXCUSED: 	 Councilman Al Levy 
Councilman Wayne Bunker 

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING - 
JULY 28, 1986 

Monday, July 28, 1986, in the City Manager's 
.Conference Roam, 10th Floor, City Hall Complex, 
400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. 
Meeting adjourned at 4:50 . P.M. 

COPIES TO: 

Agenda Blue Books, 8/6/86 and 8/20/86 
City Attorney 
Community Planning and Development 
Business Activity 
LVMPD. 

gr• • •Y OF LAS VEGAS 
- 00256 LAS VEGAS CITY AUG COUNCIL MINUTES 	6 1913Aate 
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COUNCIL MINUTES 
Recommending Committee Minutes 
July 28, 1986 
Page Z 

A. BILL Na. 86-36 - AMENDS SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE TO REQUIRE DEVELOPERS TO PROVIDE 
ACCESS FOR CAN 'FRANCHTSEES - DURINO'CONSTRUCTION (First AMendment).  
Committee: CoUntilten Nolen. and Levy 

04n Metcalf -, Misco Cable, appeared and indicated he was happy with the present 
provisions and would like the matter to stay status quo. Committee recommended 
this Bill. be 'held in' abeyance until franchise applications filed by Valley 
Communications and Mist() are addressed. (Verbatim transcript part of final 
-minutes.) 	• 

B. RILL NO. 86 ,-34 - AMENDS CHILD CARE FACILITIES CODE By ALLOWING ADDITIONAL 
CHILDREN IN FAMILY AND:•GROUP'CHILD CARE HOMES AND CHILD  CARE CENTER BEFORE 
AND AFTER NORMAL SCHOOL'HOURS'jFirtt . AMendment).  
Committee: Councilmen Nolen and Bunker 

• Kathy Erdner, Las Vegas Valley Child Care Association, appeared in favor of this 
Bill. Marge Nether stated it contained the exact language as that in the State 
Statute and that the Department of Business Activity recommended approval. Mike 
Hayes appeared and while supportive of the Bill expressed a concern regarding 
children attending year-round schools. Committee recommended adoption at the 
8/20/86 meeting. (Verbatim transcript part of final minutes.) 

C. BILL NO. 86-37 - PROVIDES FOR ADULT CARE HOMES. IN CERTAIN RESIDENTIAL ZONING 
DISTRICTS BY SPECIAL USE PERMIT; PROVIDES FOR SPECIAL CARE FACILITIES IN 
COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL ZONES BY SPECIAL USE PERMIT; RESTRICTS HOSPITALS 
TO COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL ZONES; AND ELIMINATES THE RENTING OF ROOMS AS 

• AN ACCESSORY -USEIN'RESIDENTIALDISTRICTS (First Amendment).  
Committee: .  Councilmen Lurie and Bunker 

Harold Foster explained that Bill was in response to a number of requests for 
Variances. Lois Larson, Paul Wulicon,Southern Nevada Mental Health, Joe Ballas 
and Merl Stein appeared in opposilicm. Committee held Bill in Committee for 
further study. This will appear again on the 9/2/86 Recommending Committee 
agenda. (Verbattm transcript made part of final minutes.) 

D. BILL NO. 86-38 - PROVIDES FOR FINAL ACTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL ON CERTAIN PLOT 
• PLAN REVIEW APPLICATIONS (First Amendment)

COmettee: Councilmenlurie and Bunker 

No'one,appeared•in opposition. Committee recommended adoption at the 8/20/86 
City Council 



00258 
LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 1486 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
Recommending Committee Minute's .  
July 28,..1986 
Page 3 

E. BILL NO, 8639 CHANGES DESIGNATION OF "ADULT GROUP CARE FACILITY" TO 
"RESIDENTIAL FACILITT FOR:GROUPS," (First Amendment)  
Committee: Councilmen Lprte and Bunker 

This Bill-ConforMs-with State Law. Committee recommended adoption at 8/20/86 
City Council meeting.. 

F. BILL NO. 86-40 - REQUIRES THAT OPERATORS OF CARNIVAL GAMES AND RIDES ADMIT 
PATRONS ONLY ON PRESENTATTON OF PREPAID TICKETS PURCHASED AT ON-SITE TICKET 
Booms. 
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Bunker 

Lt. Hash Hanief, Las 'Vegas Metropolitan Police Department, appeared in 
support of this Bill. Cotettee 'recommended adoption at the 8/20/86 City 
Council meeting. 

G. BILL NO. 86-41 -*ORDINANCE LEVYING ASSESSMENT RE: SID NO. 456 (RANCHO DRIVE). 
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Bunker 

No one appeared in opposition. Committee recommended adoption at the 8/20/86 
City Council meeting. 

H. BILL NO. 86-42 - INCREASES SALARIES OF MAYOR AND CITY COUNCILMEN (First Amendment). 
Committee: Councilmen Bunker and Lurie 

City Manager Ashley Hall gave an historical review of Mayor/Council salaries, 
indicating their last ratse was in 1977. He stated the salaries contained 
in this Bill were recommended by a Citizens Committee consisting of Virgil 
Slade, Dr. James McMillan, Jeanne Hood, Oran Gragson and Brian Greenspun. 
Mayor Briare presented an amendment on this Bill whereby future salaries of 
the Mayor and Council would automatically be raised in response to the rise 
of Consumer Price Index. Committee recommended adoption as amended at the 
8/20/86 Council meeting. It should be noted that new salaries will commence 
at the Beginning of new terms of office. (Verbatim transcript made part of 
final minutes.) 
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Dm: June 25, 1986  

C TO 

TO: 

2zi 4144tIckt ieusguNcals  AUG 61986 .  

AGENDA DOCUIVIENTAXON/  
FR 

The City Council 

	

SUBJECT 	BiJ.lNo. 8630.-- Reassigns, Park Ranger Unit from Department of Parks, 
Recreation and Senior Citizens Activities to Department of Detention. 

: and  Correctional Services and Expands the Unit's Saone of Authority  

	

- - 	- 
PURPOSE/BACKGROUND• 

During the latter part of 1985 !  the responsibility for 
supervising the City's Park Ranger Unit was administratively 
transferred from the Department of Parks:, Recreation and Senior 
Citizens Activities to the Department of Detention and Correc-
tional Services. 

Bill No. 86-30, ifit.A.s adopted, will formally implement 
that transfer. The Billwill also expand the scope of authority 
Of. the Park Ranger Unit to include, in 'addition to City parks 
and recreation areas, any .other City. facility that is designated 
by the City Manager. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

None 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

This Bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for 
'review, hearing and recommendation to the City Council for final 
action. 

Agenda Item 

VI - A 
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Dm:  June 16, 1986 

_ 

FROM: UAA4.1c-e-cc- 	"ItArGo 
Deputy City Attorney 

TO: 
The City Council 

LAS VEGAS CITY 

e4 4f 	COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 

SUBJECT: 	Amendp:Child Care Facilities Code by Requiring Certain Qualifications 
BILL NO: for an Infant and Toddler Nursery Director 
86-33  

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

The State of Nevada Board of Child Care recently passed 
new regulations pertaining to qualification requirements of an 
infant and toddler nursery director. NRS 432A.131 states that a 
local child care licensing agency must not have regulations 
which are less restrictive than the regulations adopted by the 
State. The new. State regulations, being more stringent than 
the curtent.Las Vegas Municipal Code requirements of an infant 
and toddler nursery director, necessitate a City ordinance 
amendment. 

, 	At its April 30, 1986 meeting, the Child Welfare Board 
'reviewed the new State regulations and recommended that the 
City adopt the same qualification requirements. 

' 	The proposed ordinance has been reviewed and approved by 
the State:Bureauof Services for Child Care pursuant to NAC 
432A.18O, Which requires.any proposed local ordinance be 
reviewed by the Bureau prior to any public hearings. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

None 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

This Bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee 
for review, hearing and recommendation to the City Council for 
final action. 

Agenda Item 
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August 6, 1986 

. 	Page 24 

Department Action 

Lurie - 
Second Reading and 
BILL ADOPTED at per 
FirstAmendment. 
MotiOn carried with 
Nolen abstaining and 
Briate excused. 

Clerk to proceed 
with second 
publication 

Recommendation 
hoted 

To remain in study 
committee until 
further direction 
is given. 

LASVEGASCITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

• 	wve.sm, 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNaL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Council Action 

144 

1 • 

16 

VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES (Cont'd  

C. BILL NO. 86-35 - ELIMINATES BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PRIVATE INVESTIGATORS, PRIVATE PATROLMEN 
PROCESS SERVERS, POLYGRAPH OPERATORS, REPOS-
SESSORS AND CANINE SECURITY HANDLERS; MAKES 
LANGUAGES OF CHAPTER CONSISTENT WITH STATE 
LAW GOVERNING THESE OCCUPATIONS (1st Amend.)  
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Levy 

First Publication: SUN - 7/17/86 

Committee Recommendation: 

Adoption at the 8/6/86 City - Council meeting 
as per First Amendment. 

• BILL NO. 86-36 - AMENDS SUBDIVISION 
ORDINANCE TO REOUIRE DEVELOPERS TO PROVIDE 
ACCESS FOR CATTFRANCHISEES DURING  
CONSTRUCTION 	(1st Athendithent) .  
Committee: Councilmen Nolen and Levy 

First Publication: NONE 

Committee Recommendation: 

Referred back to Study Committee. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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00262 

TO: 
The City Council 

o0A4V 

AGENDA DOCUMENTATION 
FROM: 12564-  

Robert Yglarin 
Deputy City Attorney 

SUBJECT: Bill No. 86-35 Eliminates bond requirement for private investigators, 
private patrolmen, process servers, polygraph operators, repossessors 

Date:  June 18, 1986  

P URPOSE/ state law governing these occupations. 

The purpose of this bill is to make Chapter 6.64 of the Municipal 
Code, dealing with private investigators, security personnel, 
process servers And repossessors,  Consistent with state law 
governing these occupations. 

The bill would revise definitions and terminology to be consistent 
with state law. In addition, the requirement Of a $2,000 bond 
would be rePealed, since state law requires these individuals to 
Carry insurance. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

None 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

That this bill be submitted to a Recommending CoMmittee for 
review, hearing and recommendation tO the City Council for 
final action. 

Agenda Item 

VI - C 



TO: 
The City Council 

Status Due: Agenda Item 

j ),,241..  Ve,d,ii 	LAS VEGAS CITY A Hr. a in° 	.- 	 00263.. 
AGENDA DOCUMENTATION, 

' 1°`' 

Date: July 2l c  34 86  

hn Edward Roethel ' 
.___Chief Civil Deputy Attorney . 

SUBJECT: 
Bill No. 86-36: Amends Subdivision Ordinance to Require Developers 
to Provide Access for CATV Franchisees During Construction 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND 

In connection with the recent discussions regarding the amend-
ments to the cable television ordinance, it was requested that 
the City adopt a procedure to allow CATV franchisees access to 
install their facilities during the construction phase of new 
subdivisions. 

Bill No. 86-36, if adopted, would amend the subdivision ordinance 
to provide such a procedure. 

FIRST AMENDMENT 

The First ?intendment to this Bill requires the CATV franchisee to 
arrange a mutually acceptable schedule with the subdivider for 
access to install CATV facilities. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

NONE 

* RECOMMENDATIONS 

This Bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for 
review, hearing and recommendation ,  to the City Council for final 
action. 

.DISPOSITION 
, Approved 	0 

Disapptoved 
Held 	 Cl 

1 	VI - D 



LAS VEGAS CITY Al 1G 
COUNCIL MINUTES `i 002.64 

August 6, 1986 AGENDO 1-441. 144 
Page 25 

Department Action 

8/20/86 Agenda 

9/2/86 Recommending 
Committee Meeting 
Agenda 

1 

ITEM 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Council Action 

VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING'COMMITTEES - (Cont 1- 0 

E. BILL NO. 86-34 - AMENDS CHILD CARE 	. 
FACILITIES CODE BY ALLOWING ADDITIONAL 

. CHILDREN TN FAMILY*AND GROUP CHILD CARE 
HOMES AND CHILD CARE CENTER BEFORE AND 
AFTER NORMAL 	HOURS'. .(1St Amendment)  
Committee: Councilmen Nolen and Bunker 

First Publication: SUN - 7/31/86 

Committee Recommendation: 

Adoption at the 8/20/86 City Council 
meeting as per First Amendment. 

F. BILL NO. 86-37 - PROVIDES FOR ADULT CARE 	Recommendation  
HOMES IN CERTAIN RESIDENTIAL ZONING DISTRICT °ted 

BY SPECIAL USE PERMIT; PROVIDES FOR SPECIAL 
CARE FACILITIES IN COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL 
ZONES BY SPECIAL USE PERMIT; RESTRICTS 
HOSPITALS TO COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL ZONES 
AND ELIMINATES THE RENTING OF ROOMS AS AN 
ACCESSORY USE IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS. (1st  end) 
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Bunker 

First Publication: NONE 

Committee Recommendation: 

Referred back to Recommending Committee 
Meeting 9/2/86. 

Recommendation 
Noted 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



VI.. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEESACOnt'A) 

G. BILL NO. 86-38- PROVIDES FOR FINALACTION'BY Recommendation 
THE CITY- COUNCIL ON CERTAIN PLOT 'PLAN 	noted 
REVIEW APPLICATIONS: (1st Amendment)  

- Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Bunker 

Recommendation 
noted 

8/20/86 Agenda 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986  COUNCIL MINUTES 

CITY' COUNCIL 

COUNCILCHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEINARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

AgE.11.PR: 
I. 

JT

•  
4 u.ties#4 

00265 

August 6, 1986 

Page 26 

Department Action• 

8/20/86 Agenda 

•1 

•1 

First Publication: SUN - 7/31/86 

Committee Recommendation: 

Adoption at the 8/20/86 City Council 
meeting as per First Amendment. 

First Publication: SUN - 7/31/86 

Committee Recommendation: 

Adoption at the 8/20/86 City Council 
meeting as per First Amendment. 

_ 	. 
H. BILL NO.. 86-39 -CHANGES DESIGNATION OF 

"ADULT GROUP CARE FACILITY" TO "RESIDENTIAL 
FACILITY FOR GROUPS:"' : tItkAMenftentY  
Committee:. Councilmen Lurie and Bunker 



August 6, 1986 

Page 27 

Recommendation 
noted 

8/20/86 Agenda 

Recommendation 
noted 

8/20/86 Agenda . 

00266 LAS VEGAS CITY AU G  6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES riu 

AGENDe 	4t,mties. 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

ITEM Council Action 	Department Action 

VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTES (Cont'd)  

I. BILL NO. 86-40 - REQUIRES THAT OPERATORS OF 
CARNIVAL GAMES AND RIDES ADMIT PATRONS ONLY 
ON PRESENTATION OF PREPAID TICKETS PURCHASED 
AT ON-SITE TICKET BOOTHS.  
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Bunker 

First Publication: SUN - 7/31/86 

Committee Recommendation: 

• Adoption at the 8/20/86 City Council 
• meeting. 

I. 

I .  

J. BILL NO. 86-41 ORDINANCE LEVYING ASSESSMENTS 
RE: SID ND: 456 (RANCHO DRIVEL '  
Committee: Councilmen Lurie and Bunker 

First Publication: SUN :  ,,-.7/31/86 

ComMitteejtecOmmendation.:  

Adoption at the 8/20/86 City Council 
Meeting. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

V 
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Recommendation 
noted 

8/20/86 

LAS VEGAS CITY 

-- 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 198e 

11111011EINDISI 	
e'‘' 	

1004 liesA4 • 

I ITEM  

• CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

• PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 	Department Action 

VI. REPORTS FROM RECOMMENDING COMMITTEES (Cant 'd) 

K. BILL NO. 86-42 - INCREASES SALARIES OF 
MAYOR AND CITY COUNCILMEN (1st Amendment) 
Committee: Councilmen Bunker and Lurie 

First Publication:. SUN - 7/31/86 

Committee Recommendation': 

Adoption at the 8/20/86 City Council 
meeting as per First Amendment, 

I. 

Ammummiumwonluo 

2 
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August 6, 1986 

1. 

AGEIIDfl 
LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

1.44 Ves(44 
CITYCOUNCL: 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400VetTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Page 29 

ITEM Council Action 	Department Action 

1045 

1 

VII. BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS. 

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 
4-Year Term . 

1. Robert Bugbee - Term Expires 8/19/86 

2. Robert Guthrie - Term Expires 8/19/86  

Levy - 
Motion to concur 
with Mayor's reap-
pointment of 
Robert Bugbee and 
the appointment of 
Tom Rubidoux 
823 Melody Lane 
L.V., 89108 
carried unanimously 
with Briare excused. 

Clerk to notify 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

42t %  



00269 
JUNE 30, 1986 

Date 

FROM: 

HAROLD P. FOSTER, um 
COMMUNITY PLANN1N 
DEVELOPMENT DEPAOTMPT 

itZ 

1 

ITV OF LAS VEGAS 	 LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

II 	CAROL HAWLEY, CITY CLERK 

SUBJECT: 

II CITY PLANNING COMMISSION AND BOARD OF 
ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

COPIES TO: 

LARRY K. BARTON 

As requested in your recent memorandum I contacted Robert Bugbee and 
Robert Guthrie regarding their terms on the subject Boards which will 
expire in August, 1986. 

Mr. Bugbee wishes to be reappointed again and Mr. Guthrie informed me 
that he has already submitted a letter or resignation to the Mayor. 
Mr. Bugbee's attendance on both the Planning Commission and on the Board 
of Zoning Adjustment has been excellent during his past term. 

HPF:erh 

, 	r-N 
21 

CLV 7007 
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COUNCIL MINUTES 

cot id44vesm. 
0 02 70 

August 6, 1986 	- 

Page 30 

Department Action 

8/18/86 Recommend in 
Committee meeting 
Agenda 

8/18/86 Recommendin 
Committee meeting 
Agenda 

MORNING SESSION RECE SED AT 10:48 A.M.. 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNOL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Council Action ITEM 

VIII.. NEW BILLS TO BE REFERRED TO A STUDY 
COMMITTEE OR RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE 

A. 	Bill No. 86- 43 	Ordinance Levying . 
Assessment re: Special Improvement District 

- No. 443 (NeIlis Boulevard) 

Sponsored by: Step Requirement 

First Reading 
and referred - 
Lurie and Nolen 

Bill No. Z7.86-1 7 - Amends. the Land Use 
Plan Map of the City of Las Vegas by 
Changing Various Zone Designations 

Sponsored by: Councilman Ron Lurie 

First Reading 
and referred - 
Lurie and Levy 

flGENDO 
1 
4 

1P• 

1 

1 



LAS VEGAS CITY AuG  6 1986 
,COUNCIL_INUiES 	I  

VeS"  

1104  

1 
1 
1 

le 

Levy - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Motion carried with 
Bunker abstaining 
and Briare excused. 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Michael Perrah, 
Donrey Outdoor 
Advertising appear& 

No one appeared in 
opposition 

AGENDA 

ITEM  

CaYCOUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

00271 

August 6, 1986 

Page 31 

Department Action 

IX. 2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS (Cont'd)  

U-44-86 - Abeyance from 7/16/86 Meeting - 
Application of FIRST INTERSTATE BANK, 
TRUSTEE, for a Special Use Permit to 
allow the relocation of an existing 14' x 
48' single pole, double face, off-premise 
sign, 40 feet in height, on property 
generally located on the north side of 
Sahara Avenue, east of Almond Tree Lane, 
in Zoning District C-1. 

The Board of Zoning Adjustment unanimously 
recommends APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. 7  Conformance tmthe plot plan and 
elevations. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

NOTE: This item was held in abeyance 
from the previous meeting as a 
result of no motion. 

A. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF— COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

00272 
IX. 

LAS VEGAS CITY all
G 6 t

6 To: The City Council 	 COUNCIL MINUTES "m 
Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

• U-44-86 - FIRST INTERSTATE BANK, TRUSTEE  

This item was held in abeyance because no member of the Council wished 
to make a motion at your last meeting. The request is for the construction 
of a proposed 14' x 48' single pole off-premise sign on the north side 
of Sahara approximately 150 feet east of Almond Tree Lane in a C-1 Zone. 
Presently, Donrey Outdoor Advertising has an off-premise sign approximately 
100 feet to the west but a 'restaurant is being developed on that site 
and the sign must be moved. It is now proposed to relocate the sign 
to this vacant parcel to the east. The sign will be double faced and 
40 feet high. The site is on a segment of Sahara where other off-premise 
signs have been allowed. 

Board of Zoning Adjustment Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 
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LOCATION MAP — ITEM IX.A. ABEYANCE ITEM — U-44-86 — FIRST INTERSTATE BANK, TRUSTEE 
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Levy - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare escused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

No one appeared 
in opposition 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

' - .1. 
.AGENDO 

1 
COUNCIL4  INUTES AUG 6 986  

1.... 
00274 

August 6, 1986 

Page 32 

LAS VEGAS CITY 

ITEm Council Action Department Action 

1406 

IX.. MO 	- PUBLIC HEARINGS (Cont'd)  

B. VAC-13-86-7 Petition of RICHARD AND 
MRGUERITTE HUNTER, ET AL, to vacate 

. 	Government Patent Reservations on 
property generally located east of 
Buffalo Drive and north of Westcliff 
Drive. 

,Planning . Commission unanimously 
recommended APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Standard Conditions.  1-4. 
) 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS:. -0 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



SEE ATTACHED .  LOCATION MAP 

HAROLD P,j0STER.,'DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT 'OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

9p275 
To: The city council • 	. 	LAS VEGAS CITY' 	 - 

Re: Public Hearing Agenda Item,. COUNCIL MINUTES AUG• r1986 
Augutt.6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

B. VAC-11,66 ,_:RICHARD:AND MARGUERITTE HUNTER, IT AL  

This request is to vacate the City's interest in Government Patent 
Reservations on the north and east sides of the property where street 
right-of-way will not be required. The vacation is related to a requested 
rezoning of this property under Item X.K.15 of this agenda. The vacation 
will allow greater utilization of this property. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 



WASHINGTON RW- 
-1--  I 
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LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986  
COUNCIL MINUTES 	 00276 

LOCATION NAP - ITEM IX. B. VAC-13-86 - RICHARD AND NARGUERITTE HUNTER ET AL 

HOSITE PARKWAY 



14. 

CAROL ANN HAWLEY, City')Clerk 

VAC-13-86 

00277 LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES NOTICE  

NOTICE IS HEHEBT-GIVEN.that a petition has been filed 

with the Clerk of the City Council of the City of Las Vegas, 

Nevada, asking for the Vacation of certain real property herein-

after described; that said petition has been referred to the 

Planning Commission of the City of Las Vegas; and that said 

Planning 'Commission has recommended that said petition be approved 

and that the following property be vacated, to-wit: 

Government Patent Reservations on property 
generally, located east, of Buffalo Drive and 

• north of WestcliffiDriVe.. 

• SUBJECT TO  

, 	1. 	Reservation of easements for the facilities of 

the various utility companies, together with reasonable 

ingress thereto and egress therefrom; 

2. Conformance to code requirements and design standards 

of all City departments; 

3. Vacation Shall not be recorded until all of 

the Above conditions have been met; 

4. 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. • 

A PUBLIC HEARING On- said petition and recommendation of 

the Planning Commission will be held on the 6th day of August, 1986, 

at the hour of . 2100p.m., in the Council Chambers of City 

Hall, 400 East Stewart •Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada; County of Clark, 

State of Nevada. 

If, upon such hearing the City Council of the City of 

Las Vegas is satisfied that the public will not be materially 

injured by such proposed vacation, the above described property 

will be ordered vacated. 

THIS NOTICE is given pursuant to an Order made by the 

City Council of the city of Las Vegas, Nevada, at a regular 

meeting thereof held on the 16th day of July, 1986. 
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Clerk to notify 

Charles Deaner, 
Atty., & Mr. & Mrs. 
Sweeten appeared 
on behalf of the 
application. 

