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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: IAIN VASEY (ACTING) CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
REPORT FROM REAL ESTATE COMMITTEE - Councilman Weekly and Councilwoman
Moncrief

Discussion and possible action regarding an Agreement to Negotiate Exclusively with 601
Development Company, LLC, regarding negotiation of a Disposition and Development
Agreement for the real property located at 601 Fremont Street, APN 139-34-611-018 (receipt of
$1,000 earnest money deposit) - Ward 5 (Weekly)

Fiscal Impact

No Impact Amount: $1,000 earnest money deposit
[ | Budget Funds Available  Dept./Division:

|:] Augmentation Required Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

On August 6, 2003, the City Council approved a Purchase and Sale Agreement for purchase of
the 601 Fremont Street property from Clark County for the price of $1,196,500 plus closing
costs. Of six development proposals submitted by qualified respondents solicited from Staff, two
finalists were selected to make best and final offers. The two finalists have elected to submit a
single, joint proposal that maximizes the potential of the existing building through entertainment
and residential uses. Execution of the Agreement to Negotiate Exclusively would allow 60 days
to negotiate a Disposition and Development Agreement.

RECOMMENDATION:
The 3/15/2004 Real Estate Committee and staff recommend approval

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Site Map

2. Agenda Memo

3. Agreement to Negotiate Exclusively

4. Disclosure of Principals

5. Letter from Moran & Associates outlining agreement details dated March 8, 2004

MOTION:
WEEKLY — APPROVED as recommended - UNANIMOUS

MINUTES:

ATTORNEY JEFFREY BENDAVID, Moran & Associates, appeared representing the applicant,
in the company of the Development Team, KEN WOLFSON, ANDREW MOLASKY,
ANDREW FONFA, and TODD MARSHALL.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF MARCH 17, 2004

Real Estate

ltem 88 - Discussion and possible action regarding an Agreement to Negotiate
Exclusively with 601 Development Company, LLC, regarding negotiation of a
Disposition and Development Agreement for the real property located at 601 Fremont
Street, APN 139-34-611-018 (receipt of $1,000 earnest money deposit) - Ward 5
(Weekly)

MINUTES - Continued:

TAIN VASEY, Acting Director, Business Development Office, went over the information
contained under the Purpose/Background section of the Agenda Summary Page. He added that
the developers submitted the preliminary development terms sheet outlining the conditions of the
purchase of the property. The developers will pay $1.3 million in cash at closing, plus payment
of an additional $500,000 upon 50% lease up of the building. Approval of this agreement would
allow staff 60 days to negotiate the terms of the Disposition and Development Agreement
(DDA). Once a mutually agreeable DDA is negotiated, it would be brought back to Council for
consideration, along with the full development concept.

ATTORNEY BENDAVID stated that the developers are very excited about this project. He
showed renderings of the proposed buildings, including a nightclub and coffee shop.
COUNCILMAN WEEKLY noted that the drawings for the lofts are great.

MAYOR GOODMAN said that he is enthralled with the project, especially with the two
developers working together. The project brings all the concepts the Council has been talking
about for the area. This is going to be the future tourist hotspot.

COUNCILMAN WEEKLY commented that he is very excited about this project. It will greatly
benefit the area.

TOM McGOWAN, Las Vegas resident, demanded the owners be identified.

COUNCILMAN MACK stressed that the developers must continue to receive the full support of
the Council and the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department in order to ensure their success
in this area.
(12:51 - 1:00)
3-1469
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AGENDA MEMO

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Discussion and possible action regarding an Agreement to
Negotiate Exclusively with 601 Development Company, LLC to negotiate a
Disposition and Development Agreement for 601 Fremont Street

1. On October 1, 2003, the City closed on the purchase of the real property from Clark County
and located at 601 Fremont Street ("Site"), Assessor's Parcel Number (APN) 139-34-611-018, in
an "as is" condition, for the fee simple price of $1,196,500 plus closing costs (a total of
$1,202,616).

2. On March 3, 2004, the City extended the duration of City of Las Vegas Ordinance No. 5621,
known as the Downtown Entertainment Overlay District, in order to attract additional private
investment and sustainable entertainment uses to East Fremont Street.

3. The City solicited proposals from developers with experieince in developing entertainment
and mixed-use projects. The City received and reviewed six qualified proposals for the
aquisition of the property and renovation of the exising building on the Site.

4. Three finalists were invited to submit best and final offers, based on specific financial and
development standards. Two finalists submitted responsive proposals.

5. Following presentations made to the Mayor and to Councilman Lawrence Weekly, it was
suggested that both proposals could be strengthened if the parties could work together and
present a single, joint proposal.

6. After exploring options, both developers believe that a unified proposal would maximize the
development potential of the building, based on the financial strength and development concept
of the proposal.

7. The two developers have formed a single development entity, 601 Development Company,
LLC, for submission of the unified development proposal.

8. Approval of this Agreement to Negotiate Exclusively would allow the City and the developer
sixty (60) days to neogtiate the terms of a Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA).

9. Upon negotiation of mutually agreeable terms, the DDA will be presented to City Council for
consideration.

10. The City is seeking to negotiate a DDA that will provide for the optimum redevelopment of
the building, promote entertainment and mixed uses, and recoup the city's investment in the
property. The developer has proposed to pay $1.3 Million upon closing, plus an additional
$500,000 upon achieving initial leasing targets.



 AGREEMENT TO NEGOTIATE EXCLUSIVELY

THIS AGREEMENT TO NEGOTIATE EXCLUSIVELY is entered into this LZ_
day of Qﬁ(g‘\ , 2004, by and between the City' of Las Vegas, a Nevada Municipality
E (bereinafter “City”) and 601 Development Company, a Nevada LLC (hereiﬁaﬁer “Developer”), on
the terms and provisions set forth below.

WHEREAS, Developer desires to undertake to develop certain real property depicted
on Exhibit “A” attached hereto and incorporated herein (hereinafter “Site”); and

| WHEREAS, Developer desires to enter into exclusive negotiations with City
concerning the Developer’s plans for the development of the Site WITH THE INTENT TO ENTER
INTO A “DISPOSITON AND DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT” (hereinafter “DDA") AT THE
| CONCLUSION OF THE NEGOTIATING PERIOD, as defined hereafter. |
| NOwW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the{ mutual agreements, which are

hereinafter contained, the parties do hereby agree as follows:

L. [§100] Negotiations

A. [§101]‘ Good Faith Negotiations
City and Developer agree for the Negotiation Period set fortﬁ below to
negdtiafe diligently and in good faith to prepare a DDA to be considéred for execution between City
and Developer, in thé manner set forth hereiﬁ, with respect to the development of the Site located in
doWntown Las Vegas as shown on thé Site Map of Exhibit “A”. City agrees, for the period set forth

below, not to negotiate with any other person or entity regarding development of the Site or any

portion thereof.



B. [§102] Negotiatioﬁ Period

The duration of this Agreement shall be sixty (60) days from the date of
execution of this Agreement by City (hereinafter “Negotiation Period”). If upon expiration of the
Negotiation Period, Developer has not signed and submitted the DDA to the City, then this

Agreement shall automatically terminate.

IL [§200] Development Concept’

A. [§201] Scope of Development

The negotiations hereunder shall be based on a development concept, which
shall include the development of 601 Fremont Street into an entertainment and mixed use venue that
includes renovation and reuse of existing building as described in developer’s letter of intent dated

March 8, 2004.

Negotiation of the DDA is contingent upon Developer’s submittal of conceptual design and
architectural plans and evidens of financial resources to coplete the project. Developer will: commit

to close escrow within tthty (30) days of execution of the DDA..

B. [§202] Developer’s Findings, Determigations, Stﬁdies and Reports
Developer shall submit to City written progress rep‘orts every two weeks
describing the Status éf Developer’s performance since the Vpreceding report, including any reports
and studies cot_nbleted, and the expected progress to be made in the next succeeding period. Upon
reasonable noticé,' requested by City, Developer agrees to make oral progress reports advising City or
“the Las Vegas City Council on all matters and all studies being made by Developer. ALL REPORTS

~ AND STUDIES SHALL BECOME THE PROPERTY OF City.



. [§300] Purchase Price and/or Other Consideration

Upon the execution of this Agreement by both parties, Developer shall pay City a non-
| refundable sum of one thousand dollars ($1,000) as consideration for the equusivity provisions
defined herein. The purchase price and other considerations to be paid by Developer under the DDA
will be established by City after negotiation with Developer. Such purchase price and/or other
consideration will‘ be based upon the; prqposed purchase price listed in Developer’s proposal to City, -
received January 21, 2003, and will bé subject to approval by City and the Las Vegas City Council

after a public hearing as required by law.

IV.  [§400] Developer
A. [§401] Nature of Developer

Developer is 601 Development Company, a Nevada LLC

B. [§402] "Office of Developer

The principal office of Developer is:

630 South Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Phone: 702-384-8424
FAX: 702-384-6568

C.  [§403] Full Disclosure of Principals

Developer is requiﬁd to make full disclosure to City of its principals, officers,
‘major stockholders, major pértnérs, joint venture partners, key managerial .employées and other
associates, and all other material information concerning Developer and its associates. Any
signiﬁéant change in the brincipals, associates, partners, joint venture, negotiators, development

manager, consultants, professionals and dﬁectly-involved managerial employees of Developer is

3



‘subject to the approval of City. |

Pursuant to Resolutiox% R-105-99 adopted by the Las Vegas City. Council
effective October 1, 1999, Develo'per warranfs that it has disclosed, on the form attached hereto as
Exhibit “B”, all principals, including, partners or members of 601 Development Company, as well as .
all persons and entities holding more than 1% interest in said company or any principal, partner or
member of the same. Throughout the term hert?of, Developer .shall provide written notification of any

material change in the above discldsure Wlthln 15 days of any such change, pursuant to Section X

(Notices).

V. [§500] Developer’s Finaﬁcial Capacity

A.  [§501] Financial Ability

Prior to execution of the DDA, Developer shall submit to City satisfacfory

evidence of its ability to finance and complete the development.

. B. [§502] Com&ucﬁén Financing
Developer’s proposed method of obtaining construction financing for tﬁe
developmént of the Site shall be submitted concurrently with Developer’s prpposed DDA to City for
approval. |

C. [§503] Long-Term,De\}eIopment Financing

Developer’s proposed method of obtaining long-term development ﬁnancing‘

shall be submitted concurrently with Developer’s proposed DDA to City for approval.

- D. [§504] Full Disclosure of Financing

Developer will be requiredfto make and maintain full disclosure to City of its

‘methods of financing to be used in the development of the Site.



VI.  [§600] Developer’s Respons1b111t1es

A. [§601] Return of Site to Original Condition

Developer hereby agrees to return the Site to its original condition upon

completion of any investigations requiring access to the Site.

B. [§602] Indemniﬁeation and Hold Harmless

Developer will mdemmfy and hold harmless the City, its oﬂicers, employees
and agents from and against any claims, demands or causes of action caused by Developer or persons

acting on behalf of Developer in carrying out thelr responsibilities in accessing the Site.

VII.  [§700] City’s Responsibilities

A. [§701] Intenfionally Deleted.

B.  [§702 City Assistance and Cooperation

City shall cooperate fully in providing Developer with appropriate information

and assistance. THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION IS PROVIDED HEREIN AS EXHIBIT

|

D':"ALTA Survey (Carter:Burgess September 26; 2003).

C.  [§703] RIGHT TO ENTER

AS SET FORTH IN- EXI-HBIT “C,” CITY GIVES DEVELOPER THE
 RIGHT TO ENTER THE SITE TO CARRY OUT ITS DUE DILIGENCE INSPECTION OF THE
SITE AND THE DEVELOPER ACKNOWLEDGES AND UNDERSTANDS THE CONDITIONS

AND EXCEPTIONS UNDER WHICH SAID RIGHT IS GRANTED.

