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11.

12,

13,

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Document(s) declaring modifications thereof recorded February 7, 1995 in Book
950207 as Instrument No. 00582 of Official Records.

Document(s) declaring modifications thereof recorded July 21, 1995 in Book
950721 as Instrument No, 01094 of Official Records, v

Document(s) declaring modifications thereof recorded October 20, 1995 in Book
951020 as Instrument No. 00948 of Official Records.

Document(s) declaring modifications thereof recorded February 6, 1996 in Book
960206 as Instrument No. 00648 of Official Records.

Terms, Covenants, Conditions and Provisions in that certain instrument recorded
March 27, 1987 in Book 870327 of Official Records, as Instrument No. 00121.

An easement for pipelines and incidental purposes in the document recorded May
12, 1987 in Book 870512 as Instrument No, 00763 of Official Records as shown
on the Survey.

An easement for pipelines and incidental purposes in the document recorded May
12, 1987 in Book 870512 as Instrument No. 00764 of Official Records as shown
on the Survey.

An easement for pipelines and incidental purposes in the document recorded June
5, 1987 in Book 870605 as Instrument No. 00815 of Official Records as
described on the Survey.

An Easement and right-of-way for the construction, operation, maintenance,
repair, renewal, reconstruction, and removal of pipelines for conducting water
with the right of ingress and egress, as conveyed to Las Vegas Valley Water
District, a quasi-municipal corporation, by an instrument recorded June 22, 1987,
in Book 870622 as Instrument No. (4266 of Official Records, over a portion of
the land as shown on the Survey.

An Easement and right-of-way for the construction, operation, maintenance,
repair, renewal, reconstruction, and removal of pipelines for conducting water
with the right of ingress and egress, as conveyed to Las Vegas Valley Water
District, a quasi-municipal corporation, by an instrument recorded June 22, 1987,
in Book 870622 as Instrument No. 04267 of Official Records, over a portion of
the land as shown on the Survey.

An Easement and right-of-way for the construction, operation, maintenance,
repair, renewal, reconstruction, and removal of pipelines for conducting water
with the right of ingress and egress, as conveyed to Las Vegas Valley Water
District, a quasi-municipal corporation, by an instrument recorded June 22, 1987,
in Book 870622 as Instrument No. 04268 of Official Records, over a portion of
the land as shown on the Survey.

An Easement and right-of-way for the construction, operation, maintenance,
repair, renewal, reconstruction, and remaval of pipelines for conducting water
with the right of ingress and egress, as conveyed to Las Vegas Valley Water
District, a quasi-municipal corporation, by an instrument recorded June 22, 1987,
in Book 870622 as Instrument No. 04269 of Official Records, over a portion of
the land as shown on the Survey.
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20.

21.

22,

23,

24,

23,

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32,

33.

An easement for public utilities and incidental purposes in the document
recorded July 9, 1987 in Book 870709 as Instrument No. 00777 of Official
Records as shown on the Survey.

An easement for public utilities and incidental purposes in the document
recorded September 18, 1987 in Book 870918 as Instrument No. 01008 of
Official Records as shown on the Survey.

An easement for public utilities and incidental purposes in the document
recorded September 18, 1987 in Book 870918 as Instrument No. 01009 of
Official Records as shown on the Survey.

An easement for public utilities and incidental purposes in the document
recorded December 14, 1987 in Book 871214 as Insttument No. 00513 of
Official Records as shown on the Survey.

An easement for public utilities and incidental purposes in the document
recorded December 14, 1987 in Book 871214 as Instrument No. 00518.

An easement for public utilities and incidental purposes in the document
recorded April 7, 1988 in Book 880407 as Instrument No. 00189 of Official
Records as shown on the Survey.

Covenants, conditions, easements and restrictions in a Deed recorded November
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as Instrument No. 01314 of Official Records.

Covenants, conditions, easements and restrictions in a Deed recorded Novémbey
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as InstrumentvNo. 01315 of Official Records.

Covenants, conditions, easements and restrictions in a Deed recorded November
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as Instrument No, 01316 of Official Records.

Covenants, conditions, easements and restrictions in a Deed recorded November
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as Instrument No, 01317 of Official Records.

Covenants, conditions, easements and remictions in g Deed recorded November
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as Instrument No, 01318 of Official Records.

Covenants, conditions, easements and restrictions in a Deed recorded November
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as Instrument No. 01319 of Official Records.

Covenants, conditions, easements and restrictions in a Deed recorded November
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as Instrument No. 01320 of Official Records,

An easement for Lawn and Garden purposes and incidental purposes in the
document recorded Qctober 12, 1994 in Book 941012 as Instrument No.
00010 of Official Records-as shown on the Survey.

Terms, Covenants, Conditions and Provisions in that certain "Agreement”
executed by and between National Golf Operating Partnership, American Golf
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34.

Corporation, and James G. Wells recorded August 26, 1997 in Book 970826 of
Official Records, as Instrument No. 00497,

Matters listed on the Survey prepared by Dennis J. Hensen, Professional Land
Surveyor No. 5859 of Horizon Surveys LLC for MK Associates, dated May 30,
2014, under MKA Project No.: 6202-14-3364:036 (the "Survey").

Parcel B-1I:

35

- 36.

The terms and provisions contained in the document entitled "Access Easement
Agreement" recorded August 15,2011 in Book 20110815 as Instrument No,
00565 of Official Records. '

Document also recorded March 18, 2013 in Book 20130318 as Tnstrument No.
01166 of Official Records.

A document entitled "Lien Agricultural Use Assessment” recorded November 29,
2011 in Book 20111129 as Instrument No. 03801 of Official Records,

Document also recorded March 28, 2012 in Book 20120328 as Instrument No.
02909 of Official Records. , : )
Document also recorded December 13, 2012 in Book 20121231 as Instrument
No. 01775 of Official Records.

Document also recorded December 19, 2013 in Book 20131219 as Instrument
No, 01104 of Official Records, none now due or payable. .
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SITE: PAINTED DESERT GOLF CLUB, LAS VEGAS, NV

STATE OF NEVADA § ( "
DECLARATION OF VALUE .

1. Assessor Parcel Number(s)
a. 125-34-110-001
b._125-34-212-003

C. 125-33-616-001
" d. 125-33-616-001

2. Type of Property:

a} § Vacant Land b.l_J Single Fam. Res. FOR RECORDERS OPTIONAL USE ONLY

¢.] ] Condo/Twnhse d.f |J2-4Plex Book . Page:

e [ Apt. Bldg f] ] Comm'VInd1 Date of Recording:

g.]_| Agricultural h.§ | Mobile Home Notes:

X| Other golf course and related improvements
3.a. Total Value/Sales Price of Property $_1,958.914.00 i

b. Deed in Lien of Foreclosure Only (value of property ( ) ‘ <
¢. Transfer Tax Value: $ 4,958,914.00
d. Real Property Transfer Tax Due : $ 9,900.90

4, )f Exemption Claimed:
a, Transfer Tax Exemption per NRS 375.090, Section_ NA

b. Explain Reason for Exemption:

5. Partial Interest: Percentage being transferred: ~na %

The undersigned declares and acknowledges, under penalty of perjury, pursuant to NRS 375.060

and NRS 375.110, that the information provided is correct to the best of their information and belief,

and can be supported by documentation if called upon to substantiate the information provided herein.
Furthermore, the parties agree that disallowance of any claimed exemption, or other determination of
additional tax due, may result in a penalty of 10% of the tax due plus interest at 1% per month, Pursuant
to NRS 375.030, the Buyer and Seller shall be jointly and severally. liable for any additional amount owed.

Signature __ SEE EXHIBIT 'A' ATTACHED HERETO Capacity: _ See aimebadS (

Signature SEE EXHIBIT "A’ ATTACHEDR HERETOQ Capacity:

ELLER (GRANTOR INFORMAT!ON BUYE TEE) INFORMATION
(REQUIR : QUIRED)
i Name s T SOLE 4 T L heome i ame: S PAATEE DRSS ARCI
Address: 450 So. Orange Avenue Address: 1348 Avenue of the Americas, 46th Floor
City:  orlando City: New Yotk _Attention: Constantine M. Dakolias
State:  FL Zip: 32801 State: New York Zip: 10105

COMPANY/PERSON REQUESTING RECORDING (Re ot seller or buvyer
Print Name: 4rsT  Pomef) o "V ik Escrow # { o [ 4% B84m0 )
Address: 250w Piéeo Vegle Pt 4 (32 '

City: \WACadthtan State: N \/ zip: XD %4

AS A PUBLIC RECORD THIS FORM MAY BE RECORDED/MICROFILMED ‘ D
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SELLER’S SIGNATURE PAGE
TO
STATE OF NEVADA - DECLARATION OF VALUE

[PAINTED DESERT GOLF CLUB, LAS VEGAS, NV]

CLP WEST GOLF, LLC, a Delaware limited
liability company (fk/a CNL INCOME EAGL
WEST GOLF, LLC)

Name: Traceyﬁ‘Bracco
Title: Vice President

0914625\161524\1608550v!
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0914625\161524\1608550v!

BUYER’S SIGNATURE PAGE
TO
STATE OF NEVADA - DECLARATION OF VALUE

[PAINTED DESERT GOLF CLUB, LAS VEGAS, NV]

CF PAINTED DESERT ARCIS LLC,
A Delaware limited liability company

By: Bu}o:\_ﬁ- \’\

Name: ,
Title:

Authorized Signatory

AN
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PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT RIDER

THIS PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT RIDER is made this day of ,
, and is incorporated into and shall be deemed to amend and supplement the Mortgage, Deed of Trust, or Security Deed (the
“Security Instrument”) of the same date, given by the undersigned (the “Borrower”) to secure Borrower’s Note to
(the “Lender”) of the same

date and covering the Property desctibed in the Security Instrument and located at:

[Property Address]
The Property includes, but is not limited to, a parcel of land improved with a dwelling, together with other such parcels and certain
common areas and facilities, as described in

(the

“Declaration”). The Property is a part of a planned unit development known as

[Name of Planned Unit Development]
(the “PUD”). The Property also includes Borrower’s interest in the homeowners association or equivalent entity owning or managing the
common areas and facilities of the PUD (the “Owners Association”) and the uses, benefits and proceeds of Borrower’s interest.
PUD COVENANTS. In addition to the covenants and agreements made in the Security Instrument, Borrower and Lender
further covenant and agree as follows:

A.  PUD Obligations. Borrower shall perform all of Botrower’s obligations under the PUD’s Constituent
Documents. The “Constituent Documents” are the: (i) Declaration; (ji) articles of incorporation, trust instrument or any
equivalent document which creates the Owners Association; and (iii) any by-laws or other rules or regulations of the
Owners Association. Borrower shall promptly pay, when due, all dues and assessments imposed pursuant to the
Constituent Documnents.

B.  Property Insurance. So long as the Owners Association maintains, with a generally accepted insurance
carrier, a “master” or “blanket” policy insuring the Property which is satisfactory to Lender and which provides insurance
coverage in the amounts (including deductible levels), for the periods, and against loss by fire, hazards included within the
term “extended coverage,” and any other hazards, including, but not limited to, earthquakes and floods, for which Lender
requires insurance, then: (i) Lender waives the provision in Section 3 for the Periodic Payment to Lender of the yearly
premium installments for property insurance on the Property; and (ii) Borrower’s obligation under Section 5 to maintain
property insurance coverage on the Property is deemed satisfied to the extent that the required coverage is provided by the
Owners Association policy.

What Lender requires as a condition of this waiver can change during the term of the loan.

Borrower shall give Lender prompt notice of any lapse in required property insurance coverage provided by the
master or blanket policy.

In the event of a distribution of property insurance proceeds in lieu of restoration or repair following a loss to the
Propeity, or to common areas and facilities of the PUD, any proceeds payable to Borrower are hereby assigned and shall be
paid to Lender. Lender shall apply the proceeds to the sums secured by the Security Instrument, whether or not then due,
with the excess, if any, paid to Borrower.

C.  Public Liability Insurance. Borrower shall take such actions as may be reasonable to insure that the
Owners Association maintains a public Hability insurance policy acceptable in form, amount, and extent of coverage to
Lender,

D.  Condemnation. The proceeds of any award or claim for damages, direct or consequential, payable to
Borrower in connection with any condemnation or other taking of all or any part of the Property or the common areas and
facilities of the PUD, or for any conveyance in lieu of condemnation, are hereby assigned and shall be paid to Lender.
Such proceeds shall be applied by Lender to the sums secured by the Security Instrument as provided in Section 11.

E. Lender’s Prior Consent. Borrower shall not, except after notice to Lender and with Lender’s prior written
consent, either partition or subdivide the Property or consent to: (i) the abandonment or termination of the PUD, except for
abandonment or termination required by law in the case of substantial destruction by fire or other casualty or in the case of a
taking by condemnation or eminent domain; (ii) any amendment to any provision of the “Constituent Documenis” if the
provision is for the express benefit of Lender; (iii) termination of professional management and assumption of self-
management of the Owners Association; or (iv) any action which would have the effect of rendering the public liability
insurance coverage maintained by the Owners Association unacceptable to Lender.