Louis Wiener, Atty. 
appeared in 
opposition. 

Nolen.- 
DENIED Appeal 
thereby denying 
application. 
Unanimous 
'(Briare excused) 

LASVEGASCITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

L4 VeM  
OTY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

ITEM Council Action Department Action 

IX. 2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS  

V-52-86 APPEAL filed'by EDWARD AND SHARON 
SWEETEN of the action of the Board of 	. 
Zoning Adjustment. in DENYING their appli-
cationlOr a'Nariance to allow an existing 
structure (covered patio) to the we“ side 
property line where a:'9. foot setback is 
required On property located at 5521 Elton 

'Avenue, in Zoning District R-1. 

The Board.  of Zoning Adjustment unanimously 
PecOmmended DENIAL. 	" 

If approved,. subject to: 

I. Conformance to the plot plan and ' 
elevations. 

2. This Variance does not constitute a 
waiver from the Building Code require-
ments or other construction standards 
of the Department of Building and 
Safety. 

3. Obtain a building permit from the 
Department of Building and Safety. 

4. Standard condition No, 5. 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - Insufficient 
Justification 

PROTESTS: 

C. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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LAS VEGAS CITY AUG b -1986 	 00279 
To: Me City  Council 	COUNCIL MINUTES 	 IX. 
Re: Public Hearing  Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City  Council Agenda 

C. V-52-86 - EDWARD AND SHARON SWEETEN  

This is an appeal by  the applicant to the action of the Board of Zonin g  
Adjustment in denying  their application for a Variance to allow an existin g  
covered patio to the west propert y  line where a 9 foot setback is re quired. 
The property  is located at 6521 Elton Avenue in an R-1 zone. The patio 
was constructed without a permit and extends from the residence to the 
6 foot hi gh block wall that is on the property  line. The patio cover 
is approximatel y  8 x 56 feet in size. This Variance was filed b y  the 
applicant as the result of the adjacent propert y  owner filing  a complaint 
with the City  regarding  this illegal construction. At the Board of Zonin g  
Adjustment hearing , the adjacent property  owner had an attorney  
representin g  him who pointed out that the patio cover was a noticeable 
deviation from the re quired setbacks and that it adversel y  affected his 
client's property . The Board of Zonin g  Adjustment felt that due to the 
size of the patio cover and the fact that it was objectionable to the 
adjoining  owner, alon g  with there being  no unusual circumstances to justify  
a deviation from the provisions of the Zonin g  Ordinance, it denied the 
application. 

In support of this re quest, the applicant submitted photographs of 14 
other properties in the area with patio covers that did not meet the 
side yard setbacks.Staff has referred the photo graphs to the Buildin g  
and Safety  Department for corrective action. 

One of the letters of protest indicated a business was bein g  operated 
from this property . A Home Occupation was approved to keep records for 
a business operation known as Portable X-Ra y  of Nevada. Apparentl y , 
several vans with the business name are bein g  dispatched from the premises 
and used in connection with this business that is beyond what was approved. 
Also, the business is bein g  advertised in the telephone directory  at 
this address, which is not permitted. Staff is takin g  action on this 
matter. 

Board of Zonin g  Adjustment Decision: DENIAL - insufficient justification 
for this re quest 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - insufficient justification 

PROTESTS: 2 (at meetin g ) 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

NJWLAILILIOL.  
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR eon 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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Edward and Sharon Sweeten 
651 Elton Ave. 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107 

July 10,. 1987 

City Clerk, 
City of Las Vegas 
400 E. Stewart Ave 
Las Vegas, Nevada : 89101 	 • 

- RE: Variance # V-52-436 

This is to infOrm your office that we wish to appeal the 
action of the 'Board of Zoning Adjustment of June 26, 1986 
on V-52-86, enclosed. 

We May be reached at the Above address or 87075623. 

Thank you) 

Cc 
Ed Sweeten 
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CHAIRMAN SORENSEN: 

RICK WILLIAMS: 

00283 LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

TRANSCRIPT BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT MEETING' 
ITEM 3 - -V-52,86  EDWARD . AND.SHARON SWEETEN 

CHARIMAN SORENSEN:• 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 

Item Number 3, V-52-86, application of 
Edward and Sharon Sweeten for a Variance 
to allow an existing structure (covered patio) 
to the west side property line where a 9 foot 
setback is required on property located at 
6521 Elton Avenue, in Zoning District R-1. 
This is a public hearing. Is the applicant 
here? Would you please step forward. Please 
state your name, address, arid sign in for the 
record please. 

Edward Sweeten ., 6521 Elton Avenue, Las Vegas, 
Nevada, 89107. 	. 

Alright. Staff. . 

The applicant has constructed this patio cover 
that you see in this location here. It extends 
right over to the property line, supported by a 
block wall that exists along the side property 
line. Just to orient you, if you'll refer to the 
map, you can see that this property is located in 
the center of an existing single-family subdivision 
developed with all single-family homes. The building 
inspector apparently caught this -- noticed this 
structure when he was in the area and informed the 
applicant of the violation. He's seeking relief 
through this variance application. In support of 
his request, the applicant has submitted photographs 
of 14 other single-femily, residential properties in 
the area that have similar setback problems. These 
violations have been referred to the Building Depart-
ment and they're taking the proper action. Now, 
as I mentioned earlier, this patio cover does exist. 
Apparently, it was built without benefit of a permit. 
Now even though there are other illegal structures 
in the area, staff really feels there isn't any 
exceptional or unusual conditions that would support 
approval of this request and, therefore, we would 
recommend DENIAL. We only have one protest on 
record and that's a property located at 212 Lindy, 
which is to the east at the corner of Lindy and 
Elton. 

There's a mistake in that. It is not supported by 
a block wall. The block wall is, I believe, on the 
property line between the -- myself and my neighbor. 
It's supported by 4x4 posts inside the wall. We 
built it for the purpose of shade for the children 
out there on the patio on the west side of the house. 
It gets quite hot in the afternoon. We did not seek 
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EDWARD SWEETEN: a building permit for this structure per se 
We just finished the back and got carried away 
with it. We do not feel that it is a hazard, 
however. It's 12 feet from the neighbor's 
garage and 20 feet yet from their house. We 
would like to keep this structure. We're willing 
to make concessions and move it back whatever is 
necessary to be allowed to do this. It may be 
noted that there are others in the neighborhood 
that have this problem and do not have variances •  
for them and there are yet others less than a 
half mile away in total developments with houses 
less than 10 feet apart, with the same scaffold 
working on both houses at once. So if that be safe, 
we feel that also would be safe. The structure 
is totally within our property line, but as I 
say, we are willing to move it back if we would 
be allowed to keep it for the purpose of shade 
on that side of the house. 	. 

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: 	What will your neighbors on both sides talk 
about it -- say About it? 

'EDWARD SWEETEN: 	 My neighbor to the west is" 	now and there's 
fear of fire:hazard'over :there. 

CHAIRMAN SORENSEN:' 	Okay. 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 	 To my knowledge, no-other neighbor has any complaints. 
. 	It's barely noticeable -- not even hardly noticeable 

from the street. 

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: 	So the neighbor to the west and that would be 
what -- 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 	 Beg your pardon, that would be Mr. & Mrs. Paine. 

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: 	6601? 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 	 Yes, I believe so. They are here tonight. 

CHAIRMAN SORENSEN: 	Okay. Is there anyone here in opposition. 

ATTY. LOUIS WIENER, JR.: 	Yes, my name is Louis Weiner, Jr., I represent 
the Paine family who live at 6601 Elton, which 
is immediately adjacent to the Property. I would 
like to present to the Commission some pictures 
which I have to show a phase of this construction, 
if I may approach the Commission? 
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TRANSCRIPT - BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT MEETING 7 JUNE 26, 1986 
ITEM 3 V-52436 -EDWARD AND SHARON SWEETEN' PAGE 3 

CHAIRMAN SORENSEN: 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 

CHAIRMAN SORENSEN: 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 

ATTY. LOUIS WIENER, JR.: 

CHAIRMAN SORENSEN: 

ATTY. LOUIS WIENER, JR.: 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 

Is this structure right to the property line 
so that any rain that runs off, runs off into 
the neighbor's yard. 

No, it does not.'. 

•t'has a gutter? 

It is about 6 to 8 inches off the property line. 
Rain would run off the edge of it and hit the 
top of the wall and go each way apparently. 
If I put a rain gutter on it and to alleviate 
any problem of any drainage off comes back to 
us any way. Like I say, we'd be happy to move 

' the structure inside if we were allowed to keep 
it, back whatever it took. 

May I make a statement, Mrs. Chairman? 

Yes. 

I don't know whether this gentleman is finished 
or not. Are you finished? It's the position 
of the Paines that this is an illegal structure. 
The inspection of this was initiated by the 
Paines through a friend of theres who contacted 
the Building Department. They didn't seek a 
permit. They put up a structure that's entirely 
in violation of the law. There's a 9½ foot 
setback. It's built from their house right 
over to the wall. I don't think it's a hardship 
on anyone. It isn't a structure that would be 
a house that it'd be extremely expensive. It's 
made out of -- it's wooden with a plywood roof 
on it. It's in a fine neighborhood and the Paines 
have a nice home there. They just don't want 
this kind of a structure immediately adjacent to 
their property. Number one, it creates a potential 
fire hazard. Secondly, the water does run off 
when it does rain, it runs right over on their 
property. As a matter of fact, during the course 
of construction, the gentleman or gentleman who 
did build this had the audacity to -- when they 
wanted to paint it, without permission of the Paine 
people, they came on the Paine people's property 
with ladders and painted the overhang. 

It was a mistake. I was not there to supervise 
them. 
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ATTY. LOUIS WIENER, 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 

COMMISSIONER JUNIEL: 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: 

EDWARD SWEETEN: 

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: 

Well, regardless of whether it was a mistake 
or not, they had the audacity to come on the 
property. Somebody is -- got some skill in 
building. They knew you have to have a building 
permit. Now, had there been a building permit 
applied for at the time, there wouldn't have 
been a hardship on the gentleman and his family. 
I don't know what the action of the Planning Depart-
ment would've been or the Zoning Commission in whether 
they would grant it. As far as the Paines are 
concerned, they feel it just shouldn't be there 
for any reason whatsoever. It's not necessary. 
There's nobody's health that's involved that it 
has to be there and there's no good reason that 
somebody who violates the law, without doing 
anything, should be permitted to maintain a 
structure of this kind. It's unsightly. It 
doesn't do any good for the neighborhood. It 
doesn't do any good for the Paines. It doesn't 
really serve a purpose except possibly maybe 
the children can run under and play and I'm 
sure if they want to, they can build one on the 
back of the house and the children can play 
under a canopy on the back of the house. 

I must take exception with that and his version 
of the property. There is already a patio cover 
on the back of the house. This is built to code 
this one we're discussing. It is not unsightly. 
It's hardly noticeable from the street. 

But you do have a patio in the back, right? 

Yes, I do. 

Do you have a lot of R-V equipment in there? 

Yes, sir, I do and it's all off the street. 

It's generally been the will of this board -- 
you are in violation. 

Yes, sir. 

And we, at least in my own feelings, if nobody 
else is harmed by this thing and everybody else 
in the neighborhood likes it, we have no problem 
with it, but if your neighbors object to it, they 
have an investment there and we have to protect 
their investment with the law. 
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CHAIRMAN SORENSEN: 

RICK WILLIAMS: 

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: 

Staff,. you did say there are others in 
violation in the same neighborhood, didn't 
.yoU? 

That's correct. . He submitted 14 photographs 
I believe of various -- 14. 

Many of the people in the past that have 
come to us on this type of a variance have 
solicited their neighbors prior to doing this 
thing and gotten their approval even though 
staff because of the law has to go for denial, 
but I think this is not a matter -- is this 
not the truth? We've had no objections from 
anybody on a lot of these? 

Generally, that's correct,' yet. 

This isa public hearing. Is there anyone in 
favor of this applicant? .  Okay, hearing is 
closed. 

I'm going to move for. DENIAL. 

Okay.:: The application has been DENIED. (Motion 
carried unanimously with Ashworth & Dixon excused. 

END OF DISCUSSION' 

/s 1 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

edat'or. 
CAROL ANN HAWLEY 
CITY CLERK 

400E. STEWART AVENUE • LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 • (702) 386-6011 CL V.7009 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

CITY of LAS VEGAS 
Issimme ungenn, 	 _ 

Imeasam 

I. 

AUGUST 6, 1986 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on Wednesday, August 6, 1986, at the hour of 
2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers, City Hall Complex, 400 East Stewart 
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, the City Council will consider the following: 

V-52-86 	APPEAL filed by EDWARD AND SHARON SWEETEN of the action of 
the Board of Zoning Adjustment in DENYING their application 
for a Varianceto allow an existing structure (covered patio) 
to the west side property line where a 9 foot setback is 
required on property located at 6521 Elton Avenue, in Zoning 
District R-1. 

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS LOT 6,  
BLOCK 11, OF LEWIS HOMES CHARLESTON UNIT NO. 9. 

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. 

I. 
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Report was given 
indicating that the 
mobile home had been 
removed from subject 
property. 
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if similar violation 
as had been in this 
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LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 61 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

1444 vesm. 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEVVART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

I. 
14, 

IX. 	2:00 P.M. - PUBLIC HEARINGS (Cont'd)  

D, V-5386 - STATUS REPORT on theAction 
of the City Council at its'July 16, 1986 
meeting in denying the aopeaLfiled by 
AAIILLIAM'C. IVERSON On behalf of VILLA 
BOREGA MOBILE HOME COMMUNITY Of the 
action of the Board :of am -Ng Adjustment 
in denying thetrapplication for a 
Variance to allow a mortgage:oOmpany to 
Sell an existing mobile home An a mobile 
home park, Where only a tenant-Owned 

' mobile' home may be offered for sale, On 
orbgerty located at 1111 North Lamb 
BoUleVard_ - (sOutheast corner of Lamb 
Boulevard and Monroe Avenue),. in Zoning 
District. R,MHP. 

NOTE: Councilman Nolen has requested 
this item be placed on the agenda 
to ascertain whether the mobile 
home has been moved or sold. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

14,  
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AGENDA. ibal VIENTATION 
TO: 

The City Council 

00290 

SUBJECT: 
STATUS REPORT - . V-53-86 (VILLA BOREGA MOBILE HOME PARK/GREEN TREE ACCEPTANCE) 

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND  

On July 16, 1986, the City Council denied the appea.1 filed on V783-86 stipulating 
that the mobile home placed in space #222 be sold within ten days or removed from 
the premises. The Department of Building and Safety was instructed to follow 
through with the necessary, action And provide a status report. The deadline to 
sell the mobile home expired and the following action took plate. 

On July 28, 1986, a citation was issued to Mr. Iverson of Villa BOrega Mobile 
Home Park. A citation was also issued to Mr. Dan Bialon of Green Tree Acceptance. 

• 
On July 29, 1986, a citation was  issued to Mr. Iverson of Villa Borega Mobile 
Home Park. kcitation was also istUed to Mr. Dan Bialon of Green Tree Acceptance. 

• On July 30, 1986,, when space .#222 was inspected, it was noted that the mobile 
home was being disassembled.. It was confirmed that the mobile home was to be 
moved. 

On July 11, 1986; space #222 Was reinspected. The mobile home had been moved 
and the space vacated. 

FISCAL IMPACT  

None. 

RECOMMENDATIONS  

No further action necessary at this time. 

Agenda Item 

IX.D. 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

The next item on Page. 35 is V-53-86, an appeal filed 
by William Iverson on behalf of Villa Borega Mobile 
HOMe Community of-  the action of the Board of Zoning 
Adjustment when they denied, the application for a 
variance to allow a-  mortgage company to sell an 
existing. mobile home in a.mObile home park where only 
a tenant-owned .mobile home May be offered for sale. 
This is Property located at 1111 North Lamb Boulevard. 
The Board of Zoning Adjustment's recommendation was 
for denial; the staff recommendation was for denial, 
and there were five prote sts. We have -- are you 
Mr. Iverson? 

No, my name is Randy Rumph with the law firm of 
Jolley, Urga, Wirth and Woodbury, 300 South Fourth 
Street, representing Villa Borega Mobile Home Park 
and Mr. and Mrs. Iverson. 

Just one moment, sir. I want you to know, and I 
want everyone else that has any interest in this 
particular appeal to know that we have the recording 
and all of the proceedings on this application before 
the Board of Zoning Adjustment Meeting. It's in our 
hands. So everybody that made any comments of public 
record at the meeting of June 26th, we have those and 
the Council members and myself have had an opportunity 
to review them. I mention this, counselors, so that 
you won't feel it necessary to reestablish everything 
that -- and let's see. You were representing them 
at the meeting? 

I was not at that meeting, no, sir, but I have reviewed 
the transcript. 

Was there someone from the firm -- pardon me? 

I have reviewed the transcript. 

Oh - ,-  okay, good. So you won't find it necessary to 
tell us again what's already'in the transcript. 

No, my comments will not address -- 

Great. You're the appellant. You get first crack. 

This is our request for a variance to Ordinance No. 
19.36 -.060. ,  By way Of background, I'd - just like to say 
that Villa Borega Mobile Home Park received a request 
fromlGreentree Acceptance Corporation to move a-home 
that they had repossessed into the mobile tome park 
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ATTY..RANDY RUMPH: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

to set it up for sale in the park. Now, Villa Borega 
Mobile Home Park has a very high standard for their 
mobile homes. They have a very good reputation in 
the community for keeping a well kept mobile home park, 
and so they were concerned about what the mobile home 
looked like. They went out and examined it, felt that 
it-met their standards, okay'd it to be brought into 
the park by Greentree. Greentree, as I understand, 
has put approximately, or over $13,000 worth of 
improvements on this mobile home. Subsequent to 
moving the mobile home into the park and putting a 
substantial amount of improvements on the home, Villa 
Borega received notice that they would need to comply 
with the ordinance I referred to a moment ago or 
request a variance, and they were told that they 
should request a variance, so at the request of the 
City they applied for this variance, so that's where 
we stood and it went to the Board of Zoning Adjustment 
and you read that transcript. As I said; Villa Borega 
has a very high standard for their mobile homes and 
they don't allow junkers or junk mobile homes to be 
moved into their mobile home community and throughout 
the transcript, as you probably read, there was 
referral to this mobile home as a junk mobile home, 
junker, that term was used. I have some pictures 
here of the mobile home as it sits. 

What is your name, sir? 

Randy Rumph. 

Rumph? 

Yes. 

Okay, I see. Can I ask a quick question? 

Sure. 

Is your applicant -- is your people here today? 

Yes, sir. 

Can I ask them a question? Could you 'answer one 
question forme? Did you know it was against the 
law to put one of these on the.property? 

No, sir, we did not. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: HOW come? 
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COUNCILMAN LURIE: 

.COUNCILMAN LURIE: 
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COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

00295 LAS VEGAS CITY AUG G1986 
COUNCIL MTNUTES 

TRANSCRIPT - LAS VEGAS CITY COUNCIL MEETING - JULY 16, 1986 
IX-G - V-53-86 - APPEAL FILED BY WILLIAM C. IVERSON ON BEHALF OF 
VILLA BOREGA MOBILE HOME COMMUNITY TO THE DENYING ACTION OF THE BZA 	Page 3  

How come? 

'COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	Yes. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

We asked Greentree: Acceptance Corporation to secure 
the necessary permits to do so. They did consult 
the Building Department. We assumed the Building 
Department knows the law when they give you a permit 
and so we applied, approved on that basis. 

They just didn't. 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN; 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

Didn't the -- Who's Dan Bialon? 

Pardon? 

Dan Bialon, B-I-A-L-O-N, care of Greeniree Acceptance. 

He's our Regional Manager. 

Well, too bad he's not here because he was sent a 
letter April 15, Certified Mail, explaining to him 
about this Code and about the law and you haven't 
done a thing about it since this letter was received. 

The house came in the latter part of January. 

There was substantial -- I remember the whole 
situation very well. There is substantial problems 
with it and problems with it being put in and finally 
after much talking back and forth, a Cease and Desist 
Order was issued by the City, and you know, representa-
tions have been made by you, Counselor, that, you know, 
you want to comply with the law and in accordance with 
the law. On April 15 you were given ten days to remove 
that mobile home and it's still sitting there right now. 

That's correct, sir. 

You were given ten days to move it. Why wasn't it 
moved? 

It is my understanding that that home belongs to 
Greentree and they were noticed that they should 
move it within ten days and that notice was sent 
to Greentree Acceptance Corporation. 

And it still hasn't been moved. So much for respect 
of the lavw. 

That is not correct. The City -- 
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COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

BILL IVERSON: 

BILL IVERSON: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

BILL IVERSON: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

It's not correct that they were served this notice 
Certified Mail and one was hand delivered to them 
at my instrUction?' 

Sir? 

This was delivered to Greentree Acceptance, Certified 
Mail. Prior to that a copy was hand delivered. 

We received a copy of it. 

Yes, you did. 

Sir, just a minute. Now that you've come forward, 
please give us your name and your address. 

My name is Bill Iverson. 

Speak into the microphone, Mr. Iverson, so we can 
record you. 

Mjf name is Bill Iverson and I'm co-owner, manager, 
of Villa Borega Mobile Home Park, and we did receive 
a letter and Greentree was -- if you also have the 
correspondence that we sent to Greentree and also a 
copy to the City Clerk's Office stating they had 
ten days and please remove the home. During that 
period of time the City hand carried to us, the 
Building Department, an application for a variance 
to apply that this house could stay, and we have 
done so. 

But you didn't comply with the Order to remove it. 
Do you think that applying for a variance stop 
this? 

I didn't hand carry the application for the variance 
from the City. The City , brought it to us. 

Ashley, get Clay down here. I want to know why we 
went out there and asked them to do that. 

The Council, please, my name is Charles Damas. I 
represent the real party in interest, so the speak, 
Greentree Acceptance Corporation. Greentree owns 
this mobile home and moved it into this park in 
January. They obtained the necessary building permits 
from the Building Department in their name as owners, 
so the City was aware that it was owned by Greentree 
and not by an actual person. They paid the permits. 
They put in all the awnings and skirting and spent 
$13,000 on this. In the photographs that the Council 
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ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS:. 

has will show that it looks like the other coaches 
next to it. We did get the letter, as Councilman 
Nolen says, we did get the letter to remove the 
coach. I immediately responded to that letter to 
Mr. Hymer. Mr. Hymer responded to me and also the 
City Attorney's Office responded to me indicating 
they felt the ordinance wa vague because -- this 
is the zoning ordinance we're talking about -- that 
this is the first enforcement that they know of of 
this particular provision and requested Villa Borega 
to make a variance application. It was not in Villa 
Borega's request to do this, or their idea, it was 
the City's. 

By the City I'd like you to clarify who you are 
talking about. 	- 

Mr. Hymer's office. 

Mr. Hymer's office actually solicited you to go 
against our ordinance. 

Well, your ordinance does not allow you to tell 
who can own a home.in  there. It was totally 
beyond his authority to say to remove a coach. 
The ordinance says that there cannot be sale 
activity. It doesn't say you can't own property. 

As I understand, all this was done at the direction 
of the City Attorney's office. 