VIII.  [§800] Real Estate Commission

The City shall not be liable for any real estate commission or brokerage fees, which

- may arise herefrom. Developer represents that it has engaged no broker, agent or finder in



connection with this transaction, and Developer agrees to hold City harmless from any claim by any

broker or finder retained by Developer.

IX.  [§900] Limitations of this Agreement

By its execution of this Agreeﬁlent, City is not committing itself to or agreeing to

undertake:

(a) diéposition of latlld to Developer; or (b) any other acts or activities‘
requiring the subsequent independent exercisevj“‘ of discretion by the City or any City départment or
board thereof. | ”

This Agreement does not constitute a disposition of propext& or exercise of control
over property by the Clty Execution of this Agféement by City is merely an agreement to enter into
a period of exclusive negotiations according fo the terms hereof, reserving ﬁnal discretion and

approval by the Las Vegas City Cou_ncil as to any and all proceedings and decisions in connectién

therewith.

X. {§1000_CONFLICT OF INTEREST
[

A. An official of the City, who is authorized 1n such capacity and on behalf of
City to negotiate, make, accept or approve, o; take part in Anegotiating, making, accepting, or
approving this Agreémént, payments under this Agreement, or work under this Agreement, shall not
be directly or indirectly interested personally in thls Agreement or in any part hereof. No officer,
employee, architect, aftprney, -engineer .or inspector of, or for the City, who is-authorized in such
capaqity and on behalf of the City to exercise any legislative, executive, supervisory or other similar
functions in connection with this Agreement, shall ::beco‘me directly or indirectly interested personally

in this Agreement or in any part hereof, any material supply contract, subcontract, insurance contract,
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or any other contract pertaining to this Agreement.

B. Each party represénts that it is unaware of any financial or economic
interest of any public officer or eniployeé of ;che City relating to this Agreement. Notwithstanding
any other provision of this Agreement, if suclg interest becomes knbwn, the City may immediately
~ terminate this Agreement for default or convenience, based on the culpability of the parties.

C. Devéloper represen;s ana warrants that it has, in accordance with the
currentipolicy of the City, disclosed the ownﬂgrship and prinbipals of Developer on Exhibit “B”,
“Certificate — Disclosure of Ownership/Pﬂncip%lls”, and that it has a continuing'obligation to update

this disclosure whenever there is a material change in the information.

X [§i 100] Notices

All legal noﬁées required‘puréuant to the terms and conditions of this Agreement shall
be in writing, unless an emergency situation djcmtes_othervdse. Any notice required to be given
under the terms of this Agreement shall be deemed to have bgen given when (i) received by the party
| to whom it is directed By hand delivery or p_érsonal service, (ii) transmitted by facsimile with
confirmation of transmission, or (iii) sent By U.S.‘mail via certified mail-return receipt requested at |

the following addresses:

If to Developer: ’ ‘ ‘
| J Je ARandand A
John T Moran ,— _ » YA

630 South Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Phone: 702-384-8424
FAX: 702-384-6568

If to City: :
Economic Development Manager
Office of Business Development
City hall, 2" Floor
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400 Stewart Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Phone: 202-229-655 1
FAX: 702-385-3128

And a
City Manager
City Hall, 8th Floor
400 Stewart Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Phone: 702-229-6501
Fax: 702-388-1807

m An original signed copy, via U. S. Mail, shall follow facsimile transmissions.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the partieé hereto have caused this Agreement to Negotiate
-Exclﬁsively on the date set forth above. |

City of Las Vegas

By,éﬁm

Oscar B. Goodman, Mayor

wST:

Barbara Jo Ronemus, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

W ' otn 3;{5/09/

ate

601 Development Company, a Nevada LLC

“Develoﬂer” . /—\/

8




EXHIBIT “A”

- LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Situated in the County of Clark, State of Nevada, ciescribed as follows:

Lots One (1) tﬁrough Five (§) inclusive and Lots Thirteen (13) through Twenty-two
(22) inclusive in Block Six (6) of HAWKINS ADDITION TO THE CITY OF LAS
VEGAS, as shown by map thereof on file in Book 1 of Plats, Page 40, in the County

Recorder of Clark County, Nevada.

- TOGETHER with those portions of Vacaitedy alley as disclosed by that certain “Order of
Vacation” recorded in Book 48 of Official Records, as Document No. 038243, :



~ EXHIBIT “B”
' CERTIFICATE
DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIP/PRINCIPALS

1. Definitions i
“City” means the City of Las Vegas.

“City Council” means the governing body of the City of Las Vegas.

“Contracting Entity,” means the individual, pannershvp. or corporation seeking to enter into a contract or agreement with the City
of Las Vegas.

“Principal” means, for each type of business organization, the following: (a) sole proprietorship — the owner of the business; (b)
comporation — the directors and officers of the corporation; but not any branch managers of offices which are a part of the
corporation; (c) partnership — the general partner and limited partners; (d) limited liability company — the managing member as
well as all the other members; (e) trust - the trustee and beneficiaries.

Y Policy

In accordance with Resolution 79-99 and 105-99 adépted by the City Council, Contracting Entities seekirg to enter into certain
contracts or agreements with the City of Las Vegas must disclose information regarding ownership interests and principals.
Such disclosure generally Is required in conjunction with a Request for Proposals (RFP). ln other cases, such disclosure must
be made prior to the execution of a contract or agreement .

3. Instructlons

The disclosure required by the Resolutions referenced above shall be made through the completion and execution of this
Certificate. The Contracting Entity shall complete Block 1, Block 2, and Block 3. The Contracting entity shall complete either
Block 4 or its altemate in Block 5. Specific information, which must be provided, is- highlighted. An.Officer or other official -
authorized to contractually bind the Contracting Entity shall sign and date the Certificate, and such signing 'shall be riotarized. -

' 4. Incorporation

This Certificate shall be incorporated into the reésulting contract or agreement, if any, between the City and the
Contracting entity. Upon execution of such contract ‘or agreement, the Contracting Entity is.under a continuing
obligation.to notify the City in writing of any material changes to the information in this Certificate. This notification
shall be made within fifteen (15) days of the change. Failure to notify the City of any material change may result, at
the option of the City, in a default termination (in whole or in part) of the contract or agreement, and/or a withholding

of payments due the Contracting Entity.

Contracting Entity

Type of Business

[ Individual [J Partnership [ Limited Liability Company [ Corporation [] Trust [J Other:
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CERTIFICATE - DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIP/PRINCIPALS

(CONTINUED)
Disclosure of Ownership and Princlpals [
pace below, the Contracting Entity must disclose all principals (including partners) of the Contracting Entity, as

well as persons or entities holding more than one-percent (1%) ownership interest in the Contracting Entity.
1 T
2,
3.
4,
5.
6.
7. ‘
8.
9.
10.

DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIP AND PRINCIF;ALS — ALTERNATE

If the Contracting Entity, or its principals or partners, are required to provide disclosure (of persons or entities holding an
ownership Interest) under federal law (such as disclosure required by the Securities and Exchange Commission or the
Employee Retirement Income Act), a copy of such disclosure may be attached to this Certificate in lieu of providing the |
information set forth in Block 4 above. A description of such disclosure documents must be included below.

1

The Contracting Entity shall continue the above list on a sheet of paper entitled “disclosure of Principals

Continuation”
untit full and complete disclosure is made. If continuation sheets are attached, please indicate the :

| certify under penalty of perjury, that ail the information provided in this Certificate is current, cbmplete and accurate.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of

, 2004

11



EXHIBIT “C”
RIGHT TO ENTER

FOR 601 FREMONT

The City of Las Vegas hereby authorizes Right-of- Entry onto parcel #139-34-611- 018 located at 601
Fremont to 601 Development Company, LLC. For the purpose of performing surveys, environmental and/or
geotechnical services on said city-owned site.

City of Las Vegas contact person is Bill Arent: 702-229-6551

601 Development Company, LLC contact person is John T Moran, 702-384-8424
City of Las Vegas |

by: ' ;
Oscar B. Goodman, Mayor Date

INDEMNIFICATION

Subject to NRS 41.035, 601 Development Company, LLC hereby agrees to protect, indemnify, and hold the
City of Las Vegas, its officers, employees and agents, harmless from and against any and all claims, damages,
losses, expenses, suits, actions, decrees, judgments, awards, attorneys’ fees and court costs, which the City of
Las Vegas, its officers, employees or agents, may suffer or which may be sought against or are recovered or
obtainable from the City of Las Vegas, its officers, employees or agents, as a result of, or by reason of, or
arising out of or in consequence of any act or omission, negligent or otherwise, 0f601 Development Company,
LLC or its officers employees, contractors, subcontractors, agents, volunteers or anyone who s directly or
indirectly employed by, or is acting in concert with 601 Development Company, LLC’s officers, its
employees, contractors, subcontractors, volunteers or agents in the performance of this Agreement.

In this connection, 601 Development Company, LLC expressly agrees, at its sole cost and expense, to defend
the City of Las Vegas, its officers, employees and agents, in any suit or action that may be brought against it or
them, or any of them by reason of any act or omission, negligent or otherwise, against which 601 Development
Company, LLC has agreed to indemnify the City of Las Vegas, its officers, employees and agents. If 601
Development Company, LLC fails so to do, the City of Las Vegas shall have the nght but not the obligation
to defend same and to charge all of the direct and incidental costs of such defense, including attorneys’ fees
and court costs, to 601 Development Company, LLC.

601 Development Company, LLC agrees to restore the site to its original condition as much as possible, and
agrees to conduct its testing in a manner which will cause the least amount of disruption to the present users.
This agreement does not constitute or imply any binding contracts or other commitments by the agency, 601 -
Development Company, LLC agrees that it proceeds at its own and .1grees that the results of the testing shall
be shared with the City.

A
T.A.A., LLC, as Manager and Member of
601 Development Compafiy, LLC'

alc
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Exhibit “D”

ALTA Survey

See attached by Carter:Burgess September 26, 2003.
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CERTIFICATE
DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIP/PRINCIPALS

1. Definitions
“City” means the City of Las Vegas.
“City Council” means the governing body of the City of Las Vegas.

“Contracting Entity” means the individual, partnership, or corporation seeking to enter into a
contract or agreement with the City of Las Vegas.

“Principal” means, for each type of business organization, the following: (a) sole proprietorship —
the owner of the business; (b) corporation — the directors and officers of the corporation; but not
any branch managers of offices which are a part of the corporation; (c) partnership — the general
partner and limited partners; (d) limited ||ab|I|ty company — the managing member as well as all
the other members. - '

‘»2. Policy

in accordance with Resolution 79-99 and 105-99 adopted by the City Council, Contracting Entities seeking to
enter into certain contracts or agreements with the City of Las Vegas must disclose information regarding ownership
interests and principals. Such disclosure generally is requured in conjunction with a Request for Proposals (RFP). In
other cases, such disclosure must be made prior to the executlon of a contract or agreement.

3. Instructions

The disclosure required by the Resolutions referenced above shall be made through the completion and
execution of this Certificate. The Contracting Entity shall complete Block 1, Block 2, and Block 3. The Contracting Entity
shall complete either Block 4 or its aiternate in Block 5. Specific information, which must be provided, is highlighted. An’
Officer or other official authorized to contractually bind the Contracting Entlty shall sign and date the Certificate, and such
signing shall be notarized.

‘1’4. Incorporation

This Certificate shall be incorporated into the resulting contract or agreement, if any, between the City and the
Contracting Entity. Upon execution of such contract or agreement, the Contracting Entity is under a continuing obligation
to notify the City in writing of any material changes to the information in this Certificate. This notification shall be made
within fifteen (15) days of the change. Failure to notify the City of any material change may result, at the option of the
City, in a default termination (in whole or in part) of the contract or agreement, and/or a withholding of payments due the
Contracting Entity.