F. Remedies. If Borrower does not pay PUD dues and assessments when due, then Lender may. pay them.
Any amounts disbursed by Lender under this paragraph F shall become additional debt of Borrower secured by the
Security Instrument. Unless Borrower and Lender agree to other terms of payment, these amounts shall bear interest from
the date of disbursement at the Note rate and shall be payable, with interest, upon notice from Lender to Borrower
requesting payment.

MULTISTATE PUD RIDER--Single Family--Fannie Mae/Ireddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT Form 3150 1/01 (page 1 of 2 pages)
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BY SIGNING BELOW, Borrower accepts and agrees to the terms and covenants contained in this PUD Rider.

(Seal)
- Borrower

(Seal)
- Borrower

MULTISTATE PUD RIDER--Single Family--Fannie Mae/Freddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT Form 3150 1/01 (page 2 of 2 pages)
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

New Search ‘ Recorder ! Treasurer

Assessor

! Clark County Home

{ Parcel ID |[138-17-310-002
e

[TaxY:ar 2018 _‘J[Distrlctmm“” 200 |[Rate i (32782 ]
= e

2749 ECHO MESA D LAS VEGAS

l

| ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION: PARCEL MAP FILE 117 PAGE 36 LOT 1 GEOID: PT N2 SW4 SEC 17 2060 |

Role l Name

] Property Characteristics ! Property Values ! Property Documents ]
Tax Cap . | Land | 130537 [1990031200279 | 3/12/1990
| Taxable Increase Pct. ' | Improvements { 1078290
AT;);S;" Limit | 30609.54 | Total Assessed Value | 1208827
| NetAssessed Value | 1208827
Tax Cap 9018.23 -
Reduction : Exemption Value New 0
347 Goif Construction ‘
Land Use Course. Semi- New Construction - 0
Private Supp Value
Cap Type | OTHER
Acreage ] 80.1700
DEFERRED
Agriculture GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
Exemption
Amount 0.00
I Address | Since | To ]

; SUN CITY SUMMERLIN
| Owner | COMMUNITY

%DEL WEBB COMMUNITIES INC 9107 DEL WEBB BLVD , LAS
VEGAS, NV 89134-8567 UNITED STATES

aummary

Itgn: '''''' ] Amount
| Taxes as Assessed | $39,627.77
| Less Cap Reduction | $9,018.23
| Nt Taxes | $30,609.54

Amount Due Today

4/15/2010 | Current

THERE IS NO PAST OR CURRENT AMOUNT DUE as of 1/8/2018 [ $0.00
NEXT INSTALLMENT AMOUNTS

Tax Year ] Charge Category Installment Amount Due I
| 2018 | Property Tax Principal $7,652.39
NEXT INSTALLMENT DUE AMOUNT due on 3/5/2018 $7,652.39
TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE FOR ENTIRE TAX YEAR

Tax Year f Charge Category Remaining Balance Due §
2018 Property Tax Principal $7,652.39
2018 Las Vegas Artesian Basin $0.00
TAX YEAR TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE as of 1/8/2018 $7.652.39

PAYMENT HISTORY

'_ast Payment Amount

Last Payment Date

$7,652.39

Fiscal Tax Year Payments

12/28/2017

Prior Calendar Year Payments

$22,958.95

Current Calendar Year Payments

$30,417.42

$0.00
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

New Search ' Recorder ] Treasurer l Assessor ! Clark County Home I
— T— i T g ’
Parcel ID 138-17-310-002 |[TaxYear  |[2018 |[District  |[200 __ |[Rate  |[32782 |

il R A
| Situs Address: _ |[2749 ECHOMESADRLASVEGAS ]
{ Legal Description: || ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION: PARCEL MAP FILE 117 PAGE 36 LOT 1 GEOID: PT N2 SW4 SEC 172060 |

Status: ] Property Characteristics I Property Values I Property Documents !
Tax Cap 26 | Land 130537 | 1990031200279 | 3/12/1990
| Taxable Increase Pat. - | ™ [ Improvements 1078290 '
Tax Cap Limit
Amount 30609.54 ! Total Assessed Value ! 1208827
| Net Assessed Value | 1208827
Tax Cap 9018.23 -
Reduction . Exempthn Value New 0
EWTACRT Construction ‘
Land Use Course. Semi- New Construction - 0
Private Supp Value
Cap Type | OTHER
iAcreage | 80.1700
DEFERRED
Agriculture GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
Exemption
Amount 0.00
Role i Name l Address { Since I To !

SUN CITY SUMMERLIN
COMMUNITY

%DEL WEBB COMMUNITIES INC 9107 DEL WEBB BLVD , LAS

|
| Owner
!

VEGAS, NV 89134-8567 UNITED STATES

| Amount
| Taxes as Assessed | $39,627.77
| Less Cap Reduction | $9,018.23
| Net Taxes | $30,609.54

’4/15/2010 ] Current

"™AST AND CURRENT CHARGES DUE TODAY

Charge Category

Amount Due Today

THERwEmlmS NO PA§T OR CURRFNT AMOUNT DUE,E.S of 1/8/2018 $0.00
NEXT INSTALLMENT AMOUNTS
Tax Year | Charge Category Installment Amount Due !
2018 | Property Tax Principal $7,652.39
NEXT INSTALLMENT DUE AMOUNT due on 3/5/2018 j $7.652.39
TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE FOR ENTIRE TAX YEAR
Tax Year ] Charge Category Remaining Balance Due i
2018 Property Tax Principal $7,652.39
2018 Las Vegas Artesian Basin $0.00
TAX YEAR TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE as of 1/8/2018 i $7,652.39

$7,652.39
Last Payment Date 12/28/2017
Fiscal Tax Year Payments $22,958.95
Prior Calendar Year Payments $30,417.42
Current Calendar Year Payments $0.00
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

New Search | Recorder i Treasurer

Assessor

Clark County Home f

‘Parcel ID [ 137

,,,,, [ TaxYear |

]

[ District || 200

|LRate __||3.

{

w R SRR S e
Address: 2102 THOMAS W RYAN BLVD LAS VEGAS

2GEOID: PT S2 NE4 SEC 23 20 59

Legal Description: {| ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION: SUN CITY LAS VEGAS VILLAGE 10- UNIT #45 PLAT BOOK 64 PAGE 88 LOT

§

Status: f Property Characteristics i Property Values I Property Documents i
| Active Tax Cap 25 - | Land [ 90300 |96050700435 1 5/7/1996
[Taxable Increase Pct. ‘ | Improvements | 424171
g:é S;:tp Limit {44304 59 { Total Assessed Value | 514471
i Net Assessed Value I 514471
Tax Cap 2470.80 '
Reduction . l Exemption Value New 0
54T Golf jConstruction U ~
Land Use Course. Semi- g New Construction - 0
Private 1Supp Value
| Cap Type | OTHER
{ Acreage 1 70.0900
. DEFERRED
Agriculture GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
Exemption  §nee
Amount 0.00
: Role | Name ; Address | since | To ;
1 ['SUN CITY SUMMERLIN 9107 DEL WEBB BLVD , LAS VEGAS, NV 89134-8567 UNITED l {
Owner ‘COMMUN[TY §STATES 7/1/2002 } Current
Summar -
Iltem E Amount
|| Taxes as Assessed ! $16,865.39
i Less Cap Reduction [ $2,470.80
: Net Taxes ! $14,394 59
D\ﬁT ]

Amount Due Today [

PAYMENT HISTORY

Last Payment Amount

$3,598.65

Last Payment Date

21282017

Fiscal Tax Year Payments

$10,797.74

Prior Calendar Year Payments

$14,305.19

Current Calendar Year Payments

$0.00

THERE IS NO PAST OR CURRENT AMOUNT DUE as of 1/9/2018 § ©$0.00
NEXT INSTALLMENT AMOUNTS %
Tax Year ! Charge Category Installment Amount Due i
' 2018 { Property Tax Principal $3,598.65
NEXT INSTALLMENT DUE AMOUNT due on 3/5/2018 $3.508.65 ]
TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE FOR ENTIRE TAX YEAR
| Tax Year ¢ Charge Category Remaining Balance Due i
2018 { Property Tax Principal | $3,598.65
2018 I'Las Vegas Artesian Basin ’ i $0.00
TAX YEAR TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE as of 1/9/2018 i "'$3,508.65
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¥ 0
28820? 1
- 00006

The undensigned Scller (Grantor)Buycr {Grantee), declore(s) and acknowledyes, under penalty of perjury, pursuant to NRS
375.060 und NRS 375,110, that the informution provided is correct 1o the best of their information and belief, and can be
supported by documentation if called uport to subgtamtiste the information provided herein. Furthermore, partics agree that
disaflowance of any claimed exemption, or other determination of additional tax due, may result in a penalty of 10% of the

tax due plus interest at 1% per month, Pursusnt to NRS 375.030, the Buyer and Seller shall be Jo f r\Jnny 6nd se(v)trg‘{y
Hable for any admtlonnl amount ow

Execuﬁve VP and Treasurer
Signatire: D T Capacity: ERVINE-O
5Igna|ur¢"’7"®r '?&\ Capacity: Executive VP and Treasurer
Slgnature: Capaclty:
SELLER (GRANTOR) INFORMATION BUYER (GRANTEE) INFORMATION
{Required) {(Required)

Print Name: Howard Hughes Propertics, inc. Print Name:

Address; 1000 W. Charlesion Blvd. Ste. 200 Address: G %‘ﬂy'ar{i
City: Las Vegas City: &
State:NV Zip:§9135 Stute: __ Zip: %= Fol o]

Summerlin Corporation
10000 W. Charleston Blvd. Ste. 200
Las Vegas, NV 89135

Company Requesting; Recording (required if not Seller or Buyer)
Co. Name: Nevada Title Company Escrow No: 01-10-2662-iKH
Address: 3320 West Sshara Avenue Ste, 200
Las Vegas, NV 82102

(AS A PUBLIC RECORD TI11S FORM MAY BE RECORDED/MICROFILMED)

GALEGALWINTPODVALBHP.WID

O
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This Dasd is being recorded to clarify the Ingal description and supersedas the Grant Bargain Saie Deod
recorded on May 9, 2002 in Book 20020509 as Instrument No, 00347 of Officlal Records. ( 9

APN(s): 138-20-443-014 138.20-840-001
138.-29-311-008 138-29-310-001
138.29-210-036

Mall Tax Statemsnts to:

Tournament Players Club at Summerlin, inc.
112 PGA Tour Boulsvard

Ponte Yedra Beach, Florida 32082

Escrow No. 01-10-2682 JKH

CORRECTION DEED

This Correction and Ciarification Conveyance ("Correction Deed") is given from
SUMMERLIN CORPORATION, a Delaware corporation {"Summeriin") and HOWARD HUGHES
PROPERTIES, LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, a Delaware limited partnership ("HHP") in favor of
TOURNAMENT PLAYERS CLUB AT SUMMERLIN, INC.,, a Nevada corporation {the “Grantee”) to
comrectly describe the property thal was intended to be conveyed in that certain Grant, Bargain, Sale
Deed executed May 6, 2002 and recorded May 9, 2002 in Book 20020508 as Instrument No. 00347
of Official Records in the Office of the County Recorder of Clark County, Nevada. Summerlin and
HHP are collectively referred to herein as the "Grantor,” The real property intended to be conveyed
and hereby conveyed is described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto {the “Property’), together with all
improvements thereon and together with all tenements, hereditaments and appurlenances of
Grantor belonging or in anyway periaining to the Property.

Subject to the permitted encumbrances as described on Exhibit "B" altached hereto (the
“Permitted Encumbrances”).

To have and to hold the Propertyin fee simple forever.

Except as set forth in the Permitied Encumbrances, Grantor does herebyfully warrant the
title to the Property and will defend the same against the lawful claims of all persons claiming by,
through or under Grantor.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, Grantor has caused its name to be affixed hereto and this
Instrument to be executed by its general partner thereunto duly authorizad,

O LEGALWRIFC DOCS T ORRECTD GRSVIS WPD 1
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2009071
00066

SUMMERLIN CORPORATION, a Delaware
corporation

7
KEVIN T. ORROCK
Txecuiive VP and ITeRsurer

Name;

Title:

HOWARD HUGHES PROPERTIES,
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, a Delaware
limited parinership

By its sole general partner: THE HOWARD
HUGHES CORPORATION, a Delaware

corporatfon
e
By: ?Q;:\../ '

Namme: KEVINT.ORROCK
Execative VP il Treasurer
Title: -

STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss.