That's correct and r talked to a representative of 
the City Attorney's office and the City Attorney's 
office was faced with a dilemma. Either they would 
have to issue a citation. This man would have to 
go to court, or that we could apply for a variance, 
and it was their idea, together with the -- For 
clarification, the ordinance says prohibited use 
in a mobile home park is for dealers to be in that 
mobile home park, for multiple family uses to be 
in that mobile home perk, or For Sale signs or 
For 'Eale activities, except that the tenant may 
sell his coach, okay. The ordinance is vague in 
the sense that, in this case, Greentree is the 
tenant. It rents the space from Villa Borega. 
Also, the City had knowledge of that at the time 
they approved the application. The other problem 
with that is that the ordinance was adopted to 
prevent the type of thing that this Council just 
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ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: approved on the last application with Ron 
Richardson, It was adopted to prevent these 
type of dealer tie-in agreements where there 
would be a dealership right in front of a mobile 
home park and ,people to :gain entrance in that 
mobile,hOme- 9ark would have to buy a particular 
manufactured home -- 

U. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	No, that's not why the ordinance was passed, sir. 
It's not because of .a closed or open park that 
that ordinance was passed; that is wrong. 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 	Well, I sat on -- I was one of the committee 
members in drafting that ordinance originally. 
I worked closely -- 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	What is the fact that Ron Richardson could have 
a closed park down there to deal with the used 
trailer, mobile home? Pardon? 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: . 	I'm sorry. 

COUNCILMAN. LEVY: 	Do you want me to repeat the question? 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN .  LEVY,: 	What does a -- fact that 4 dealer like Ron 
Richardson has a closed park have to do with 
the fact that they can't sell used mobile homes? 

• ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 	Anybody can sell their own mobile home. 

• COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	True. 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 	And Greentree wants to sell its own mobile home. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Well, let's define then -- 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 	The tenant is not defined in the statute; that's 
the problem, nor is it defined in the other zoning 
statute dealing with mobile homes. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	Well, we're going to make a decision here pretty 
quick. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

You know -- that's -- folks 

We're just here in good faith. You asked us to 
be here for a variance application. If you grant 
ft, that takes care of the problem. If you don't 
grant it, then I guess it will go through the 
courts. We're here in good faith. We moved the 
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ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. RALPH RUMPH: 

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE: 

park in. We didn't hide anything. We didn't leave 
it in the prior tenants name and use any kind of 
subterfuge, the prior owner who we repossessed it 
from. We got the zoning permit. We paid the money. 
We put a $13,000 in setup fees, skirting, awning, 
painting, new carpet -- 

It must have been a -- 

It's nice now. It wasn't too good at the time. It 
wasn't -- 

It was good enough for his approval. 

The tenants got upset because when they saw it come 
in it did look kind of like a junker, but now it 
doesn't. 

Mr. Damas and Mr. Rumph, let re just clarify something 
here. The thing that the City Council is going to be 
looking at here is whether the ordinance says under 
19.36.060, Prohibited Uses: The following.uses are 
expressly prohibited in the R-MHP District. So far 
we qualify. A. Display and/or sale of mobile homes, 
except the tenant may sell his mobile home residence. 
In my mind, my interpretation of that is if somebody 
who is a tenant is living in that mobile home, he may 
sell his mobile home. You're not a tenant, you're the 
owner of the thing, but you're a corporation and the 
corporation doesn't live in that particular unit. Now 
if this isn't so, if this isn't so, then we can go on 
discussing it, but if it is so, then the Council just 
has to make a decision, not withstanding who asked you 
or who recommended you to do this or that because there 
might have been mistakes made all the way around. Maybe 
these mistakes are things that should have even more 

• clarification than maybe they have right now. If we're 
going to argue serantics as to what is the definition 
of tenant, then let's find that out. 

That's correct. This is what I would like to address 
at this time. I have done some research into that 
area and in the Nevada Supreme Court as far back as 
1887 indicates Dixon D. Ahern definecia tenant as someone 
who would fit Greentree's position in this matter. I 
think the law -- 

Under, the ordinance you cannot become a tenant for 
the purpose of'selling a mobile home. The -- 

ATTY. RALPH RUMPH: The ordinance -- 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

-MAYOR BRIARE: 

' ATTY. RANDY RUMPH: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

Wait a minute, just a minute. Mr. Ogilvie. 

I think Ivi finished. The ordinance, as you pointed 
out, Mr. Mayor, is to allow a tenant that has been 
a tenant to sell his mobile home if he is forced to 
move or desires to move. It does not permit a person 
to become .a tenant for the purpose of destroying his 
coach in that park. 

Mr. Dames and Mr. -- Runk? 

Rumph. 

R-U-M-P-H. 

Right. 

Mr. Rumph and Mr. Damas, I don't mean to belabor 
this. I think we're all belaboring it. If I am 
going to state this question right. The City 
Council is either going to agree or disagree with 
me. The matter before us, notwithstanding suggestions 
that our Building Department told you to do this or the 
Attorney's office told you to do that, right now 
as it stands right now, this mobile home is owned by 
Greentree and it's there for the purpose of a sale, 
a sale of that one, of that particular unit. You 
spent a lot of money getting it into -- 

Greentree is not a dealer. They _don't own coaches. 
They just repossess when they finance. 

Now those facts are not disputed by anybody. 

There is nothing hidden here, it's all on the table. 

Based on that you did what you felt you should do 
and came down and applied for a variance to allow it 
to stay there, is that correct? 

Just until it's sold, yes. 

That might be never. 

Right. 

You want a variance so that you could sell that 
particular mobile home. 

Yes. 
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MAYOR BRIARE: Now nomatter -- as.I say, Mr. Ogilvie, I'm not 
trying to practice law here, but no matter -- 
whatever happened before, what is it before us 
right now? We've spent an awful lot Of time on 
mobile homes this afternoon. What is it that's before 
us right now? Shall We allow them to stay there or 
shall we not? 

CITY ATTORNEY oGrurE:. 	I think that's a question -- 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 All the legal parts of it here -- I'm not prepared 
to address myself to the legal question that you 
have. 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 	I will say one thing. Staff did recommend approval 
on this matter, contrary to your opening remarks, 
Mr. Mayor. 	. 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: : 	Is that staff's recommendation at this time? 

DEP. CITY'MGR. BARTON: 	No. 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 	What is staff's recommendation? 

COUNCILMAN LURIE: 	My agenda says staff recommends denial, BZA recommends 
denial. 

DEP. CITY MGR. BARTON: 	At the BZA, Mr. Mayor, staff that was making the 
recommendation from Planning was unaware that we 
had already sent out a letter telling them to vacate. 
They felt that a convenient and acceptable solution 
in a short range would be to ask for the variance. The 
hone may sell in that period of time and either remain 
there as a full tenant or more out. Since it has not 
occurred and it was subsequently brought to our attention 
that they were unaware that they had been officially told 
to vacate and then advised that a variance acceptance 
could be applied for, it is still our recommendation for 
denial. 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

MAYOR BRIARE:. 

We're not trying to change what happens in the future. 
It's just we felt we got caught inbetween on this one. 
This is the first enforcement we know of the statute. 

And you're presenting all this, Mr. Dames, to convince 
us that you're right. 

Well, there's some other --

That's what you get paid to do -- 
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ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

BILL IVERSON: 

ATTY.. CHARLES. DAMAS: .  

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

CITY ATTORNEY OGILVIE: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

Exactly. 

I think you're are very capably trying to do it. 
Mr. Iverson, 	kept wanting to say something. 
Wre spending way too much time on: this, unless 
.the Council feels like it is that confusing. 

May I just -make one statement, please? 

You're the appellant. As long as your attorney 
agrees. 

I'm a little confused on this myself because 
apparently what you are saying is that homes that 
are repossessed cannot stay in a park unless they 
are For Sale by a tenant. I currently have three 
homes that are repossessed by Nevada Savings and 
I have one by Clark County Credit Union. Now are 
we going to have to move those homes out and then 
does this apply to every park in Las Vegas? I'd 

- like to have clarification on that. 

That is the problem. If we take that narrow 
interpretation, unless we actually amend the 
ordinance, and I think it needs to be clarified, 
it would be punitive to apport a mobile home owner 
who gets down on his luck and gets his mobile home 
repossessed. If that mobile home then must be 
removed from that park, it is going to depreciate 
$5,000 and that person -- 

That's not the situation you have here. Don't 
try to confuse the Council it is. 

I'm not saying that. I'm saying is that -- 

Your client moved the coach in question into the 
park in contemplation of a sale. It's not a 
question of repossessing an in-place coach. 

What I'm saying though is, if a tenant is defined 
as a resident and not as a mortgage company who 
pays the space, then any coach that is repossessed 
that'Is already been in that park would be illegal 
also. 

That's speculation. If everybody would confine 
their remarks to the exact thing that we have 
before us, we wouldn't get into all this 
speculation about what if. What if something, 
what if that. Let's talk about what's right 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 

ATTY. CHARLES, DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

:ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COU,NCILMAN . NOLEN:. 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN:: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN': 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

here hefore us.. 

• I'm sorry, Mr. Mayor. I thought it was pertinent 
to the practical effects of what the definition you 
adopt. I just would feel that as for this one time 
only Greentree will never do this again. We shouldn't . 
be penalized for this kind of, you know, expense. We 
moved it in good faith openly. 

I would suggest you should have been aware of the 
ordinance before you moved it in. If there's any 
penalty, it's your own fault for not being aware 
of what the ordinance says and you've just told us 
that you were on the Committee that adopted this 
ordinance, or brought up this ordinance, and you 
know-, you should have been aware. 

Well, I didn't represent Greentree at the time. 
I'll just say this is a zoning ordinance and 
Greentree, you know, is a mortgage company. They 
weren't concerned with the zoning ordinance. That 
was a matter for the mobile home park and the mobile 
home park relief upon the fact that Greentree obtained 
all the necessary permits in Greentree's name. They 
simply didn't look for the zoning ordinance in dealing" 
with trying to sell some repossessed property. 

During the period of time that this variance has been 
applied for between the time the Cease and Desist was 
served and now, has that been shown For Sale? 

Very limitly because of the situation. 

It has .been shown? 

We got a letter from Clay Rymer later that said, 
do not put any For Sale signs on it so none have • 
been put on it. 

But have you been taking people to it and trying to sell 
it there in violation of the lava 

The law, says you can't have sale activities within 
the park. It is listed among all dealers, but it 
is not -- we're not .having any sales activity within 
the park. 

Has anybody gone to that park and looked at that 
mobile home? 

I'm sure they have, but only in answer to solicita- 
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COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

CLAY HYMER, DIRECTOR 
BUILDING & SAFETY: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 
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tions that occurred outside the park. Otherwise, 
the ordinance deals with sale activity within the 
park. 

It is not showing the mobile home as sales, activity? 
I have one question, Mr. Hymer. 

00304 

It has to be showed -- 

But right now the law says you can't sell it. Why 
are you still trying to sell it in violation of the 
law? You don't have a variance. You don't have -- 
you have no rinht to be doing anything -- 

- 
Why is the City telling us to move it out?. The City 
has no right to do that? 

Yes, we do. We have an ordinance that says you 
can't do it 

The ordinance says we _can't sell it, not that we 
can't own it. 

It's there For Sale. Clay, I'd like to ask you, did 
you solicit this variance request? 

No, sir. As I can determine, Council, what happened 
is in going to the Attorney's Office to attempt to 
resolve whatwas legally right and legally wrong with 
that mobile home there, the question was asked, was - there 
a right for them to apply for a variance? In a 
memo that was written here to Mr. Barton from my 
office, it states that she had talked to Atty. Damas 
and advised Mr. Dames that the Attorney had stated 
there was a right for appeal, a variance. I don't 
believe she solicited it. She merely reported to him 
that there was that right. 

There has been statements made by these gentlemen 
right here, Clay, that you personally hand carried, 
or your office, hand carried documents to them to 
file the request for a variance, is that true? 

CLAY HYMER, DIRECTOR 
BUILDING & SAFETY: 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Hunter did. 

Would you find that out for me? 
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CLAY HYMER, DIRECTOR, 
BUILDING AND SAFETY: 

COUNCILMAN LURIE: 

BILL IVERSON: 

COUNCILMAN LURIE: 

BILL IVERSON: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

I'll ftnd that out, yes. 

What do the CC&R's of the park say about it? 

We don't have any CC&R's, sir. 
- 

You don't have any CC&R's? 

No We have Rules and Regulations and the rules on the 
park says that the home must be new, new appearing, 
or at the discretion of the manager.and I assume that 
in all good faith, discretion of the manager means 
that he has the ability to approve or disapprove a 
house that comes into the park, not my residents. 

Folks, many of you were -- raised your hands at one 
of the previous applications there. Are you also 
here on this particular application, yes? Well, -- 
thank you very much. There are even more on this 
one than there were on the other one. I want to 
move along on this. I think we're belaboring some 
points that maybe there is a little bit of guilt arid 
a little bit of innocence on both sides. Now, 
Shelley, just a minute now. Shelley, your testimony
went four pages. Do you realize that? For a lovely 
housewife and a mother, not practicing law any more, 
boy you sure did pretty good. Well, now folks. (Clapping) 
I don't know, the way I'm hearing this is there might 
be some guilt and innocence on both sides, one side 
being the Cit.),  and the other side being the Greentree 
and the Villa Borega. I'm not trying to be -- who is 
the Municipal Judge on TV, the best report and all that? 
I'm not trying to do that. I think there's an 
opportunity to hear, with a little understanding on 
both sides, to resolve the thing. There might be 
room for confusion in our own ordinance. There 
might have been an effort to serve the public by a 
department of this City and that is to say, look, 
there has been a goof up of some sort here. Come 
on down and let's see if we can't straighten it out. 
That's what we're here for. We're here to straighten 
things out. I wish that the Council would consider 
allowing perhaps a 60 day allowance to get that 
trailer out of there, but to tell them today after 
they went ahead and did, I suppose in good faith, 
Counselor, I'm not going to argue long with you, but 
you and George do that, you did certainly do something 
in good faith to try to -- I don't know whether you 
are using that as a model and you're bringing customers 
in there and say,"that's what we will sell you and you 
can go over there somehow or you can go down here 
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MAYOR BRIARE: 	 somewhere." 

ATTY. CHARLES DAMAS: 	No, Greentree is not a dealer. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

Don't push ye, I mean, don't change my mind. I 
think if you would allow them to have 60 days to 
get it out, then they could recoup their costs 
because whoever they sell it to? 

They are not trying to get it out. They are trying 
to sell it to a guy to live there. 

You're not catching my point, Councilman Levy. My 
point is to have some understanding that there is 
a problem that perhaps there are two sides to and 
that is to allow them 60 days. They've been there 
doing this for .a number of days. To allow them 
60 days to get it out and the matter is concluded. 

COUNCILMAN LURIE: 	'My concern is that we set a precedent and open it 
up for other parks to do the same. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COUNCILMAN LURIE: 

That's why we want to -- 

I think they circumvented the law, or they skirted 
around it, and I particularly don't like the way the 
whole thing was presented. 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 	I have talked with our legal advisor and he feels 
that our ordinance is sound and we're on good 
grounds with it and I feel that back -- at the 
very least, back on April 15 when the Cease and 
Desist was served, something should've happened. 
They were given ten days and nothing happened and 
we're sitting here, the 16th of July. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Shelley, you can comment. You know, there's at 
least three that feel about that way. 

ATTY. SHELLEY BERKLEY: 	Yes. I just wanted to get my name on record and 
ask if there were any questions that I could answer 
to help clarify. There were some serious misrepresenta-
tions by Counsel on the other side and if you need 
clarification, I would be delighted at this time to 
briefly do that. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	We don't need any clarification. 

ATTY. SHELLEY BERKLEY: 	In that case, we'll stand on the record. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Okay, thanks, Shelley. How have you been? 
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COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 
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ATTY-SHELLEY BERKLEY; 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEki 

Well, as a housewife and mother I'm doing well. Thank 
you. 

You might be doing alright as an attorney. Any comments 
by the Council tethers? The hearing is closed. What. 
is the pleasure &f the Board? 

Your Honor, I have a motion. This is an appeal on 
behalf of Villa Borega. I WOULD MOVE THAT WE DENY 
THE APPEAL AND UPHOLD THE ACTION OF THE BOARD OF 
ZONING ADJUSTMENT AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Are there any questions or comments by the Board? 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

I'd just like to make neither, it's not a question, 
it's a comment. Ashley, would you please notify our 
Business Activity that when an applicant or a:person 
comes in who is acquiring a mobile home park and comes 
in for a business license that they get a copy of our 
ordinance. Itseems like this gentleman didn't -- 
the owner of that last mobile home park did not have 
a copy of the ordinance and was basically didn't 
realize that he was not allowed to do that, but I 
think that from now on -- and make sure that every 
existing mobile home park owner at this time has a 
copy so we don't have that as an excuse why something 
has happened. 

Any other comments? I'm going to vote "No" on this 
because I feel that they should've had 60 days to 
resolve it because I. think there's a little bit of 
correctness on both sides. Any other comments? 

AND AS A PART OF THAT MOTION, I WOULD ADD THAT WE 
GIVE THEM THE 10 DAYS THAT WE GAVE THEM ON APRIL 15 
TO DO SOMETHING. 

To sell it or move it? 

TO SELL IT OR MOVE IT. I think that's reasonable. 

I would've thought, Your Honor, 30 days, but I 
think 10 or 15 days under the circumstances is 
probably sufficient to sell it or move it. 

ATTY. SHELLEY BERKLEY: 	Your Honor, members of the Board, my client has 
asked me to step up in haste and ask you to recon-
sider that part of the motion. We have clear and 
convincing evidence that they, in fact, knew that 
this was in violation of the ordinance when they 
moved it in and assumed that they could get a variance 
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ATTY.,  SHELLEY BERKLEY: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

immediately. If we permit them to sell it, we are 
still permitting them to sell a junker that is not 
compatible with the exisitng homes and let me tell 
you in their own admission that they put $13,000 
into this home. I mean, you give me $13,000 even 
I could look good. No matter what, they are putting 
in $13,000 in an old mobile home in order to 
cosmetically make it look feasible for that area 
You cannot, for $13,000 or $100,000, change this. 

You know, we can't have staff run out there tomorrow 
and citing them. I don't think that's reasonable. 

I agree with you 100%, but -- 

That's what I'm saying as far as the 10 days I pu t on 
there, we originally gave . them back then. I don t 
want staff to be running out there,starting to issue 
citations immediately, but I would say after the 10 
days, if it's'still there, 

Shelley, at the Moment -- 

I don't think we can dictate that to them. 

They can take it Out and sell it, but these people 
could accept it. again' 	your clients or friends : 
have no choice. They don't make the decision. They 
don't get to Vote on allowing this back into their 
park. . 

ATTY. SHELLEY BERKLEY: 	Well, that's. true, but it did say "in excellent 
condition." I know what he -- 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

ATTY. SHELLEY BERKLEY: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

But that's what he says. All I'm saying is, he's 
going to have to -- the guy who is going to make that 
decision if that mobile home is allowed back in his 
park has already made that decision with his comments 
here today, that's what I'm telling. 

I see what you're saying, Councilman. Yes, alright, 
Councilman, but I would urge that they get it out of 
the park, rather than sell it, so we don't have this 
problem again. Thank you very much. 

Does your motion hold, Bob? Do you want to include 
that 10 days? 

The 10 days that I think is reasonable to the 'point 
of enforcement of the ordinance. 

Okay. Comments on the motion. Cast your vote. 
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COUNCILMAN LURIE: 	Does the attorney feel comfortable with this? 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: How aboutthe sale within 10 days? Mr. Levy 
and I have a question on that, whether, move 
or sell in 10 days. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	That's what he said. 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 	Okay. 

COUNCILMAN LURIE: 	Is that the way the motion is, Carol? Either 
• sell or remove. 

CITY CLERK CAROL HAWLEY: Yes. 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 	
it 

not sure we can stop them legally from selling 
• it f they want to. The decision rests with -- 

there's no further decision. The decision rests 
with the park manager, as he stated before us, if 
they moved it out and 30 days later sold it to me 
and I decided that I wanted to put it back in there, 
I don't think anybody could stop me anyway, except 
the gentleman there, so I think that part of it would 
be moot and I think it would cloud the whole issue 
and perhaps give them recourse to a higher authority. 

MAYOR BRIARE: 	 Is the motion clear to the Council members? Are you 
ready to vote? Cast your votes. Post. Motion is 
APPROVED. 

(Motion carried unanimously) 

END OF DISCUSSION 
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Department Action ITEM 

Or( COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
HAROLD P. FOSTER -, DIRECTOR 

The items listed below, where appropri-
ate, have been reviewed by the various 
City departments relative to requirements 
for storm drainage and flood control, 
connection to sanitary sewer, traffic 
circulation, and 	building and fire 
regulations. 	Their comments and/or 
recommendations and requirements have 
been incorporated into the action. 

In addition, all items shall conform 
to the following standard conditions: 

ZONING APPLICATIONS: 

I. Conformance to the plot plan and 
elevations. 

2. Landscaping and a permanent under-
ground 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 
system shall be cause for revocation 
of a business license. 

3. Submittal of a landscaping plan 
prior to or at the same time applica-
tion is made for a building permit, 
license or prior to occupancy, 
whichever occurs first. 

4. All mechanical equipment, air condi-
tioners and trash areas shall be 
screened from view from the abutting 
streets. 

5. Satisfaction of City Code require-
ments and design standards of all 
City departments. 
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CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 	Department Action 
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X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 

6. Approval of the parking and driveway 
plans by the Traffic Engineer. 

7. Repair any damage to the existing 
street improvements resulting from 
this development as required by 
the Division of Land Development 
of the Department of Community 
Planning and Development. 

8. Provision of fire hydrants and 
water flow as required by the Depart-
ment of Fire Services. 

SUBDIVISION APPLICATIONS: 

Tentative Maps:  

1. Approval of the tentative map shall 
be for no more than twelve months. 
If a final map is not recorded 
on all or a portion of the area 
embraced by the tentative map within 
twelve months of the approval of 
the tentative map, or an extension 
of time up to one year, is not 
granted for the tentative map, 
a new tentative map must be filed. . 

2. Street names to be provided in 
accord with the City's Street Name 
Policy. 

3. Subject to all conditions of City 
departments and State Subdivision 
Statutes. 

Final Maps: 

1. Conformance 	with 	the 	tentative 
map. 
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CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCILOAAMBERS • 400EASTSTVAIARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

- X. .COMMUNITY. PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 

ITEM 

VACATION APPLICATIONS: 

1. Reservation of easements for the 
facilities of the various utility 
companies together with reasonable 
ingress thereto and egress therefrom. 

2. Conformance to code requirements 
and design standards of all City 
departments. 

3. Vacation 	shall 	not be recorded 
until all of the above conditions 
have been met. 

4. If the Order of Vacation is not 
recorded within one year after 
approval by the City Council or 
an extension is not granted by 
the Planning Commission, then approv-
al will terminate and a new petition 
must be submitted. 

VARIANCE AND USE PERMIT APPLICATIONS: 

1. Conformance to the plot plan and 
elevations. 

2. Satisfaction of City Code require-
ments and design standards of all 
City departments. 
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Conformance to the conditions of approval 
for Zoning Application Z-44-86. 

1. 

2. Direct vehicular 
of lots abutting 
Smoke Ranch Road 
sacs to Lots 31, 
is prohibited. 

access from the rear 
to Decatur Boulevard, 
and the adjacent cul-de, 
32 and 70, Block 1, 	- 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B.1, B.2, B.3, 
B.4, B.5, B.6, C.1, 
C.2, D.1 &•E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning •to 
proceed 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 COUNCIL MINUTES 
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CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEVVART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action Department Action ITEM 
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.X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

* CONSENT ITEMS - Items A, B, and c.  may be acted 
upon in one motion. 

Staff recommends APPROVAL of all items. The 
Planning Commission has recommended approval 
of Items A and B (subdivision maps). 

TENTATIVE MAPS  

1. Bristol Park 	' 

Property locatecion the northeast corner 
of Decatur Boulevard and Eugene Avenue, 
R-1 - and R-3 (proposed R-CL). 

Owner: - HOWARD HUGHES PROPERTIES 
Subdivider: Rik HOMES, INC. 
NO. of Acres: 25.91 No.. of Lots: 192 

Subject to: 

3. Waiver of the length of the cul-de-sac 
in the northerly portion of the develop-
ment. 

4. Develop Smoke Ranch Road in conformance 
with right-of-way designs prepared by 
Clark County as required by the Departmen 
of Public Works. 