[June 2000]



CERTIFICATE DISCLOSURE OF OWNERSHIPIPRINCIPALS

' (CONTINUED)
Contracting Entity Block 2 | Description
Subject Matter gf
Contract/Agreement:
Name 601 Development
Company, L.L.C. Agreement to Negotiate Exclusively
Address c/o Jeffery A. Bendavid
630 South Fourth Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone (702) 384-8424
EIN or DUNS RFP . N/A
| Type of Business
O  Individual O Partnership Rl Limited Liability Company [0  Corporation

.Block4 Disclosure of Ownership and Principals
In the space below, the Contracting Entity must disclose all principals (including partners) of the Contracting Entity, as well
as persons or entities holding more than one-percent (1%) ownership interest in the Contracting Entity.

FULL NAME/TITLE BUSINESS ADDRESS  BUSINESS
- PHONE
TAA, L.L.C. (Member) 2330 Industrial Road 385-5233
1. Las Vegas Nevada 89102
WMMB, L.L.C. (Member) 630 South Fourth Street 384-8424
‘»2. Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.

[June 2000]



_The \Contracting Entity shall continue the above list on a sheet of paper entitled “Disclosure of
Principals — Continuation” until full and complete disclosure is made. [f continuation sheets are
attached, please indicate the number of sheets: _ 1 :

[June 2000]



Y

Block 5, } Disclosure of Ownership and Principalsi- Alternate

If the Contracting Entity, or its principals or partners, are required to provide disclosure (of persons or
entities holding an ownership interest) under federal law (such as disclosure required by the Securities
and Exchange Commission or the Employee Ret|rement Income Act), a copy of such disclosure may
be attached to this Certificate in lieu of provudlpg the information set forth in Block 4 above. A
description of such disclosure documents must be included below.

LNgamg\a of Attached Document:
Date of‘Attached Document; ~ Number of Pages:
[

| certify, under penalty of perjury, that all the mformatlon provided in this Certificate is current,
complete, and accurate. ‘

® : % — Jefuryl. o
| S-8-07

Date

o
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5{/" |

day of W
MATIN 12004,

WD(/\A(AU%/\

“Notary Public

NOTARY PUBLIC 1}
STATE OF NEVADA,
County of Clark |
JULIE D. McGEAHY |l
7/ Appt. No. 96-5919-1 |
(559 My £ont Evpires Sept. 20, 2005

o s

[June 2000]



SUPPLEMENT TO DISCLOSURE FORM BLOCK 4

Members of TAA, L.L.C.
The Todd Marshall 2330 Industrial Road
Revocable Family Trust Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
: 385-5233
Andrew Molasky 3111 South Maryland Parkway
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109
Andrew Fonfa 3135 Industrial Road

Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

Members of WMMB, L.L.C.

Rainbow II, L.L.C. 6440 Sky Pointe Drive
Suite #140-137
Las Vegas, Nevada 89131

Triple J Downtown 630 South Fourth Street
Development, L.L.C. Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
(702) 384-8424

Members of Rainbow 11, L.L.C.

Ken Wolfson 6440 Sky Pointe Drive
Suite #140-137
Las Vegas, Nevada 89131

Members of Triple J Dowtown Development, L.L.C.

JOMO 2, L.L.C. 2433 Palomino Lane
: Las Vegas, Nevada 89107
(702) 384-8424

JEB Revocable Living 630 South Fourth Street
Trust . Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
(702) 384-8424
Members of JOMO 2, L.L.C.
John T. Moran, Jr. 630 South Fourth Street
' Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
(702) 384-8424

John T. Morén, 11 630 South Fourth Street
. Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
(702) 384-8424



MORAN & ASSOCIATES

AN ASSOCIATION OF PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
630 SOUTH 4TH STREET
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

JOHN T. MORAN, JR. TELEPHONE (702) 384-8424
JILL M. LYNNE ) ) . _

LEW BRANDON, JR. ) _ TELECOPIER (702) 384-6568
JEFFERY A. BENDAVID ——

SHAWN R. HUGGINS MORANLAWFIRM.COM
J.T. MORAN III

March 8, 2004

VI4 HAND DELIVERY -

Mr. Jain D. Vasey

Office of Business Development
‘ City Hall

400 Stewart Avenue, 2™ Floor

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Re:  Agreement to Negotiate Exclusively Development Agreement and Purchasing
of 601 East Fremont Street

Dear Mr. Vasey:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, as you know, this law firm represents all parties

now who have now joined into one development company to purchase the 601 East Fremont

-Property. The name of the entity that will purchasing and entering into the Agreement to

Negotiate Exclusively as well as the Development Agreement and subsequently purchasing 601

East Fremont Street will be “601 DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, LLC.” As we discussed, the

‘ Agreement to Negotiate Exclusively, which will be heard on the March 17, 2004 City Council
Agenda will have the following deal points 1llustrated .

1. The development will consist of a mixed use of entertainment including
nightclubs and bars combined with live/work units.

2. We are purchasing the property and the building for One Million Three Hundred
Thousand Dollars and 00/100 ($1,300.000.00) at closing. Plus an additional Five
Hundred Thousand Dollars and 00/100 ($500,000.00) will be paid to the City
after at least ﬁfty percent (50%) of the building is leased.

3. We expect to lease at least ten thousand (10,000) square feet of mghtclub and
additional square feet for bar.

4, We expect to have approximately ten (10) to twelve (12) live/work units.



Mr. Jain D. Vasey ‘

Re: Agreement to Negotiate Exclusively Development Agreement and Purchasing of 601 East
Fremont Street

March 8, 2004

Page Two

5. Our expectation to close will be thirty (30) days from execution of the
Development Agreement.

6. We expect to start construction between sixty (60) and ninety (90) days after close
of escrow and anticipate at least eighteen (18) to twenty-four (24) months of
construction. 1

7. We éxpect to spend approximately’iFour Million Five Hundred Thousand Doilars

and 00/100 ($4,500,000.00) to Five Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars and
00/100 ($5,500,000.00) in redevelopment of the building.

We look forward to seeing a draft of the "'Agreement to Negotiate Exclusively. Again,
thank you for your time and we look forward to seeing you soon. I remain,
s

JAB/jdm

cc: 601 Development Company
Mr. Todd Marshall
Mr. Andrew Molasky
Mr. Andrew Fonfa
Mr. Ken Wolfson
John T. Moran, Jr., Esq.
John T. Moran II1, Esq.
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING:

Bill No. 2004-7 — Eliminates the special use permit requirement for the use “Beer/Wine/Cooler
Art Event.” Proposed by: Robert S. Genzer, Director of Planning and Development

Fiscal Impact

No Impact Amount:

|:] Budget Funds Available = Dept./Division:
|:] Augmentation Required  Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

The zoning regulations currently are written in a way that requires a special use permit for the
use “Beer/Wine/Cooler Art Event.” It has been determined that this type of use is sufficiently
limited in frequency and impact that requiring a special use permit is not necessary. This bill

will eliminate that requirement.

RECOMMENDATION:
ADOPTION at 3/17/2004 City Council meeting pursuant to the 3/1/2004 Recommending
Committee.

First Reading — 2/18/2004; First Publication — 3/5/2004

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-7

MOTION:
WEEKLY - Second Reading and BILL ADOPTED as recommended as Ordinance No.
5674 - UNANIMOUS

Clerk to proceed with second publication

MINUTES:
There was no discussion.
(1:00 - 1:01)
3-1816
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING:

Bill No. 2004-8 — Establishes zoning requirements for swap meets. Sponsored by: Councilman
Gary Reese

Fiscal Impact

No Impact Amount:

| Budget Funds Available Dept./Division:
Augmentation Required Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

The City’s zoning regulations generally do not treat swap meets as a separate type of land use,
categorizing them under a broader retail category. Because of the nature of the use, it is deemed
appropriate to establish particularized requirements for the use. This bill establishes the
circumstances under which swap meets will be allowed in commercial and industrial zoning
districts.

- RECOMMENDATION:
ADOPTION at 3/17/2004 City Council meeting pursuant to the 3/1/2004 Recommending
Committee.

First Reading — 2/18/2004; First Publication — 3/5/2004

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-8

MOTION:
REESE — Motion to STRIKE - UNANIMOUS

NOTE: The initial motion for approval by WEEKLY, which carried unanimously, was
reconsidered upon a motion by REESE, which also carried unanimously.

MINUTES:
The item was recalled during the afternoon session. COUNCILMAN REESE explained that the
original publication of the bill had the wrong title; therefore, the item should be stricken.
(1:00 — 1:01/4:00 - 4:01)
3-1816/4-2118
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING:

Bill No. 2004-9 — Increases the number of zoning districts in which a special use permit may be
obtained for the keeping of carrier or racing pigeons. Proposed by: Bradford R. Jerbic, City
Attorney

Fiscal Impact

No Impact Amount:

[ ] Budget Funds Available  Dept./Division:
[ ] Augmentation Required  Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

Several months ago the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 5609 to allow, by special use
permit, the keeping of carrier or racing pigeons in several of the larger-lot residential zoning
districts. It is now proposed to authorize the same thing in additional zoning districts, namely,
the R-1, R-CL, R-2, C-D, C-1, C-2, C-M and M Zoning Districts. If adopted, this bill will
accomplish that change.

RECOMMENDATION:
ADOPTION at 3/17/2004 City Council meeting as First Amendment pursuant to the 3/15/2004
Recommending Commiittee.

First Reading — 2/18/2004; First Publication — 3/5/2004

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Bill No. 2004-9
2. Submitted after final agenda — Bill No. 2004-9 — First Amendment

MOTION:
WEEKLY - Second Reading and BILL. ADOPTED as a First Amendment as Ordinance
No. 5675 - UNANIMOUS

Clerk to proceed with second publication

MINUTES:
CITY ATTORNEY JERBIC noted that the Bill was recommended for approval as First
Amendment at the Recommending Committee. The First Amendment deletes zoning districts R-
CL and R-2. The same deletion applies to the zoning tables. The only new addition to a zoning
district is R-1.
(1:01 — 1:03)
3-1865
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING:

Bill No. 2004-10 — Adopts development agreement with Cliffs Edge, LLC for the Cliffs Edge
Development. Proposed by: Robert S. Genzer, Director of Planning and Development

Fiscal Impact

X No Impact Amount:
Budget Funds Available Dept./Division:
[ ] Augmentation Required  Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

At its meeting of February 18, 2004, the City Council is scheduled to approve a development
agreement for the Cliffs Edge Development. Pursuant to State law, such an agreement must be
adopted by ordinance. This bill will accomplish that adoption.

RECOMMENDATION:
ADOPTION at 3/17/2004 City Council meeting pursuant to the 3/1/2004 Recommending
Committee.

First Reading — 2/18/2004; First Publication — 3/5/2004

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-10

MOTION:
WEEKLY - Second Reading and BILL ADOPTED as a First Amendment as Ordinance
No. 5676 - UNANIMOUS

Clerk to proceed with second publication

MINUTES:
CHIEF DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY VAL STEED indicated that the Bill in the backup
includes the agreement as originally drafted, which required clarification in certain areas. Hence,
a First Amendment is being recommended that includes changes, as well as exhibits that had not
been finalized, as discussed at the Recommending Committee where this bill was considered.
(1:03 —1:04)
3-1926
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING:

Bill No. 2004-11 — Levies Assessment for Special Improvement District No. 1472 - Durango
Drive (Lone Mountain Road to Tropical Parkway) Sponsored by: Step Requirement

Fiscal Impact
[ ] NoImpact Amount: $168,901.24
Budget Funds Available Dept./Division: Public Works/SID

X Augmentation Required Funding Source: Capital Projects Fund - Special
Assessments

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

Levies the assessment for the cost of street improvements: pavement, curb, gutter, sidewalk,
driveways, streetlights, and sewer laterals. This district will be financed by the City, and the
assessments will be paid over a 10-year period.

RECOMMENDATION:
ADOPTION at 3/17/2004 City Council meeting pursuant to the 3/1/2004 Recommending
Committee.