COUNTY OF CLARK )

This instrument was acknowledged before me on Jbl\l H . 2002 by
Kevin T. Oevock. as ENPand Treasire ' of SUMMERLIN

CORPORATION. ~ SANDRA L. sifﬁnw
At ¢ ublic $tafe o
“4 ';g N o 93-3206-1 . 4 f -é&%

My oppt. exs. Jon, T2WT ¢ N B ihlic Sl L. Chiavn

STATE OF NEVADA )

) ss.
COUNTY OF CLARK )
This instryment was acknowledged before me on J’i:fv‘ . 2002, by
Kewin 1o Cerock as _Eyvp b Tatsauren.  of THE HOWARD
HUGHES CORPORATION.

vt aad
"‘ﬁ SANDRA L. SCHRAM
Notoey Public Stota of Hevado
3 No. 93-3284rt—
A My apot exp. Jan, 2,2005

-

Notary Public

(G LEGALWRTPCDOCSCONRECTD GBSVIS ‘WD 2
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2002071
00066
EXHIBIT A"
TO GORRECTION DEER

[SEE NEXT 5 PAGES ATTACHED]

G \LEGALAWPT PCDOCS CORRECTINGHSY IS WHD
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DEGAL=DESCRIPTTON:
NVILERCE L GOLE s COURS By

PARCEL I

BEING LOT 1 OF BLOCK A OF "SUMMERLIM VILLAGE 1 SOUTH - UNIT NO.
6" ON FILE IN BOOK 54, PAGE 44 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S OFFICE. CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, LYING WITHIN SECTIONS
19, 20, 29 AND 30, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, CITY OF LAS
VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA.

CONTAINING 189.09 ACRES

TOGETEER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 21 OF BLOCK A OF "TOURNAMENT
HILLS -~ UNIT 2" ON FILE IN BOOK 52, PAGE 37 OF PLATS AS SHOWN BY
BOUNPARY LINE ADJUSTMENT SURVEY IN FILE 63, PAGE 34 OF SURVEYS
IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE MOST NCORTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 21;

THENCE ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF THE AFOREMENTIONED LOT 1
(BOOK 54, PAGE 44 OF PLATS), SOUTH 78°35'16" WEST, 24.46 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY LINE OF LOT 1,
SCUTH 04°41'08 WEST, 16.00 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 30°31'46" WEST, 48.00 FEET:

THENCE SOUTH 54°23'23" WEST, 56.86 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH
THE EASTERLY LINE OF THE AFOREMENTIONED LOT 1 (BOOK 54, PAGE 44
OF PLATS);

THENCE ALONG THE EASTERLY AND SOUTHERLY LINE OF THE
AFOREMENTIONED LOT 1 (BOOK 54, PAGE 44 OF PLATS) THE FOLLOWING
TWO (2) COURSES:

1) NORTH 30°31'46" EAST, 100.00 FEET:

2) THENCE NORTH‘7BC35'16" EAST, 21.54 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 1,887 SQUARE FEET.

ALSO TOGRETHER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 12 OF BLOCK A AS SHOWN BY
MAP THEREOF ON FILE IN BOOK 54, PAGE 51 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK
COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA AS SHOWN BY
AMENDED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT SURVEY IN FILE 65, PAGE 40 OF
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S,

SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER®'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY,
NEVADA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF LOT 13 OF SAID BLOCK
A;

THENCE ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF THE AFOREMENTIONED LOT 1
(BOOK 54, PAGE 44 OF PLATS) THE FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES:

1) NORTH 48°57'38" EAST, 145.00 FEET;
2) THENCE NORTH 88°06'06" EAST, 35.32 FEET;

THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY LINE OF LOT 1,
SOUTH 48°27'38" WEST, 135.46 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 60°04'53" WEST, 39.77 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH
THE EASTERLY LINE OF LOT 13 OF SAID BLOCK A (BOOK 50, PAGE 34 OF
PLATS) ;

THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE OF LOT 13,'NORTH 32°51'32" WEST,
14.69 FEET TO THE POIRT OF EEGINNING.

CONTAINING 3,451 SQUARE FEET.

ALSO TOGETHER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 1 OF BLOCK D AS SHOWN BY
MAP THEREOF ON FILE IN BOOK 65, PAGE 98 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK
COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, AS SHOWN BY
AMENDED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT SURVEY IN FILE 114, PAGE 20 OF
SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY,
NEVADA DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1;
THENCE SOUTH 17°21'47" EAST, 60.27 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 00°43'09" WEST, 102.46 FEET; THENCE
SOUTH 30°25'23" WEST, 32.98 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE

EASTERLY LINE OF THE AFOREMENTIONED LOT 1 (BOOK 54, PAGE 44 OF
PLATS) ;

THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE OF LOT 1 (BOOK 54, PAGE 44 OF
PLATS, NORTH 00°00'00" EAST, 188.41 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

CONTAINS 2,532 SQUARE FEET.

TOTAL ADDITIONAL AREA = 7,850 SQUARE FEET (0.18 AC)
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EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION OF LOT 1 OF BLGCK A OF
"SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 1 SOUTH - UNIT NO. 6" ON FILE IN BOOX 54,
PAGE 44 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK
COUNTY, NEVADA AS SHOWN BY AMENDED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT
SURVEY IN FILE 79, PAGE 90 OF SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S CFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE MOST NORTHWESTERLY CORNER OF LOT 8 OF 3LOCK A
OF "AMENDED PLAT OF A PORTION OF COUNTRY CLUB HILLS 2 IN THE
HILLS AT SUMMERLIN -~ UNIT 1" ON FILE IN BOOK &6, PAGE L0 OF
PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY,
NEVADA;

THENCE NORTH 56°22'38" EAST, 70.83 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH
THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 8; '

THENCE ALONG SAID NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 8 THE FOLLOWING TWO (2)
COURSES:

1) SOUTH 49°39'17" WEST, 47.52 FERT;

2) THENCE SOUTH 69°37'06" WEST, 24.28 FEET TO THE POINY OF
BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 197 SQUARE FEET.

FURTHER EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION OF LOT 1 OF BLOCK A OF
"SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 1 SOUTH ~ UNIT NO. 6" ON FILE IN BOOX 54,
PAGE 44 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK
COUNTY, NEVADA AS SHOWN BY AMENDED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT
SURVEY IN FILE 88, PAGE 81 OF SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, DESCRIBED A3 FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 33 OF "AMENDED PLAT OF
TOURNAMENT HILLS ~ UNIT 1™ ON FILE IN BOOK 54, PAGE 51 OF PLATS
IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA:

THENCE ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 33 THE FOLLOWING TWO
(2) COURBES:

1) SQUTH 64°50'00" EAST 112.00 FEET;

2) THENCE CURVING TO THE LEFT ALONG THE ARC OF A 150.00 FOOT
RADIUS CURVE, CONCAVE NORTHERLY, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLIZ OF
54°54'26", AN ARC LENGTH OF 169.93 FEET TO A POINT TO WHICH A
RADIAL LINE BEARS SOUTH 28944'26" EAST;

THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY LINE OF LOT 33,
SOUTH 54°18'10" WEST, 68.00 FEET;
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THENCE FROM A TANGENT BEARING SOUTH 71°02'01" WEST, CURVING TO
THE RIGHT ALONG THE ARC OF A 109.54 FOOT RADIUS CURVE, CONCAVE
NORTHERLY, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 64°30'20", AN ARC LENGTH
OF 123.33 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 44°27'39" WEST, 119.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 4,655 SQUARRE FEET.

FURTHER EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION OF LOT 1 OF BLCCK A OF
"SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 1 SOUTH - UNIT NO. 6" ON FILE IN BGOK 54,
PAGE 44 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK
COUNTY, NEVADA AS SHOWN BY AMENDED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT
SURVEY IN FILE 102, PAGE 90 OF SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK CQUNTY, NEVADA, DESCRIBED AS FCLLOWS:

BEGINNIKG AT THE SOUTHERLY CORNER OF LOT 32 OF BLOCK A CF
"COUNTRY CLUB HILLS 2 IN THE HILLS AT SUMMERLIN ~ UNIT 2" OW
FILE IN BQOK 64, PAGE 77 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S
OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, WNEVADA;

THENCE ALONG THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 32 THE FOLLOWING
TWO (2) COURSES:

1) NORTH 23°12'37" EAST, 33.81 FEET;

2) THENCE NORTH 62°26'55" EAST, 39.26 FEET TO THE EASTERLY
CORNER OF SAID LOT 32;

THENCE DEPARTING THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 32,
SOUTH 44°21'11" WEST, 68.85 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNIKG.

CONTAINING 420 SQUARE FEET.

TOTAL EXCEPTION AREA = 5,272 SQUARE FEET (0.12 ACRES)

TOTAL AREA OF PARCEL 1 = 189.15 ACRES,

PARCEL II

BEING LOT 3 OF BLOCK A OF "SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 1 SOUTH - UNIT NO.
6" ON FILE IN BOOK 54, PAGE 44 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, LYING WITHIN THE WEST
HALE (W 1/2) OF SECTION 29 AND THE EAST HALF (E 1/2) OF SECTION
30, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, CITY OF LAS VEGAS, CLARK
COUNTY, NEVADA.

CONTAINING 39.18 ACRES
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PARCEL III

BEING COMMON LOT "E" OF BLOCK B OF "SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 2 - UNIT
NO. 2" ON FILE IN BOOK 50, PAGE 53 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, LYING WITHIN THE
SOUTHEAST QUARTER (SE 1/4) OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH,
RANGE 60 EAST, CITY OF LAS VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA.

CONTAINING 16,905 SQUARE FEET (0.39 ACRES).
PARCEL 1V

BEING COMMON LOT "F" OF BLOCK B OF "SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 2 -~ UNIT
NO. 2" ON FILE IN BOOK S0, PAGE 53 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, LYING WiTHIN THE
SOUTHEAST QUARTER (SE 1/4) OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 20 SOQUTH;
RANGE 60 EAST, CITY OF LAS VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA.

CONTAINING 3.34 ACRES.
PARCEL V

BEING LOT 20 OF BLOCK B OF "TOURNAMENT HILLS - UNIT 3" CN FILE
1N BOOK 55, PAGE 25 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDERS
OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, HEVADA, LYING WITHIN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER
(SW 1/4) OF SECTION 29, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST,
M.D.M., CITY OF LAS VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA.

CONTAINING 79,008 SQUARE FEET (1.8l ACRES).
THIS DOCUMENT IS BEING RE-RECORDED TQ CORRECT THE LEGAL

DESCRIPTION FOR THE AFOREDESCRIBED PARCEL 1. CORRECTIONE ARE
INDICATED BY UNDERLIWNED ITALAC TYPESET. '
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Order No.: ~ 01-10-2662-TJKH Policy No..  -PROFORMA-

SCHENULE B

PART 1

This policy does not insure against loss of damage (and the company will not pay coits,
attorneys’ fees or expenses) which arise by reason of: '

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

SUBSEQUENT YEAR TAXES: Taxes for the fiscal year 2002-2003 and subsequent
years, a lien not yet due or payable.
Taxes for the fiscal year 2001-2002, are paid in fuil.

Affects: PARCEL1

SUBSEQUENT YEAR TAXES: Taxes for the fiscal year 2002-2003 and subsequent
years, a lien not yet due or payable.
Taxes for the fiscal year 2001-2002, are paid in full,

Affects: PARCEL I

SUBSEQUENT YEAR TAXES: Taxes for the fiscal year 2002-2003 and subsequent
years, a lien not yet due or payable,
Taxes for the fiscal year 2001.2002, are paid in full.

Affects: PARCEL III

SUBSEQUENT YEAR TAXES: Taxes for the fiscal year 2002-2003 and subsequent
years, a lien not yet due or payable.

Taxes for the fiscal year 2001-2002, are paid in full.

Affects: PARCEL IV

SUBSEQUENT YEAR TAXES: Taxes for the fiscal year 2002-2003 and subsequent
years, a lien not yet due or payable.

Taxes for the fiscal year 2001-2002, are paid in full. -

Affects: PARCEL V

Any supplemental taxes which may become a lien on the subject preperty by reason of
increased valuations due to Jand use or improvement, NRS 361.260, or otherwise,
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8)

9

SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT: The fact that the herein property lies within the City of Las
Vegas' Special Improvement District No. 404, as evidenced by: DEVELOPMENT AND
FINANCING AGREEMENT recorded November 16, 1989 in Book 891116 as

Document No. 01046; CERTIFIED LIST OF TRACTS TO BE ASSESSED AND
AMOUNT OF MAXIMUM BENEFITS TO EACH TRACT recorded December 6, 1989
in Book 891206 as Document Ne. 00827; FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL recorded
December 6, 1989 in Bock 891206 as Document No. 00828; FIRST AMENDMENT TO
DEVELOPMENT AND FINANCING AGREEMENT recorded January 11, 1990 in
Book 900111 as Document No. 01353; AMENDED CERTIFIED LIST OF TRACTS TO
BE ASSESSED AND AMOUNT OF MAXIMUM BENEFITS TO EACH TRACT
recorded January 11, 1990 in Book 990111 as Document No. 01354; AMENDED FINAL
ASSESSMENT ROLL recorded January 11, 1990 in Book 990111 as Documient No,
01355; APPLICATION AND APPORTIONMENT recorded October 10, 1990 in Book
901010 as Document No. 00807; SECOND AMENDED ASSESSMENT RCLL recorded
October 10, 1990 in Book 901010 as Document No. 00808; THIRD ASSESSMENT
APPORTIONMENT REPORT recorded July 19, 1991 in Book 910719 as Ducument No.,
00898; SEVENTH ASSESSMENT APPORTIONMENT REPORT recorded September
9, 1992 in Book 920909 as Document No. 01216 and AMENDED SEVENT
ASSESSMENT APPORTIONMENT REPORT recorded June 1, 1993 in Bowk 930601
as Document No, 00513; and NINTH ASSESSMENT APPORTIONMENT REPORT
recorded June 1, 1993 in Book 930601 as Document No. 00524, all in the Ofiicial
Records of Clark County, Nevada,

Reference is made to the record for full and further pariiculars. Please refer to said
document for the amount due and owing,.