(continued) 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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ITEM 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED) 	,  

*A. TENTATIVE MAPS  

1. Bristol Park (continued)  

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 00314 

5. All lots are to have a 16 foot minimum 
front yard setback between the front 
property line and the garage. 

. Provide a hydrology and drainage study 
as required by the Land Development 
Division of the Department of Community 
Planning and Development. 

CITY COUNCIL • 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 	Department Action 
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APPROVED 
See page 38 

See page 38 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECT 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

TO: The City Council 
RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

00315 x. 

*A. TENTATIVE MAPS  

1. Bristol Park  

The Tentative Map is for the R-CL portion of the zoning application 
that was approved recently. The map conforms to the requirements under 
the zoning action and there is a waiver needed on the length of one 
cul-de-sac on the northerly portion of the development. The cul-de-sac 
is approximately 500 feet long and a 400' maximum is permitted. The 
waiver is acceptable. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 



Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B.1, B.2, B.3, 
B.4, B.5, B.6, C.1, 
C.2, D.1 & E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 
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Council Action Department Action 
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AGEPIDfl 

. 111 	ITEM_ 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

*A. TENTATIVE MAPS  

2. Lewis Homes Rainbow Vista #2 (Revised)  

Property generally located west of Jones 
Boulevard, between Vegas Drive and Washington 
Avenue, N-U Zone (under Resolution of Intent 
to R-1 and R-CL). 
Owner/Subdivider: LEWIS HOMES 
No. of Acres: 172.8 No. of Lots: 1,078 

Subject to: 
1. Conformance to the conditions of approval 

for Zoning Applications Z-49-83, Z-29-85 
and Z-47-86. 

2. Vehicular access is prohibited to Torrey 
Pines Drive, Vegas Drive and Washington 
Avenue, from the rear of the abutting 
lots. 

3. The R-CL zoned lots are to have a 16 
foot minimum front yard setback between 
the front property line and the garage. 

4. A waiver be permitted for the length 
of Blocks "J" and "K" and for the follow-
ing cul-de-sac streets: Burlwood Circle, 
Moose Pasture Circle, Marshfield Circle, 
Norwell Circle and Windham Circle. 

5. A waiver be permitted for the offset 
distance between Torington Drive and 
Cactus Bloom Lane. 

Provide a hydrology and drainage study 
as required by the Land Development 
Division of the Department of Community 
Planning and Development. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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TO: The City Council 	 X. 
RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

*A. TENTATIVE MAP  

2. Lewis Homes Rainbow Vista #2  

This is a revised Tentative Map to update the overall development as 
a result of several recent rezoning actions. Most of the map and the 
conditions are the same as previously approved. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

HAROLD P. FOSTER, IR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 



ITEM 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B.1, B.2, 11,3, 
B.4, B.5, 0.6, C.1, 

& E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

1 
LAS VEGAS CITY  

GENDO 	
AUG 6 1986 

COUNCIL MINUTES A  
00318 

August 6, 1986 

CITYCOUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTIENARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 
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Department Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED) 	 -  

*EL FINAL MAPS  

1. Bristol Park Unit No. 1  

Property located on the northeast corner 
of Decatur Boulevard and Eugene Avenue, 
R-1 Zone (proposed fl-CL). 
Owner: HOWARD HUGHES PROPERTIES, INC. 
Subdivider: RA HOMES, INC. 
No. of Acres: 14.6 No. of Lots: 112 

Subject to: 

1. Approval of the Tentative Map. 

2. Conformance with the conditions of approv 
al for the Tentative Map. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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x. 

FINAL MAPS  

1. Bristol Park, Unit No. 1  

The Final Map is in conformity with the Tentative Map and the Subdivision 
Regulations. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

1 

1 



CT' COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Council Action Department Action 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL INUTES AUG 6 1986 

114 VeSi44 

00320 

August 6, 1986 

Page 42 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B.I, B.2, 8.3, 
B.4, B.5, B.6, C.1, 
C.2, D.1 & E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

AGEMDe 

1 	ITEM  

1 

X. COMMUNITY .  PLANNING, AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED) 	:  

• FINAL MAPS  

2. Lewis Homes Rainbow Vista No. 4  

Property located on the north side of Washing. 
ton Avenue, west of Jones Boulevard, N-U 
Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-1 
and R-CL). 
Owner/Subdivider: LEWIS HOMES 
No of Acres: 13.2 No. of Lots: 78 

Subject to: 

1. Approval of the revised Tentative Map. 

2. Conformance with the conditions of approlp 
al for the revised Tentative Map. 

IH 

APPROVED ACTIDA ITEM 



LAS -  VEGAS CITY. AUG 6 1986 	
00321 

TO The City Council 	COUNCIL MINUTES 	. 	 X. 
RE: Community Planning And Development Agenda Item 

. .-August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

FINAL MAPS  

2. LEWIS HOMES . - RAINBOW VISTA NO. 4  

The Final Map is in conformity with the Tentative Map and with the 
Subdivision Regulations. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 



LASVEGASCITY AUG 6 1986 COUNCIL MINUTES 

4 ti4vesm 
ITEM Council Action 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEVVART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

00322 

August 6, 1986 

Page 43  

Department Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

"• FINAL 	MAPS 

3. Lewis Homes Rainbow Vista No. 5  

Property located on the north side of Washing 
ton Avenue, west of Jones Boulevard, N-U 
Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-1 
and R-CL). 
Owner/Subdivider: LEWIS HOMES 
No. of Acres: 10.9 No. of Lots: 73 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B.1, B.2, B.3, 
B.4, B.5, B.6, C.1, 
C.2, D.1 & E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Subject to: 

1. Approval of the revised Tentative Map. 

2. Conformance with the conditions of approv-
al for the revised Tentative Map. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



. HAkOLD:.P. FOSTER,-  DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT- 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

00323 
x. TO: The City Council. 

Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 
AugUSt.6,:1986:City Council Agenda.  

*B. FINAL MAPS  

3. LEWIS HOMES - RAINBOW VISTA NO 5  

The Final Map is in conformity with the Tentative Map and with the 
Subdivision Regulations. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 



Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B.1, B.2, B.3, 
B.4, B.5, B.6, C.1, 
C.2, D.1 & E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

00324 LAS VEGAS CITY 
CO4IL iNuryiUG . 6 1986 

August 6,, 1986 :  

Page 44 CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Council Action Department Action ITEM 

• COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
: 	'(CONTINUED): 	 .  

*13, FINAL MAPS  

4. Lewis Homes Rainbow Vista No. 6  

Property located on the north side of Washin 
ton Avenue, west of Jones Boulevard, N-U 
Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-1 
and R-CL). 
Owner/Subdivider: LEWIS HOMES 
No. of Acres: 8.8 No. of Lots: 54 

Subject to: 

1. Approval of the revised Tentative Map. 

2. Conformance with the conditions of approv-
al for the revised Tentative Map. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



LAS VEGAS CITY A U G 6,„1986 COUNCIL MINUTES 00325 • 

x. TO: The City Council 
RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

*13: FINAL MAPS  

4. LEWIS HOMES - RAINBOW VISTA NO. 6  

The Final Map is in conformity with the Tentative Map and with the 
Subdivision Regulations. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

AROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT ' • 



4 
Council Action Department Action 

APPROVED Items A.1, 
A .,2, B.1, B.2, B.3, 
B.4, B.5, B.6, C.1, 
C.2, D.1 & E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

AGENDA 
LAS VEGAS CITY 

COUNCIL MINUTES Ans  6 1985  

1,44 VegA4 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

0 0 3 2 (3 

.• August 6, 1986 

• 	Page 4$ 

ITEM 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

*B. FINAL MAPS  

5. Sierra Rancho Unit 1  

Property located on the north side of Madre 
Mesa Drive, east of Michael Way, N-U Zone 
(under Resolution of Intent to R-1). 
Owner: CENTRAL NEVADA DISTRIBUTING CO. 
Subdivider: NORMAN PETERSON ET AL 
No. of Acres: 10.39 No. of Lots: 42 

Subject to: 

1. Conformance with the conditions of approv 
al for the Tentative Map. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



LAS, VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES r "" 

00327 

X. TO: The City Council 
RE: Community Planning and Development. Agenda Item 

August .6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

*B. FINAL MAPS  

5. Sierra Rancho, Unit I  

The Final Map is in conformity with the Tentative Map and the Subdivision 
Regulations. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

HAROLD P ..' FOSTER ., DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING. 
AND DEVELOPMENT. 



LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 
COUNCIL MINUTES 00328 

Department Action 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

14 GE D 
• -•.. . . 	 • 

1,44 Ves‘44 -August 6, 1986 

Page 46 • OTYCOUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE - 

PHONE 386-6011 

ITEM 

X. - - COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED) 	 .  

*B. FINAL MAPS  

6. Gates Mill, Phase 3  

Property located on the south side of Gates 
Mill Drive, east of Tenaya Way, N-U Zone 
(under Resolution of Intent to R-CL). 
Owner/Subdivider: GATES MILL DEVELOPMENT 

CO. 
No. of Acres: 5.24 No. of Lots: 29 

Council Action 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B...1, B.2, B.3, 
B.4, B.5, B..6, C.1, 
C.2, p.1 & E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

1 
1 

;) 

Subject to: 

1. Conformance with the conditions of approvH 
al for the Tentative Map. 

1 
1 
1 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



	

. 	LAS VEGAS CITY 00329 
COUNCIL MINUTES

JG 
438

6 	, 

	

-TO: The . City.COUncll 	.• 	 X. 
RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

FINAL MAPS  

6. Gates Mill, Phase 3  

The Final Map is in conformity with the Tentative Map and with the 
Subdivision Regulations. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

*B. 

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 



CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • .400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

00330 

August 6, 1986 

Page 47  

Department Action 

ENDfl- 

•.1 	. 	• 	• 

1 	ITEM  

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
ONCIIVUTES  

or Le44 ves44 

16 

APPROVED AGINDA ETIM 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENTDEPARTMENT 
. (CONTINUED) 	• 	- 	- 

. RELEASE OF BOND  Staff to proceed 

1. Location: 
Use: 
Builder: 
Surety Co.: 
Amount: 
Bond No.:  

3250 E. Sahara Avenue 
Offsite Improvements 
Hanna-Epprecht Datsun 
N/A (Cash Deposit) 
$6900.00 
CLV Bond #31-85 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B.1, B.2, B.3, 
B.4, B.5, B.6, C.1, 
C.2, D.1 & E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 

Location: 
Use: 
Builder: 
Surety Co.: 
Amount: 
Bond No.: 

800 S. Valley View Blvd. 
Offsite Improvements 
TV5/James C. Saxton 
Nevada Savings & Loan 
$11,024.81 
CLV #8-86 

APPROVED 
See above 

I. 

Clerk to notify & 
Staff to proceed 



00331 
x. 

LAS'VEGASCITY. 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG. - 61 

TO: The City Council 
Re: Community Planningand DevelOpment Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda'  

*C. RELEASE OF BOND  

1. Hanna-Epprecht Cetsun - 3250 E. Sahara Avenue  

2. TV5/James Saxton - 800 S. Valley View Blvd.  

The offsite improvements at these locations have been completed, inspected 
and accepted. Therefore, it is in order to release these bonds. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

HAROLDp: FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF. COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND, DEVELOPMENT 



LAS VEGAS CITY _ AUG 6 1986 COUNCIL MINUTES  

ot tA4 v esm, • MENDS 0.. 
00332 

August 6, 1986 

Page 48 

Department Action, 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

ITEM 

OTYCOUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

, 	. 
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT.- 
(CONTINUED) .  

1 

1 

•1 

1 

• ENCROACHMENT REQUEST  

1. University Medical Center  

Request for an Encroachment in the public 
right-of-way for a directional sign on 
the south side of Hastings Avenue, east 
Of Tonopah Drive. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B.1, B.2, B.3, 
B.4, B.5, B.6, C.1, 
C.2, D.1 & E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 



Levy - 
APPROVED Items A.1, 
A.2, B.1, B.2, B.3, 
B.4, B.5, 8.6, C.1, 
C.2, D.1 & E.1 as 
recommended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff to proceed 

I 
AGENDfl 

00333 LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 

34;i 
 COUNCIL MI4E1044 I  

Vel$14 August 6, 1986 

I ITEM  

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 396-6011 
Council Action 

Page 49 

Department Action 

I. 

1 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

E.. REQUEST FOR SEWER CONNECTION  

1. Florentino & Concepcion Vargas  

Request for connection to City sewer system 
on property located outside the City limits 
at 5201 Smoke Ranch Road. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

HAROLIrP, FOSTER, OIREC 
.DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

HAS I/ 	.7; A V of: 

' 

; ; 

X. To: The City Council,. 
Re: H Community Planning and. Development Agenda Item 

August 6  1986 City Council Agenda. 	- 

00334 

D. ENCROACHMENT REQUEST  

1. University Medical Center  

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

This encroachment request by the University Medical Center of Southern 
Nevada is for a directional sign that will be located at the southeast 
corner of Tonopah Drive and Hastings Avenue. The sign will indicate 
the location of the hospital's emergency/trauma department and will be 
in a landscaped planter. The applicant has signed the encroachment 
agreement relative to liability, maintenance and removal. 

F.  
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UNIVERSITY MEDICAL CENTER 
OF SOUTHERN NEVADA 

1500 W. CHAVVANIVCIN BLVD. LAS 	 NV, 55105. 353 5000 



• 

:I I 
L. 

• 

1317 IN 7 

Al • 

1Gny  

I .J. 
i• I . • 

• 

3; I 

i s 

va  

! 	 I 
• • I  • 

I  
• • 

1  

I' 	I  
I 	I • ' 

• 
11TI 14 

; 	PROF'06E.1:7 . • GONTISC 
• ;•I•101 	• 	• • 

I 	I 	1 	I 

1 1 1 	- 	i  • . • 	o 1 • • • 

• • 

'1 
O ! ! • 

S .  

10 
OC 	 

' 

72! • ! ; • 

• 1 • 

111 I • 

WI • • • 
1 

k 

1 

0 

cr 
p- a 

To: The City Council , 	 X. 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 	 00335 
LAS VEGAS CITY 	JG 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
E. REQUEST FOR SEWER CONNECTION  

1. Florentino & Concepcion Vargas  

The request is to connect to City sewer for a lot in the Curtis Park 
subdivision, which is located in the County. The applicant is proposing 
to construct a home at 5201 Smoke Ranch Road and wishes to utilize the 
City's sewer line in the street. The applicant has signed an annexation 
petition and the sewer connection agreement. The property cannot be 
annexed because it is not contiguous to the City at this time. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

,t
198b' 

I. • 
I. 

I .  

HAROLEIP: FOSTER, DIRECTOR - 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

EX15TING 15.  C.L.V. .SEWER 7 
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CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Council Action 

00336 

August 6, 1986 

Page 50 

Department Action 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 COUNCIL NU 	v " 

Levy. - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended by Planning 
Commission, subject 
to conditions. 
Unanimous 
(Btiare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to proceed 

Art McGill appeared 

APPROVEDACENDAITEM 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

. WAIVER OF SUBDIVISION PROVISIONS  

1. MICHAEL McGILL ON BEHALF OF ARTHUR  
McGILL  

Request for a waiver of the Subdivision 
Regulations to allow vehicular access to 
a major street on property located at 6601 
Miragrande Avenue, R-1 Zone. 

Planning Commission voted (6-1) to recommend 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Property owner to use this access for 
storage of an R.V. vehicle only. 

Curb cut for a driveway to Alexander 
Road is prohibited. 

Staff Recommendation: 	DENIAL - no access 
should be permitted 



Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - no access should be permitted 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
AUG 6 	 00337 

COUNCIL MINUTES 	a36 To: The City Council 	 X. 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

• WAIVER OF SUBDIVISION PROVISIONS  

1. MICHAEL McGILL, ON BEHALF OF ARTHUR McGILL  

The request is to allow a vehicular access gate in the rear fence of 
a residential property that abuts Alexander Road which is a major street. 
The Subdivision Ordinance does not allow vehicular access from the lots 
backing up to Alexander unless they have a minimum width of 100 feet. 
A permit to install a gate was inadvertently issued by staff and the 
construction work has been completed. The opening does not include any 
curb cut for a driveway and the applicant intends to drive over the curb. 
He indicated the access is for the parking of a recreation vehicle in 
the rear yard that will not be used very often. The Planning Commission 
felt that due to the infrequent use of this access it would not affect 
future traffic flow on Alexander Road. The applicant is a City employee 
in the Parks and Recreation Department. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL - due to the limited use 
of this access 

HAROLD PFOSTER, DIRECTOR . 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 



Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Henry Sobel 
appeared 

AGEPIDfl 
I. 

ITEM  

00338 
LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1985 COUNCIL:1Np I 

1,044 Yekr44 August 6, 1986 

CITYCOUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Department Action 

Page 51 

Council Action 

f25 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)    ' 

G. EXTENSION OF TIME  

.1. Z-59-84_- HENRY,SOBEL  

Request for an Extension Of Time on property 
located on the east side of Jones Boulevard:, 
between CharlestOn Boulevard and Del Rey 
Avenue, R-E Zone (under Resolution of Intent 
to P-R). 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

Extension of Time to expire on August 
5, 1987 . . 

Conformance to all ordinance amendments 
enacted subsequent to the original 
approval. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - for a one 
year extension 

Bunker - 
APPROVED 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

APPROVEDAQINDAITIM 



HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

LAS VEGAS CITY  
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 	 00339 II To: The•City Council 	 • X. 

Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

11 	August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

I 	G. EXTENSION OF TIME  

1. Z-59-84 - HENRY SOBEL  

11 	
This is the applicant's second request for an Extension of Time. He 
is presently negotiating the sale of this property which should be 
completed within the near future. The P-R zoning is still appropriate 

I on this property. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL - for a one year extension 

• 

11 	Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL- for a one year extension of time 

I 

1 

1/ 

I/ 

1. 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL VLIIES AU 	6 1986 

Ot LA4 Veav LA4 V ei(4 

Council Action Department Action 

#25 

I. 
 . .', 

1 _ . 

,I 

11  :.._. 

tio  

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended by Planning 
Commission. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Thomas McIntyre 
appeared 

•AGEMPO 
•  

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEMATAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

0 0 3 44) 

August 6, 1986 

. 	 Page 52 

ITEM 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
.(CONTINUED)  

REVIEW OF CONDITIONS  

• I. Z,52-85 - THOMAS J. McINTYRE  

-Request for a Review of Conditions to waive 
required landscaping on property located 
at 701 N.., EaStern,,AVenuei R-1 Zone (Under 

' Resolution of Intent to c41). 

Planning Commission .unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL. 

Staff Recommehdation: DENIAL - the landscap-
ing planters should be installed 

APPROVW ACIODA ITEM 



HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 i986 	 00341 

To: The City Council 	 X. 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

H. REVIEW OF CONDITIONS  

1. Z-52-85 - THOMAS J. McINTYRE  

The applicant is again requesting the deletion of three required landscape 
planters along Wilson Avenue and Eastern Avenue that were to be installed 
as shown on the approved plot plan. In November, 1985, the same request 
was denied by the Planning Commission and the City Council. Since that 
time, the applicant has installed a relatively large and well landscaped 
planter on the corner of this property which he feels is more than adequate 
for the entire site. Deleting the planters along the Wilson Avenue side 
would result in no landscaping across from the residences to the southwest. 
The Planning Commission felt the large landscaped planter at the corner 
was sufficient for the entire property and recommended approval. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL - sufficient landscaping 
exists on the property 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - the landscaping planters should be installed 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL.MTES A 44  

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to proceed 

Barry Becker 
appeared 

AgEtliDe 

ITEM  

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

00342 

Page 53 

Department Action 

August 6, 1986 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT i 
(CONTINUED) 	 . -  

Bunker - 
APPROVED as recom- 

Request for a Plot Plan Review for a revise ended by Planning 
condominium development plan on propert Commission, subject 
located on the northwest corner of Torre to conditions. 
Pines Drive and Vegas Drive, R-PD21 Zone. 	Unanimous 

(Briare excused) 
Planning Commission unanimously recommende 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Conformance to the conditions of approva 
for Z-34-78. 

2. Conformance to the plot plan and eleval 
tions. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - subjec 
to revising the layout on the northwest portio 
of the site 

I. PLOT PLAN REVIEW  

1. Z-34-78 - MIDLAND PACIFIC BUILDING  

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 00343 

x. • TO: The City Council 
RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

I. PLOT PLAN REVIEW  

1. Z-34-78 - MIDLAND PACIFIC BUILDING CORP.  

This is a request for a plot plan review of a 180 unit condominium 
development on 13.5 gross acres at a density of 13.33 units per acre. 
All of the buildings will be two story and there will be 360 parking 
spaces where 216 are required. Central recreation facilities will be 
provided. A redesign of the building layout on the northwest portion 
was requested by staff to provide more setback from the R-1 area, however, 
the Planning Commission felt the 20 foot setback was sufficient. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: 	APPROVAL • - with the layout as 
submitted the applicant 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - subject to revising the layout on the 
northwest portion of the site 

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 



CITY COUNCIL 	• 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action Department Action 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 	 00344 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

WI/4 August 6, 1986 

• Page 54 

.Levy 7 	. 

APPROVED as recom-
mended by Planning 
ComMissiOn & staff. 
Unanimous 
'($rfare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to proceed 

Bill Godfrey 
appeared 

APPROVED ADENDA ITEM 

AGENDA 
• 

ITEM 

k. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT'DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

I. PLOT PLAN REVIEW  

2. Z-5-86 - SIERRA HEALTH SERVICES  

Request for a Plot Plan Review for medical 
offices and parking on property located 
at 2300, 2316 and 2450 West Chatleston 
Boulevard, C-D and R-E Zones (under 
Resolution of Intent to C-0). 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Conformance to the original conditions 
of Z-5-86. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 



00345 
X. 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 COUNCIL MINUTES 
To: The City Council 
Re: Community Planning and DeVelopment, Agenda Item 

August 6,.1986,City Council Agenda 

I. PLOT 'PLAN REVIEW  

2. - Z-5-86 - SIERRA HEALTH SERVICES  

This is a request for a .  plot plan review, to construct a medical office 
building at 2316 W. Charleston Boulevard that will be partially on the 
applicant's adjoining property at 2300 IC Charleston Boulevard. In 
addition, this review includes the recently constructed west parking 

. lot that will provide tome of the required parking for the new office 
' building. At the time the 'C-D zoning was approved at 2316 W. Charleston 

the Use was for parking but. the applicant indicated a building was proposed 
in the future. The proposed building will be two story with underground 
parking and will be attached to the existing _Medical building to the 
east. Parking has been an issue in this area since the applicant 

'constructed an HPN medical facility to the north and east and recently 
acquired a building to the west. Some of the merchants from the Rancho 
Town and Country Shopping Center were. it the previous meeting when the 
zoning was considered to indicate their concern about the need for 
additional parking. The parking for the entire HPN facility it as follows: 

HPN 	 PARKING REQUIRED 	PARKING PROVIDED  
• 

888 S.Aancho 	 207 	 180* 
000 S. Rancho 	 ' 	28 	 45* 
2350 W. Charleston Boulevard 	 7 	 12* 
POO 8 2316 W. Charleston Boulevard 322 	 245 
West Parking Lot 	. 	 0 	 146 

564 	 628 
(64 Additional Spaces) 

* Allocated parking spaces in Rancho Thum and Country Shopping Center 	. 

, The :above table indicates there are 237 parking spaces allocated to HPN 
in the Rancho Town and Country Shopping Center. In addition to that, 

'HPN has 245 spaces on the site at 2300 and 2316 West Charleston Boulevard, 
along with 146 parking spaces in the new parking lot that was constructed 
to the west if the shopping center .. The total parking spaces provided 
will be 64 spaces over What the Ordinance requires and, for this reason, 

, there' is adequate Parking for the proposed new medical building. 