First Reading — 2/18/2004; First Publication — 3/5/2004

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-11

MOTION:
WEEKLY - Second Reading and BILL ADOPTED as recommended as Ordinance No.
5677 - UNANIMOUS

Clerk to proceed with second publication

MINUTES:

There was no discussion.
(1:04)
3-1969
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING:

Bill No. 2004-12 — Levies Assessment for Special Improvement District No. 1474 - Rainbow
Boulevard (Silverstream Avenue to Smoke Ranch Road) Sponsored by: Step Requirement

Fiscal Impact
|:| No Impact Amount: $209,036.50
Budget Funds Available Dept./Division: Public Works/SID

X Augmentation Required Funding Source: Capital Projects Fund - Special
Assessments

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

Levies the assessment for the cost of street improvements: pavement, left turn lane and/or center
median, "L" type curb and gutter, sidewalks, streetlights, water laterals and sewer laterals. The
entire project length is located in Wards 2 and 6; however, the properties involved in the SID are
located in Ward 6. This district will be financed through the sale of bonds, and the assessments
will be paid over a 10-year period.

RECOMMENDATION: :
ADOPTION at 3/17/2004 City Council meeting pursuant to the 3/1/2004 Recommending
Committee.

First Reading — 2/18/2004; First Publication — 3/5/2004

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-12

MOTION:
WEEKLY - Second Reading and BILL ADOPTED as recommended as Ordinance No.
5678 - UNANIMOUS

NOTE: COUNCILMAN MACK disclosed that a Timbers Bar and Grill, which is owned by his
brother-in-law ANDREW DONNER, is located along this section of Rainbow. It is not one of
the properties included in this SID. His brother-in-law has not discussed this bill with him, and
COUNCILMAN MACK did not believe it would impact his brother-in-law’s tavern. Therefore,
he would be voting.

Clerk to proceed with second publication
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF MARCH 17, 2004
Recommending
Item 94 — Bill No. 2004-12

MINUTES:
There was no discussion.
(1:04 - 1:05)
3-1997

Agenda ltem No. g4
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

'SUBJECT: '
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING:

Bill No. 2004-13 — Levies Assessment for Special Improvement District No. 1481 - El Capitan
Way (Centennial Parkway to US-95) Sponsored by: Step Requirement

Fiscal Impact
I:I No Impact Amount: $2,744,088.73
[ | Budget Funds Available ~ Dept./Division: Public Works/SID

X Augmentation Required Funding Source: Capital Projects Fund - Special
Assessments

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

Levies the assessment for the cost of street improvements: pavement, curb, gutter, driveway
approaches, streetlights, storm drain facilities, water mains, water laterals, and sewer laterals. In
addition, pavement, curb, gutter, storm drain facilities, water mains, and streetlights were
installed along the south side of Elkhorn Road. Bonds will be sold for this district, and the
assessments will be paid over a 20-year period.

RECOMMENDATION:
ADOPTION at 3/17/2004 City Council meeting pursuant to the 3/1/2004 Recommending
Committee.

First Reading — 2/18/2004; First Publication — 3/5/2004

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Bill No. 2004-13
2. Submitted at meeting: letter of opposition dated 3/17/2004 from James J. Leavitt

MOTION:
WEEKLY - Second Reading and BILL. ADOPTED as recommended as Ordinance No.
5679 - UNANIMOUS

Clerk to proceed with second publication
NOTE: A previous motion, which carried unanimously, by GOODMAN to recall this matter

rescinded the original motion by WEEKLY for approval as recommended. The original motion
also carried unanimously.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF MARCH 17, 2004
Recommending
Item 95 — Bill No. 2004-13

MINUTES:
JEFFREY PIKE submitted a letter of opposition on behalf of the law office of KERMITT
WATERS, as the landowner did not receive notice of this hearing.

This item was recalled after Item 96 to determine whether it required different action because of
the letter that was submitted.

RICHARD GOECKE, Director, Public Works Department, indicated that the letter was
submitted from the attorney representing MR. HITT. CITY ATTORNEY JERBIC advised that
the SID process includes an appropriate time for individuals to appear and protest the SID. The
individual represented by the Waters Law Firm had appeared and protested the SID. The protest
was found to be without merit; therefore, staff proceeded. It is appropriate for the Waters Law
Firm to continue to make a record and for the Council to vote on this SID.
(1:05 - 1:06/1:07 — 1:09)
3-2038/3-2135
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Law Offices of Kermitt L. Waters, Esq.

Kermitt L. Waters, Esq. : *Michael Schneider, Esq.
Charles E. Springer, Esq., of Counsel (licensed to practice in Montana only)
James Jack Leavitt, Esq. * Autumn Waters, Esq.
Brian C Padgett, Esq. , (licensed to practice in Montana only)

March 17,2004

Honorable Oscar B. Goodman

City of Las Vegas Mayor ;
400 Stewart Avenue !
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 :

Re:  Opposition to Special Improvement‘;Distn'ct No. 1481 - El Capitan Way
(Centennial Parkway to US-95) - ,

Dear Mayor Goodman:

This letter is sent on behalf of Deer Springs Investments LLC, (hereinafter “the Landowner”) in
opposition to Special Improvement District No. 1481 (herelnafter “SID #1481"). The Landowner
owns that property identified as APN: 125-20-201-025 wh1ch the City of Las Vegas proposes to
assess the total amount of $91,093.20 for the acquisition of a “right-of-way” as part of SID
#1481. This assessment, if apphed will confiscate the compensation previously paid to the
Landowner for the taklng of its property.

On January 17, 2003, the City took through its power of eminent domain approximately 0.829
acres of the Landowner’s property identified above and paid $90,345.90 to the Landowner as
compensation for the taking. The City now, through SID #1481 is assessing the Landowner

'$91,093.20 for the cost of acquiring his own property. In other words the City paid the

Landowner compensation for the taking of his property, but now proposes to take away this
compensation by way of SID #1481. This portion of SID #1481 as applied to the Landowner’s
property, if implemented, will grossly violate the Landowner’s constitutional right to payment of
Just compensation under article 1 section 8 of the Nevada Constitution and the Fifth Amendment
to the United States Constitution.

The United States Supreme Court has already held that this act of assessing a landowner the cost.
of acquiring his own property results in an unconstitutional taking without payment of j Just
compensation. See Village of Norwood v. Baker, 172 U.S. 269 (1898). The principles in
Norwood were furthered by the California Supreme Court in Spring Street Co. v. City of Los
Angeles, 170 Cal.24 (191 5) wherein the Court concluded an assessment that attempts to
confiscate a landowner’s just compensation award lin a condemnation proceeding should always
be held illegal and void to prevent oppressive acts by governmental entities that deprive its
citizens of their constitutional and property rights. | Nevada has also adopted the principles
announced in Norwood and Spring Street in City of Reno v. Folsom, 86 Nev. 39, 464 P.2d 454
(1970), wherein the Court held that an assessment that amounts to a deprivation of property
rights is illegal and void.

Additionally, SID #1481 results in an inequitable tax burden on the Landowner. In City of Reno
v. Fulsom, supra, the Nevada Supreme Court held that “A special assessment tax is predicated
upon the theory that the proposed improvements of the assessment district will result in a benefit

Las Vegas Office: ' Reno Office:

704 South 9* Street, Las Vegas, NV 89101 ‘ 333 Flint Street, Reno, NV 89509
Phone: (702) 733-8877 Phone: 1 (877)57 3- 8877
Fax: (702) 731-1964

i tyCouncH
Date }7777 ite 75



‘ Law Offices of Kermitt L. Waters
i ' March 17,2003
: Page 2

to those property owners included in the assessment. This is the very essence of and the only
justification for the special assessment.” There is o benefit the Landowner will receive from the
right-of-way it sold to the City in the first instance. ! Accordingly, the Landowner should not be
tax assessed the cost of acquiring this right-of-way.,

Setting aside the above legal analysis, common sense dictates that tax assessing the Landowner
the cost of acquiring his own property is grossly unfair and unjust.

This office appeared on behalf of the Landowner at the February 4, 2004, public hearing wherein
the City Council discussed SID #1481. The Landowner’s objecuons were put on the record at
that time. The City Council stated that no action would be taken on the SID #1481 at that time
and, accordingly, no vote was taken on the matter.

Following the hearing, I assumed that my office or the Landowner would receive notice of the
next hearing when the City Council would vote on the matter. However, neither our office or the
Landowner ever received notice of a hearing.

Accordingly, yesterday I requested that Michael Schnelder from our office contact Richard
Goecke to request information regarding the status of SID #1481. Mr. Schneider contacted M.
Goecke today and was advised that the City Council would vote on the matter this morning. He
also advised Mr. Schneider that he discussed our office’s objections with the City Attorney and
Bond Council and that SID #1481 would be approved in its entirety today. Mr. Goecke stated
that we did not need to meet with him regarding the matter, because SID #1481 would be
approved as submitted, without a reduction for the Landowner s $91,093.20 right-of-way.

As this public hearing for SID #1481 was scheduled without notice to the Landowner or this
office we are not prepared to attend the public hearing. Accordingly, the Landowner s objection
is being delivered to the City Council by this letter.

Based upon the lack of notice and the unconstltutlonal argument stated above, the Landowner
strongly opposes the $91,093.20 right-of-way portlon of SID #1481, which tax assesses the
Landowner the cost of acquiring its own property.

2. S

ames J. Leavitt

Sincerely,

cc: City Council
Gary Reese (Mayor Pro-Tem)
Larry Brown .
Lynette B. McDonald
Lawrence Weekly
Michael Mack
Janet Moncrief

Las Vegas Office: g Reno Office:
704 South 9™ Street, Las Vegas, NV 89101 ‘ 333 Flint Street, Reno, NV 89509
Phone: (702) 733-8877 h . Phone: 1 (877) 733-8877

Fax: (702) 731-1964
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING:

Bill No. 2004-14 — Levies Assessment for Special Improvement District No. 1486 - Rainbow
Boulevard Phase II (Rancho Drive to Ann Road) Sponsored by: Step Requirement

Fiscal Impact
[ ] NolImpact Amount: $394,135.77
[ | Budget Funds Available  Dept./Division: Public Works/SID

X Augmentation Required Funding Source: Capital Projects Fund - Special
Assessments

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

Levies the assessment for the cost of street improvements: pavement, "L" type curb and gutter,
sidewalk, commercial and residential driveway approaches, water laterals, sewer laterals and
streetlights. Bonds will be sold for this district, and the assessments will be paid over a 10-year
period.

RECOMMENDATION:
ADOPTION at 3/17/2004 City Council meeting pursuant to the 3/1/2004 Recommending
Committee.

First Reading — 2/18/2004; First Publication — 3/5/2004

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-14

MOTION:
WEEKLY - Second Reading and BILL ADOPTED as recommended as Ordinance No.
5680 —- UNANIMOUS

Clerk to proceed with second publication

MINUTES:
There was no discussion.
(1:06 — 1:07)
3-2100
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT: - ;
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE: BILL ELIGIBLE FOR ADOPTION AT THIS MEETING:

Bill No. 2004-15 — Ordinance Creating Special Improvement District No. 1503 - Durango Drive
Phase IV (Tropical Parkway to Clark County Highway 215) Sponsored by: Step Requirement

Fiscal Impact
| No Impact Amount: $349,029.49
[:] Budget Funds Available  Dept./Division: Public Works/SID

X Augmentation Required Funding‘ Source: Capital Projects Fund - Special
Assessments

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:
Installation of pavement, curb, gutter, and streetlights.

RECOMMENDATION:
ADOPTION at 3/17/2004 City Council meeting pursuant to the 3/1/2004 Recommending
Committee.