Reservations and Easements in the patent from the United States of America, recorded
September 15, 1955, in Book 67 as Document No. 56940 of Official Records.

A Restated Patent was recorded March 27, 1956 in Book 88 as Document No. 73769 of
Official Records.

An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a
Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded April 12, 1990, in Book 900412 as
Document No, 00504 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL U

10) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposces therein and

incidental purposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a
Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded June 21, 1990, in Book 900621 as
Document No. 00533 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL ]
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11) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of CITY OF LAS VEGAS, for sewer purposes,
recorded August 3, 1990, in Book 900803 as Document No. 00562 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCEL I}

12) Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions: (But deleting restrictions, if any, indicating any
preference, limitation or discrimination based upon race, color, religion, sex, hindicap,
familial status or national origin) as contained in the AMENDED AND RESTATED
DECLARATION OF COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS ANI)
RESERVATION OF EASEMENTS FOR SUMMERLIN NORTH COMMUNITY
ASSOCIATION, recorded Augus! 15, 1997 in Book 970815 as Document No. 00692 of

Of?ﬁcml Records.

Said mstmment provides that a violation thereof shall not defeat nor render invalid the
lien of any Morlgage or Deed of Trust made in good faith and for value,

The right to levy certain charges or assessments against said land which shall become a
lien if not paid as set forth in the ahove Declaration of Restrictions, and is confzrred upon
SUMMERLINNORFHCOMMUNITY ASSQEIATION, including any unpaid
delinquent assessment as provided therein,

Said Declaration provides for thegfingxation of the herein described property.

The above stated Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions were purportedly modified by
an instrument recorded September 28, 1994 in Book 940928 as Document No, 00249, of
Official Records.

Terms, conditions and provisions in an instrument entitled “StifniieslitiNerth

Commiunity Association Delegate District Designation™ recorded October 16, 1998 in
Book 981016 as Document No, 01503,

Affects: PARCEL V AND A PORTION OF PARCEL ]
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13) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a
Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded November 2, 1990, in Book 901102
as Document No. 00669 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCEL

14) An easement affecting that pertion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a

Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded November 2, 1990, in Book 901102
as Document No. 00678 of Official Records.

- Affects: PARCEL I

15) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of NEVADA POWER COMPANY, for electrical
lines, recorded April 25, 1991, in Book 910425 as Document No, 00948 of Official

Records.
Affects: PARCEL I

16) Dedications and Easements as shown on the recorded Map referred to herein, on file in
Book 50 of Plats, Page 53, of Official Records.

“The above Plat has been amended by CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT recocded on
February 26, 1992 in Book 92_0226 as Document No. 00800 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCELS I AND IV

17) Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions and Easements: (But deleting restrictions, if any,
indicating any preference, limitation or discrimination based upoa race, color, 1 hgxon,
sex, handlcap, fam:hal status or natloml origin) as contained in the Supplementals:

Reg 2 d-;;Rcsqrvatmn uféEasementséfbrazThe

Said instrument provides that a violation thereof shall not defeat nor render invalid the
lien of any Mortgage or Deed of Trust made in good faith and for value.
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The right to levy certain charges or assessments against said land which shall become a
lien if not paid as set forth in the above Declaration of Restrictions, and is conferred upon

/TGURNAMENT HILLS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION, including any unpaid
delinquent assessment as provided therein,

The above stated Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions were purportedly modified by
. _Ah instrument entitled “First Amendment to Supplemental Declaration of Covenants,
¥ Conditions, Restrictions and Reservation of Easements for The Tournament Hills
Community Association” recorded June 19, 1992 in Book 920619 as Document No,

00338, of Official Records.

The provisions of the above stated Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions were
;;'( purportedly annexed to include the herein described land by an instrument recorded
February 8, 1993 in Book 930208 as Document No. 00647 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCEL V AND A PORTION OF PARCEL 1

18) An casement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a

Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded September 3, 1991, in Book
910903 as Document No, 00594 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL IV

19) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in faver of NEVADA POWER COMPANY, for elecirical
lines, recorded September 4, 1991, in Book 910904 as Document No. 00779 of Official

Records.
Affects; PARCELS II1 AND IV

20) An easement affecting that portion of sajd Jand and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of NEVADA POWER COMPANY, for electrical
lines, recorded October 3, 1991, in Book 911003 as Document No, 00891 of Official

Records.

Affects: PARCEL1
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21) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of NEVADA POWER COMPANY, for electrical
lines, recorded March 5, 1992, in Book 920305 as Document No. 00767 of Official

Records.

Affects: PARCEL]

22) Dedications and Easements as shown on the Map recorded March 20, 1992 refarred to
herein, on file in Book 52 of Plats, Page 37, of Official Records,

The above Plat has been amended by CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT reccrded on
February 5, 1993 in Book 930205 as Document No. 00643 of Official Records.

Affects: A PORTION OF PARCEL 1
23) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and

incidental purposes thereto, in favor of CITY OF LAS VEGAS, for sewer purposes,
recorded April 2, 1992, in Book 920402 as Document No. 00720 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCELI
24) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
! incidental purposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a

Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded April 21, 1992, in Book 920421 as
Document No., 01149 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL I

25) The cffect of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by ALLEN
< L. HAGEN, filed in File 63 of Surveys al Page 34, recorded June 30, 1992, in Book
920630, as Document No. 02373 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL 1
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26) The effect of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by ALLEN
L. HAGEN, filed in File 63 of Surveys at Page 46, recorded July 9, 1992, in Bock
920709, as Document No. 00516 of Official Records.

Affects; PARCEL ]
27) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of NEVADA POWER COMPANY, for electrical

lines, recorded August 7, 1992, in Book 920807 as Document No. 00606 of Official
Records.

Affects: PARCEL 1

28) Dedications and Easements as shown on the Map recorded October 28, 1992 referred to
herein; on file in Book 54 of Plats, Page 44, of Official Records.

Affects: PARCELSJAND I
29) An easement affecting that portion of said Jand and for the purposes therein and

incidental purposes thereto, in favor of CITY OF LAS VEGAS, for sewer purposes,
recorded October 29, 1992, in Book 921029 as Document No. 01373 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL 1I

30) Dedications and Easements as shown on the Map recorded January 13, 1993 referred to
herein, on file in Book 55 of Plats, Page 25, of Official Records,

Affects: PARCEL V

31) The effect of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by ALLEN
L. HAGEN, filed in File 65 of Surveys at Page 40, recorded January 19, 1993, in Book
930119, as Document No. 01174 of Official Records.
Affects: PARCEL I

32) Non-exclusive easements for utilities and boundary walls together with rights incidenta'l

thereto, as reserved in the Deed, recorded May 3, 1993, in Book 930503 as Document
No. 00885, of Official Records,

Affects: PARCEL HI
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33) The effect of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by ALLEN
L. HAGEN, filed in File 79 of Surveys at Page 90, recorded December 7, 1995, in Book
951207, as Document No. 01096 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL I

34) The effect of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by DANNY
L. RIDER, JR,, filed in File 88 of Surveys at Page 81, recorded May 5, 1997, in Book
970505, as Document No. 00688 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL I

35) Order of Vacation: Any easements not vacated by that certain Order of Vacation recorded
February 20, 1998 in Book 980220 as Document No. 01557 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCEL II

36) Order of Vacation: Any easements not vacated by that certain Order of Vacation recorded
February 20, 1998 in Book 980220 as Document No. 01558 of Official Records,

Affects; PARCEL 1

37) A claim of Mechanic’s Lien by A-G SOD FARMS INC: INTENTIONALLY
OMITTED

Affects; PARCELS1AND Il

38) The effect of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by PAUL
BURN., filed in File 102 of Surveys at Page 90, recorded June 2, 1999, in Book 990602,
as Document No, 00823 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL1

39) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a
Quasi Municipal Cerporation, for pipelines, recorded April 12, 2000, in Book 20000412
as Document No. 00819 of Official Records,

Affects; PARCEL
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40) An easement affecting that portion of said Jand and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a
Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded April 12, 2000, in Book 20000412
as Document No. 00820 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCEL ]

41) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a
Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded June 5, 2000, in Book 20000605 as
Document No, 00432 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL I

42) Non-exclusive easements for utilities and boundary walls togcthcr with rights incidental
thereto, as reserved in the Deed, recorded September 19 2000, in Book 20000919 as
Documcnr No, 01481, of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL 1)

43) The effect of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by RANDY =
W. MROWICKI, filed in File 114 of Surveys at Page 20, recorded January 26, 2001, in
Book 20010126 as Document No. 01225 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCEL 1
44) Water rights, claims or title io water, whether or not shown by the public records,

45 The following matters as disclosed by ALTA/ACSM Land Title Survey, Job No.
62001.TPC, prepased by Randy Mrowicki, undated and unsigned:

(a) anunderpass is located under Rampart Boulevard; and
(b) an equipment building encroaches onto easement in favor of Las Vegas Valley Water
District located in Parcel 1.

NOTE: This is a pro-forma policy, furnished to and at the request of the insured named herein. It
is understood and agreed by the proposed insured that this pro-forma does not reflect the
present condition of title, but rather indicated the policy, together with the schedules and
any endorsements to be made 2 part thereof, which the Company would expect to issue
when all necessary documentation has been fumnished and all acts performed, all to the
satisfaction of the Company, in order that such policy may issue.

CLARK GOUNTY, NEVADA
JUDITH A. VANDEVER, RECORDER
RECORDED AT REQUEST OF:

NEVADR TITLE COMPANY

07 -15-2008, 8041 Phe SRS
BOOK: sa@ze71S INST 00066

31,00 PPTL EXH#003

18 w,

FEE:
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

New Search l Recorder l Treasurer l Assessor i Clark County Home !
_Parcel ID ]| 138-20-413-017 || TaxYear “[2018 ][ District ]l— 200 [[Rate  |[3.2782 |
e e S
[ Situs Address: 1700 VILLAGE CENTER CIR LAS VEGAS
Legal Description: || ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION: TOURNAMENT HILLS-UNIT 2 PLAT BOOK 52 PAGE 37 PT LOT 21 BLOCK A
PB 54-44 PTL1BA PB 54-51 PTL12BAPLAT BOOK 65-98 PT LOT 1 BLK D GEOID: PT 82 SW4 SEC 20 20 60
Status: f Property Characteristics 1 Property Values } Property Documents !
[Active Tax Cap 6 [Land | 228649 [2002071500066 | 7/15/2002
[Taxable Increase Pct. ' [ Improvements | 3464097
AT;’:)E;F Limit | 4480083 {Total Assessed Value | 3692746
m— | Net Assessed Value | 3692746
ax -ap 76234.77 [o——y)
Reduction xemption alue New 0
- EWENONT Construction .
and Use Course. Private | New Construction - 0
[Gap Type | OTHER Supp Value
| | Acreage [ 188.9500
( DEFERRED
Agriculture GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
Exemption
Amount 0.00
Role i Name ! Address ‘ ‘ Since ] To I
f i
| TOURNAMENT PLAYERS 1700 VILLAGE CENTER CIR , LAS VEGAS, NV 89134-6302 UNITED
| Owner ’CLUB STATES 7/3/2009 | Current
Mmmal
Item | Amount
| Taxes as Assessed | $121,055.60
| Less Cap Reduction | $76,234.77
| Net Taxes | $44,820.83
ST AND CU
-~ X Year Charge Category Amount Due Today j
THERE IS NO PAST OR CURRENT AMOUNT DUE as of 1/8/2018 ( $0.00

Tax Year ! Charge Category Installment Amount Due i
| 2018 | Property Tax Principal $11,205.21
NEXT INSTALLMENT DUE AMOUNT due on 3/5/2018 } $11,205.21

Remaining Balance Due ]

2018 Property Tax Principal $11,205.21
2018 Las Vegas Artesian Basin $0.00
TAX YEAR TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE as of 1/8/2018 | $11,205.21
| PAYMENT HISTORY |
.ast Payment Amount $11,205.21
. Last Payment Date 12/29/2017
Fiscal Tax Year Payments $33,617.42
Prior Calendar Year Payments $55,896.79
Current Calendar Year Payments $0.00
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