The Rancho Town and Country Shopping: Center has a total of 620 parking 
spaces. There are 393 spaces for the shopping center uses and 237 
allocated tO RPM, which satisfies the Ordinance. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 
• 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION NAP 

HA OLD P. FOSTER,-DIRECT 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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00347 

Page 55 

Department Action 

Lurie - 
APPROVED Items 1.3 
& 1.4 as recommended 
by Planning Commis-
sion, subject to 
conditions. 
Motion carried with 
Levy abstaining and 
Briare excused. 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to proceed 

G. C. Wallace 
appeared 

.45EPIDO. 
- 	 • 	 • 	 .. 	 • 

ITEM 

• COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT'DEPARTMEN1 
, (CONTINUED)  

1141 

1 

I.  
I. 

I. PLOT PLAN REVIEW  

3. 	Z-49-85 - SILVER SPRINGS DEVELOPMENT  
CO. 

Request for a review of the revised resi-
dential and golf course development plan 
on property located on the northwest corner 
of Sahara Avenue and Durango Drive, N-U 
Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD4). 

Planning Commission voted (5-1-1) to recom-
mend APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Redesign the access on Durango Drive 
to provide car storage capacity for 
a minimum of four (4) vehicles between 
the street and gate as required by 
the Traffic Engineer. 

2. Participate in the amount of 25% of 
the cost of a future traffic signal 
at the -intersection of Sahara Avenue 
and Durango - Drive and 50% of the cost 
of'a future traffic signal at the inter-
section Of the entrance drive and Sahara 
Avenue as required by the Department 
of Public Works. 

3. All landscaping to be installed in 
the public right-of-way shall be main-
tained at the expense of the developer. 

4. Apply for an Encroachment Permit for 
landscaping within the public right-of-
way. 

5. Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions 
are to be submitted to and approved 
by the Department of Community Planning 
and Development prior to the recordation 
of a Final Map for any portion of this 
development. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITIDA 

(continued) 



Council Action 	Department Action ITEM 

APPROVED 
See Page.55 

See Page 55 

3. 

6.  

7.  

8.  

• 	 • 

ArGEND0 
I. 	• 	 - 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

(0.44 
07 COUNCIL 

, COUNCILCHAMBERS0 . 401DEAST'SrEWARTAVENUE 

ONE 386-6011 

G '935 

Ve1/44 
0 0 3 41.8 

August 6, 1986 

. 	 Page 56 

X, -:- COMMUNITY PLANNING . AND DEVELOPMENT :DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED).  

PLOT PLAN REVIEW 

Z-49-85 (continued)  

Conformance to the plot plan amended 
to reflect the above conditions. 

Conformance to the elevations. 

Conformance to the original conditions 
of Z-49-85. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - with Peccole 
Strada being retained as a major street 



00349 
x. 

LAS VEGAS CITY r  
COUNCIL MINUTES 

To: .  The. City Council 	• 	. 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August. 6,-, - 1986 City Council Agenda 

I. PLOT PLAN REVIEW  

3. Z-49-85 - SILVER SPRINGS DEVELOPMENT CO., INC.  

This is a request for a Plot Plan Review of approximately 220 acres to 
be developed for 425 dwelling units at a density of 1.93 units per acre. 
An 18 hole golf course and club house is also proposed. Last year, a 
plot plan review was approved on this site for 800 condominiums with 
a golf. course. The Plot Plan shows four types of residential units ranging 
from 1,350 to 3,000 sq ft in size, all on a private loop street system. 
One of the sites near Durango will have four story buildings that will 
be buffered by the golf course on three sides. 

At the Planning Commission meeting, staff pointed out the development 
does not provide for Peccole Strada which is a north/south secondary 
street on the Master Plan of Streets and Highways. Staff indicated the 
street is needed for drainage and traffic circulation. The Planning 
Commission felt the plan would be workable without the street as requested 
by the applicant. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL - with Peccole Strada being 
eliminated 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - with Peccole Strada being retained as 
a major street 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION, MAP 

J4aAaLgi,40 
NAROLD.P.. FOSTER, DIRECTOR zp71.- 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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00351 

August 6, 1986 

Page 57 

Department Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

I. TENTATIVE MAP RELATED TO PLOT PLAN  
REVIEW Z-49-85  

4. Silver Springs Country Club  

Property located on the northwest corner 
of Sahara Avenue and Durango Drive, N-U 
Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD4). 
Owner/Subdivider: SILVER SPRINGS DEVELOP- 

MENT COMPANY, INC. 
No. of Acres: 220 No. of Lots: 425 

Lurie - 
APPROVED Items 1.3 
& 1.4 as recommended 
by Planning Commis-
sion, subject to 
conditions. 
Motion carried with 
Levy abstaining and 
Briare excused. 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to proceed 

Planning Commission voted (6-0-1) to recom-
mend APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Approval of the plot plan review for 
Z-49-85. 

2. Conformance to the conditions of approval 
for the plot plan review for Z-49-85. 

3. Provide a hydrology and drainage study 
as required by the Department of Public 
Works. If the hydrology and drainage . 
study requires a redesign of any portion 
of this project, the Tentative Map 
shall be revised. 

4. The developer shall 	participate in 
an amount equal to 50% of the cost 
of construction of a raised median 
on Sahara Avenue, relocating the existing 
street lighting from the south side 
of Sahara Avenue to the median, and 
adding poles, lighting arms and fixtures 
to each new and relocated pole as requir-
ed by the Land Development Division 
of the Department of Community Planning 
and Development. 

(continued) 

APPROVID AGENDA ITEM 



APPROVED 
See Page 57 

See Page 57 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

0 0 3 52 

144 14%444 August 6, 1986 

CITY COUNCIL 	 Page 58 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSMEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 	Department Action 

PO • 
• 

!TEA 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED) I  

• TENTATIVE MAP RELATED TO PLOT PLAN REVIEW  
- Z-49-85  

4. Silver Springs Country Club (continued)  

5. A waiver be allowed to permit meandering 
sidewalks of not less than three (3) 
feet in width along Sahara Avenue and 
Durango Drive. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

APO/ ACENPA ITEM 



To: The City Council 	 D3UNCI1 MINUTES 
LAS VEGAS CITY 

AUG 6 1986 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

00353 x. 

I. TENTATIVE MAP RELATED TO PLOT PLAN REVIEW  

4. Silver Springs Country Club  

This Tentative Map is related to the Plot Plan Review on the previous 
item. If the Plot Plan Review is approved  as  submitted  by the applicant, 
then this map conforms to that Plan. The applicants were advised at 
the Planning Commission meeting the hydrology and drainage study required 
as a condition of approval may require a redesign on portions of this 
development and if they proceed with preparing and submitting a final 
map, it may be subject to change. The applicants indicated they were 
aware of this possibility. A waiver is also being requested to permit 
a meandering three foot wide sidewalk along Sahara Avenue and Durango 
Drive, which will have landscaping on both sides. There will be minimal 
need for sidewalks along these two streets because the development will 
be inside the exterior block wall and therefore the waiver is acceptable. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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•1 

1 

ABEYANCE 

Motion by Nolen 
to follow recom-
mendations of 
Planning Commission 
ended in a Tie Vote 
ith Nolen and Levy 

voting "yes" and 
Lurie and Bunker 
voting "no" and 
riare excused. 

Note: Verbatim tran 
of Final Minutes. 

Clerk to notify 

8/20/86 Agenda 

Joseph Foley, 
Nancy Byer and 
Lee Mott appeared 

No one appeared 
in opposition. 

00354 

AGEMDA 
• • 	. 

I. 

ITEM  

CITYCOUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action Department Action 

August 6, 1986 

. 	Page 59 

•L COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT AgPARTMEN1 
( CONTINUED)  

J. REQUEST TO RECONSIDER ZONING ACTION  

1. Z-36-86 - JOSEPH M. FOLEY  

Request for reclassification of property 
located on the north side of Oakey Boulevard, 
between Arville Street and Hinson Street. 

From: R-E (Residence Estates) 

To: 	R-1 (Single Family Residence) 

Proposed Use: SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 

Planning Commission unanimously. recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

2. Conformance to the plot plan. 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - contrary 
to the adjacent R-E pattern 

PROTESTS: 1 

PREVIOUS ACTION: 	At the June 18, 1986 
City Council meeting, LURIE moved to DENY; 
motion carried with MAYOR voting NO. 

At the July 16, 1986 City Council meeting, 
LEVY moved to RESCIND; motion carried 
unanimously 

cript made part 

APPROVED AMNDA ITIM 



Council meeting, LURIE moved 

LEVY moved to RESCIND; motion 

1 
	To : 

R: 

1 

I. 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
LAS VEGAS CITY A U G OrM6 

0 0 3 5 5 

The City Council 	 X. 
Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 
August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

At your last meeting, the Council rescinded its denial action and a new 
public hearing has been advertised. The applicant is requesting R-1 
zoning on a parcel on the north side of Oakey Boulevard, between Arville 
Street and Hinson Street for eight single family residential lots. When 
the Council's previous action was rescinded, it was indicated that six 
lots may be more appropriate for this property. This site abuts developed 
R-E to the east, north and west. There is developed R-1 to the south 
across Oakey Boulevard as well as the Vegas Verdes Elementary School 
to the southeast. R-1 zoning exists.further east and west on the north 
side of Oakey Boulevard. 

The Planning Commission and staff recommendations indicated below are 
on the previous action. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL - compatible zoning 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - contrary to the adjacent R-E zoning pattern 

PROTESTS: 1 (letter) 

• REQUEST TO RECONSIDER ZONING ACTION  

1. Z-36-86 - JOSEPH M. FOLEY  

PREVIOUS ACTION: At the June 18, 1986 City 
to DENY; motion carried with MAYOR voting NO. 

At the July 16, 1986 City Council meeting, 
carried unanimously. 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION HAP 

HAROLD P. FOSTER .„ DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT, 
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LAS VEGAS CITY LAS VtbAb LAI Y  
COUNCIL MINUTES 	6 1986AUG 

TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM J.1 - Z-36-86-  JOSEPH M. FOLEY 

00357 

PAGE 1 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

:MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: -  

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

We'll move along on Item J on page 59 in 
your books, a request to reconsider a zoning 
action on Z-36-86, Joseph M. Foley. This is 
a request for reclassification of property 
located on the north side of Oakey Boulevard 
between Arville and Hinson from R-E to R-1. 
The Planning Commission was for APPROVAL. 
There was one protest. Staff recommended 
DENIAL and we voted at our last meeting to 
reconsider our previous action. Hello. 

Good afternoon. Joe Foley, from 1801 South 
15th Street, Las Vegas, Nevada. I want to 
thank you for your reconsideration of this 
matter and I thought -- 

I want you to know it was unanimous too to 
reconsider. 

I thought we were covered and I took off on 
fishing trip and my co-owners were apparently 
putting people in jail that day and couldn't 
make it here. 

Did you do any good? 

Pardon. 

With the fishing? 

Very good, thank you. One thing that I -- a few -- 
couple of remarks I'd.like to make and then turn 
it over to our realtor here that has the detail 
on this. With the exception of two lots in the -- 
and the two next door to us there between our 
Proposed development and some cul-de-sac develop-
ment beyond, everything on Oakey as I understand 
from Rancho to Decatur is R-1 at least. There's 
a lot of commercial and other churches and the 
likes of that in there. It's all on Oakey. Now 
we have in this plan lots of approximately -- well 
the smallest of them are approximately 8,000 square 
feet. The homes that are going in there will all 
be 2,000 square feet or better. The cul-de-sacs, 
which are just a hundred or so feet west, are homes 
of comparable size, but they're all on lots of 
7500 square feet. 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE .: Are you -talking the:TOts 
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PAGE 2 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	West. 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 	West? 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 	West of us, yes. 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 	Of your lots. The ones that Robarts built? 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	No, these. 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 	Okay. 

NANCY BYER: 	 The front lots are 7500 on there, they're a little 
larger in the circle. 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 	In the back, in the cul-de-sac area. Okay. 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

So we're in keeping with the properties that -- 
the R-E property next to us has a dwelling on it 
that's about 1300 square feet. There's a larger 
dwelling on the next lot. I don't know when those 
were zoned, but I believe that one house was there 
-- has been there since 1962. The -- 

Your map is wrong, ma'am. 

I'm sorry. 

Your map is wrong. The property On the. south -- the 
northwest corner Of Hinson and, Oakey, -  that is zoned 
R-E, Your map.shows it as different I think. 

NANCY BYER: 	 This? 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	Is R-E. 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 	That does not face Oakey. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	No, it faces Hinson. 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 	Yes. 

• COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	It is zoned R-E. 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 	Right. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	Not R-1. 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 	That's right. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	All of the property -- 
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JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY:: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

NANCY BYER: 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

MAYORS PRO TEM LURIE: 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

My statement was that everything that opens 
onto Oakey is R-E 	R-1. 

But if you look at a map -- 

No, that's not right. 

If you look at this plot plan that I'm looking at, 
Mr. Foley, you see R-E on all three sides of you. 

All the way around. 

All the way around it. 

To the west, to the east and to the north. 

All three sides. 

Is R-E. 

Okay. 

I'd like Nancy Byer of the Realty Company here 
to -- she made an indepth study of this and I 
think she can show you this whole vicinity of 
this whole area. 

I want to ask one other question because when 
this was brought up for reconsideration, it was -- 
the original application was for 8 homes and the 
reason we reconsidered it because it was brought 
up that you would comp in with six homes, which 
means that the lots were going to be larger and the 
homes were going to be over 2,000 square feet. 
Is that still the same plan that you're going 
to present to us today? 

May I address that That was my doing. I had 
a conversation with Commissioner Levy about the 
possibility of a reconsideration on this matter 
and he, either he -- I believe he brought it up and 
said, well maybe you5 could go for six lots there and 
I said I had a deal in escrow that calls for eight 
and I don't know what's going to happen to it. If 
they would go for the six, fine, that's up to them. 

We don't get involved in escrows. 	 - 

But I am. 
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MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 	Just zoning. Just zoning. 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: • At this point, I called Commissioner Levy 
the other day I wanted to make sure that so 
far as he and I were concerned, there was no 
misunderstanding about what had been -- I had 
represented to him and I had -- he agreed with 
me that I had represented to him that if that's what 
would fly with my buyer, that would be fine. If 
not, then we would want to go back to the con-
sideration on reconsideration of the eight lots. 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: think my understanding was 
cation for reconsidering. I 
other members feel.  

that was the justifi-
don't know how the 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

NANCY BYER: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

NANCY BYER: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

I did not make that meeting, 
I -- 

No, but list meeting we voted to reconsider this 
application, but it was my understanding, that 
we were going to reconsider it as six lots rather 
than eight lots and that's probably the il.eason 
that it was unanimous in reconsideration. So 
really we're back to where we were when we voted 
against it, as far as .I can see. 

Can I 

Go ahead, I'm sorry. 

Can I say ormaybe show you a couple of things that 
I've done in the area both around/on Del Monte which 
is the area behind the property, as well as the 
adjoining homes and I have some pictures here if 
you'd like to see. This is the general condition 
of the R-E lots in the area, other than we have three 
large homes right in this general vicinity that 
are quite nice, but the balance of the area on both 
sides of Del Monte as well as on both sides of Okaey 
on the properties adjoining this site are all small 
homes, older homes, and if you'd like to take a 
look at the pictures, particularly the one on the 
next door, it's vacant. 

Don't bad-mouth the houses next door. I wouldn't 
suggest you bad-mouth the residences. 

Commissioner Bunker, 
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No, I wasn't bad-mouthing anybody. I'm just 
saying, you know the way the property -- you know, 
that's the way they are at this time and what 
we're proposing is those homes -- 

, Have you had a chance to talk to the people 
that are the buyers, about the six lots versus 
the eight lots? 

NANCY BYER: 	 They would not -- would not -- 

MAYOR. PRO TEM LURIE: 	' They're not accepting the six. 

NANCY BYER: 	 And please don't misunderstand me. I don't mean 
to bad-mouth anybody's home. I'm just, you know, 
to explaining what we're seeing there. 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 	Is there anything else that you'd like to add? 

NANCY BYER: 	 •No. 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 	 I think you should show them that other exhibit 
you prepared. 

NANCY BYER: 	 This is some pictures of the R-1 homes being the 
Robarts, Paul Robarts Court, all through here and 
then the Steven Barnett Court. These are the R-1 
zonings and we plan to build comparable homes. 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 	I'd be, you know, more inclined to see what you're 
going to build. I know what's there because I go 
by there three, four times a day. 

11 	NANCY BYER: 	 Okay. We have an elevation of the homes that we 
plan to do. 

I'd like to see that. 

This last exhibit, if I may say, is for the purpose 
of illustrating 2,000 square foot homes on lots 
that are even -- some of them smaller than the lots 
that we're bgilding on and so that you can get a 
prespective that this is not -- this is not a jammed 
up arrangement. •If you could hand those pictures 
up to the Commissioners, please. 

If this was approved, are all these homes going to 
be built at one time or are you going to build them 
as you have sales for them or build two and then -- 
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LEE MOTT: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

I'd like to just start with two. 

Then if those two are built . -- kind of your 
Models then and fill in the other homes. 

LEE MOTT: 	 Right. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: And they're na going to complain about the 
horses are they? 

LEE MOTT: 	 Pardon me. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	 They're not going to complain about the horses 
that surround their neighborhood. 

LEE MOTT: 	 I love horses. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	 You're going to live in one? 

LEE MOTT: 	 No. 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 	 That's what I thought. You're not going to live 
by the horses. 

LEE MOTT: 	 I'm not going to complain about them. This is 
the elevation of the first home we are proposing 
to build in there. It's certainly not a detriment 
to any homes in the area and if anything, it will 
enhance the area we feel. 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

LEE MOTT: 

MAYOR BRIARE: 

LEE MOTT: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

Those tiled roofs or shingle? 

Tile. ft's Spanish, Mediterranean style and tile 
roofs. They'll be in the price range of between 
130 and $150,000. 

Did you give your name and who -- you're company? 

Lee Mott, 4851 Arizona. - 

Board have any other questions? Bob? Anything 
else you'd like to add? Is there anyone in the 
audience to protest the application? Then let 
the record show that there was no one in the 
audience to protest the application. What is 
the desire of the Board? 

I just, you know, I just feel kind of strange ' 
here because I kind of believed in the understanding 
that we had, Joe, when I talked to you, the fact 
that we were going to get basically six lot require-
ment. 
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JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 	 Well if that's your impression on it, then 
stick with that. I could have -- 

Well, you know, when we talked -- 

-- been misunderstood. I certainly don't 
intend to mislead. 

I know. I know that. Until you called me 
back yesterday or the day before when it was 
and then I said well let's let it play and see 
what happens at the Council meeting. 

Well we'll have to -- in that case, rather than 
have it denied on the eight,. I would at this 
point go along with you, Commissioner, on the 
six. I certainly am not going to put myself 
in the position on this or any other occasion 
of having misrepresented anything to this 
Commission. 

You haven't yet, Joe, believe me you. haven't. 
How many -- how much land is there? 

HAROLD FOSTER: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

HAROLD FOSTER: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

HAROLD FOSTER: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

HAROLD FOSTER: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

- Two acres. 

. C-A is more than 

No, R-1 -- this is less than R-1. 

Harold, you say two acres -„ that's gross. 

Yes. 

What would be the net after you take out the 
cul-de-sac? 

Roughly an acre and a half, somewhere in there. 
Maybe a little over that. 

So one and a half, at six would give you quarter 
.acre lots, is that correct? 

Right around there, yes. 

Huh? 
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MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN NOLEN: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN BUNKER: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN LEVY: 

MAYOR PRO TEM LURIE: 

JOSEPH M. FOLEY: 

R-D's. 

You know, you're just eir center. I don't 
have a problem with what I've 'seen. and what 
they've shown me. I'll Make a motion that 
we follow 	recommendations of the Planning 
Commission. 

The motion of Councilman Nolen is follow the 
recommendation of Planning Commission which 
would take in the 8 lots, subject to conditions. 

Is that for 8? 	. 

Yes. 

Cast your votes on the motion; Post., 

We'll see you next meeting with the Mayor. 

ThiS item will, be held over until the August 20th 
meeting When well have a full. board. (Motion 
ended in a tie vote With Nolen and Levy voting 
"yes" and Lurie and Bunker voting ''no" and Briare 
excused.) 

Thank you. 

END'OF-DISCUSSION 

/ sl 
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Council Action 
p■II■mg..= 

Department Action 

Levy - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Unanimous 
tBriare excused) 

Planning to 
proceed 

No one appeared 
in opposition 

to, 

I .  

_ 	ITEM 

X. - COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED) 	 , • 	. 

• ZONE CHANGE  

1. Z-48-86 - CITY OF LAS VEGAS  

Request for reclassification of property 
located on the south side of Bonanza Road, 
between 30th Street and Mojave Road. 

From: C-V (Civic) 

To: 	C-1 (Limited Commercial) 

Proposed Use: COMMERCIAL 

• Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent. 

2. A detailed site plan and building eleva-
tions must be approved by the Planning 
Commission prior to development. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: :0 

1 APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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x. LAS VEGAS CITY n ri G 6 1986 TO: The City Council 	 COUNCIL MINUTES 	'- RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

K. ZONE CHANGE  

1. Z-48-86 - CITY OF LAS VEGAS  

This request by the City is to rezone an approximately 1.28 acre parcel 
from C-V to C-1 for future commercial development. The reason for the 
change is the City may consider selling this property in the future. 
The site is across from the City yards and adjacent zoning to the north, 
east and south is C-V, with R-E and R-3 to the west. The C-V to the 
south is to be developed for elderly housing. The R-3 to the west is 
developed as apartments and the R-E is vacant. The Planning Commission 
recommended it be approved by Resolution of Intent with no time limit 
and the development plans be approved by the Planning Commission. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

:HAROLD P. -FOSTER:,' DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY. PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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Department Action 

103 Levy - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended by Planning 
Commission. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Dr. Steve Collins 
appeared 

No one appeared 
in opposition 

X. ,COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

K. ZONE CHANGE  

2. Z-49-86 - GLEN C. ELDER ET AL  

Request for reclassification of property 
located on the north side of Palomino Lane, 
between Tonopah Drive and Truluck Lane.' 

From: R-1 (Single Family Residence) (under 
Resolution of Intent to PR) 

To: 	P-R (Professional Offices & Parking) 

Proposed Use: MEDICAL OFFICES 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

2. All underlying Resolutions of Intent 
are expunged. 

3. Outside lighting is to be screened 
away from the property to the north. 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - contrary 
to the adopted Special Activity Center 
Land Use Plan 

PROTESTS: 0 

.APPROVED AQPIDA ITEM 
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K. ZONE CHANGE  

2. 	Z-49-86 - GLEN C. ELDER, ET AL 

11 	This request is to rezone an approximately 1.47 acre parcel from R-1 
and P-R to P-R. Two-thirds of the property is already approved for P-R 
and the request is to incorporate an additional R-1 zoned lot that fronts 
on Truluck Lane into the site. The remainder of the lots to the north 
on Truluck are zoned R-1 and developed with homes. There is P-R to the 
east and west with R-1 and C-1 to the south. The Quail Park developments 

II exist to the west and southwest, both fronting on Rancho Drive. The 
plot plan indicates the com,t-Lction will be for additional medical offices 
and parking. Staff pointed out at the Planning Commission meeting that 

ig 	in 1979 a Special Activity Center Plan for this area was adopted by the 
lig 	City Council and it was updated in March, 1986. The R-1 lot on Truluck 

Lane was identified to remain R-1. Part of the reasoning behind this 
was to minimize the impact on other .R-1 lots to the north and northeast 
of this lot. In addition, it was felt that starting a P-R pattern on 
Truluck Lane would increase traffic in front of the remaining residences 

AI, 	 on this street. 	The Planning Commission felt the request would be 
MI 	compatible zoning for the area 

I. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL - compatible zoning 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - contrary to the adopted Special Activity 
Center Land Use Plan 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT' OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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COUNCILMAN AL LEVY: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 
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X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT. ITEM K. 2. Z-49-86 	REQUEST 
FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY BY GLEN C. ELDER, ET AL OF PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE 
NORTH SIDE OF PALOMINO LANE BETWEEN TONOPAH DRIVE AND TRULUCK LANE.  