First Reading — 2/18/2004; First Publication - 3/5/2004

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-15

MOTION:
WEEKLY - Second Reading and BILL ADOPTED as recommended as Ordinance No.
5681 - UNANIMOUS :

Clerk to proceed with second publication

MINUTES:
There was no discussion.
(1:09 - 1:10)
3-2207
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
NEW BILL:

Bill No. 2004-17 — Annexation No. ANX-3693 — Property location: On the northeast corner of
Michelli Crest Way and Bath Drive; Petitioned by: Cliffs Edge, LLC; Acreage: 2.60 acres;
Zoned: R-U (County zoning), U (PCD) (City equivalent). Sponsored by: Councilman Michael
Mack

Fiscal Impact

No Impact Amount:

[ ] Budget Funds Available  Dept./Division:
[ ] Augmentation Required  Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

The proposed ordinance annexes certain real property generally located on the northest corner of
Michelli Crest Way and Bath Drive. The annexation is at the request of the property owner. The
annexation process has now been completed in accordance with the NRS and the final date of

‘annexation (April 30, 2004) is set by this ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION:
This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for review, hearing and
recommendation to the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-17 and Location Map

MOTION:
None required.

MINUTES:
First Reading — Referred - COUNCILMEMBERS WEEKLY and MONCRIEF

4/5/2004 Recommending Committee
4/7/2004 Council Agenda
(1:10-1:11)
3-2230
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BILL NO.: 2004-17
ORDINANCENO.

!
AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY, TO
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBE THE LAND TO BE ANNEXED, TO MAKE ITS
INHABITANTS SUBJECT TO THE LAWS, OBLIGATIONS AND BENEFITS OF THE

CITY, AND TO PROVIDE FOR OTHER RI%LATED MATTERS. (ANX-3693)

Sponsored by: Councrlman Michael Mack Summary Annexes property ‘described
generally as located on the northeast corner
of Michelli Crest Way and Bath Drive.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS DOES HEREBY
ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: _

SECTION 1: The corporate l}mits of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, are
hereby extended to annex, include, and make! J|a part of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada the
following descnbed real property:’ |

The South Half (S.1/2) of the West Half (W 1/2) of the Northeast Quarter
(NE 1/4) of the Northwest Quarter (NW 1/4) of the Southeast Quarter (SE
- 1/4) of Section 24, Township 19 South, Range 59 East, M.D.M., in the
County of Clark, State of Nevada, being PARCEL 2 as shown on LAND
DIVISION 51 79 recorded May 22/ 1979 in Book 1059 as Instrument
1018736 of Clark County, Nevada Records and the adjacent half street right
of way of ORNELIS STREET (now MICHELLI CREST WAY, 30 foot wide
half street) and the half street right of way of TATE AVENUE (now BATH
DRIVE, 30 foot wide half street), together with the 15.00 feet radius spandrel
area on the southwest corner of said PARCEL 2, all as dedicated by GRANT,
BARGAIN, SALE DEED recordedﬂ May 22 1979 in Book 1059 as
Instrument Number 1018737 of Clark! County, Nevada Records.

SECTION2: The City Council hereby determines that the described territory

meets the requirements provided by law for annexation to the City for the following reasons:
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A. The area to be annexed \}vas contiguous to the City’s boundaries at the
time the annexation proceedings were instituted; |

B. More than one-eighth ( 1/8) of the aggregate external boundaries of
the area are conti guous‘ to the City;

C. The territory proposect to be annexed is not included within the

| boundaries of another ij:ncorporated city or withio the boundaries of
Aany unincorporated tO\%Vl’l as those boundaries existed as of July 1,
1983; ) A _

D.  The City is eligible to annex the .described territory since the .
landowners have signeF a petition constituting one hundred percent
(100%) of the owners of record of indi.{/idual lots or parcels of land
within the annexation area. |

SECTION3: The City will provide police protection through the Las Vegas

Metropolitan Police Department, fire protect‘jion, street maintenance, and library services

\
immediately upon annexation. Garbage collectlon by the company fl‘ﬁllChlSCd by the City

~will also be provided immediately. The Clty samtary sewer system will serve the proposed

annexation area. Any connection to or extenslon of this sewer line to serve the annexation
area shall be at the expense of the laodovstner‘e. Other services, such as participatioﬁ in the
City’srecreational programs, special educatiort classes and programs, puBIic worksplanning,
building inspections, and other City services| w1ll also be available 1mmed1ate1y Utilities
such as gas, electricity, telephone and water are provided by private utility companies and

other services to the area will not be affected by annexation. Street paving, curbs and gutters,

sidewalks and street lights which are not in place at the time of annexation will be installed

in the presently developed areas upon the request of the property owners and at their expense

by means of special assessment districts. 'S";uch improvements will be extended into the
undeveloped areas as development takes place and the need therefor arises, and will be
located according to the needs of the area at tl]%lat time. Such installations will also be made

! ’
at the expense of the property owners, either by means of special assessment districts or as

2
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prerequisites to the approval of subdivisieh plats, bﬁilding permi'ts or other land use or-
development a}ﬁplicatione. ,

SECTION 4: The ‘annex'atioh of the described territory shall become
effective on the 30th day of April, 2004, and on that date the City will have the funds
approprlated in sufficient amount to finance wthe extension into the described territory of
pohce protectlon fire protection, street malntenance street sweeplng, and street lighting
malntenance. ,

SECTION 5: The described ejterritory, together with .the inhabitants and
property thereof, shall, from and after the 30t};h day of April, 2004, be subject to all debts;
laws, ordinances and regulations in force lnl the City and shall be entitled to the same
privileges and benefits as other parts of the (i?ity, ahd shall be subject to municipal taxes
levied by the City. : B |

SECTION 6: The City Engin%:er is hereby instructed to cause to be prepared
an accurate map or plat of the described territoéry and to record the map or plat, together with
a certlﬁed copy of this ordlnance in the ofﬁlce of the County Recorder of Clark County,
Nevada, which recordmg shall be done prior t to the 30th day of ApI'll 2004,

SECTIONT7: The described temtory, which previously has been zoned R-U
(County of Clark classification), _1s hereby iiclasmﬁed as U (PCD) (City of Las Vegas
classification), which is deemed to be the Citéf equivalent of the County classiﬁcaﬁon.

SECTION 8: If any section, %ubsectien, subdivision, paragraph, sentence,
clause of phrase in this ordinance or any . |part thereof is for any reasen held to be
unconstitutional, or 1nva11d or ineffective by any court of competent Jurlsdlctlon such
decision shall not affect the validity or effectlveness of the remaining portions of this
ordinance or any part thereof. The City Councﬂ of the City of Las Vegas hereby declares
that it would have passed each section, subseeftien, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause

or phrase thereof irrespective of the fact tilat any one or more sections, subsections,

subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared unconstitutional, invalid

or ineffective.
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SECTION 9: All ordinances or parts of ordinances, sections, subsections,
. ‘i’ b . °
phrases, sentences, clauses or paragraphs contained in the Municipal Code of the City of Las

Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, in conflict heréwith are hereby repealed.

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this dayof - g
2004, | | |
APPROVED:
By
"OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST: ’

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk

APPROVEDrAS TjO FORM: R
Vil Fead 2304

Date
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The above and foregoing ordinance was first p%oposed and read by title‘_to the Council on the

day of . : , 2004,; and referred to the following committee

composed of and for‘r'ecommendation;

thereafter the said committee reported favorélbly on said ordinance on the _ day of
, 2004, which was a [ | meeting of said Council; that -

at said _ | meeting, the proposed ordinance was read by title to the City

Coﬁncil as first introduced and adopted by th%: following vote:

VOTING “AYE”: ,
VOTING “NAY™: |
ABSENT: | ‘
 APPROVED:
By :
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
NEW BILL:

Bill No. 2004-18 — Annexation No. ANX-3714 — Property location: On the southwest corner of
Chieftain Street and Bath Drive; Petitioned by: James and Lori Kibler; Acreage: 2.53 acres;
Zoned: R-E (County zoning), U (TC) (City equivalent). Sponsored by: Councilman Michael
Mack

Fiscal Impact

No Impact Amount:

Budget Funds Available  Dept./Division:
Augmentation Required Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

The proposed ordinance annexes certain real property generally located on the southwest corner
of Chieftain Street and Bath Drive. The annexation is at the request of the property owners. The
annexation process has now been completed in accordance with the NRS and the final date of
annexation (April 30, 2004) is set by this ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION:
This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for review, hearing and
recommendation to the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-18 and Location Map

MOTION:
None required.

MINUTES:
First Reading — Referred - COUNCILMEMBERS WEEKLY and MONCRIEF

4/5/2004 Recommending Committee
4/7/2004 Council Agenda
(1:10-1:11)
3-2230
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BILL NO. 2004-18
ORDINANCE NO. -

AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY, TO
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBE THE LAND TO BE ANNEXED, TO MAKE ITS
INHABITANTS SUBJECT TO THE LAWS, OBLIGATIONS AND BENEFITS OF THE
CITY, AND TO PROVIDE FOR OTHER RELATED MATTERS. (ANX-3714)

Sponsored by: Councilman Michael Mack  Summary: Annexes property described
, i generally as located on the southwest corner
of Chieftain Street and Bath Drive.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS DOES HEREBY
ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: _ ! ,

SECTION 1: Thé corporate jlimits of the City of Las Vegas, Nevéda,'are
hereby extended to annex, include, and maké a part of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, the
following described real property:

The Northeast Quarter (NE 1/4) of the Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4) of the
Northeast Quarter (NE 1/4) of the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of Section 19,
Township 19 South, Range 60 East, M.D.M., in the County of Clark, State
of Nevada, and the adjacent half street right of way of BATH DRIVE (30.00
feet wide as measured from centerline thereof), and half street right of way
of CHIEFTAIN STREET (30.00 feet wide as measured from centerline
thereof), together with the 15.00 feet radius spandrel area at the southwest
comer of the intersection of BATH DRIVE and CHIEFTAIN STREET, all
as dedicated by GRANT, BARGAIN, SALE DEED recorded July 22, 1977
in Bo(ci)k 766 as Instrument Number 725481 of Clark County, Nevada
Records.

SECTION2: The City Council hereby determines that the described territory
meets the requirements provided by law for annexation to the City for the following reasons:

A. The area to be annexed was contiguous to the City’s boundaries at the

93
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timé the annexation proceedings were instituted;
B. More than one-eighth (i/S) of the aggregate external boundaries of
the area are contiguous to the City;
C. The territory proposed to be annexed is not included within the
boundaries of another izncorporated city or within the boundaries of
any unincorporated town as those boundaries existed as of J uly 1,
- 1983; ,
D. The City is eligible éo annex the described territory since the
landowners have signeéi a petitioh constituting one hundred percent .
(100%) of the owners 6f record of individual lots or parcels of land
within the annexation area.
SECTION 3: TheCity Will pr;bvide police profectioh through the Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department, fire protection, street maintenance, and library services
immediately upon annexation. Garbage collection by the company franchi‘sed‘ by the City
will also be provided immediately. The City éanitary sewer system will serve the proposed
annexation area. Any connection to or extension of this sewer line to serve the annexation
érea shall be at the expense of the landowner;‘s. Other serQices, such as participation in the
City’s recreational programs, special educétior; classes and programs, public works planning,
building inspections, and other City services will also be available immediately. Utilities
such as gas,‘ electricity, telephone, and water are provided by private utility companies and
other serviceé to the area will not be affected by annexation. Street paving, curbs and gutters,
sidewalks and street lights which are not in place at the time of annexation will be installed
in the presently developed areas upon the reqliest of the property owners and at their expense
by means of special assessment districts. Such improvements will be extended into the
undeveloped areas as development takes place and the need therefor arises, and will be
located according tb the needs of the area at that time. Such installations will also be made
at the expense of the property owners, either’by means of special assessment districts or as

prerequisites to the approval of subdivision plats, building permits or other land use or

2-
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development applications. ]

SECTION 4: The annexation of the described territory shall become
effective on the 30th day of April, 2004, and on that date the City will have the funds
appropriated in sufficient amount to finance the extension into the described territory of
police protection, fire protection, street maintenance, street sweeping, and street lighting
maintenance. | |

| SECTION 5: The described territory, together with the inhabitants and
property thereof, shall, from and after the 30th day of April, 2004, bevsubj ect to all debts,
laws, ordinancés and regulations in force inj the City and shall be entitled to the samé
privileges and benefits as other parts of the City, and shall be subject to municipal taxes
levied by the City. |
"SECTION6: The City Engineer is hereby instructed to cause to be prepared
an accurate map or plat ofthe described territory and to record the map or plat, together with
a certified copy of this ordinance, in the office of the County Recorder of Clark County,
Nevada, which recording shall be done prior to the 30th day of April, 2004.