New Search , Recorder ‘ Treasurer { Assessor ; Clark County Home {
Parcel ID || 138-29-801-002 — |[Tax Year Lg_gj_g_m_ Disirict Ingo JlRate  |[3.2782
T T S R SRR s e e R R R == e

[ Situs Address: 150 S RAMPART BLVD LAS VEGAS
Legal Description: || ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION: PT S2 SE4 SEC 29 20 60 & PT N2 NE4 SEC 32 20 60GEOID: MOR S2 SE4

SEC 29 20 60 o o
S
Status: ! Property Characteristics l Property Values i Property Documents f
Active Tax Cap 6 Land 142021 [ 96053101354 5/31/1996
fTaxabIe Increase Pct. ' Improvements 2474236
/;'\-;)é&?tp Limit | g-g64 10 | Total Assessed Value | 2616257
| Net Assessed Value | 2616257
Tax Cap 0.00
Reduction . Exemption Value New 0
C A
e VT onstruction &
Course. Public New Construction - 0
- Supp Value
Exemption 100 -
Percentage | Tax % Exemption Value | 2616257
| Cap Type | OTHER
[ Acreage [139.7100
DEFERRED
Agriculture GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
Exemption
Amount - 85766.14
Exemption H : Municipal
Type Exempt
Role i Name ] Address % Since § To !
CITY OF LAS %REAL ESTATE DIVISION 333 N RANCHO DR 8TH FL , LAS VEGAS, NV
! O""”er VEGAS 89106-3703 UNITED STATES v 1/11/2013 | Current
| Summary
Item : f Amount
| Taxes as Assessed | $85,766.14
ss Cap Reduction | $0.00
8t Taxes i $85,766.14
PAST AND CURRENT CHARGES DUE TODAY
Tax Year Charge Category Amount Due Today }
THERE IS NO PAST OR CURRENT AMOUNT DUE as of 1/8/2018 l $0.00

N

Installment Amount Due {

Tax Year ; Charge Category Remaining Balance Due |

THERE IS NO TOTAL AMOUNT DUE FOR THE ENTIRE TAX YEAR as of
1/8/2018

JAYMENT HISTORY [

Last Payment Amount $47.88
Last Payment Date 8/6/2015
Fiscal Tax Year Payments $0.00
Prior Calendar Year Payments . $0.00
003793
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|GENERAL INFORMATION

|PARCEL NoO.

|[138-31-702-004

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS

180 LANDCOLLC
%V DEHART

LAS VEGAS
NV 89117

1215 S FORT APACHE RD #120

LOCATION ADDRESS
CITY/UNINCORPORATED TOWN

LAS VEGAS

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION

LOT 4

PARCEL MAP FILE 121 PAGE 100

RECORDED DOCUMENT NO.

*20151116:00238

RECORDED DATE

Nov 16 2015

VESTING

NS

*Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing.

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION AND VALUE EXCLUDED FROM PARTIAL ABATEMENT

TAX DISTRICT [200
|APPRAISAL YEAR [2017
FISCAL YEAR |[2018-19

SUPPLEMENTAL IMPROVEMENT VALUE [0

INCREMENTAL LAND

llo

INCREMENTAL IMPROVEMENTS

llo

‘REAL PROPERTY ASSESSED VALUE

[FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 2018-19
LAND 4223310 4223310
IMPROVEMENTS 0 0
PERSONAL PROPERTY 0 0
EXEMPT 0 0
GROSS ASSESSED (SUBTOTAL) 4223310 4223310
TAXABLE LAND+IMP (SUBTOTAL)  |[12066600 12066600
COMMON ELEMENT ALLOCATION ASSD |0 0

TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE [4223310 4223310

AXABLE VALUE [12066600

IE_STIMATED LOT SIZE AND APPRAISAL INFORMATION

ESTIMATED SIZE 33.80 Acres

ORIGINAL CONST. YEAR 0

LAST SALE PRICE 0

MONTH/YEAR

SALE TYPE
[LAND USE |12.000 - Vacant - Single Family Residential

[DWELLING UNITS

llo

PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL STRUCTURE

1ST FLOOR SQ. FT.

o |[castTa sq. Fr.

llo |

ADDN/CONV

2ND FLOOR SQ. FT.

CARPORT SQ. FT.

POOL

NO

a

T

=) 03794
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

Clark County Home

{ § 1
New Search ; Recordet § Treasurer i Assessor

m,__lem ........... |[District__[[200 ] “lRate . J[3.2782.
e

Situs Address:

. UN/—\SSIGNED SITUS LAS VEGAS

Legal Description:

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION:PARCEL MAP FILE 121 PAGE 100 LOT 4

H

i
H

Status: i i Property Characteristics ] Property Values i Property Documents g
Tax Cap 26 i Land | 4223310 |2015111600238 | 11/16/2015
Increase Pot. ' | Total Assessed Value | 4223310
Tax Cap Limit I §
Amount 0.00 i get As?ess\e/dIVaI'u\le ; 4223310
xemption Value New !
Tax Cap c i 0
Reduction 0.00 Nonstglctitntn e R
500 Vacant - |ovew Consinicion = |
Land Use Single Family !
Re
['Cap Type [OTHER
I Acreage | 33.8000
Exemption
Amount 0.00
Role | Name Address | Since i To |
Owner ] 180 LAND CO L L ‘ %V ?EESHART 1215 S FORT APACHE RD #120 , LAS VEGAS, NV 89117 UNITED | g 2/7/2017 Currem

Prior Calendar Year Payments
Current Calendar Year Payments

$0.00

‘ Amount |
- § Taxes as Assessed ! $138,448.55
Less Cap Reduction T $0.00
| Net Taxes ! $138,448.55
P
i Amount Due Today
| 2018 { Property Tax Principal $34,612.14
‘RRENT AMOUNTS DUE as of 1/8/2018 i $34,612.14
NEXT INSTALLMENT AMOUNTS
Tax Year ! Charge Category i Installment Amount Due |
£ 2018 | Property Tax Principal $34,612.14
NEXT INSTALLMENT DUE AMOUNT due on 3/5/2018 i $34,612.14
TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE FOR ENTIRE TAX YEAR ’
Tax Year i Charge Category ‘ Remaining Balance Due ;
| 2018 Property Tax Principal 5 $69,224.28
2018 "I'Las Vegas Artesian Basin - $0.00
2018 Property Tax Penalty $0.00
TAX YEAR TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE as of 1/8/2018 $69.224.28
PAYMENT HISTORY i
Last Payment Amount $70,610.63
~ast Payment Date 10/16/2017
Fiscal Tax Year Payments - $70,610.6§
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

New Search l Recorder { Treasurer } Assessor , Clark County Home ‘
 Parcel ID “|[163-05-711-088 [[Tax Year [2018  ||District  |[200 __ |[Rate  |[3.2782 |
] ST

[ Situs Address: 1780 S FORT APACHE RD LAS VEGAS

Legal Description: || ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION: FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT #2 AMD PLAT BOOK 42 PAGE 4 LOT A &

LOTS G,S,& PT LOT 2 BLOCK 13 PB 88-48 LOT B,PM 83-14 LOTS 1,2 GEOID: PT N2 SE4 SEC 05 21 60

Status: ] Property Characteristics f

Property Values i Property Documents
[Adive — [TaxCap [ [Land [_1251ie
Taxable Increase Pct. i I Improvements | 1877800
X;’égﬂp Limit | 1668426 | Total Assessed Value | 2002918
S I Net A dValue | 2002918
Reduction 18975.40 Exemption Value New 0
EWTYCNT: Construction
Land Use Course. Private | New Construction - 0
! Cap Type [ OTHER Supp Value
| Acreage [ 99.8000
Do 000
Role | Name | Address l Since | To

|

!
j Owner ly/EGAS INC

I CANYON GATE LAS

%PPTY TAX DEPT P O BOX 790830 , SAN ANTONIO, TX 78279-0830
UNITED STATES

Summary
Item i Amount
/' Taxes as Assessed | $65,659.66
“  Less Cap Reduction l $18,975.40
| Net Taxes | $46,684.26

PAST AND CURRENT CHARGES DUE TODAY

! 5/8/2010 I Current

Tax Year Charge Category Amount Due Today !
" "MERE IS NO PAST OR CURRENT AMOUNT DUE as of 1/8/2018 $0.00
NEXT INSTALLME B
Tax Year | Installment Amount Due |
| 2018 $11,671.07
NEXT INSTALLMENT DUE AMPUNT due on 3I§1€018 % $11,671.07
JOTAL AMOUNTS DUE FOR ENTIRE TAX YEAR
Tax Year ; Charge Category Remaining Balance Due ]
2018 Property Tax Principal $11,671.07
2018 Las Vegas Artesian Basin $0.00
TAX YEAR TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE as of 1/8/2018 § $11,671.07
~PAYMENT HISTORY |
Last Payment Amount $11,671.07
Last Payment Date 1/4/2018
Fiscal Tax Year Payments $35,014.99
Prior Calendar Year Payments $34,719.23
Current Calendar Year Payments $11,671.07
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the form of tenancy-in-common, or firm, partnership or corporate
ownership; provided, however, that all golf playing privileges and
tennis playing privileges may be subject to the reguirements of the
payment of additional fees as provided in this Article XV. For the
purposes of this Section, the term "Family" shall mean an Owner's
spouse and thelr dependent c¢hildren who live with them and are
elther under the age of twenty-one (21) or are full time students
under the age of twenty~four (24) and living with the Member and
his or her spouse.

b. To limit the number of gquests of Club Members.

c. To charge and bill each Club Member reasonable
due~ 1. consideration of such Club membership and the maintenance
and cueration of the Club by the Club Owner.

d. To adopt, promulgate and impose separate rules,
regulations and policies ("Policies") regulating the .use of the
Golf Club hy Club Members, as well as their guests, Family,
invitees and licensees, and ithe use of golf, tennis and all other
facilities of the Club, No such Policies shall, directly ox
indirectly, impair the effective use and enjoyment of the Golf Club
and the Club Facilities by Residential Regular Members as defined
haelow or shall otherwise be inconsistent with this Article 15,

e. To suspend the right of enjoyment and use of
the Golf Club by a Club Member for any period during which such
Member's Club membership ~mes remain unpaid and delinquent and to
impose a reasonable penalty for any infraction of the Policies of
the Golf Club., No such suspension or monetary penalty shall be
imposed except arter notice to a Club Member and an opportunity for
a hearing.

£. To cancel a Club wembevship permanently upon
the failure of a Club Member “o pay the Club membership dues or any
other monetary obligation owed to the Club Owner in connection with
such Club Mewber's use of the Club Pacilities (including but not
limited to transfer fees, monetary penaltles and charges for goods,
services and the use of facilities).

. Subject to such limitations set forth in
Section 15.3 below, to charge the Golf Club Memkzrs fees for golf
or tennis playing privileges, together with other fees for the use
of particular facilities or services provided in connection with
the operation of the Club, in accordance with rules and regulations
adopted by the Club Owners from time to time.

Jescription: Clark,NV Document-Year.Date.DocID 1990.315.477 Page: 3 of 10
Jrder: cg Comment:

I

003800

8036




W i ’g [

g 0031 30N 47

h. To charge the Club Members for services, food
and beverages, and personal property purcaased at the Golf Club.

To admit additional persons, firme or
corporations, who are not Owners of Lots as Members of the Golf
Club entitled to use the tennis, golf and all other facilities of
the Club in accordance with the Club Policies, and upon the payment
of such dues or fees as the Club Owner shall deem reasonable.

4. To conduct golf, tennis and other recreational

{ tournaments, whether professional or amateur, or for profit or

. charity; provided, the conduct thereof does not unreasonable

interfere with the Club Member's use and enjoyment of the Club on

= regular basis nor unreasonably interferas with Owner's use and
enjoyment of the their Lots or any Common Areas.

Notwithstanding anything in this Article 15 to the
contrary, the Club Owner, absent 3an amendment to the Master
Declaration as provided in Article 13., Section 13.2 therein, shall
not adopt any Policies or implement any rule or regulations which
limit or restrict +the rights and privileges accorded a
classification of membership as set forth below,

. 15.3 Memberships, The Clup Owner shall, from time to

{ tine, prescribe reasonmble gualifications and reguirements for
membership, and shall have the power (o confer such rights and
privileges and impose such obligations as way from time to time be
determined by the Club owner in the Club Owner's discretion. Not
withstanding the foregoinyg, there shall bhe not more than four (4)
classes of memberships in the Golf Ciun, as follows:

a. House Membership., There shall be not more than
Three Hundred (300) House uemberships issued and outstanding.
House Memberships shall be issued solely to Owners of Lots. House
Hambership shall aentitle the Merber and his or her Family to use
the club's dining and lounge facilities during operating hours on
such terms and conditions as established by Club OQuner.