Item K is a zone change, Z-49-86, Glen C. Elder 
Et Al. Request for reclassification of property 
located on the north side of Palomino Lane, between 
Tonopah, Drive - andTruluck Lane, from R-1 (Single 
Family) (under ResOlutton of Intent to P-R) to P-R 
(Professional Offices and Parking), Proposed Use is 
Medical Offices, Planning Commission recommendation 
was for approval, subject to conditions. Staff 
recommendation Was for denial. Good afternoon. Name 
and address for the record, please. 

Steve Collins, 1721 Rambler Court. I'm one of the 
group of physicians that awn this property. We have 
been working for nearly a year and a half on this 
project. We've been approved by the State of Nevada 
as the only other site for a very sophisticated 
medical piece of equipment that's being incorporated 
into the building. We nearly completed in February 
our architectural design of the building as it was 
originally proposed and the supplier of the company 
that was manufacturing the equipment was sold by 
Johnson and Johnson to General Electric. The General 
Electric equipment which will be delivered requires 
larger room for a computer room and has required us 
to redesign our building. We purchased the land 
next door and a tag of our building turned sideways 
to extend onto the property. We picked up thirty-five 
extra parking spaces above what we had before. We 
were above code requirements at that point in time.- 
We don't have any opposition from the neighbors next 
door. They were present at the Planning Commission 
meeting and at the point in time feel that having a 
thumb-in-the-plumb, so to speak, of the zoning. The 
way it sits it's not reasonable. 

You might talk yourself out of it. Is there anyone 
in the audience to protest the application? 

I'LL MOVE TO FOLLOW THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION. 

I'd like to ask a question before you take the vote. 

We do have a motion. Councilman Bunker. 

What is the -- we had a special study and we reconfirmed 
it. My  understanding was that we establish Pinto Lane 
as the line north of which we would not approve P-R. If 
you will remember, we just had an application here not 
too long ago for the northwest corner of Pinto Lane and 
Tonopah, which was denied. Where does that line -- 
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COUNCEMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 	where is the line that we've set for no more P-R? 

HAROLD FOSTER: 	 It was everything north -- this P-R zoning existing __ 
thts is approved for P-R zoning and this is R-1. This 
was to remain R-1 as well as everything north of that 
line also, up to Pinto and up to Alta. 

COUNCILMAN AL LEVY: 	But it does bring it up even with the line on the 
- north. 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 	Yes. On the east we have P-R, don't we? 

HAROLD FOSTER: 	 Yes. 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 	This kind of squares it off. 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 	Squares it off and let's remake the line. 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 	Well, I think yearly we take a look at the transition 
and we look at that complete plan on that Special 
Activity Area to see what kind of change that was 

• taking place from year to year. I believe this is a 
good application. I see no problem with it. We do 
have a motion subject to the conditions to follow the 
Planning Commission's recommendation. Are there any 
further comments? Cast your votes on the motion. Post. 
Motion is APPROVED. 	(Motion carried unanimously with 
Mayor Briare excused from the meeting.) 

END OF DISCUSSION 

/lo 
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X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

11507 	K. . ZONE CHANGE  

1 3. Z-5086 - REX AND BERTHA BRUSH  

Request for reclassification of property 
located one-quarter mile northeast of Madre 
Mesa Drive and Michael Way. 

From: N-U (Non-Urban) 

To: 	R-1 (Single Family Residence) 

Proposed Use: SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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x. 

Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 
August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

I. 

K. ZONE CHANGE 	. 

3. Z-50-86 - REX AND BERTHA BRUSH  

This request is to rezone an approximately. 2.0 acre parcel from N-U to 
R-1 for development of eight single family lots. This property will 
be developed in conjunction with the R-1 to the south and west that was 
approved several months ago for the same developer. At that time, it 
was indicated this additional site would be part of the R-1 development. 
The requested R-1 zoning is consistent with the recently approved R-1 
to the south and west of this site. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

II PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION NAP 
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Council Action ITEM 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

K. TENTATIVE MAP RELATED TO ZONE CHANGE  
Z-50-86 - REX AND BERTHA BRUSH  

4. SIERRA RANCHO NO. 3  

Property located one-quarter mile northeast 
of Madre Mesa Drive and Michael Way, N-U 
Zone (proposed R-1). 
Owner: REX AND BERTHA BRUSH 
Subdivider: NORMAN PETERSON ET AL 
No. of Acres: 2 No. of Lots: 8 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

I. Approval of Zoning Application Z-50-86. 

2. Conformance with thern conditions of 
approval for Zoning Application Z-50-86. 

3. Provide a hydrology and drainage study 
as required by the Land Development 
Division of the Department of Community 
Planning and Development. 

Levy - 
APPROVED, Items K.3 
& K.4 as recommended 
Subject to condition 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

APPROVIDAGENDAITEM 



LASVEGASOITY 

To: The Citycouncil . 	
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

Re: community Planning and Development Agenda Item 
August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda - 

00477 

K. TENTATIVE MAP RELATED TO ZONE CHANGE  

4. SIERRA RANCHO, NO. 3  

The tentative map is related to the zoning application on the previous 
item. If the requested R-1 zoning is approved this map conforms to the 
Subdivision Regulations and the layout of the R-1 on the adjoining 
property. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

HAROLD P. - FOSTERTDIRECTOR -
DEPARTMENT OF.COMMUNITY-:PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT . 	• 



LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
CIL 'MITES 

10(44  V4g0t4 

1508 Levy - 
APPROVED, subject 
to conditions. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Scott Brown 
appedred 

No one appeared 
in opposition. 

AGENDfl - ()NM 

August 6, 1986 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

Page 64 

Department Action ITEM 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

K. ZONE CHANGE  

5. Z-51786 - SCOTT W. BROWN  

Request for reclassification of property 
located at 809-829 S. 7th Street. 

From: R-4 (Apartment Residence) 

To: 	C-1 (Limited Commercial) 

Proposed Use: Medical Offices and a Publish- 
ing Business 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

2. Approval of an Encroachment Agreement 
for the landscaping in the public right-
of-way. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

APPROVEPMENDAIIM 



00379 
To: The City . Council 	 X. 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 
LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 

COUNCIL MINUTES  

ZONE CHANGE  

5. Z-51-86- SCOTT W. BROWN  

This request is to rezone an approximately one-half acre parcel from 
R-4 to C-1. The request is to rezone the existing property which contains 
medical offices and a publishing business from R-4 to C-1 so that 
commercial uses can be permitted. A C-1 pattern is evolving for this 
entire block. There will be no changes to the structures on the property
and parking will be adequate. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

-HAROLF/P. FOSTER, .DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986  
COUNCIL MINUTES 

tA4 Ve sm, 
00381 

August 6, 1986 

Page 65 

Council Action ITEM 

1 

Levy - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended, subject to 
conditions. 
Unanimous 
(Briare excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Applicant was 
present 

No one appeared 
in opposition 

AGEPIDO 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Deportment Action 

0 

; - COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED) 	 - 	• 

• ZONE CHANGE  

6. 	Z-52-86 , EILEEN BORSINI ON BEHALF  
OF WEST COAST BUILDERS  

Request for reclassification of property 
located at 1633 E. Sahara Avenue. 

R-2 (Two Family Residence) 

C-1 (Limited .  Commercial) 

Proposed .Use: OFFICE ,BUILDING 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subjecttO:' 

Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

Installation of a six (6) foot high 
masonry wall on top of the proposed 
retaining wall along the rear property 
line. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

From: 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



QQ382 To: The City Council 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

'aS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agen 

K. ZONE CHANGE  

6. Z-52-86 - EILEEN BORSINI ON BEHALF OF WEST COAST BUILDERS  

This request is to rezone a lot at 1633 E. Sahara from R-2 to C-1 for 
a new office building. A C-1 pattern exists on this segment of East 
Sahara Avenue. There is developed R-1 to the north. The 5,200 square 
foot office building will have underground Parking for 17 vehicles where 
13 spaces are required. There will be adequate landscaping provided. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

HAROLD P FOSTER, DIRECTOR
. DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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00384 

August 6, 1986 

Page 66 

Council Action ITEM 

Councilman Levy was 
rest of the meeting. 

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended, subject to 
conditions. 
Unanimous 
(Briate & Levy 
excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Leo Cook appeared 

No one appeared 
in opposition 

RH 

AGENDO 
LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 

COUNCIL MINUTES 

e).. 4 1.04 Vesm. 
CT' COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-601I 
Department Action 

$510 

I. 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

K. ZONE CHANGE  

7. Z-53-86 - HAROLD SHYDLER  

Request for reclassification of property 
located on the south side of Vegas Drive, 
600 feet west of Pyramid Drive. 

From: R-1 (Single Family Residence) 

To: 	R-PD5 (Residential Planned Develop- 
ment) 

Proposed Use: SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

xcused for the 

1 

1 

1 

1.  Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

2. Conformance to the plot plan and eleva-
tions. 

3. The private street and all landscaping
•in the common area shall be permanently 

maintained by the Homeowners Association. 

4. Waiver of the five (5) acre minimum 
site area. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



X. 00385 

6 " 

to 
HAROLD. P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF_COMMUNITy PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

TO: The City Council 
Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 
August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

LAS VEGAS CITY 	tjG  
COUNCIL MINUTES 

K. ZONE CHANGE  

7. Z-53-86 - HAROLD SHYDLER  

This request is to rezone a one acre parcel from R-1 to R-PD5 for 
development of five single family. lots. The City-owned golf course is 
to the west and property immediately to the east is zoned R-E and developed 
with a single family residence. There is vacant R-1 further east and 
then a P-R pattern is evolving. Land to the south is developed R-1. 
To the north is R-E, R-P012 and C-1 which is primarily developed with 
single family homes. The plot plan shows two story homes on all lots 
with access from a private cul-de-sac off Vegas Drive. The lots average 
approximately 40 feet wide and vary in length from 110 feet to 150 feet. 
A landscape buffer 40 feet wide is proposed along the east side of the 
property and there will be guest and RV 'larking on the southeast corner 
of the site A waiver is being requested from the five acre minimum 
requirement for a planned development. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 
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August 6, 1986 

Page 67 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Bill Bemis appeared 

No one appeared 
in opposition 

1 11 

I. 

1 

3. All underlying Resolutions 
are expunged. I .  Intent 

PROTESTS: 

AGENDfl 
1.  

LASVEGASCITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

41,4vesm. 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action ITEM 

00387 

Department Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
- (CONTINUED) 

K. ZONE CHANGE  

8. Z-54-86 - VISTA MANAGEMENT, INC. 	A  
NEVADA CORPORATION  

Request for reclassification of property 
located on the northeast corner of Fremont 
Street and Eastern Avenue. 

From: 1174 (Apartment 'Residence) 

TO: 	C-2 	(General 	Commercial) 	(under 
Resolution Of Intent to C-M) 

Proposed Use: .SHOPPING ''CENTER WITH. AUTOMO- 
TIVE SHOP . 

Lurie - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended, subject to 
conditions. 
Unanimous 
(Briare & Levy 
excused) 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

2. The C-M1 be limited to the north 400 
feet of the east 100 feet with the. 
remainder of the application being 
amended to C-2. 

4. No exterior storage of automobile parts 
or supplies. 

5. No exterior storage of inoperable or 
damaged vehicles. 

Prepare and submit a traffic study 
as required by the Traffic Engineer. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - with C-M 
zoning approved on the northeast portion 
only 



LASVEGASCITY 
. To: The City Council . 	 •COUNCILMINUTES Aulz, 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item'. 

. August 6, 1986.Pity , Councif Agenda 	 . 

o .1b616 .  

x00388 

K. ZONE CHANGE  

8. Z-54-86 - VISTA MANAGEMENT, INC.  

This request is• to rezone a 6.04 acre parcel from R-4 and C-2 to C-M 
for a shopping center with an automotive center. The previous applications 
for C-2 and C-M on portions of this site were for the same use The 
layout is now being revised and the applicant has requested C-M on the 
entire parcel. The applicant proposes the shopping center along the 
west and south portions adjacent to Fremont Street and Eastern Avenue. 
The automotive center will be on the northeast portion which has less 
exposure to the street and will be more aesthetically compatible. C-M 
is needed for the automotive center use only and for this reason the 
Planning Commission recommended the application be approved for C-M on 
the northeast portion of the property and that C-2 be retained on the 
remainder. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL - with C-M zoning approved 
on the northeast portion only 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL - with C-M zoning approved on the northeast 
portion only 

PROTESTS:. 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

HAROLO : FOSTE R  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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...1NGEMPA .  
I. 

ITEM 

1533 

1•  
1 
1 

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended, subject to 
Conditions. 
Unanimous 
(Briare & Levy 
excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

G. C. Wallace 
appeared 

No one appeared 
in opposition 

LAS VEGAS 
COUNCI MINUTES AUG 8-1986 4.  !yes.  

C1TY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

_PHONE 386-6011 

00390 
August 6, 1986 

Page 68 

Department Action Council Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  	 • 

K. ZONE CHANGE  

9. Z-55-86 - LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA  

Request for reclassification of property 
located on the southwest corner of Lake 
South Drive and Crystal Water Way. 

From: N-U (Non-Urban) 	(under Resolution 
of Intent to R-PD12 and R-PD23) 

To: 	R-CL (Single Family Compact Lot) 

Proposed Use: SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent. 

2.. The underlying i Resolution of Intent 
on this site is-expunged. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

AUG b1986 
9.0391 

TO: The City Council 
RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

K. ZONE CHANGE  

9. Z-55-86 - LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA  

This request is to rezone approximately 14.44 acres from R-PD12 and R-PD23 
to R-CL. This development is in The Lakes at West Sahara and will be 
for approximately 90 single family homes. The application will downzone 
this site to 6 units per acre. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DI ECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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id.4 Vey's,  
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

I .  
INGENDO 
I. 
I ITEM  

00393 

August 6, 1986 

Page 69 

Department Action 

1 513 Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended subject to 
conditions. 
Unanimous. 
airfare & Levy 
excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

G. C. Wallace 
appeared 

X. •COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
. (CONTINUED) 	 . 	 • 	. 

• TENTATIVE MAP RELATED TO ZONE CHANGE Z-55-86  
(ITEM KA) . 	- 	, 

10. LEWIS. HOMES CARMEL POINT NO. 3  

Property located on the southwest corner 
of Lake South Drive and Crystal Water Way, 
N-U Zone (under Resolution of Intent to 
R-PD12 and R-PD23), proposed R-CL. 
Owner/Subdivider: LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA 
No. of Acres: 14.4± No. of Lots: 90 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Approval of Zoning Application Z-55-86. 

2. Conformance with the conditions of 
approval for Zoning Application Z-55-86. 

3. Redesign the curves in the southerly 
east/west street as required by the 
Traffic Engineering Division of the 
Department of Public Works. 

4. Direct vehicular access to Lake South 
Drive and Crystal Water. Way from the 
rear of the abutting lots is prohibited. 

5. Provide a hydrology and drainage study 
as required by the Land Development 
Division of the Department of Community 
Planning and Development. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

APPROVEDACJENDA ITEM 

io 



00394 

X. 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCILM1NUTES AUG 6 1986 

TO: The City Council 
RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

TENTATIVE MAP RELATED TO ZONE CHANGE  

10. LEWIS HOMES CARMEL POINT NO., 3  

The Tentative Map is related to the previous item. If that rezoning 
application is approved, then this map is in order to be approved. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

HAROLD, P..:FOSTU. DIRECTOR ,  
DEPARTMENT.. OF. 	PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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00395 

August 8, 1986 

Page 70 

Department Action 

Clerk to notify 
Planning to 
proceed 

G. C. Wallace 
appeared 

11 514'. 

I. 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEVVART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED) 	'  

I. 

FINAL MAP RELATED TO ZONE.  CHANGE/  
TENTATIVE MAP . 	 &- 10)  

11. LEWIS HOMES CARMEL POINT NO: 3  

Property located on 'the southwest corner 
of Lake South Drive and Crystal Water Way, 
N-U Zone .(under Resolution of Intent to 
R,PDI2 and 1141)23), proposed 
Owner/SubdiVider:. LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA 
No: of Acres: : 14.41: No. Of Lots:. 

Planning .  Commission , unanimously recommended 
..APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. .Apprdval of the-Tentative)lap. 

, Conformance :  with the conditions 
approval for.the Tentative:Map.. 

3. Conformance with the tentative map. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended, subject to 
conditions. 
Unanimous 
(Briare & Levy 
excused) 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

 

TO: The City Council 
RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

00396 x. 

• FINAL MAP RELATED TO ZONE CHANGE  

11. LEWIS HOMES CARMEL POINT NO. 3  

The Final Map is related to the previous two items. If the Tentative 
Map on the previous item is approved, then this map is in order to be 
approved. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

HAROLD P. FOSTER', DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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00397 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 4010EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

Page 71 

Department Action 

Nolen - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended. 
Unanimous 
(Briare & Levy 
excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
proceed 

Applicant was 
present 

No one appeared 
in opposition 

.1. 	 • 

A-UNDO 
I. 	• 	• 	• 

ITEM 

X. COMMUNITY .  PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

K. ZONE CHANGE  

12. 	Z-57-86 - WEST SAHARA INVESTMENTS,  
INC. 

Request for reclassification of property 
located on the west side of Durango Drive, 
south of Sahara Avenue. 

From: R-PD23 (Residential Planned Develop-
ment) and 

P-R 	(Professional Offices & Park- 
ing) 

To: 	R-PD12 (Residential Planned Develop- 
ment) 

Proposed Use: RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent. 

2. All underlying Resolutions of Intent 
on this site are expunged. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



HAROLD P.- FOSTER,. DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

LAS VEGAS.CITY 	y,r 
COUNCIL MINUTES 	 -86  

To: The City Council 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

00398 
x. 

ZONE CHANGE  

12. Z-57-86 - WEST SAHARA INVESTMENTS, INC.  

The request is to rezone 10.3 acres from R-PD23 and P-R to R-PD12 for 
a 130 unit condominium development at the Lakes at West Sahara. The 
change will substantially reduce the density on this site There will 
be 232 parking spaces where 155 are required and some of the buildings 
will be three story in height but they will have the appearance of two 
story buildings and will only be sixteen feet high. The development 
will have swimming pools and other open space amenities. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 
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LAS VEGAS CITY Au G 6 1986 
COUPCIL MINUTES 

1144 W1(4 
• 

00400 
August 6, 1986 

Bunker - 
DENIED 
Unanimous 
(Briare & Levy 
excused) 

Clerk to notify 

Appearances in ,  
Favor: 

Patricia Bowden 
Sal Muskara, 
Bob Riesman, 
Stephen Cordova 

Protestants: 

David Talic 
Fred Frank 
Jane Chuck 
Linda Bowden 
Mary Caruso 

Petition with 44 
signatures and 
11 letters were 
presented 

ITEM 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 

Page 72 

Department Action 

• 15 

• X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

K. ZONE CHANGE  

13. Z-58-86 - PATRICIA E. BOWDEN ET AL  

Request for reclassification of property 
located at 5804, 5808, 5812 and 5816 Vegas 
Drive. 

From: R-1 (Single Family Residence) 

To: 	P-R (Professional Offices & Parking) 

Proposed Use: PROFESSIONAL OFFICES 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

2. Conformance to plot plans amended to 
provide landscaping along street front-
,age. 

3. Conformance to existing elevations. 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - inappropriate 4 
location for P-R zoning 

PROTESTS: 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

I. 



X. 

00401 
LAS VEGAS CITY 

COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 K. ZONE. CHANGE  

To: The City Council 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

13. Z-58-86.- PATRICIA A. BOWDEN, ET AL  

This request it to rezone- four single family lots from R-1 to P-R. Each 
of the four Tots is approximately 7,260 square feet in size and has an 
occupied residence on it Property immediately to the north and east 
is - .it:sped R4 And developed with tingle family residences. Adjacent 
property to the west is undeveloped - R-1 property. The property to the 
south across Vegas Drive is R-PD15 and developed with condominiums. 

The plot 'plans show the existing homes ranging in size from 1,683 to 
2,016 square feet, and six parking,. spaces will be provided on each lot. 
The plot Plant 4o not indicate, any landscaping is proposed on Vegas Drive. 

The. vacant strip of land to the west is owned by Mr. Becker and he has 
agreed to not request zoning any higher than 12 units per acre. More 
than likely the property will be developed on a residential basis and 
the P-R on these ,  properties would be out of character if approved., The 
General Plan recommends these four lots remain R-1. The applicants feel 
their properties are no longer suitable for residential because of the 
increased traffic on Vegas Drive. 

A letter has been received from a resident .to the north who is primarily 
concerned about vehicular access 'being allowed in the alley to the rear 
in the future. Presently, the short alley segment is fenced on the 
easterly portion' and this has eliminated the. problems they had in the 
past-. Access to parking in the rear is proposed on one of the lots, 
'however, this would be workable with the proposed joint driveway between 
the lets. The resident was also concerned that if the alley was vacated 
the owners to the south would. use it as. a joint private driveway. 

. 	. 
After. the Planning ComMittion meeting, a 'resident in the condominiums 
on the south side of:Vegas.Drive indicated she did not receive a notice 
of the. public hearing. It was found that .through clerical discrepancy, 
only the Homeowners Association was notified, and consequently, the Council 
may with to Consider referring the application back to the Planning 
Commission or holding it in abeyance for a renotification unless it feels 
there was adequate notice. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL - compatible zoning 

Staff Recommendation:- DENIAL - inappropriate location for P-R zoning 

PROTESTS: 0 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

	Vokat 
hOLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR e/x 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 



r. 

Q 

143 

a 

(17 I C 
I a 

l?.1;  r 
czz 

I 

, 

0 . • 

• I 	• 

I • I 

• • I • • • • 
as . 	az I a 	as 	s 

".• 	 CI  as I as t• Ts I ti 	JO 	 .• 
." 	 • 	6. •• " flit • -0 	•; _ 	 Is e 	• 

". • ; 	 ..L. ANE 	 3.' 

••• .;!, 
.. 

.. • ;. 1 	, 

• • • 
.. 

; 

t- 
1 Pe 

SI FORREST.. HILLS • LANE 
1•11. 	 MO  

4 
I" PM. •••■ ••■•  r,•14, 1 -i• . I 	3 	• 

■ 6101$14.7 1 

I .. 	ro 	in I 32 I• 

	

RS ! 1* 	11.1. 11  E.1 	13180i.slo;a;  

	

MO 34 	■ 

41•, • • •iti• •.•:.;• 
1 	

i - -sz..2f--, 	1 	! ra 

	

31 . 	GLEN 	EAGLES . LANE ....... , ••■• 	•••• 	•••• MA 	nal 	Om%  . UN. 	I.,  . Ye" 	I•e• lege 

	

a 	3 	• 	3 • /.1.1•1 01 .70101 
t77 Pitr. 

PEBBLE 

1:111 
1:11310.11.,. 

A4AR,, 

R-1 
ocutiontai 

1111111311 
VEGAS DRIVE 

• I • 1 é.  ■ 2  • 
we ems •••• mos • •••• ' 	••• 

BEADS 80,11 

-4600  tebe. *IWO_ MM 	.104 . 3.4f 	 nIAT 
• 1 I' • 

MRS 	 Si. 

• 1 

•• 	 is 	111 	3r I n 
& I  I 

EP 

• 

•••• WIN  OM: IMO Y. 

is Lep.n is 

• • 1,111010.11-01•1.1 
s 	a 1.4 f• is 	!  