SECTION7: The described teérritory, which previously has been zoned R-E
(County of Clark classiﬁcation)., 1s herebyi classified as U (TC) (City of Las Vegas
classification), which is deemed to be the City equivalent of the County classification.

SECTION 8: If any section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sénter;ce,
clause of phrase in this ordinance or any ;part thefeof, is for any reason held to be
unconstit_utional, or invalid or ineffective by any court of competent jurisdictiom such
decision shall not affect the validity or effectiveness of the. remaining portions of this
ordinance or any part thereof. The City Cou;ncil of the City of Las Vegas hereby declares
that it would have passed each section, su'bsec:tion, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause
or phrase thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections,
subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses dr phrases be deqlared unconstitutional, invalid
or ineffective.

SECTION 9: All ordinances or parts of ordinances, sections, subsections,

-3-
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phrases, sentences, clauses or paragraphs contained in the Municipal Code of the City of Las

Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, in conflict herewith are hereby répealed.

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this ____ day of ,
2004, -
APPROVED:
By '
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Y ///@g/ 2204

Date
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The above and foregoing ordinance was first proposed and read by title_ to the Council on the

day of . , , 2004, and referred to the following committee
composed of and _ for recommendation;
thereafter the said committee reported favora;bly on said ordinance on the _ day of
, 2004, which was a ’ | meeting of said Council; that

at said meeting, the proposed ordinance was read by title to the City

Council as first introduced and adopted by the following vote:

VOTING “AYE™:
VOTING “NAY”:
ABSENT:
APPROVED:
By
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
NEW BILL:

Bill No. 2004-19 — Annexation No. ANX-3740 — Property location: On the east side of
Fairhaven Street, 1,170 feet south of Lake Mead Boulevard; Petitioned by: Cytha Price, et al.;
Acreage: 1.00 acres; Zoned: R-E (County zoning), U (GC) (City equivalent). Sponsored by:
Councilman Lawrence Weekly

Fiscal Impact

No Impact Amount:

[ | Budget Funds Available  Dept./Division:
[ ] Augmentation Required  Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

The proposed ordinance annexes certain real property generally located on the east side of
Fairhaven Street, 1,170 feet south of Lake Mead Boulevard. The annexation is at the request of
the property owners. The annexation process has now been completed in accordance with the
NRS and the final date of annexation (April 30, 2004) is set by this ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION:
This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for review, hearing and
recommendation to the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-19 and Location Map

MOTION:
REESE — Motion to bring forward and Hold in ABEYANCE Items 72 and 75 to 4/21/2004
and STRIKE Items 73 and 100 - UNANIMOUS

MINUTES:
There was no discussion.
(9:47 — 9:49)
1-1256
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BILL NO. 2004-19
ORDINANCE NO. -

AN ORDINANCE TO EXTEND THE :BOUNDARIES OF THE CITY, TO
PARTICULARLY DESCRIBE THE LAND TO BE ANNEXED, TO MAKE ITS
INHABITANTS SUBJECT TO THE LAWS, OBLIGATIONS AND BENEFITS OF THE
CITY, AND TO PROVIDE FOR OTHER RELATED MATTERS. (ANX-3740)

Sponsored by: Councilman Lawrence Summary: * Annexes property described
Weekly generally as located on the east side of
Fairhaven Street, 1,170 feet south of Lake

Mead Boulevard.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS DOES HEREBY
ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: | | |
SECTION 1: The corporate limits of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, are
hereby extended to annex, include, and make a part of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, the
following described real property: -
The west 264.00 feet of the South H31:f (S 1/2) of the South Half (S 1/2) of
the Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of the Northeast Quarter (NE 1/4) of the
Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of Section 24, Township 20 South, Range 60
East, M.D.M,, in the County of Clark, State of Nevada, including the east
half of FAIRHAVEN STREET right of way (30.00 feet wide as measured
from the centerline thereof) as dedicated by GRANT, BARGAIN, SALE
DEED, recorded in Book 20021217, as Instrument Number 01751 of Clark
County, Nevada Records.
SECTION2: TheCity Council hereby determines that the described territory
meets the requirements provided by law for annexation to the City for the following reasons:

A. The area to be annexed was contiguous to the City’s boundaries at the

100
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timé the annexation procéedings were instituted;
B. More than one-eighth (1/8) of the aggregate external boundaries of
th__e area are contiguous to the City;
C. The territory proposed to be ‘annexed is not included within the
boundaries of another in;:orporated city or within the boundaries of
any unincorporated towﬁ as those boundaries existed as of July 1,
1983; ' |
D. The City is eligible to annex the described territory since the
landowners have si gned“‘a petitioh constituting one hundred percent
(100%) of the owners of record of individual lots or parcels of land
within tﬁe annexation area.
SECTION 3: The City will pro_ivide police profectio.n through the Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department, fire protectibn, street maintenance, and library services
immediately upon annexation. Garbage collection by the company franchised by the City
will also be provided immediately. The City sanitary sewer system will serve the proposed
annexation area. Any connection to or extension of this sewer line to serve thé annexation
area shall be at the expense of the landowners. Other services, such as participation in the
City’srecreational programs, special educationjclaéses and programs, public works planning,
building inspections, and other City services will also be available immediately. Utilities
such as gas, electricity, telephone, and water are provided by private utility companies and
other services to the area will not be affected b);' annexation. Street paving, curbs and gutters,
sidewalks and street lights which are not in pléce at the time of annexation will be installed
in the presently developed areas upon the request of the property owners and at their expense
by means of special assessment districts. Such improvements will be extended into the
undeveloped areas as development takes plz;ce and the need therefor arises, and will be
located according td the needs of the area at t;lllat time. Such installations will also be made
at the expense of the property owners, either “by means of special assessment districts or as

prerequisites to the approval of subdivision plats, building permits or other land use or

2-
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development applications. A

SECTION 4: The annexation of the described territory shall become
effective on the 30th day of April, 2004, and“on that date the City will have the funds
appropriated in sufficient amount to finance the extension into the described territory of
police protection, fire protection, street mainténance, street sweeping, and street lighting
maintenance.

SECTION 5: The described territory, fogether with the inhabitants and
property thereof, shall, from and after the 30th day of April, 2004, be. subject to all debts,
laws, ordinances and regulations in force in the City and shall be entitled to the samé
privileges and benefits as other parts of the City, and shall be subject to municipal taxes
levied by the City.

- SECTION 6: The City Engineer is hereby instructed to cause fo be prepared
an accurate map or plat of the described territory and to recbrd the map or plat, together with
a certified copy of this ordinance, in the ofﬁae of the County Recorder of Clark County,
Nevada, which recording shall be done prior to the 30th day of April, 2004.

SECTION 7: Thedescribed territory, which previously has been zoned R-E
(County of Clark classiﬁcation), is hereby classified as U (GC) (City of Las Vegas
classiﬁcation), which is deemed to be the City equivalent of the County classification.

SECTION 8: If any section, s%ubsection, subdivision, paragraph, séntence,
clause of phrase in this ordinance or any' part théreof, is for any reason held to be
unconstitutional, or invalid or ineffective by any court of competent jurisdiction, such
decision shall not affect the validity or effectiveness of the remaining portions of this
ordinance or any part thereof. The City Council of the City of Las Vegas hereby declares
that it would have passed each é,ection, subsec‘tion; subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause
or phrase therepf irrespective of the fact fhat any one or more sections, subsections,
subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared unconstitutional, invalid
or ineffective.

SECTION 9: All ordinances or parts of ordinances, sections, subsections,

3-
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phrases, sentences, clauses or paragraphs contained in the Municipal Code of the City of Las

Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this day of ,
2004. |
APPROVED:
By :
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk

APP?ED AS TO FORM:
/ 1f- . ’
il Beef 2 2-0y

Date '/
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The above and foregoing ordinance was first proposed and read by title to the Council on the

day of | ~ , 2004, and referred to the following committee
composed of and for recommendation;
thereafter the said committee reported favorably on said ordinance on the __ day of
, 2004, which was a | | meeting of said Council; that

at said meeting, the proposed ordinance was read By title to the City

Coﬁncil as first introduced and adopted by the following vote:

VOTING “AYE”:
VOTING “NAY”:
ABSENT:
'APPROVED:
By -
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST: |

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
NEW BILL:

Bill No. 2004-20 - Revises the zoning standards and procedures for converting public streets
into private streets in existing subdivisions. Sponsored by: Councilwoman Janet Moncrief

Fiscal Impact

No Impact Amount:

:I Budget Funds Available  Dept./Division:
:I Augmentation Required  Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

A special use permit currently is required in order to create private streets within a subdivision,
including to allow the conversion of public streets to private streets within an existing
subdivision. It has been proposed to allow this type of conversion as a conditional use rather
than by means of special use permit if certain minimum conditions are met. This bill will
accomplish that objective.

RECOMMENDATION:
This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for review, hearing and
recommendation to the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-20

MOTION:

None required.

NOTE: MAYOR GOODMAN disclosed that he would have to abstain on this Bill as the
property is located near his residence and could affect his property’s value.

MINUTES:
First Reading — Referred - COUNCILMEMBERS WEEKLY and MONCRIEF

4/5/2004 Recommending Committee
4/7/2004 Council Agenda
(1:10-1:11)
3-2230
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BILL NO. 2004-20
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE TO REVISE THE ZONING STANDARDS AND PROCEDURES FOR

CONVERTING PUBLIC STREETS INTO PRIVATE STREETS IN EXISTING SUBDIVISIONS,

AND TO PROVIDE FOR OTHER RELATED MATTERS.

Sponsored by: Councilwoman Janet Moncrief ~ Summary: Revises the zoning standards and
procedures for converting public streets into
private streets in existing subdivisions.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS DOES HEREBY ORDAIN

AS FOLLOWS: |

SECTION 1: Table 2 of the Lahd Use Tables adopted in Title 19, Chapter 4, Section

10, of the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, 1s hereby amended to

provide that private streets are a conditional use in all residential zoning districts. In order to reflect

the amendment, the row pertaining to the use “Private Streets,” as it appears in the “Utilities,

Communication & Transportation” element of the Land Use Tables, is amended to read as follows:

SECTION 2: Titie 19, Chapter 4, Section 40, Subsection (C), is hereby amended by

adding thereto a new subdivision entitled_“Pfivate Streets,” reading as follows:
PRIVATE STREETS [ALL RESIDENTIAI; DISTRICTS]
(1 Eligibility as Conditional Use. Private stréets are permitted pursuant to the following |
provisions only if: |

(a) = The sfreets are public streets within an existing subdivision that are proposed to be
converted to private streets; and -

(b)  All the lots witﬁin the subdivision conform to the minimum lot size requirements of
Title 19. |
(2)  Design and Construction Standards. Unless otherwise approved by the City Council or
otherwise provided by means of a specific regulation goveming private streets, every private street

shall conform to the same standards that govern the design and construction of public streets.