-~

House Memberships shall not be deemed appurtenant
to any Lot ovned by an Owner. AL such time as a House Member sells
all or any portion of =uch Member's interest in his or her Lot, the
Club Owner shall have the right to terminate such House Member's
wembershlp upon written notice to such Member.

b. Souial Mewmbership., Social Memberships shall
he divided into two (2) subclagsifications: General Soclial Members
and Residential Social Members. There shall be not more than Five
Hundred (500) Social Memberships ouatstanding in the aggregate at

cription: Clark,NV Doc 003801
ument -
er: cg Comment: t-Year.Date.DocTp 1990.315.477 Page: 4 of 10
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any one time. Soclal Memberships, regardless of classification,
shall entitle the Club Membexr and his or her Family to use the Golf
Club's dining, lounge, * ennis and pocl facilities during operating
hours subject to such terms and conditions as established by Club
owner.

(1) General Social Memberships. General

Social Memberships shall be issued solely by the Club Owner in Club
owner's discretion. General Social Membership shall hawve all the
rights and privileges, and shill be subject to all obligations of
a Social membership as described above.

(2) Residential Socia) Memberghips. A

Residential Social Membership shall be entitled to the same rights
and privileges, and shall be subject to the same obligations, as
a Social Member except as provided for herein. Residential Social
Memberships sbhall be issued by the Club Owner solely upon the
direction of Declarant, or its successor and assigns, even if
Declarant or its successors and assigns are not the then current
Club Owner, to Owners of Lots as defined herein.

Residential Social Memberships shall not be
deened appurtenant to any Lot owned by a Residential Social Member.
At sueh time as a Raesidential Social Member sells all or any
portion of such Member's interest in his or her Lot, the Club Owner
shall have the right to prepay without penalty the entire vnpaid
balance dus under any Member Loan made by any such Club Menmber, if
any as a condition to membership. Upon such prepayment in full
(less any amocunts due and owing by the Clud member to the Golf
Club), the Residential Social Membershlip may be deemed terminated
by Club Owner. ;

c, Regular Membership. Regular Memp: ship shall
be divided into four (4) sub-=classifications: Genere? Regular
Momber, TInitial Reqular Member, Residential Regular Member and
Corporate Regular Member. Any Regular Memberschlp, regardless of
sub~classification , shall entitle the regular .amber and his or
her Family to use of all Club recreational and dining facilities,
including use of the Golf Club's golf course., Nothing herxein shall
be construed as to confer on a Regular Member the right to use or
occupy any portion of the Club reserved by the Club Owner
exclusively for administration, operations, or management purposes.
subject to such limitations otherwise provided herein, use of the
Club Facilities shall ho subject to such terms and conditions and
paynent of such charges, including cart fees, as are established
hy Club Owner from time to time. A Regular Member shall not be
required to pay court fees or green fees. Except as otherwise
provided herein, all Regular Memberships shall terminate upon the

DR n -

003802
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repaynent to the Regular Members of all amounts due and payable to
the Regular Member with respect to such Regular Member's Member
Loatt. There shall not be more than a total of five hundred (500)
issued and cutstanding Regular Memberships allocated among the sub-~
classifications as set forth below:

(1) General Regular Members. There shall be
not more than Two Hundred and Fifty (250) General Regular
Menberships. The Two Hundred and Fifty (250) General Regular
Memberships limitation may be increased from time to time by that
number of retired Initial Regular Memberships and retired
Residential Regular Memberships as described in subsections (2) and
(3) below. General Regular Memberships shall be issued solely by
the Club Owner in Club Owner's discretion. General Regular
Memberships shall have all the rights and privileges, and be
subject to all of the obligatioas, of a Regular Membership as
described above, In the event that a CGeneral Regular Member
purchases a Lot, such General Regular Member shall have nc right
to a reduction or any other change in the terms and conditions of
any Member Loan or any other membership obligation.

(2) ZInitia) Reqular Members., There shall be

not more than Forty Five (45) Initial Regular Members ever issued.
An Initial Regular Member and his of her Family shall be entitled
to the same rights and privileges, and shall be subject to the same
obligations, of Regular Membership except as provided for herein.
An Initial Regular Membership shall not terminate upon the
repayment of any Initlal Regular Member's member loan ("Member
Loan") to che Club Owner made as a condition of Membership and
shall continue until terminated as otherwise provided herein or any
Policies adopted by thée Club Owner. In the event of the
termination of an Initial Regulaxr Membership for any reason
provided herein or in any Policies adopted by the Club Owner, such
Initial Regular Membership shall be deemed to have been retired
and thereafter converted to a General Regular Membership as defined
above. In the event that an Initial Regular Member desires to have
such Member's Member Loan repaid prior to maturity for any reason,
upon such prepayment in full, less any amounts dus Club Owner, then
such Member's membership shall be deemed terminated, retired and
thereafter converted to a General Regular Membership as set forth
herein.

{(3) Residential Regular Members. There shall
be mnot more than Two Hundred Five (205) Residentis? Regulax
Members, A Residential Regular Membership shall be entitled to the
same rights and privileges, and shall be subject to the same
obligations, as a Regular Membership except as p.ovided for herein.
Resident Regular Members shall not be required to pay any fees for

Jescription: Clark,NV Document-Year.Date.DocID 1990.315.477 Page: 6 of 10
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golf or tennis playing privileges. Residential Reqular
Memberships shall be issued by the Club Owner solely upon the
direction of Declarant or its successor and assighs, even if
Declarant or its successors and assigns are not the then current \
Club Owner, to initial Owners of Lots. At such time Declarant
sells or otherwise transfers Declarant's interest in the Golf
Course Property, Declarant shall have no cbligations of any nature i
whatsoever to Residential Regular Members with respect to their
{ membership, including repayment of obligations under any Member
Loans made by Residential Regular Members; provided any such
obligations have been assumed by Declarant's transferee. In the
event of the termination of a Residential Regular Membership for
any reason provided for herein and i.s any Policies adopted by Club
Ov.ier congistent with this Master Declaration, such Residential
Regular Membership shall be deemed to have been retired and
thereafter converted to & General Regular Membership as defined
above. Residential Regular Memberships shall no be deemed
appurtenant to any Lot owned by a Residential Rogular Membership.
At such time as a Residential Regular Member sells all or any
portion of such Member's interest in his or her L.t, the Club Owner
; shall have the right to prepay without penalty the entire unpaid
{ . balance due under any Member Loan made by such Club Member as a
i cgondition to membership., Upon msueh prepayment in £ull (less any
o amounts due any owling by the ¢lub Member to the Golf Club), the
Residential Regular Member's membership may be deemed terminated
by Club Owner. Any such membership so terminated shall be retired,
then converted to a General Regular Mewmbership as provided above.
In the event that a Residential Regular Member's membership is ;
subject to termination as provided for herein, such Residential
Regular Menber shall have the right to become General Regular
{ Member upon Club Owner's then prevailing terms and conditions ¢’
\ such membership, to the extent any General Regular Membership are
then available for issuance. In the event that the required Member
ioan ftor a General rogular Member is more than the amount owed to
a Residential Regular Member vho is converting his or hexr
nembership to 8 General regular Membership, such Member shall loan
the difference to Club Owher on the same terms and conditions as
requirad of new General Regular Members; provided, however, under
no circumstances shall the remaining term of the Membker Loan be
extended by reason of such additional locan. A Residential Regular
Memker shall cooperate in executing any new documents, including
a new promissory note evidencing the Club Member's Member Loan and
any new amounts loaned.

Any dues or other fees payable by Reslidentlal
Regular Membsrs may be subject to change along with dues and feec
payable by any other classification of Memberships; provided,
however, in no event shall dues and fees payable by Residaential
rRegular Members increase anhually by more than ten percent (10%).

003804
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(4) Corporate Regular Memberships. Corporate

Regular Membership shall be any other Reqular Membership issued to
a corporation. Corporate Regular Membership shall éntitle one (1)
Corporate Designee and his or her Family to all of the rights ana
privileges, and subject such Member to all the obligations of a
Residential Regular Membexr (if issued at the direction of Declarant
or lts successors and assigns, whether or not Declarant or its
successors and assigns are the then ¢urrent Club Owner,) or all the
rights and privileges, and obligations of a General Regular Member
(if lssued solely by Owner), as the case may be. The number of
Ccorporate Regular Memberships issued at the direction of Declarant
and its successors and assigns shall be counted as Residential
Regular Memberships for the purpose of determining whether the Two
Rundred Fifty (250) Residential Regular Membership limitation has
been met. The number of Corporate Regular Memberships issued at
the direction of Club Owner shall ks counted as General Regular
Memberships for the purposes of determining whether the Two Hundred
and Fifty (250) General Reqular Menbership limitation (as adjusted
from time to time) has been satisfied.

Q. Founder Menbership. There shall ke not more than
twelve (12) Founder Membkerships ever issued. Founder Memberships.

shall be issued solely by Club Owner solely upon the direction of
Declarant or its successors and essigns {whether or not Declarant
or itz sucvessors and asslgns are then the current Club Owner).
Founder Memberships shall entitle the Founder Member and his or hey
Family to all of the rights and privileges of Regular Members,
Founder Mewbers shall have no obligatlions to pay any fees or
charges now or hereafter adopted by Club Owner, including without
limitation, regular or special dues or membership fees oy food and
beverage minimums, nor shall a Founder Member be reguired to make
a Member Loan as a condition to wmenberxship. Notwithstanding
anything herein to the contrary, any Founder Membership which is
terminated shall be retired and not subject to reissuance,

15.4 Cooperation in Effecting Lot Line Adjustments. ‘The
Master Associlation and each Ownher shall cooperate with Developer
and Club Owner as reasonably reguired to effect any r n-material
lot line adjustments necessary ox desirable to ac¢commoda’z Club
owner's uss and operation of the Golf Club for the purposes stated
herein. A non-material lot line adjustment shall mean any proposed
lot line adjustment which does not materially or detrinentally
affect an Owner's use and enjoyment or¢ value of his or her Lot,
The Board of Directors of the Master Association, upon the majoricy
vote of such Board, shall be enpowered to execute such docunments
and instruments, including deeds, necessary or desirable to effect
any lot line adjustment affecting any of the Common Areas deemed
by the Board to be ih the best interests of the Lot Owner and

Members.

i
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THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH, ‘That West Sahara Partnerhsip, a Nevada Limited
Partnership, for a valuable consideration, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, do hereby Grant,
Bargain, Scll and Convey to Canyon Gate at Las Vegas, Inc. a Nevads Corporation, all that real

92Jd733)0905

GRANT, BARGAIN, SALE DEED

property situated in the County of Clark, State of Nevada, bounded and described as follows.

See Exhibit "A" attached hereto and by referenced made a part hereof
APN: 440-56D-073 440-56D-074 440-56D-081 440-56D-087

APN:
RPTT:

. 440-56F-~151 440-56F-156 440~56F-152 440~56P-153
; %?ﬁ%ﬁl’?—lﬁﬂ 440-56F-167 440-56F-169 440-56G6-115
J191.

SUBJECT TO:

L.

Taxes for the current fiscal year, not delinquent, including personal property taxes of
any former owner, if any:

. Restrictions, conditions, rescrvations, rights, rights of way and casements now of

record, if any, or any that actually exist on the property.

. Reservations in the patent from the United States of America recorded December 5,

1958, Book 180, as Document No. 146618, of Official records and recorded Qctober
23, 1985, in Book 2205as Document No. 2164188 of Official Records.

. the effect of the following Record of Survey performed by JERRY E BARNSON, filed

in Book 36 of Surveys at Page 39, recorded december 23, 1980, in Book 1332 as
Document No. 1291552 of Official Records.

. An casement affecting a portion of the property in favor of VENETIAN

ASSOCIATES, a Nevada Parnership, it's successors and/or assigns, for sewer lines
and facilities, recorded March 31 1936, in Book 860331 as Document No. 00074 of
Jfficial Records.

. Dedications and Easements as shown on said recorded Map on File m Book 37 of

Plats, Page 20 of Official records.

West SabaaQRSD.DOC
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Page 2

32673310905

7. An cascment affecting a postionof the property in favor of NEVADA POWER

COMPANY and CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY, for eclectrical and
communications facilities, recorded October 2, 1986 in Book 861002 as Document No.
00718 of Official Records.

8. The terms, convenants, conditions, restrictions and provisions in an instrument enteled
"Encroachment Agreement” by and between CITY OF LAS VEGAS, a municipal
corporation and VENETIAN ASSOCIATES, recorded July 3, 1987 in Book 870723
as Document No. 00587 of Official Records.

9. An Easement affecting a portion of the property in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY
WATER DISTRICT , for pipelines for conducting wateer, recorded September 18,
1987 in Book 870918 as document No. 00687 of Official records.

10. Covenants, conditions and restrictions, (but deleting restrictions if any, based upon
race, color, weligion, or national origin) as contained in a Declarationof Restrictions
recorded January 19, 1989, in book 890119 as Document No, 00141, of Official
Records and recorded July 27, 1989 in Book 890727 as Document No. 00284, Official
Records.  Said covenants, conditions, restrictions were purportedly modified by an
instrutnent recorded March 15, 1990, in Book 900315 as Docusment No, 00477, of
Official Records.