• ! 

,a3 	I6 
II 	VI ! 	13 I  

' 
111 pl ; 	11 I El 

..„ 

* I 

, is ! Er  

• 

1 • •  

• I .1 I .1 

Si 

24 

7,77 

33 3• 1 1S 

LOCATION MAP - ITEM X.K.13. - Z-58-86 - PATRICIA A. BOWDEN ET AL 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6E86 

. 	I .4 o•  I e- 
•••1 Ell • 

r.effte 

11112  CRICINCIMINIon rix 	• . 	43 	
g. • 74 ,Is • • 	mom 

CR= 

00402 

• .: 

. - • 	A • 1.,' 

:  

;7. Ill.,'  3. IS: 	• • 
'." 	• .. 	" 	• 
"': • -. 

0.: • - 
.i • - . 
z o 1 -  

[ : • : . 

• 

: • 
L.. • 
• 

'••• 

• • • 
r,  

II 

• 
" *1; 
•• 

•• eh; 

Istlf 
I.  

•'• a 

• 
40 

• 

31:1•.• 
was 
=DM 
SCIS1 

. 	 •• WZ 

• 1 • • 

1•4  
.. 17 .  

>4 

T.: 12  -- 71 • 
• 
• 

11:11 
/11111 
/11:1111  
W1.1Ir 

Er,,,,71  
. .-1. 

lb%:143:* 

110 
- 

• 
.0 	I 

• • 

z 

•• 
bbe 

:1 
a* 

DU 

1.1 

- 
t • 
• . 

0..  

: • 
: • 

Li 



LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

00403 
TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 - 2:00 P.M. - PAGE 1 
X . commuNrrY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT. ITEM K. 13. Z-58-86. 
REQUEST OF PATRICIA E. BOWDEN, ET AL FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY LOCATED 
AT 5804, 5808, 5812 AND 5816 VEGAS DRIVE. 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER:. 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY 
JOHN ROETHEL: 

MAYOR PRO-TEN 

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY' 
JOHN ROETHEL: -  

MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE: 

PATRICIA BOWDEN: 

ItmnK-13,Z-58-86, Patricia E. Bowden, Et Al. Request 
for reclassification of property located at 5804, 5808, 
5812 and 5816 Vegas Drive, front R-1 (Single Family 
Residence) to P-R. Proposed Use: Professional Offices. 
Planning Commission recommendation was for approval. 
Staff recommendation was denial. Their reasoning was 
inappropriate location for professional zoning and 
there were no protests at the meeting. I believe the 
Board has had some calls. 

I' think we need to address that in that it seems that 
there was incorrect nOtffication of this item and 
maybe that's Wtiy• there were no protests because I've 
had a number ofCalls on ft. 

I've had some calls myself and I think staff in your 
backup material you did in your notification to the 
south notify just the Association and not the owners 
of the residence. Possibly then maybe the Attorney 
could clarify that. Maybe it be the recommendation 
that this item be held and it be renotified? 

From a legal standpoint appropriate notice has been 
given. Now if the Council decides further notice or 
the Statute of the City Code talks in terms of endeavoring 
the notice, the property owners within the area, 
there's no legal requirement that actual mailed notice 
be given to the people that live in the property area. 

Just the 300 feet. 

Not even that. There's no legal requirement that you 
mail a notice to those people. It's a City policy to 
do that, so, you know, if you're inclined to, required, 
to be renoticed, that's certainly appropriate. 

We'll go ahead and proceed. Would you give your name 
and address for the record, please. 

My name is Patricia Bowden. I live at 5808 Vegas Drive. 
I requested a copy of the minutes from the July 10th 
Planning Commission meeting. I was surprised that 
although it stated we can't sell our homes because of 
heavy traffic, condominiums and a 7-Eleven store across 
the street, it makes no mention at all of the fact that 
there's a Chief Auto Parts that opened up January of this 
year on the same side of the street as our homes. In 
July of 1984 we were notified Becker. wanted to build that 
Chief Auto Parts store and more condominiums on Vegas 



COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 	00404 
LAS VEGAS CITY 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

SAL MOSCARELLA: 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

SAL MOSCARELLA: 

11 	TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 - 2:00 P.M. - PAGE 2 
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT. ITEM K. 13. Z-58-86. 
REQUEST OF PATRICIA E. BOWDEN, ET AL FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY LOCATED 
AT 5804, 5808, 5812 AND 5816 VEGAS DRIVE. 

PATRICIA BOWDEN: Drive. We came to the Planning meeting. We pleaded 
with the Board not to let him do that We lost on 
July 12, 1984, hut we didn't give up. We wrote letters 
to our Ci'ty' Councilmen. You took the tune and trouble 
to come up to Vegas Drive and investigate the situation. You 
overruled the Planning Commission. Your decision in 
our favor even appeared in the Review-Journal newspaper. 
Becker reapplied for his Chief's Auto Parts store without 
asking for the condominiums. Therefore, we were not 
notified of the Planning meeting. We became the victims 
once again of Becker's overdevelopment. Becker has been 
allowed to rezone as he pleased with no regard for the 
original plan of single-family residences that that 
area called for sixteen years ago when I bought my 
house. Becker & Son doesn't care that they have 
destroyed all prospect of our homes being sold as 
single-family residences. Mr. Williams states in the 
minutes the General Plan does not indicate Vegas Drive 
to go commercial. I would like to know what Mr. Williams 
considers commerctal, 	i f not a Chief Auto Parts store 
and a 7-Eleven store. We have the support of our 
neighbors behind us. There were no protests against 
US.. Mr. Bob Reesman, a neighbor. at 5801 Gordon Avenue, 
who is also .:a realtor, appeared at the meeting and 
spoke on our behalf. The Planning Commission unanimously 
voted for us and I hope today that you will do the same. 
Thank you. 

Thank you. Is there anyone else in the audience to 
speak on this application, either in favor or opposition? 

I'm in favor. My name is Sal Moscarella, It's S.A.L. 

Do you live in the area or do you live in -- 

Yes. I own 5812 in conjunction with my daughter, 
Stephanie Cordova. I'm speaking for her, as well as 
myself and also Miss Jones at 5804. She asked me to 
speak for her, too. We would like to see this zone 
change because in my case and in my daughter's case, 
we've tried this year three times to sell it and we 
cannot because of the traffic on the street,at least 
to a family% We have had some interests from investors 
as well as people who would like to put an office in. 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

BOB REESMAN: 

Anything else? Any questions? Thank you. I need 
your nameand address for the 'record, please. 

MY name is Bob.Reesman. I live at 5801 Gordon 
Avenue ., which is two blocks north of the property 
in question. As I have lived there for two years 



COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

BOB REESMAN: 

COUNCILMAN WAyNEBUNKER 

BOB REESMAN:. 	- 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

BOB RIEMAN: • 

COUNCILMAN: WAYNE,BUNKER: 

BOB REESMAN: - 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

BOB REESMAN: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BVMKER: .  

BOB RLESMAN: 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL mmuiEsAUG 6 1986 	00405 

TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 - 2:00 P.M. - PAGE 3 
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT. ITEM K. 13. Z-58-86. 
REQUEST OF PATRICIA E. BOWDEN, ET AL FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY LOCATED 
AT 5804, 5808, 5812 AND 5816 VEGAS DRIVE. 

BOB REESMAN: 

But there's no commercial, except for say maybe down 
at Michael Way there's what, a 7-Eleven, or a Circle 
K? 

There's a Convenience ,Store. 

So there's only one from Michael -- only one C-1 
from Michael Way all the way to Jones Boulevard. 

and observed the growth of traffic on Vegas Drive in 
that general area. It seems only logical that as the 
pencil points out over there you have the vacant space 
between the houses location and the commercial develop-
ment on the corner of Jones and Vegas Drive. Those 
vacant lots would do very well for small office buildings 
and such as time goes by SO to help to facilitate the 
situation these houses, single-family residences are 
no longer appltcable at all, so the zone change, I 
think makes sense, because Vegas Drive, as much as 
we dislike to see it do so is going commercial, so 
I would support the petition in this case. 

Where is it going commercial other than the corner of 
Vegas Drive and Jones ? 

Well, as you go back down Vegas Drive to the east you 
find that there are developments along -- 

Michael Way. 

Well, staying on Vegas Drive as you go back towards 
Decatur, go to the east towards Decatur, you will find 
that the houses are deteriorating and eventually I 
think time will tell. 

Except that you are finding that there are people 
who are using it for other things. 

But there's no commercial. 

Legally there is no commercial, but it is being used 
for commercial-type purposes. 

Well, we'd better investigate that because that's 
illegal. 

As I say, this whole area of Vegas Drive from 
Decatur to Jones I'll bet my bottom dollar in the 
next two decades we'll find that it is -- will 
deteriorate to the point where commercial is its 
only salvation. Thank you. 



1. 

. MAYOR PRO-T1. LURrE: 

DAVID TALLEY: 

MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE: 

DAVID TALLEY: 

• MAYOR. PRO-TEN. LURIE: 

:DAVID TALLEY: .  

MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE: 

HAROLD FOSTER: 

FRED FRANK: 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 6 1986 
COUNCIL MINUTES 	 00408 

TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 - 2:00 P.M. - PAGE 4 
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT. ITEM K. 13. Z-58-86. 
REQUEST OF PATRrCIA E. BOWDEN, ET AL FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY LOCATED 
AT 5804, 5808, 5812 AND 5816 VEGAS DRIVE. 	  

Thank, you. Any Other CoMMents? 

: nv0a4td:Ja11ey. Mraddress—ts 3204 Kings Way. 
rin'a property'. owner at 5815 Vegas .  Drtve. As an 
owner whose property values are directly affected 

•..by the rezoni'ng ' proposed. byHZ-58-86', I register 
' 	ittabsOlUte objection. 

• lou'relacroSs the street; you're south. 

:I'm across the street on the south. amongst 76 other 
townhouse condominium owners that are dtrectly affected. 

Do you have a rental there? 

My-  daughter ltves there, yes, sir. I further desire 
to inform the Council that one prior meeting, July 10, 
was held concerning this item. I received no notifi- 
cation as the owner of the property. Historically, all . 
rezoning applications have arrived at my home by 
Certified Mail indicating what was proposed. The reason 
there were no objections is no one knew about the action. 
I' request denial of the rezoning and corrections necessary 
to insure that any further rezoning notifications are 
furnished affected owners. 

Okay. Thank you. Any questions? Okay. Thank you. 

The staff did receive about half a dozen phone calls 
this morning and yesterday from residents in that 
townhouse development indicating they were opposed to 
the P-R, as well as they were concerned about not getting 
noticed. 

My name is Fred Frank. I reside at 1716 Cochran 
Street. I'm the owner at 5831 Vegas Drive, directly 
opposite the applicant property. I've owned this 
property for seven years. It's a rental property. 
We have a problem of parking in the area. I think by 
putting P-R zoning in this area you're going to create 
a worse problem. I think the zoning should remain as 
it is. I was notified two or three years ago of the 
zone change in this area for the sane type of appli-
cation. I opposed it then. The zone was denied. 
This time I wasn't notified. I would certainly have 
expressed-my dissatisfaction with the Planning Commission. 

1 



FRED FRAM 

MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE: 

STEPHANIE CORDOVA: 

MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE: 

STEPHANIECORDOVA: 

MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE: 
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We've got a prOblem parking in the hack of these 
condominium. We've got 4 problem with guest parking. 
The people across the street use that parking. I think 

'you're looktrig for . 4 titI headache if you put P-R 
'zoni'ng there'. I am 100% opposed to this appltcatton. 

Thank you, Fred. Anyone else? 

rly. 11401e:fs: Stephanie Cordova. r live at 4700 Garden 
Place. Plys father and I own the property on Vegas 
Drive, - :San. I have a qUestton. The empty lots, 
what will they he used for?' Will they some day 
hecome a small. business? 

The empty lot, areloUtalking about west of -- ? 

Yes. 

Well, we don't know for sure, but we have been told 
that there is an application coming in for residences. 

STEPHANIE CORDOVA: 

MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE:. 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE'BUNKER: 

STEPHANIE CORDOVA: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

I/ 	STEPHANIE CORDOVA:  

They're going to put houses there? 

Townhouses. We haven't seen the plans, but that's 
what's been said that was going to put there. 

I think that's the very reason that I think this 
application is premature because -- 

You don't know what's going in. 

I am not convinced that we should place P-R in the 
center of a total residential neighborhood and if 
that goes residential, which my position is that it 
should between these homes and the Chief Auto Parts 
should be residential, some form of residential, 
tnen it's inappropriate to put four P-R houses right 
in the center of a total residential neighborhood 
all the way around it, so your question is right to 
the heart of it. I think this is a premature 
application and my position is that that property 
should be residential. 

You don't know if it's not going to become that way 
either. It could -- things could change where some-
one else could come in and talk and want to put a 
small business in there. If we had doctors in there, 
or a chiropractor, or even a child care center, 
something small business, maybe a new lawyer starting 
out, something like that, it would be small and there 
wouldn't be a major problem with parking. As it is on 
my property now we have changed the fronts where it's 



STEPHANIE CORDOVA: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

STEPHANIE CORDOVA: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

STEPHANIE CORDOVA: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE. : 

STEPHANIE CORDOVA: 

LASVEGASC1TY 	 00408 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1686 

TRANSCRIPT - CITY COUNCIL MEETING - AUGUST 6, 1986 - 2:00 P.M. - PAGE 6 
X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT. ITEM K. 13. Z-58-86. 
REQUEST OF PATRICIA E. BOWDEN, ET AL FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY LOCATED 
AT 5804, 5808, 5812 AND 5816 VEGAS DRIVE. 

parking. We can put five cars on a lot and we can 
still Take more root. 

Five cars parked in front of an office doesn't look 
very good with other people living across the street 
in a condominium. 

Unfortunately, that's true, but the times are changing, 
too. 'They've got trees all around them and they are 
in a secluded little cOmmunity. We're right there on 
the street. There's no way. .1 would raise my two 
daughters on that street and have them get Pun over 
by people racing up and down. 

I'm sure that Mr. Becker knows, and I was hoping that 
he would stay. I think: he knows the feeling of the 

. Council as it's now constituted regarding not only 
the property just to the west of you, but also the 
strip of land from Chtef Auto Parts nnrth On Jones. 
I'm sure that. he knows how we feel about both of those 

. pieces and that's .  why I just have to feel that this 
appltcation 	premature for the very question you 
asked. 

One of the differences between our houses on Vegas 
Drive there and the other houses being built up the 
street is that they have got a block wall. They are 
not going to be on Vegas Drive. They won't have their 
driveways there. I grew up on St. Louis Avenue and 
the speed limit is 25. Believe me the police were 
always sitting there waiting for those kids coming 
down the road for 45 miles an hour. I know what it 
is to live and grow up on a busy street. I can't 
sell a house to a family. 

Well, maybe we need to address the speed limit, but 
I still think it's inappropriate to put commercial 
in the center of a total residential neighborhood; 
at least at this time it's premature. 

You've just been renting the house now. You've got 
to get renters. 

It's -- mr father's in it with some friends and 
they're,  making the payments, but that doesn't 
always work either. 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

It COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

We've had some other applications. I know it gets 
off the subject, but we turned down some other appli-
cations of P-R on Valley-  View. 

On Valley View. I remember that one. 
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MAYOR PRO-TBM LURIE: 	It's jus.t sputh of Oakey because we thought it was a 
ltttle premature. 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 	Valley liew- is a faster street than Vegas Drive and 
there's more justification, I felt, for P-R on 
YalleyNtew- than on 'Vegas Drive and yet we turned 
that down because it was premature and those people 
were having a hard time backing out into the street. 

11 	MAYOR PRO-T LURIE: 	Anything else? 

STEPHANIE CORDOVA: 	That's it. 

11110 MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE: 	One more time and then we're going to take some 
action. 

11 	PATRICIA BOWDEN: 	 Because if it's going to stay residential there is 
only a Chief Auto Parts, a piece of desert that 
Mr. Becker owns and four houses that used to be 
homes. Now if it's going to stay residential and 
we're going to have to sell our houses as residences, 
then I would appeal to this Board to have Mr. Becker's 
Chief Auto Parts moved off our street. Then it will 
be residential again, but right now it's commercial 
because he was allowed to build that Chief's Auto 

I . 
 Parts and nobody i's going to buy our homes. We have 

tried to sell our houses. I've, as I stated, lived 
there for sixteen years. I tried to sell my house 
originally when he started building a 7-Eleven Store 
across the street when he first built the condominiums 
that they are talking about. Those weren't supposed 

11 	

to be built either. All of that area was supposed to 
be single-family homes, but now it's condominiums, 
7-Eleven and Chief's Auto Parts and our homes will 
never be able to be sold. It's not like we haven't 
put them on the market. We don't know. And I'm 
not talking in the last year. I'm talking since 1974. 

	

II 

II 	COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 	Well., tt's a long ways from these houses to the corner 
of Vegas Drive and Jones. 

	

I 
	PATRICIA BOWDEN: 	 It is not a long Way, sir:. 

	

il 	COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER:. ' A couple of football fields. 

	

I 	PATRICIA. BOWDEN: 	 Why.don't you do what you did before, come up and take 
a look.  at lt. 	- 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 	Ma'am, you can't believe, and Mr. Foster can tell you, 
how familiar I am with that property because we, first, 
we have water problems behind your homes. The water 
runs down that alley. Secondly, we -- 
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PATRICIA WDEN: 	 Since 'Mr. Recker butlt. hts Chters Auto Parts and 
cut a hole tn the retatntng Wall -- 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 	It's even worse. 

PATRICIA BOWDEN: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

111/ 
II PATRICIA BOWDEN: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

PATRICIA BOWDEN: 

II MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

AO COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

a 	MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

il 

That's what., he did. He.made the water run in the 
It never ran in before. Even when Jones 

dead ended, it dtdn't run in. 

But that's a problem and - also r think we finally 
did block off the alley so the young people couldn't 
use it as a raceway, but that's an entirely different 
problem. If this does: go . M, I think we have to 
provide to make Sure that that alley is not used 
for traffic. 

That's right. Rtght now supposedlyit belongs: to the 
City., but they don't maintain it. 

We have to provide a way to get the water from the 
north end of that lot back out to Vegas Drive. 

Well, the best way is to move off that Chief's Auto 
Parts off that corner. Then we won't have that water 
problem. 

I don't think that's the answer. You had that problem 
before the Chief Auto Parts was there. 

We had it before, believe me. 

We've been out there and viewed it with the neighbors 
that live on Marietta Street. 

PATRICIA BOWDEN: 	 If the people that live behind us -- 

We've met with them on several occasions. I know I've 
met with them with Councilman Bunker. I've met with 
them on my own. If this application is turned down, 
they have how long before they can come back? 

11 	HAROLD FOSTER: 	 Four months. 

I 	MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 	Okay. 

II 	PATRICIA BOWDEN: 	 And when we come back will the Mayor and Councilman 
Levy be here? 

'MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 	I hope so. I hope they come back. What's the wishes 
of the Board on this application? 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE . : 
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JANE JERCK: 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

JANE JERCK: 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

11 	JANE JERCK: 
MAYOR PRO-TEN LURIE: 

II JANE JERCK: 

II LINDA BOWDEN: 

I/ 

11,1
0 MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

MARY CARUSO: 

1 
1 

Mr. Lurie-, there are five of us that came opposing ft. 
We only'haye had a chance for two to speak. I think 
we should - 

Well,-I'm sorry. You didn't raise your hands:. Come 
on up. 

Welye been:sitting here' waittng, but Mrs. Bowden -- 

well, come on up.. We're not going to close the hearing. 
We Can'be here -- 

I just wanted to bring it to your attention that there 
are other opinions to be heard. 

You see, I got new-  glasses. I can't see very far 
today. 	trying to focus in everybody. 

My name is Jane Jerck and I live at 5947 Vegas Drive. 
I, too, am opposed to this because of our traffic 
problems and our parking problems. 

My' name is Linda Bowden. I live at 1533 Saylor Way, 
which is on the southwest corner, which these houses 
are rtght across the street. I get the traffic from 
not only Vegas Drive, but Saylor Way, also, and I'm 
in opposition to this rezoning. 

Now is there anyone else? 

My name is Mary Caruso. I am secretary of the 
Association of Vegas Drive Homeowners. I am here 
that I have circulated a petition with 44 signatures. 
They are of our occupants and also the people on 
Maritta behind, all opposing this. With my glasses 
I haveurepared a letter. I also have 11 letters 
from individuals and 1 that I prepared as secretary 
because this is vacation time and a lot of our people 
are away on vacation and, of course, because we were 
not notified of the July 10 meeting, and no notification 
was done of this meeting today, there was no action, or 
they could take no action, so I have written. "When I 
bought my townhouse in 1972 the applicant's properties 
were showplaces. I chose my location because of these 
nice homes across the street. Now the view out my 
front window is a yard with 5 foot dead shrubs and 
a large driveway." The one lady said they would 
accommodate four cars. Believe me, it does, and they 
are there all the time in and out, okay. "With a large 
driveway, accommodating four parked cars that change 
so frequently that I suspect business is being conducted. 
I have not complained if the cars are presentable 
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MARY cARIM: looking and not the array of old clunkers and a derelict 
boat that occupied that space last summer. The 
vehicles were used for distributing newspapers 
to several areas as the old papers crowd up rapidly 
and spilled out of an old dairy truck in the neighbor-
hood as the winds blew: I was awakened daily about 
4 A.M. with the departure of these vehicles with 
notsy mufflers and loud talk of the drivers. I made 
no complatnts as -my' property has been the target of 
vandalism after I've objected to trash cans being 
left tn the curb for days. Now after being involved 
tn acqutrtng signatures for a petition of protest on 
this' proposal, I've heard of many irregularities. 
Does 5808 Vegas Drive have a permit for conducting 
a T-shirt business? If so, why wasn't I contacted. 
I'm well within 300 feet." By the way, I'm directly 
across, where the pencil is, if you go right across 
with the pencil point, that is my home, number 22 
there, 5829 is my address, but that's where I am 
right directly across. Okay. "Is 5804 Vegas Drive 
running a dog kennel or boarding house or boarding 
dogs with all that barking. Now for the biggest 
rumor of all that unleashed this flow of complaints. 
Is the traffic island between my property and the 
applicant's proposal, Z-58-86, going to be removed 
for easier access to these properties? I cannot 
belteve this to be true, but in light of all the 
irregular procedures concerning this proposal, I 
am inclined to take the rumors for truth. In all 
proceeding proposals concerning the north side of 
"Vegas Drive I have received a hearing notice and 
responded by circulattng petitions that resulted 
in denial for a beauty salon in 1980 and recently 
stopped Becker Buildere proposal for apartments. 
Now a matter that concerns the property located 
directly out my front door, I am not even contracted 
and hear about the matter after the July 10 hearing. 
This appears to be a coverup. Twelve feet to the 
west of my front door is a school speed zone sign, 
25, and at Saylor Way there is a crossing guard 
on duty during school hours adding further con-
gestion to traffic that is already complicated by 
being a route for a City' bus. Add to this Mercury 
buses and their riders being dropped off and picked 
up, plus the carpools for the Test Site. Our 
traffic pattern is crowded further by the 7-Eleven 
on Jones, a Circle K at Michael Way, Chief Auto 
Parts at Jones, and all the shopping plazas in the 
area. I feel that these houses would be more suitable 
for professional offices." Thank you very much. Shall 
I file my letters and my -- 



MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 
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11 	 9 	 9 AT 5804 5808 5812 AND 5816 VEGAS DRIVE  •  

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 	Just file them with the City Clerk. Is there anything 

II elSe you'd like to add? 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 	*re you referring to a rumor that the median strip 
was going to he removed to -- 

II MARY CARUSO: 	 That's what I heard, Mr. Bunker. 

II COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 	I think we can put your mind at ease about that 

MARY CARUSO: 	 Well, I'm really up in arms. 

!ID MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 	Where did she hear , that? 

MARY CARUSO: On -my travels. Ron, I worked both sides of the street 

II that day. Thank you for your attention. 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

COUNCILMAN WAYNE BUNKER: 

MAYOR PRO-TEM LURIE: 

Okay,. alrtght. Anyone else? I' don't want to deprive 
. anybody from -making a comment either in favor or in 
opposition. Okay. COACilmian Bunker:. 

Your Honor, I sincerely believe that the application is 
premature, that we'ee'hot in a position to make final 
judgement on this' property., and I WOULD, THEREFORE, 
MOVE FOR DENIAL, WHICH WOULD BE A REVERSAL OF THE 
PLANNING COMMISSION. 

You are recoMMending that we follow staff. 

FollOw- sters recommendation. 

Okay. Are there any comments On the mOtion?' Cast 
your vote on the motion. Post. "Motion is approved 
and the application is DENIED: (Notion carried 
unantMously With Beare and Levy excused.) 

END OF DISCUSSION 
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4 Aug 86 

TO WHOM IT MAX CONCERN; 

OPPOSE the zone change proposed on State application 
Z58-86: And I want to. know'WHY:I never received 
a Notice of the. July 10th meeting or the Upcoming 
one on August 6th? 

I am a home owner, 6023 Vegas Drive andit seems 1 
every couple of years we go through this same 
conflict. Why should one person's desire for 
convenience jeopardize the homes of the rest of 
us? 

I cannot file this written objection with the Dept. 
of cotounity Planning and Development because I did 
not receive a notice'frOm the Department. 

• 

Mary Airie Tyus 
6023 Tegit'Dr. , 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

00414 
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Harold P. Foster, Director 
Dept. Community Planning & Development 
400 East Stewart, Ave. Las Vegas, NV. 

RE: Notice of Public Rearing Application 2-58-86 

Dear Mr. Foster 

When I bought my townhouse in 1972 the applicants properties were 
showplaces and I chose my location because of these nice homes 
across the street. Now the view out my front windows is a yard 
with five feet dead shrubs and an enlarged driveway(ws a permit 
obtainedn accomadating four parked cars that change so frecuently 
that I suspect a business is being conducted. I have not complained 
as the cars are presentable looking and not the array of "old 
clunkers" and a derelict boat that occupied that space last summer. 
The vehicles were used for distributing newspapers to several area, 
as the old papers piled up rapidly and spilled out of an old dairy 
truck with doors ajar onto the driveway and then into Vegas Drive 
and the neighborhood as the winds blew. I was awakened daily at about 
a.m. with the departure of these vehicles with noisy mufflers and 
loud talk of the drivers. I made no complaints as my property has 
been the target of vandalism after I objected to trash cans being 
left on the curb for days. 

Now after being involved in acquiring signatures for a Petition of 
Protest on this proposal I've heard of many irregularities. Does 
5808 Vegas Drive have a permit for conducting a T-Shirt Business? 
If so, why wasn't I contacted as I'm well within 300 feet? Is 

I/ 	
5804 Vegas Drive running a dog kennel or boarding dogs with all 
that barking? Now for the biggest rumor of all that unleashed tht 
flow of complaints. Is the traffic island between my property and 
the applicants proposal Z-58-86, going to be removed for easier 
access to those properties? I can not beleive this to be true, but 
in light of all the irregular procedures concerning this proposal 

pro- 
posals concerning the North side of Vegas Drive I have received a 
I'm inclined to take the rumors for truth. In all preceedino pro- 

hearing notice, and responded by circulating petitions that result-
ed in denial for a• Beauty Salon ih 1980, and recently stopped Becker 

11 	
Builders proposal for apartments. NW on a matter that concerns 
property located directly out my front door I'm not even contacted, 
and hear aboutthe matter after the July 10th hearing. This appears 
to be a "cover-up". 

Twelve feet to the West of my front door is a schobl speed sign 25, 
and at Saylor Way there is a crossing guard on duty during school 
hours. Adding further congestion to traffic that is already compli-
cated by being a route for City Bus. Add to this Mercury buses and 
the riders being dropped off and• picked up, plus the car pools for 
the test site. Our traffic pattern is crowded further by the 7-// 
on Jones, the Circle K at Michael Way, Chief Auto Parts at Jones, 
and all the shopping plazas in the area. I feel that these plazas 
would be more suitable for professional offices. 11 	Sincerely, 

11 	'r-ifp74tAr 
Mary Cduso 
5829 Vegas Drive 
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VEGAS DRIVE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION 

II 5931 Vegas Drive 	 00420  
Department of Community Planning 
& Development 

II Harold P. Foster, Director 

• 	 Dear Sir, 

II I am writing' this letter on behalf of the seventy-six (76) homeowners 
who belong to the Vegas Drive Homeowners Association and who are irate 

I 	that they did not receive a hearing notice for proposalZZ5P-86. One 
(1) notice was sent to the Association and the new Treasurer had no 
one to consult as the President Marcia Story is out of state every 

'

July .and I was in California. The timing of this proposal seems de-

1 	
liberate as our Board is on hiatus every summer and convened a spec- 
ial ;meting on July 31, .q86, to consider this proposal. It is the 
Boards desire that I urge a denial of this proposal for professional 
offices which is directly across the street from our townhouses, e 

111/ 	

W 
 are opposed to ANT small business operating out of any home in our 

area for the very good reason that it will lower our property values. 

II 

	

	

Our own covenants and restrictions explicitly prohibit such business 
or office operation for the same reason. 

There is another compelling reason for this denial. There is NO on-
street parkTng on Vegas Drive ( a condition which Vegas Drive Home-
owners would very much like to see remedied), but there is very in-
viting space on our Property in view of potential customers of the 
proposed offices. Our parktng will be even more inviting to these 
office users as the traffic is/and makes access to these properties 
inconvenient, and people parking on our lots and jay-walking across 
Vegas Drive will create more traffic problems. The existinR problems 
are caused by commerce and deliveries to 7-1/, Circle K,CBief Auto 
Parts, Bar, Chinese Food and Pizza take out. Also there is no ston 
sign or signal from Jones to Decatur. City buses, test site buses 
and car pools make Vegas Drive like a speedway. 

Rumor is that the traffic is/and will be removed to provide easy access 
to the applicants premises. Removaitef this is/and to benefit four 
owners would certainly be a wast of tax payers funds and a missuse or 
approval power as our appeal for on -street parking in 1973 was denied. 
Appeal of our appeal would have cost the taxpayers nothing, but 76 
homeowners would have had adequate parking. 

In conclusion, there are locations and propertiesorth of Vegas Drive 
that would be more suitable for professional offices. 

Tours truly, 4 
cee,4%.160"-- 

1 



Sincerely, /  
/ 

LAS VEGAS CITY AU 	J 	 00421 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

August 3, 1986 

Harold P. Foster, Director 
Dept. of Community Planning 

& Development 
400 East Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING APPLICATION Z-58-86, JULY 10, 1986 

Dear Mr .. Foster: 

Late Saturday evening, August 2, 1986, I was, for the first time, 
made aware of the above-referenced hearing as well as the final 
hearing on this matter scheduled for August 6, 1986, at 2 p.m. in 
the Council Chambers at City Hall. I strongly protest such 
apparent high-handedness or attention to detail of NOT notifying 
home owners immediately adjacent to the property berii considered 
for reclassification from single family residence to professional. 
(R-1 to P.-R). 

I reside and am a. home owner at 1537 Saylor Way, which is part 
of the Vegas Drive Homeowners' Association Townhouse Complex 
directly across the street from the proposed reclassification 
property. 

I object to this reclassification request. This objection could 
not be filed in a timely manner with your Department because of 
no prior notice issued by your office. 

Your attention to this letter will be appreciated. 

Robert P. & Elizabeth M. Braner 
Resident and Owners 
1537 Saylor Way 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 

AUG 6 1986 00422 

5909 Vegas Drive 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 
Augu.st .  6, 1986 

Las Vegas City Council 	 Re: Z -58 -86 
400 Stewart Avenue 	 Application for 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 	 re-zoning 

Gentlemen' 

Personally, I am concerned by the request to have 
four homes convert from 	to professional offices and 
parking. This is ,a continuation of 4 request to open a 
beauty parlor in one of the same houses severalyears ago. 
A "P-R" zoning is comparable to a Commercial zoning on 
the east end of the block. This can be joined by a newly 
erected Chief Auto Parts which sits as a.blight on the 
west end of the block. Thus, a request to rezone the 
entire block commercial would be the next logical step. 

Who knows what would happen next. Garages doing 
body repair and motor work could move right in. Commer-
cial entities breed trash. This is self evident by 
Southland's 7-11 which went in on Vegas Drive and Jones. 
Trash from this store is strewn through the neighborhood. 

Or could the property in question be rezoned, get a 
mini Strip shOoping center, and then sit idle like many 
another in the valley. 

If it did go commercial, availability of off street 
parking could become adute.. Further, of What aesthetic 
value are black topped yards:as' has happened in other 
areas of town Converted, from R-1 to commercial? 

Commercial. zoning can only bring down the value of 
the condominiums' across the street.They could not readily 
be converted to commercial since the CC & R's prohibit it. 
Since the cost of buying out all Owners and razing the pro-
perty would be prohibitive, that is unlikely to happen. 

As an owner, Ifind I am faced with another bold 
assault on My property values. I am filing this with 
you now, since we received notice of this attempt too 
late to file with'the:Department of Community Planning. 

Very respectfully, 

Robert G. Ballance, Jr. 
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LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 61986 	00423 

Mr. Harold Foster 
Department of Community Planning and Development 

li• 

1 

Dear Sir: 

Due to the fact that I will be unable to attend the August 6th meeting, I am writing 
this letter instead. 

• 
I am an owner of the townhome located at 5929 Vegas Drive, and am very opposed 
against this zone change from single family residence to professional offices and 
parking. I have owned my home almost nine years and think this is terrible. 

I am also very upset that the owners of our townhomes were not notified of the July 
10th hearing or the upcoming one on August 6th. Also, my written objection could not  
be filed with the Department of Community Plannning and Development because we 
had absolutely no prior notice from the Department! 

Jan Appod 
5929 Vegas Drive 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

Harold P. Foster, Director 
Department of Community Planning 
And Development 

I, Juanita Westby„ am a home owner at 1525 Saylor Way and do totally 
OBJECT to the proposed reclassification of property located at 5804, 
5808 5812 and 5816 Vegas Drive from R-1 to P-R! Refer to application 
#Z-58-86. 

I did not receive notice from your office of the original hearing 
and therefore am submitting my OBJECTION in writting to our Home 
Owners Association Secretary, Mary Caruso. 
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August 4, 1986 

RE: Z-58-86 Application of Patrpia E. Bowden, ET AL for reclassifi-
cation of property colated at 5804, 5808,58/2 and 5816 Vegas Drive. 

Pram: R-1 (single family residence) 
To: 	p-R ( proffessional offices and parking) 
Proposed use: Professional offices and parking 

Legally described as Lots thirty-three (33), thirty-four (34), thirty- 
five (35) and thirty-six in Block One (1) of Amended Charleston 
Height Tract No. 48-C, 
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Council Action Department Action 

1169 

I. 

(continued 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 

Bunker - 
APPROVED as recom-
mended by Planning 
Commission, subject 
to Conditions. 
Unanimous 
(Briare & Levy 
excused) 

Clerk to notify & 
Planning to 
Proceed 

Linda (Irey, Spine 
Clinic, appeared 

Albert - Reese ' 
1140 Pahor 
appeared 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 00430 

AGENDA 
I .  

id44 Vesed4 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

'PHONE 386-6011 

August 6, 1986 

• 	Page 73 

ITEM 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

K. ZONE CHANGE  . 

14. 	Z-46-86: 	:WINDSOR -  DEVELOPMENT CO.,  
INC. ,ET AL  - 

Request for reclassification of property 
generally located 65 feet south of Charleston 
Boulevard, between Pahor Drive and Westwood 
Drive. 

From: R-1 (Single Family Residence) 

To: 	C-1 (Limited Commercial) 

Proposed Use PARKING 

Planning Commission unanimously recommended 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

2. Application amended to P-R. 

3. Conformance to the plot plan. 

4. No ingress from or egress to Pahor 
Drive or Westwood Drive be permitted. 

5. Use be limited to parking only. 

6. Parking shall be at ground level only. 

7. Installation of a six (6) foot high 
decorative block wall and a five (5) 
foot wide landscape strip along the 
south property line. 



00431 

August 6, 1986 

Page 74 

APPROVED 
See Page 73 

See Page 73 

AGENDA 

I 	ITEM  

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG 61986 COUNCIL MINUTES 

4 u4vese44 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 
Council Action 	Department Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING -  AND DEVELOPMENT: DEPARTMENT 
. - (CONTINUED)  

K. ZONE CHANGE  

14. Z-46-86 	(continued)  

8. Installation, of a six (6) foot .high 
decorative block wall and a five I5Y 
foot wide landscape strip to be located 
between the wall and the property line 
on 'both Pallor Drive and Westwood Drive. 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - contrary 
to the policy of only allowing the frontage 
lots on Charleston to be rezoned 

PROTESTS: 2 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 V186 00432 

To: The City Council 	 X. 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

ZONE CHANGE  

14. Z-46-86 - WINDSOR DEVELOPMENT CO., ET AL  

This is a request to reclassify two vacant R-1 zoned lots to C-1 for 
the purpose of providing parking for an adjacent medical clinic that 
fronts on Charleston Boulevard. The plot plan indicates 46 spaces would 
be provided. The adjoining medical clinic property to the north is zoned 
C-1 and the properties to the south, east and west are zoned R-1 and 
developed with single family homes. 

During the last 15 years, there have been nine applications, all of which 
have been withdrawn or denied on this property. These proposals have 
ranged from high-rise office buildings to an underground office building. 
In almost all cases, the applications were denied because of the adverse 
impact on the existing residential homes to the east and west, which 
would directly face the development on these lots. The Planning Commission 
held this application in abeyance for one meeting so the applicant and 
the property owners could meet. The residents wanted no access to Pahor 
and Westwood Streets and that all access be from Charleston to the north 
if this application was approved. Also, there be a six foot block wall 
along these side streets setback for landscaping. The Planning Commission 
felt the parking use was compatible and recommended favorably on the 
application subject to it being amended to P-R. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: 	APPROVAL - with the application 
being amended to PR 

Staff Recommendation: DENIAL - contrary to the policy of only allowing 
the frontage lots on• Charleston •to be rezoned 

PROTESTS: 2 (at meeting) 

SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP 

J/aAALL,  
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR ee7 ,1 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400EASTSTEWARTAMENUE 

PHONE 366-6011 

Council Action 

0 0 413 4 

August 6, 1986 

Page 75 

Department Action 

.AgENPO- 
I. - 	• - 

ITEM 

Bunker - 
DENIED 
Unanimous 
(Briare & Levy 
excused) 

Clerk to notify 

Dudley Smith 
appeared 

Protestants: 

Michael Lee 
Margaret Terry 
Steven Terry 
Dick Worthen 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

1145  

1 • 

K. ZONE CHANGE  

15. Z-56-86 - RICHARD AND MARGUERITTE  
HUNTER ET AL  

Request for reclassification of property 
located on the northeast corner of Westcliff 
Drive and Buffalo Drive. 

From: N-U (Non-Urban) 

To: 	R-CL (Single Family Compact Lot) 
R-PD20 (Residential Planned Develop-

ment) 
C-1 	(Limited Commercial) 

Proposed Use: SINGLE 	FAMILY 	RESIDENTIAL, 
APARTMENTS AND COMMERCIAL 

Planning Commission voted (4-3) to recommend 
APPROVAL, subject to: 

L. Resolution of Intent with a twelve 
month time limit. 

2. Installation of a six (6) foot block 
wall along the north and east boundary 
of the commercial site. 

3. A detailed site plan and building eleva-
tions for the R-PD20 portion must be 
approved by the Planning Commission 
prior to development. 

4. Aesthetically improve the rear elevations 
of the commercial building as required 
by the Department of Community Planning 
and Development. 

5. Contribute twenty (20) percent of the 
cost of a future traffic signal system 
at-  the intersection of Buffalo Drive 
and Westcliff Drive. 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
(continued 



LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

1.44 tiese4 
00435 

August 6, 1986 

Page 76 

DENIED 
See Page 75 

See Page 75 

AGENDO 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 	Department Action 

X. COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
(CONTINUED)  

ITEM 

K. ZONE CHANGE  

15. Z-56-86 - (continued)  

6. Dedicate sixty (60) feet of right-of-way 
for Westcliff Drive, seventy-five (75) 
feet of right-of-way for Buffalo Drive 
and a twenty-five (25) foot property 
line radius corner at the intersection 
of Westcliff Drive and Buffalo Drive. 

7. Install full half-street off-site im-
provements on Westcliff Drive and Buffalo 
Drive as required by the Land Development 
Division of the Department of Community 
Planning and Development. 

8. Dedication and installation of half-
street improvements on Buffalo Drive 
and Westcliff Drive adjacent to the 
C-1 portion prior to or concurrently 
with the development of the R-CL or 
R-PD20 portion. 

9. Participate in a proportionate share 
of the cost of the installation of 
the Buffalo Drive drainage channel 
as required by the Department of Public 
Works. 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 4 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 
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LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES A UG 6  1986 

TO: The City Council 
RE: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

ZONE CHANGE  

15. Z-56-86 - RICHARD AND MARGUERITTE HUNTER, ET AL  

This request is to rezone approximately 20.33 acres from N-U to R-CL, 
R-PD20 and C-1. The applicant is proposing single family homes on 7.87 
gross acres, multi-family on 10.16 gross acres and C-1 on 2.30 gross 
acres. An application for R-PD18 and C-1 was denied by the Council on 
this property in February of this year. To the north is the proposed 
Husite Expressway. To the east is approved R-P020 and to the east is 
R-2 that is to be developed for a convalescent home for the elderly. 
The property to the west is N-U, with developed R-1 to the south. 

The site plan shows a 19,900 sq. ft. building on the commercial site, 
46 lots in the R-CL and 208 apartment units in the R-PD20. The previous 
application was for 312 apartment units and for a C-1 site about the 
same size. The current application is in accordance with the General 
Plan. The applicant was in agreement to participation in the amount 
of 20% of the cost for a traffic signal at Buffalo and Westcliff and 
to participate in the flood control channel improvements in Buffalo Drive. 

Planning Commission Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Staff Recommendation: APPROVAL 

PROTESTS: 4 (1 letter, 3 at meeting) 

• SEE ATTACHED LOCATION :MAP . 

HAROLD P. FOSTER,'DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND. DEVELOPMENT 
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Thank You, 

Richard and LaRue Worthen 
125 Worthen Circle 

Please help us defeat this measure. 

Willierri and Mary ',1Vorthen 
124 Wor,-thAn Circle 

Richard and Stephany Worthen 
117 Worthen Circle 

LAS VEGAS CITY AUG9866 1N6 
August , 

 COUNCIL MINUTES AU 00442 

.Councilman Lurie 
400 E. Stewart 
L.V. Nevada 89101 

Dear Councilman Lurie: 

This Wednesday the City Council will consider a zaning reclassifcation 
Z-56-86, which proposes adding 200 apartments to a parcel of land in our 
neighborhood. Earlier this year you voted to defeat a similar measure 
which would have allowed contruction of 375 apartments. Now the 
developers have revised their plans, but we still strongly object to any 
more apartments being zoned for our rea. There is already an adjacent 
area zoned for up to 800 apartments and surely that is enough. We bought 
and built our homes in this area because our last area was too congested 
because of high density housing. These developers contended at the 
planning commision meeting that the apartments would upgrade the 
neighborhood, but as you notice along all of Westcliff the homes are being 
built and there is no mention of apartments until all the homes are sold„ 
because they are very aware that it would hurt there home sales if the 
new owners - knew apartments were being built. This particular 
reclassification was approved by the planning commision only by a 4 to 3 
vote. 

Ron and Sherri Worthen 
108 Worthen Circl e  
128,..)1  6,z) 
6" LuLAL 4-) 

Steve and Margaret Terry 
113 Worthen Circle 

,Stcv-e-1,, 7)1 ,\7 
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To: The City Council 
Re: Community Planning and Development Agenda Item 

- August 6, 1986 City Council Agenda 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES 	AUG 6 1986 

L. SIX MONTH REPORT ON BUILDING AND SUBDIVISION ACTIVITY  

A report is submitted to the Council every six months on the number of 
new Musing units, constructed and the subdivision activity in the City. 
The.housing activity was down 12% in the first half of 1986 as compared 
to the. last half of '1985 and the subdivision activity was up 60%. The 
subdivision - activity is measured' in terms of the number of lots processed 
On tentative MOS and final Mapi. There was approximately an 89% increase 
on 'tots processed on tentative maps and a 28%, increase on final maps. 
The number of new, housing units built in the first half of 1986 as compared 
to the last half.of 1985showed.a 172% increase in single family homes, 

- a increase in condominium units and a 0% decrease in multifamily 
units. It is interesting to note that a very large :percentage of the 

' 

	

	housing units Constructed (85%) and of the subdivision lots processed 
(90%) were located,west of Decatur Boulevard. 

A detailed breakdown of the above activity is as follows: 

HOUSING UNITS BUILT FOR 1985-86  

	

First Half 	Second. Half 	Numerical 	Percent 

	

1986 	 1985 	Difference 	Difference  

Single Family 	994 	. 	366 	 628 	 171.6 % 
Condominiums, 	, 76 	 70 	 6 	 8.6 % 
Mobile Homes 	 0 	 0 	 o 	0.0 % 
Multifamily 	 393 	1,235 	 -842 	 -68.2 % 

1,463 	' 	1,671 	 -208 	' 	-12.4 5 

SUBDIVISION LOTS PROCESSED FOR 198510  

	

First Half : . SecondAalf 	Numerical 	Percent 
' 1986 	 1985 	Difference 	Difference  

	

1,683 	1,495 	 88.8 % 

	

1,565 	 439 	 28.1 % 

3,248 	1,934 	 59.5 % 

HAROLD -P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
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COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT' 
( CONTINUED)  

M. SET DATE ON ANY APPEALS FILED OR REQUIRED U-49-86 
PUBLIC HEARINGS FROM THE BOARD OF ZONING U-50-86 
ADJUSTMENT MEETING HEARD JULY 24, 1986. 	U-53-86 

U-57-86 
V-64-86 

8/20/86 
8/20/86 
8/20/86 
8/20/86 
8/20/86 
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Council Action 

APPROVED 
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St ITEM 

XI- . 	ADDENDUM ITEMS 

ADDENDUM NO. 1 

LAS VEGAS CITY 
COUNCIL MINUTES AUG 6 1986 

Vegm, 
CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS .490EASTSTEWARTAVENUE 

PHONE 38660U 

IV(d) DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

F. 	CITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT GRANTPROPOSED 
ALLOCATIWOFACTIVITIES UNDER THE URGENT 

f 	SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION ACT, 1986. 

NOTE: See Page 16-A 

APPROVED AGENDA ITEM 



AGE11.0.0. 
11. 	• 

ITEM .. 
'7, ,  

NONE NONE 

APPROVED AGENDA rrEm • 

f../Mza 

MEETING ADJOURNED APF OXIMATELY 4:15 P. 

LA- 	'TY AU 	6 1986 ITEs 	 00447 L 
44 LA4 VeS64 , 	August 6, 1986 

CITY COUNCIL 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS • 400 EAST STEWART AVENUE 

PHONE 386-6011 

Council Action 	Department Action 
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1 

XII. CITIZENS PARTICIPATION .  

Items raised under this portion of the 
Agenda cannot be acted upon by the City 
Council until the notice provisions-of - 
the Open meetin0 Law have been complied 
With. -  Therefore, action on such items' 
will have to be Considered at a later date. 

/; 