101
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(3)  Access Restﬁctioné. The entrances to all private streets must be marked with a sign stating
that it is a private street. Guard houses, access control gates and cross arms may be constructed. All
restricted access entrances shall be manned twenty four hours every day or provide an alternative
means of ensuring éccess to the subdivision by the City and other emergency and utility service
providers with appropriate identification. If the association fails to maintain reliable access as
required to provide City services, the City may enter the subdivision and remove any gate or device
which is a barrier to access at the sole expense of the association. The association documents shall
contain provisions in conformity with this paragraph which may not be amended without the written A
consent of the City. |
(4)  Access Restricted Entrance Design Standards. Any private street which has access control
gates or cross arms must be of é break-away deéign. A turn-around space must be located in front of
any restricted access entrance to allow vehicles“ denied access fo safely exit onto public streets. Any
guardhouse, or other entry feature designed as a drive-through, must have a minimum clearance of
fourteen feet in height above the road surface. .
(5) Streets Excluded. Streets shown on the Master Plan of Streets and Highways shall notbe used,
maintained, or constructed as private streets. Also, the Department may deny the creation of any other
private street if it is determined that the private street would have any of the following effects:

(a) Negatively affect traffic circulétion on public streets;

~(b)  Impair access to property either on-site or off site to the subdivision;

() Impair access to or from public facilities including schools, parks and libraries; or

(d) | Delay the response time of erxjergency vehicles.
(6) Property Owners’ Associations Required. Subdivisions developed with private streets must
have a mandatory property owners’ association which includes all property served by private streets.
The association shall own and be responsible for the maintenance of private streets and appurtenances. 1‘
The association documents must establish a reserve fund for the maintenance of streets and other:
improvements. Such documents are subject fo review and approval by the City to ensure that adequate
provision for maintenance has been made.

(7)  Prvate Street Lot. Private streets shall be constructed on property separately owned by a -

.
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property owners’ association. Private streets must include provision for appropriate easements to bé
granted to the City and to other utility providers allowiﬁg necessary use and access for utilities and
the maintenance thereof. The easement shall also provide the City and protective service providers
with the same right of access they would have if the streets were public streets.

(8)' Waiver of Services. The subdivision final map, property deeds and property owners
association documents shall note that certain Ciﬁy services shall not be provided on private streets.
Among the services which will not be provided afe: rouﬁne police patrols, enforcement of traffic and
parking ordinances, preparation of accident replorts and other services Which may not be reasonably
or properly available within a particular developlment. All private regulatory signs shall conform to
State of Nevada regulations.

%) Special Use Permit. In cases where a Special Use Permit is required to allow private streets
that do not conform to the provisions of Paragraphs (1) through (5) abdve, the provisions of
Paragraphs (1) through (8) above are minimum étandards that shall presumptively apply to a Special
Use Permit for this use. The prohibitions and requirements in Paragraphs (5) through (8) are not
waivable in connection with a Special Use Permit approval.

SECTION 3: Title 19, Chapter 4, Section 50, Subsection (B), is hereby amended by
deleting in its entirety the subdivision pertainihg to the use “Private Streets.” '

SECTION 4: Iﬁ Section 2 of this Ordinance, the brackets that follow the title of the
subdivision being added are not intended to indicate deleted matter, but instead are used as the means
of indicating the applicable districts. | _

| SECTIONS: ForpurposesofSection 2.100(3) ofthe City Charter, LVMC 19.04.010,
19.04.040, and 19.04.050 are deemed to be sgbchapters rather than sections.

SECTION 6: Ifany section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or
phrase in this ordinance.or any part thereof is for any reason held to be unconstitutional or invalid or
ineffective by any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity or |
effectiveness of fhe remaining portions of this ordinance or any part thereof. The City Council of the |
City of Las Vegas hereby declares that it would have passed each section, subsection, subdivision,

paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, |

3.
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subsections, subdivisions, Aparagraphs,' sentences, clauses or phrases be declared unconstitutional,
invalid or ineffective.

SECTION 7:  All ordinances or parts of ordinances or sections, subsections, phrases,
sentences, clauses or paragraphs contained in the:Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada,
1983 Edition, in conflict herewith are hereby rep,;ealed.

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this __ dayof ,2004.

' APPROVED:

By

OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Yilbed 330 7

Date
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The above and foregoing ordinance was first proposed and read by title to the City Council on the

___ day of . , 2004, and referred to the following committee composed of
and - for recommendation;

thereafter the said committee reported favorably on said ordinancé on the  day of
, 2004, which was a meeting of said Councii; that at said

meeting, the propos?ed ordinance was read by title to the City Council

as first introduced and adopted by the following vote:

VOTING “AYE”:
VOTING “NAY””:
ABSENT:
APPROVED:
By
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk

F\CMORGAN\CIVIL\agenda items\2004\3-17-04\Private Streets - 3.wpd '5 -
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
NEW BILL:

Bill No. 2004-21 — Updates the City’s emergency management provisions. Sponsored by:
Mayor Oscar B. Goodman

Fiscal Impact

No Impact Amount:

[ ] Budget Funds Available  Dept./Division:
[ | Augmentation Required  Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

This bill will update the provisions of LVMC Chapter 2.30, relating to emergency management,
in accordance with recommendations made by the City’s Management Committee for
Emergency Operations. The changes are minor in nature and are intended to simplify the
process of responding to emergencies and give the City greater flexibility during that process.

RECOMMENDATION:
This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for review, hearing and
recommendation to the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2004-21

MOTION:
None required.

MINUTES:
First Reading — Referred - COUNCILMEMBERS WEEKLY and MONCRIEF

4/5/2004 Recommending Committee

4/7/2004 Council Agenda

: (1:10-1:11)
3-2230

THE MORNING SESSION RECESSED AT 1:11 P.M.
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BILL NO. 2004-21
ORDINANCE NO.
AN ORDINANCE TO UPDATE THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER 2.30 RELATING TO
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT, AND TO PROVIDE FOR OTHER RELATED MATTERS.

Sponsored by: Mayor Oscar B. Goodman Summary Updates the City’s emergency
management provisions.

“THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS DOES HEREBY ORDAIN
AS FOLLOWS: _ | ,

SECTION 1: Title 2, Chapter 30, Section 30, of the Municipal Code of the City of
Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended to read as follows:
2.30.030: (A)  [A state of disaster emergency shall be deemed to exist whenever during any
disaster, public safety authorities are unable to maintain public order or afford adequate protection for
lives or property. | |

(B)] The Mayor, pursuant to the powers granted in Title III, Section 3.010 of the

» Charter for the City of Las Vegas, shall have the authority to declare a state of disaster emergency by

proclamation. Upon the absence or the unava11ab111ty of the Mayor, the Mayor Pro Tem shall have
the powers and authority granted to the Mayor in thrs Chapter, and upon the absence or unavailability
of the Mayor[,] and the Mayor Pro Tem, the powers [shall be] are delegated to any two of the
remaining members of the City Council. Upon the absence or unavarlability of two Council members,
the powers [shall be] are delegated to the Clty Manager [or,] and upon the absence or unavailability
of [two Council members] the City Manage r, the powers [shall be] are delegated to the [C1ty Manager
the] Director of F1re [Serv1ces ] and Rescue. ‘

[(C)] (B) The Mayor is authorized and empowered to [limit by] include in the

proclamation [the application of all or any part of the restrictions described in this Section] any

restrictions related to emergency management or for the protection and preservation of life and

property that are authorized by the City Charter or State law, and to limit any or all of those

restrictions to any area specifically designated or described within the corporate limits of the City [and

to] for specific hours of the day or night.
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[(D)] (C) The.Mayor shall proclaim the end of such state of disaster emergency or all or
any part of the restrictions imposed as soon as circumstances warrant or wheﬁ directed to do so by the
City Council. '

[(E)  During the existence of a proclaimed state of disaster emergency, the Mayor
may impose by proclamatlon any or all of the following restrictions:

(D) Prohibit or regulate the possession off one's own premises of explosives,
firearms, ammunition; or dangerous weapons of any kind, and prohibit the purchase, sale, transfer or
other disposition thereof;

| | (2)  Prohibit or regulaté the bﬁying or selling of intoxicating beverages of
any kind, and theixf consumption off one's own premises; ‘

3) Prohibit orregulate the sale of gasoline (except when directly introduced -
into a motor vehicle), kerosene, naphtha, or any other explosivé or ihﬂamméble fluids or sﬁbstances;

| (4)  Prohibit or regulate pedestrian or motor vehicle travel or presence upon

any public street, highway, alley, or roadway or upon any other public property, including the

_proclamation of a curfew.

4] Any proclamation may be extended, altered or repealed in any partlcular during
the continued or threatened existence of a state of emergency by the issuance of a subsequent
proclamation. '

(G (D) Upon the declaration of a state of disaster emergency, the City Manager shall

post a written notice of such declaration upon the special outside City Hall bulletin board, and shall

notify by fax, e-mail or telephone [not less] no fewer than two newspapers of general circulation
within the City, at least three television stations and at least three radio stations broadcasting in Clark

County. When practicable, the City Manager shall also cause the written notice to be published in its

entirety, at least four days each week in a newspaper of general circulation in the City until the state

of emérgency 1s declared to be terminated. ‘
[M](E) Any proclamation made pursuant to this Section must be ratified by the City
Council [as soon as possible, but in any case within forty-eight hours. The Council's consideration

of such proclamation shall be deemed to be an emergency for purposes of the Nevada Open Meeting

.
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Law.] at the next available regular or special meeting of the Ci}y‘ Council. Notwithstanding any

provision of this Section, no proclamation made‘ hereunder shall be deemed invalid or be deemed to
expire by the City Council's failure to convene or to take action concerning the proclamation. [In
considering any proclamation pursuant to this Subsection, the Council fnay take such action as is
described in Subsection (D) of this Section.] |

SECTION 2: Title 2, Chapter 30, Section 40, of the Municipal Code of the City of

‘Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended to read as follows:

2.30.040: (A)  [Aboardiscreatedtobe known as the] The Office of Emergency Operations].]

is hereby created.

(B) The City Manager shall [be the head of the Office of Emergency Operations
to be known as the Coordinator of Emergency Operation.s and must act as the Coordinator of
Emergency Operations during a disaster emergency. Atall other times, the City Manager may appoint
a substitute to act in the City Manager's stead, to be known as the Acting Coordinator of Emergency

Operations. Upon the absence or the unavailabiiity of the City Manager, the Senior Deputy City

} Manager shall be the Coordinator of Emergency Operations.] have overall responsibility for the Office

of Emergency Operations. The City Manager may designate a Deputy City Manager to actin the City
Manager’s stead during the absence or unavailability of the City Manager. The City Manager may
also appoint an Emergency Management Officer to be responsible for the day-to-day operation of the

Office of Emergency Operations.
. SECTION 3: Title 2, Chapter 30,;‘ Section 50, of the Municipal Code of the City of |

Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is- hereby amended to read as foliows: '
2.30.050: As may be authorized by the City Manager, [The Coordinator ‘o'f ‘Emergency
Operations] the Emergency Management Officer {s authorized and directed to:

(A)  Prepare, [and] maintain and implement an emergency operations plan [and an
emergency resources management plan] for the City, in support of and in accordance with Federal,
State and County emergency plans and guidancé; |

(B)  Designate, [and] prepare and implement standard operéting procedures for an

Emergency Operation Center from which centralized direction and control of the emergency

3-
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operations may be exercised;

(C)  Establish an Emergency Operations‘ Organization, utilizing City, public and
private resources for this purpose; | |

(D)  Monitor and supervise the Emergency Operations Organization at drills, and
train and prepare the orgamzatlon to effect the purpose of this Chapter;

(E) | Represent the Emergency Operations Orgamzatlon of the City in all deahngs
with public or private agencies pertaining to emergency operations, except that the Sheriff of the Las
Vegas Metropolitan Police Department will proyide such representation in all matters dealing with |
riot, serious domestic violence, insurrection, or cther ciyil disobedience as provided by provision of
the Nevada Revised Statutes; and

F) Recomrnend to the City Council[,] mutual aid agreements with adjoining
jurisdictions determined essential to any part of emergency operaticns; B | |

(G)  Execute the emergency operations plan and coordinate the emergency

operations organization upon the proclamation of a disaster emergency by the Mayor, or successor

_as contained in Section 2.30.030(B)]. :

SECTION 4: Title 2, Chapter 30, Section 60, of the Mumclpal Code of the City of
Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended to read as follows:
2.30.060: (A) A Management Commrttee for ‘'Emergency Operations (hereinafter
“Committee”) is created. The Committee shall be composed of [one member] two members of the

City Council, the City Manager, the Sheriff of the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department. the

Chief Health Officer of the Clark County Health District, the Director of Fire and Rescue, and [not

less than five] no fewer than four additional persons who are appointed by the City Manager and |-
selected from the Directors and Deputy Directors of Departments of the City. .