11, Covenants, conditions, provisions and easements in an instrument éntitled "Easement
and Maintenanee Agrecment”, recorded February 7, 1989 in Book 890207, as
Document No, 00292, of Official Records,

12. Dedications and Easacments as shown on the recorded map, on File in Book 42 of
Plats, Page 4 of Official Records.

13, Dedications and Easements as shown on the recorded Map, on File in Book 44 of
Plats, Page 12, of Official Records.

14, An easement affecting the portion of the property in favor of GARY CORWIN AND
SHARON CORWIN, husband and wife as joint tenants, for ingress and egress and
driveway purposes, recorded March 20, 1990, in Book 900320 as Document 00483, of
Official Records.

15. An easement s,ffectmg a pomon of the property in favor of NEVADA POWER
COMPANY, for electrical lines, recorded March 13, 1991, in Book 910313 as
Document No. 00682 of Official Records,

16. An casement affecting a portion of the propesty in favor of NEVADA POWER
COMPANY, for electrical lines, recorded March 13, 1991, in Book 910313 as
Documient No. 00683, of Official Records.

17. An easement affecting a portion of the property in favor of NEVADA POWER
COMPANY, for electrical lines, recorded March 13, 1991, in Book 910313 as
document no. 00684 of Official Records.

West S2haraGBSD DOC
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Page 3 92:]7’)3')0?05

18. An easment afiecting a portion of the property in favor of MARTIN AND ROBIN
BARREY'T, for water easement, recorded May 27, 1992, in Book 920527 . zumont
No. 00755, of Official Records.

TOGETHER WITH all singular the tenerments, hereditaments and appurtenances thereunto belonging or
in anywise appertaining.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this instrument has been executed this 7ch_dayof _July ,
1992,

West SaharaQBSD.DOC
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\
Title,_Partner /secretary& Treasurer
STATE OF NEVADA }
188
County of Clark 3} 7
AN

On this 7 day of __uly , 19_93 before me a Notary Public personally appeared

Brett Torino porsonaily kmown to me (or proved to me on the basis of
satisfactory evidence) to be the person whose name is subseribed to this instrument and acknowledged that
fe (she or they) executed it,

otary Public

,W. s
~ wu, SloStdt v e}

!/{* Mo Scwnvorewy !

? deesy PR ETVE §, C30EK

] EEERE STEF chn&uplms

Y- 0y 21,107

arssmne wosa  , a

Twe

Recorded at the Request of: Nevada Title Company
Escrow Nos_92-06-0871 RMG

Mail tax hilt to and

When recorded il to:
rantec; (ore OF:

gevnda Tile Company

3320 W. Sahara Ave,

Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
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Craer Ho.: 92-06-0871 RMG
20D AMENDMENT

EXHIBIT "A"

PARCEL ONE (1}:

Al of Lots C, D, E, G, H, I, J,K and P, as delineated on the plat of FOOTHILLS
COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 1, as shown by the map thereof on file in Book 37 of
Plats, page 20, and as amended by Document recorded December 7, 1988 in Baok
891207 as Document No. 00400, in the Office of the County Recorder of Clavk
County, Nevada.

TQGETHER with that portion of Lot 17 1n Block 4 of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT
NO. 1, as shown by map thereof on file in Book 37 of Plats, page 20 and as
amended by Document recorded December 7, 1989 in Book 891207 as Document No.
00400, in the Office of the County Recorder of Clark County, Nevada as described
in Deed to West Sahara Partnership, a Nevada 1imited partnership recorded June
28, 1990 in Book 900628 as Document Mo. 00537, Official Records.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM the following Four (4) parcels of land:

Parcel A:
That portion of Lot C of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 1, as shown by map
thereof on file in Book 37, page 20, in the Clark County Recorder’s Office,
lying within the South Half (S 1/2) of Section 5, Section 21 South, Range 60
East, M.0,M., City of Las Yegas, Clark County, Nevada and described as follows:
COMMENCING at the Southesst {SE) corner of said Section 5;
THENCE South 89°50°13° West along the South 11ne of said Section §, a distance

of 1,085.25 feet to the intersection with the centerline of Peccole Ranch Road
{a private street 64.00 feet wide);

THENCE departing said South line North 00°09'47" Hest along said centerline, the
following Three (3) courses:

Norty 00°09°47" West, 227.33 feet;

THENCE curving to the left along a 300,00 foot radius curve, being concave
?ou"ghwesterly, through a central angle of 42°55'15", an arc length of 224.73
cet;

THENCE North 43°05°02" West, 292.91 feet to the intersection with the centerline
of Qiamond Springs Drive, {a private street 32.00 fect wide);

THENCE North 47°01'36" East along said centerline, 191.56 feet;

THENCE departing said centerline South 42°58'24" East, 16.00 feet to the most
Westerly corner of Lot B of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 1;

Exnibit "A" continued...... .
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Order No.: 92-06-0871 RMG

2MD AMENDMENT
EXHIBIT *A" (CONT.)

THEMCE South 58°35'54" East along the Southerly line of said Lot B, 10.38 feet
1o the POINT OF BEGINNING;

N

THENCE Easterly along said Southerly line the following Three (3) courses:
CONTINUING South 58°35'54" East, 128.19 feet;

THENCE South 83°16'12" East, 471.33 feet;

THENCE South 69°35'39" East, 165,33 feet;

TﬁENCE departing said Southerly line South, 58°48'16" West, 11.31 feet;
THENCE North 70°44°35" Hest, 100.50 feet;

THENCE North 83°16°12" West, 366.92 feet;

THENCE Horth 79°31'51" West, 109.34 feet;

f' *\",

THENCE MNorth 66°46' 58" West, 188.87 feet to a point on the Southeasterly line of
Lot K of said FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 1;

THENCE North 47°01°36" East along said Southeasterly Tine, 23.29 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING.

Parcel B: <

That portion of Lot K of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 1 as shown by map
thereof on file in Book 37, page 20 in the Clark County Recorder's Office, Clark
County, Nevada, 1ying within the South Half (S 1/2) of Section 5, Section 21
South, Range 60 Fast, M.D.M., City of Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada and
described as follows:

COMMENCING at the Southeast (SE) corner of said Section 5;

THENGE -South 89°50'13" Hest along the South 1ine of said Section &, a distance
of 1,085,25 feet to the intersection with the centerline of Peccole Ranch Road
(a private street 64.00 feet wide);

THENCE departing said South 1ine along said centeriine, the following Three (3)
courses:

North 00°09'47" West, 227.33 feot;

THENCE curving to the left alon? a 300.00 foot radius curve, being concave
Southwesterly, through a central angle of 42°55'I15", an arc length of 224,73
feets

Exhibit "A" continved......0\u.,
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wrder No.: 92-06-0871 RMG
: 2ND AMENDMENT

EXHIBIT "A" (CONT.)

THENCE North 43°05'02" West, 292.91 feet to the intersection with the centerline
of Diamond Springs Drive, (a private street 32,00 feet wide); ‘

THENCE Morth 47°01'36" fast along said centerline, 166.65 feet;

THENCE departing said centerline South 42°58'24" Fast, 16.00 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING on the Northwesterly line of said Lot K;

THENCE North 47°01'36" East, along said Northwesterly Tine, 24,91 feet to the
most Hesterly corner of Lot B of FOOTHILLS CQUNTRY CLUB UNfT NO. 13

THENCE South 58°35'54" East, a]on? the Southely line of said Lot B, 20,38 feet
to the most Easterly corner of said Lot K;

lf'HEI:CE South 47°01'36" West, along the Southeasterly line of said Lot K, 23.30
eet;

THENCE North 66°47'58" West, 10.93 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Parcel C:
That portion of Lot C of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT 0. 1, as shown by map
thereof on file in Book 37, page 20, in the Clark County Recorder's 0ffice,
Clark County, Nevada, lying within the South Half (S 1/2) of Section §, Section
21 South, Range 60 East, M.D.M., City of Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada and
described as follows:

COMMENCING at the Southeast (SE) corner of said Section 53

THENCE South 89°50'13" West, along the South 1ine of said Sectfon 5, a distance
of 1,085.25 feet to the intersection with the centerline of Peccole Ranch Road
“(a private street, 64.00 feet wide);

THENCE departing said South 1ine along sald centeriine, the following Three (3)
courses:

Yorth 00°09'47" West, 227,33 feet;

THENCE curving to the left, along a 300.00 foot radfus curve, being concave
Southwesterly, through a central angle of 42°55'15", an arc length of 224.73
feet;

THENCE North 43°05'02" West, 292.91 feet to the intersection with the centerling
of Diamond Springs Drive, (a private street 32.00 feet wide);

THENCE Nortin 47°01'36" East, along said centerline, 191.56 feet;
EXHIBIT "A" continued....v0vuu.,
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Order No.: 32-06-0871 RMG
2ND AMENDMENT
EXHIBIT “A" (CONT.)

THENCE departing said centerline South 42°58'24" East, 16,00 feet to the most
Westerly corner of Lot B of said FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 1;

THENCE Easterly along the Southerly line of said Lot B, the following Four (4}
courses:

~

South 56°35'54" East, 138.57 feet;

THENCE South 83°16'12" East, 471.33 feet;

THENCE South 69°35'39" East, 208.57 feet;

THENCE South 69°07'4l" East, 97.63 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE departing said Southerly 1line of Lot B, South 29°47'24" East, 70.44 feet;.
THENCE South 75°27' 19" fast, 108.67 feet;

THENCE North 85°36°'26" East, 77.04 feet to a point on the aforementioned k(
Southerly line of said Lot B; .

THENCE North 69°07°41" West along said Southerly line, 232,25 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING.

Parcel D:

That portion of Lot I of "FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT - NO. 1", as shown by map
thereof on file in Book 37, Page 20 of Plats, in the Clark County Recorder's

0ffice, Clark County, Nevada, lying within the South Half (S 1/2) of Section 5,

Township 20 South, Range 60 East, M.D.M., City of Las Vegas, Clark County,

Nevada and described as follows:

COMMENCING at the most SOuther;ly corner of Lot Seventeen (17) in Block Four (4)
of said "FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO, 1"}

THENLE North 47°29°46" West, along the Southwesterly Tine of said Lot Seventeen
(17), & distance of 126.73 feet to the most Westerly corner thereof;

THENCE North 42°30°'14" East, along the Northwesterly 1ine of said Lot Seventeen
(17}, a distance of 60.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING and the most Northerly
corner of said Lot Seventeen (17);

THENCE continuing North 42°30°'14" East, along the Northeasterly prolongation of
the Northwesterly ¥ine of said Lot Seventeen (17), a distance of 51.64 feet;

THENCE South 27°26°31" tast, 105.73 feet;
EXHIBIT "A" continued........
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2ND AMENDMENT

EXHIBIT “A" {CONT.)
THENCE South 53°37'34" Mest, 13,63 feetl;

THENCE curving to the left aleng a 12,50 foot radius curve, concave
Southeasterly, through a central angle of 09°16'45", an arc length of 2.02 feet
10 2 point on the aforementioned Northeasterly line of said Lot Seventeen (17),
to which a radial line bears North 45°38'11" West;

THENCE North 47°29'46" Mest, along said Northeasterly line, 96.46 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINNING,

PARCEL THO (2):

Lots A, B, C, D, E, F, 6, H, 1, J, 0 and § as delineated on the plat of
FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT N0, 2, as shown by the map thereof on fiie in Book
42 of Plats, page 4, in the Office of the County Recorder of Clark County,
Nevada, that portion of Lot 2 in Block 13 of “AMENDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTRY
CLUB UNIT NO. 2" as shown by map thereof on file in Book 42, Page 4 of Plats in
the Clark County Recorder's Office, Clark County, Nevada, lying within the
Southeast Quarter (SE 1/4) of Section &, Township 21 south, Range 60 East,
M.D.M., City of Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada and described as follows:

COMENCING at the most Southerly corner of Lot 1 in said Block 13;

THENCE North 28°55'37" fast along the Easterly line of said Lot 1, a distance of
34.62 feet to an angle point therein;

THENCE North 00°00'00" East along sald Easterly line 145,94 feet to a point on
the Southerly Vine of Lot A (Golf Course) of said *Amended Plat of Foothills
Country Club Unit No. 2";

THENCE North 72°33'40" East along said Southerly line, 77.06 feet to the point
of beginning;

THENCE South 08°36'26" East, 111.82 feet;

THENCE South 90°00'00" East, 29.75 feet to an angle point on the Boundary 1ine
of Lot S in said Block 13;

THENCE Northerly along said boundary 1ine, the following two (2) courses:

North 00°00°'00" East, 74.67 feet;

THENCE North 36°00'00" West, 42:54 feet to an angle point on the boundary 1ine
of the aformentioned Lot A fsolf Course);

THENCE along said boundary Tine, the following two (2) courses:

Continuing North 36°00'00" West, 8.20 feet;
THENCE South 72°33'40" West 17.41 feet to the point of beginning.