(B)  The Director of Fire [Services] and Rescue will be the Chairman of the |:
Committee. |

© " The Committee shall, as a specific function,provide technical and policy

guidance to the Mayor, the City Council, the City Manager and the [Coordinator of Emergency

Operations.] Emergency Management Officer.
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(D)  The Committee [shall approve such emergehcy operations plans as prepared

by the Coordinator of Emergency Operations and recommend to the Mayor, the City Manager and

City Council the adoption of the plans.] is authorized to review, approve and update the emergency
operations plan as prepared and recommended by the Emergency Management Officer. Any' changes

to the emergency operations plan shall be reportéd to the City Council on an annual basis.
| - (E)  The members of the Committee shall be the primary staff of the Emergency

Operations Organization and the Emergency Operations Center and shall execute the emergency
operations plan to accomplish the purpose of this Chapter. | -

SECTION'S: Title 2, Chapter 30, Section 80, of the Municipal Code of the City of
Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended to read as follows: 4 .
2.30.080: For the purposes of this Chapter, the Mayor, the Management Committee for
Emergency Operations, and the [Coordinator of Emergency Operations] Elﬁergency Management
Officer shall utilize the services, equipment, supplies and facilities of existing departments, officers
and agencies of the City to the maximum extent practicable, and the officers and personnel ofall such
departments are directed to cooperate and extend such services and facilities upon request.

SECTION 6: Ifany section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentenée, clause or
phrase in this ordinance or any pai't théreof is for any reason held to be unconstitutional or invalid or
ineffective by any court of cofnpetent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity or
effectiveness of the remaining portidns of fhis ordinance or any part thereof. The Cfty Council of the
City of Las Vegas hereby declares that it wbuld have passed each section, subsection, subdivision,
paragraph, sentence, clause or phrasé thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections,
subsections, subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, claﬁses or phrases be declared unconstitutionaI,
invalid or ineffective.

SECTION 7: All ordinances or parts of ordinances or sections, subsections, phrases,
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sentences, clauses or paragraphs contained in the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada,

1983 Edition, in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.

—,2004.

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this day of
- APPROVED:

By

' ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk
APPROVED AS TO FORM: -

%/ Howf 2 -9-01

Date

OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
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-The above and foregbing ordinance was first proposed and read by title to the City Council on the

day of. , , 2004, and referred to the folloWing committee composed of

and -~ for recommendation;

thereafter the said committee reported favorably on said ordinancé on the  day of
, 2004, which was a ' meeting of said Council; that at said

meeting, the proposed ordinance was read by title to the City Council |

as first introduced and adopted by the following vote:

VOTING “AYE”:
VOTING “NAY”*:
ABSENT:
APPROVED:
By '
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk

FACMORGAN\CIVIL\ORD. VAL\ords.done\2004\Emergency Ops Update Ordinance.wpd '7'
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY CLERK
DIRECTOR: BARBARA JO (RONI) RONEMUS [ | CONSENT [ | DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

Any items from the afternoon session that the Council, staff and/or the applicant wish to be
stricken or held in abeyance to a future meeting may be brought forward and acted upon at this
time

MOTION:

REESE — Motion to Accept the WITHDRAWAL Without Prejudice of Item 114 [SDR-
3386] and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 122 [VAR-3288] and Item 126 [SUP-3394] to
4/21/2004 and Item 131 [SUP-3653] and Item 132 [SDR-3651] to 5/19/2004 —- UNANIMOUS
with GOODMAN abstaining on Item 114 [SDR-3386] because there is still money owed to
him on property he sold across the street at Casino Center and Bonneville and Item 126
[SUP-3394] because his office is in negotiations regarding billboard signs

MINUTES:
There was no discussion.
(2:07 - 2:10)
4-1
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES
DIRECTOR: ORLANDO SANCHEZ [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
Public hearing to consider the report of expenses to recover costs for abatement of nuisance/litter

located at 104 Sacramento Drive. PROPERTY OWNER: FIRST HORIZON HOME LOAN
CORP., C/O FORECLOSURE DEPT. #6205 — Ward 3 (Reese)

Fiscal Impact

|:| No Impact Amount: §1,121.25

Budget Funds Available Dept./Division: Neighborhood Services/Response
|:| Augmentation Required Funding Source: General Fund

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

The condition of the property was a public hazard and an attractive nuisance. The Department of
Neighborhood Services declared the property in violation and started legal notification. When
no corrective action was taken nor an appeal filed, Weaver Construction was hired to abate the
problem by removing all refuse, waste, litter, trash, debris, shopping carts, miscellaneous items,
tumbleweeds, and overgrown vegetation; and by posting “No Trespassing” signs on the property.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Council: 1. Approve the report of expenses in the amount of $1,121.25 in order
that the above charges be filed and recorded against the property, constituting a special
assessment and lien. 2. Authorize that the Notice and Lien of Assessment be duly recorded with
the County Treas.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Agenda Memo

2. Location Map

3. Report of Expenses

4. Contractor Disclosure

5. Notice of Public Hearing

6. Chronological List of Events

7. Copy of the Notice and Claim of Lien
8. Video shown but not submitted

MOTION:
REESE — APPROVED the action of Neighborhood Services - UNANIMOUS with WEEKLY
not voting
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF MARCH 17, 2004
Neighborhood Services Department
Item 104 — 104 Sacramento Drive

MINUTES:
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing open.

The property owner was not present.

DAVID SEMENZA, Neighborhood Services, presented a video of the subject property and
stated that the property had previously been boarded by the City. It is now in foreclosure and
being taken by the mortgage company. Trash and debris had accumulated and weeds had grown
very high in the yards. The Department of Neighborhood Services declared the property in
violation and started legal notification. When no corrective action was taken or appeal filed,
Weaver Construction was hired to abate the problem. The property was nicely cleaned. MR.
SEMENZA recommended the City Council approve the report of expenses in the amount of
$1,121.25 in order that the charges be filed and recorded against the property, constituting a
special assessment and lien and authorize that the Notice and Lien of Assessment be filed and
recorded with the County Treasurer’s Office.

‘MAYOR GOODMAN commented that this is a nice home and it is hoped that the City can
figure out a way to own it. Nice people could live in that home.

No one appeared in opposition.

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing closed.
(2:19-2:21)
4-357
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AGENDA MEMO

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: MARCH 17, 2004

DEPARTMENT: Neighborhood Services

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Public Hearing to con5|der the report of expenses to
recover costs for abatement of nmsance/llttgr located at 104 Sacramento Drive.
PROPERTY OWNER: FIRST HORIZON HOM‘E LOAN CORP., C/O FORECLOSURE
DEPT. #6205 — Ward 3 (Reese)

Weaver Construction completed work on February 13, 2004 at a cost of $975.00, plus a 15%
administration fee, for a total of $1,121.25.

Today's public hearing is to consider the Report of Expenses filed by the Department of
Neighborhood Services and to hear any objections thereto. Under the "Uniform Code for the
Abatement of "Dangerous Building/Boarded Bulldmg Nuisance", the City Council may make
revisions or adjustments to the Report of Expenses as deemed proper. If the Report of Expenses
1s confirmed and accepted by the Council, the Councﬂ can then declare the chargestobe a
personal obligation on the part of the property owner or may order the charges assessed against
the property by means of a Lien of Assessment. In this particular case, we recommend a Lien of
Assessment.

If the Lien is approved by the Council, certified copies of the recorded lien will be given to the
County Treasurer's Office and the amount of the assessment will be collected at the same time
and in the same manner as ordinary property taxes. All laws applicable to the collection and
enforcement of property taxes shall be applicable to such assessment, and the amount of the
assessment will be added to the next regular property tax bill levied against the parcel.
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City of Las Vegas
Memorandum Nelghborhoo»d Services Department

To:  Barbara Jo Ronemus, City Clerk :

From: David Semenza, Manager — Neighborhood Response Division
CC: File |

Date: March 1, 2004

Re:  Report of Expenses for the abatement of NU|sance/L|tter located at 104 Sacramento Drive -
Ward 3 (Reese)

After giving due process, notification, and an opportunlty for an appeal hearing as specified in the
Las Vegas Municipal Code for “Nuisance/Litter,” the [?epartment of Neighborhood Services caused
the above-referenced property to corrected by removing all refuse, waste, litter, trash, debris,
shopping carts, miscellaneous items, tumbleweeds, and overgrown vegetation; and by posting “No
~ Trespassing” signs on the property. Weaver Construction completed work on February 13, 2004
at a cost of $975.00, which was accepted by the Depsrtment of Neighborhood Services.

Contract Amount ... e . $ 97500
AMOUNTDUE  .......co.oo...... I 975.00
Administrative processing fee ................ 146.25

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE ............... oot $ 1,121.25

OWNER OF RECORD: FIRST HORlZON HOME LOAN CORP.
C/O FORECLOSURE DEPT. #6205

PROPERTY ABATED: 104 SA?CRAMENTO DRIVE
ASSESSOR’S PARCEL: 14031719 002

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:  MEADOW HOMES UNIT #3 2° AMD
 PLAT BOOK 9 PAGE 63
LOT 18 BLOCK 3
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WEAVER CONSTRUCTION
“GENERAL ENGINEERING"
2590 NORTH NELLIS BLvoD.

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89115

EXHIBIT A
DISCLOSURE OF PRINCIPALS
The principals and partners of { Weaver Construction and

all persons and entities holding more than a 1% interest in

Weaver Construction X or any principal of
Weaver Construction } are the following:
AEULL NAME BUSINESS ADDRESS BUSINESS PHON

1. Phil Weaver 2590 N. Nellis Bivd. LV, NV 644-1088

6.
Continue list until full and complete disclosure is made

I certify under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing list is
full and complete. -

Weaver Construction

Weaver, Office Mgr.

Sﬁbscribed and sworn to before me;
this A% day of , 1999,

sgm 7 ¢

DA
County of Clark
STEPHANIE D. DUNN
Appt. No. 91-2737-1
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/ Notaty Public
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MAYOR
OSCAR B. GOODMAN

CITY COUNCIL
GARY REESE
(MAYOR PRO-TEM)

LARRY BROWN

LYdETTE B. McDONALD
' ENCE WEEKLY
HAEL MACK
JANET MONCRIEF

CITY MANAGER
DOUGLAS A. SELBY

CITY OF LAS VEGAS
400 STEWART AVENUE
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

VOICE 702.229.6011
TTY 702.386.9108
www.Ci.las-vegas.nv.us
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
MARCH 17, 2004

Pursuant to Title 9, Chapter 12 of the Las Vegas Municipal Code NOTICE IS
HEREBY GIVEN THAT ON Wednesday, March 17, 2004 at the hour of 1:00
P.M., in the Council Chambers, City Hall Complex, 400 Stewart Avenue, Las
Vegas Nevada, the City Council will consider the following REPORT OF
EXPENSES submitted by the Director of Neighborhood Servnces incurred by the
City of Las Vegas for:

~ Abatement of the property py removing all refuse, waste
litter, trash, debris, shopping carts, miscellaneous items,

~tumbleweeds, and overgrown vegetation; and by posting “No
Trespassing” signs on 'property located at 104
SACRAMENTO DRIVE legally described as MEADOW.
HOMES UNIT #3 2"° AMD, PLAT BOOK 9 PAGE 63 LOT
18 BLOCK 3 Owner of record at time of abatement: FIRST
HORIZON HOME LOAN ‘CORP. clo FORECLOSURE
DEPT. #6205 — WARD 3 (REESE)

The Director of Neighborhood Services certifies'in the report
that the sum of $1,121.25 was expended ($975.00 to
Weaver Construction for cleaning the property; and $146.25
Administrative Processing Fee).
If upon hearing