AND

continued.......o..
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2ND AMENDMENT

EXHIBIT “A" (CONT)

That portion of Lot 2 in Block 13 of AMENDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT

NO. 2' as shown by map thereof on file in Book 42, Page 4 of Plats in the Clark

County Recorder's 0ffice, Clark County, Nevada, lying within the Southeast

Juarter (SE 1/4) of Section 5, Townsnip 21 South, Range 60 East H.D.M., City of

Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada and described as follows: <

COMMENCING at the wmost Southerly corner of Lot 1 #n said Block 13;

THENCE North 28°55'37" East along the Eastarly 1ine of safd Lot 1, a distance of
34,62 feet to an angle point therein;

THENCE North 00°00'00" East along said Easterly 1ine, 145,94 feet to a point on
the Southerly line of Lot A (Golf Course) of said "AMENDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS
COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO, 2";

THENCE North 72°33'40" East along said Southerly Tline, 77.06 feet;

THENCE South 08°36'26" East, 111,82 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNINGS

THENCE continuing South 08°36*26" East, 76-18—Feet—to-apoint-of the Northerly —M— - — —
boundary 1ipe of Lot C in said Block 13;

THENCE Hortherly along said boundary 1ine, the following two {2) courses:

North 54°16'25" East, 22.60 feet; (
THENCE North 00°00°00" East 62,12 feet;
THENCE North 90°00'00" West, 29.75 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM the following described Seven (7) parcels of land:
parcel As
That portion of Lot B of AMENDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT N0, 2, as shown by <
map thereof on file in Book 42 ;;age 4 of Plats im the Clark County Recorder's .
Office, Clark County, Nevada, fy ng within the South Half (S 1/2) of Section 5,

Towaship 21 South, Range 60 East, M.B.M,, City of Las Vegas, Clark Gounty,
Nevada and described as fol’ias:

COMMENCING at the Southeast {SE) corner of said Section 5;

THENCE Horth 04°13"34" West al.ng the East line of said Section 5, a distance of
1,034.21 feet to the Southeast (SE) corner of said AMENDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY
~CLUB UNIT -NO. 23 : - e - -
THEWCE departing said East 1ine, South 86°46'26" West along a South Vine of said
tract, 101.00 feet to a point on the East 1ine of CANYON GATE COUNTRY CLUB, as
shown by map thereof on file in Book 43, page 43 of Plats in the Clark County
Recorder's Office, Clark County, Nevada;

THENCE North 04°13°34" West along said East 1¥ne, 84.00 feet to the Northeast
{NE) corner of said tract, being the Southeast (SE) corner of Lot § of the
aforementioned AMENDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 23

THENCE South 85°46'26" West along the boundary common to said tracts, 20.00 feet
to the POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE Hesterly along said common boundary, the following Seven (7) courses: f‘
R
ZYHIBIT "A" continued..iivsose
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EXHIBIT "A" (CONT.)
South 85°46'26" Hest, 15.00 feet; '
THENCE South 86°U0'00" West, 70.87 feet;
THENCE North 79°31°51" West, 411.44 feet;
THENCE North 56°43'12" West, 139.65 feet;
THENCE North 66°49'56" West, 122.08 feet;
THENCE South 71°26'53" West, 123.86 feet;
THENGE Nortn 49°37'56" West, 33.52 feet to the most fasterly corner of Lot
Eighty-seven (87) in Block One (1) of CANYON GATE COUNTRY CLUB, AS SHOWN BY MAP
THEREOF ON FILE IN Book 43, page 43 of Plats in the CTark County Recorder's
0ffice, Clark County, Nevada;

TRENCE departing the boundary line of safd CANYON GATE COUNTRY CLUB, South
81°54'37" East 50.00 feet; .

TUENCE North 71°26'53" East 96.94 feet;

THENCE South 66°49'66" East, 94.48 feet;
THENCE South 65°45'28" East, 97.81 feet;
THENCE South 61°27'45" East, 102,03 feet;
THENCE Morth 69°30'19" East, 29,15 feet;
THENCE South 79°31'561" Eust, 234.00 feet;
THENCE South 72°13'39" East, 125,09 feet;

THENGE North 68°05'09" East, 82,04 feet to a point on the West line of the
aforementioned Lot Q;

THENCE South 04°13'34" East along said West line, 33.62 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

EXHIBIT "A" continued.,..........
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EXHIBIT "A™ (CONT.)
Parcel B:

Tnat portion of Lot Q of &MENDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 2, as shown by
map thereof on file in Book 42, page 4 of Plats in the Clark County Recorder's
office, Clark County, Nevada, lying within the South Half (S 1/2) of Section §,
Township 21 South, Ranye 60 East, M.D.M., City, of Las Vegas, Clark County,
Nevada and described as follows:

COMMENCING at the Southeast (SE) cormer of said Section 5;

THENCE North 04°13'34" West a1ong the East Tine of said Section 5, a distance of
1,034‘.]5%Tf§8t ;:o the Southeast (3E) corner of said AMENDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY
Ly . 23

THENCE degarti ng said East Tine South 85°46'26" West along a South lire of said
tract, 101.00 feet to a point on the East line of CANYON GATE COUNTRY CLUB, as
shown by map thereof on file in Book 43, page 43 of Plats in the Clark County
Recorder's Office, Clark County, Nevada;

THENCE North 04°13'34" West along said East line, 84.00 feet to the Northeast
(NE) corner of said tract, being the Southeast (SE)} corner of Lot Q of the -
aforegentioned AMENDEG FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 2 and the POINT OF
BEGINNING;

THENCE South 85°46'26" West along the boundary common to said tract, 20.00; to
the Southwest SW) corner of said Lot Q;

THENCE North 04°13'34" West along the West line of said Lot Q, 33.62 feet;

THENCE departing said West line North 68°05'09" East, 20.99 feet to a point on
the Westerly line of Dia. ond Foothills Drive (a private street being 32.00 feet
wide); '

THENCE South 04°13'34" East along said West line, 40.00 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

Parcel C:
Tnat portion described as follows:
BEGINNING at the Northwest (NW) corner of Lot One {1), Block Five (5) of AMENDED
FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 2, as recarded in Book 42, page 4 of Plats,
County of Clark, State of Hevada;
THENCE South 04°14'20" East, along the West line of above said Lot One (1) of
Blocl; Five (), a distance of 120.06 feet to the Southwest (SW) corner of Lot
Ing (1);

EXHIBIT "A" continued.......
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EXHIBIT “A" (CONT.)

THENCE South 37°32'23" West, a distance of 30,10 feet to the Southeast (SE)
corner of Lot Two {2), Block Nine (9) of said AMENDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB
UNIT NO. 2;

THENCE North 04°14'20" Hest, along the East line of safd Lot Two (2), Block Nine
(9), a distance of 120.06 feet;

THENCE North 87°32'23" East, a distance of 30.10 feet, more or Tess, to the
POINT OF BEGINNING,

Parcel D:

Tnat portion of Lot A of AMENDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 2 as
shown by map thereof on file in Book 42, page 4 of Plats in the Clark County
Recorder's Office, Clark County Nevada, lying within the South Half (S 1/2} of
section 5, Township 21 South, Range 60 fast, M.D.M., City of Las Vegas, Clark
County Nevada, described as follows:

BEGINNING at the Northeast corner of Lot One (1), Block One (1) of sald Tract;

THENGE from a tangent bearing North 73°48'28" £ast, curving to the right along a
359.00 foot radius curve, concave Southeasterly, through a central angle of
J2°26'37", an arc lemgth of 16.31 feet to a peint to which a radial Tine bears
North 13°44'55" Yest;

THENCE South 04°14'20° East, 120.33 feet; thence South 76°14'32" dest, 15.26
feet to the Southeast (SE} corner of said Lot One (1);

THENCE North 04°14°20" West along the East line of said Lot One (1), a distance
of 120.00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINMING to which a radial Vine bears North
16°11'32" Hest.

parcel E:
That.portion of Lot A of AMENDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 2 as
show) by map thereof on file in Book 42, page 4 of Plats in the Clark County
Recorder's Office, Clark County Nevada, lying within the South Half (S 1/2) of
section 5, Township 21 South, Range 60 East, M.D.M,, City of Las Vegas, Clark
County, Nevada and described as follows:

BEGINNING at the Southeast corner of Lot Three (3) in Block Eight (8) of said
tract;

THENCE North 04°14°20° West along the €ast line of said Lot Three (3), a
distance of 120.06 feet vo the Northeast (NE) corner thereof;

THENCE South 72°04'66° East, 32.48 feet to an angle pofnt in the West ¥ine or
Lot One (1) in Block Seven (7} of said tract;

EXHIBIT “A" continued..........s
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EXHIBIT "A™ (CONT.)

THENCE South (4°14'20" East along said West line and it's Southerly
prolongation, 108.74 feet to the Southwest (SW) corner of LotK in said tract;

THENCE South 87°32°'23" West, 30,10 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.
Parcel F:

Tnat portion of Lot A of MENDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 2 as
shown by map thereof on file in Book 42, page 4 of Plats in the Clark County
Recorder's Office, Clark County Nevada, lying within the South Half ($ 1/2) of
Section 5, Township 21 South, Range 60 East, M.D.M,, City of Las vegas, Clark
County, Mevada, described as follows:

BEGINNING at the Northwest (NW) corner of Lot Twenty-two (22) in Block Two (2)
of said Tract;

THENCE South 34°14'20" £ast along the West 1line of said Lot Twenty-two (22), a
distance of 120.00 feet to the Southwest {SH) corner thereof;

THENCE South 76°14°'32" Hest, 15.25 feet;
THENCE North 04°14'20" Hest, 120.33 feet;

THENCE from a tangent bearing North 76°15°05" East, curving to the right along a
359,00 foot radius curve, concave Southeasterly, through a central angle of
u2°25'34", an arc length of 15,20 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING to which a
radial 1ine bears North 11°19°21" Hest.

Parcel G:

That portion of Lot C of "AMENDED PLAT OF FOOVHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT - MO, 2",
as shown by map thereof on file in Book 42, Page 4 of Plats, in the Clark County
Recorder's Office, Clark County, Nevada, lying within the South Haif (S 1/2) of
Section 5, Township 20 South, Range 60 East, M.D.M., City of Las Vegas, Clark
County, Nevada and descrived as follows:

COMMENCING at the most Southerly corner of Lot Seventeen (17) in Block Four (4)
of sald "FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT - NO. 1%;

THENCE North 47°29'46" Nest, along the Southwesterly line of said Lot Seventeen
(17}, a distance of 126,73 feet to the most Westerly corner thereof, being the
POINT OF DEGINNING on the Southeasterly 1ine of the aforementioned Lot C;

THENCE continuing North 47°29'46" West, along the Northwesterly prolongation of
the Southwest .1y line of said Lot Seventeen (17), a distance of 15.96 feet;

EXHIBIT "A" contimind,.eyvveunins
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EXRIBIT "A" (CONT.)
THENCE North 33°29'28" East, 67,71 feet;
THENCE North 37°38'18" East, 19,22 feet;
THENCE North 45°19'06" East, 19,76 feet;
THENCE from a tangent bearing South 18°44'45" East, curving to the left along a
12,50 foot radius curve, concave Northeasterly, through a central angle of
110°14'21", an arc length of 24,05 feet to 2 point to which a radial line bears
South 38°59'06" Fast;

THENCE South 27°26'31" East, 9.42 feet to a paint on the boundary 1ine common to
"FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT - NO. 1" and "FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT - NO. 2%

THENCE South 42°30'14" West, along said boundary 1ine, 111.64 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING.

PARCEL THREE (3):
A1l of Lot B as delineated on the plat of AMENDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB
UNIT NO. 3, as shown by map thereof on file in Book 44 of Plats, Page 12, and a5

amended by Document recorded May 10, 1991 in Book 910510 as Document No. 0895,
in the Office of the County Recorder of Clark County, Nevada.

£ hibit "A" continued.........
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EXHIBIT "A" (CONT.)

PARCEL FOUR [4):

Lot B as delineated on the plat of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 1, as shown
py map thereof on file in Book 37 of Plats, Page 20, and as amended by Document

recorded December 7, 1989 in Book 891207 as Document Mo. 00400, in the 0ffice of 7
the County Recorder of Clark County, Nevada. L
EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion thereof lying within the boundaries of CANYON

GATE COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 2, as shown by map thereof on file in Sook 44 of

Plats, Page 100, in the Qffice of the County Recorder of Clark County, Nevada.

Eanibit “"A" continued
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EXHIBIT "A" (CONT.)

PARCEL FIVE (5):

The following description is appurtenant to Parcels One (1), Two (2), Three (3)
and Four (4), previously described herein.

A non-exclusive easement for access, ingress, egress and maintenance purposes
over that certain "Private Drive" and related areas as more fully set forth and
described in that certain instrument entitled "Easement and Maintenance
Agreement”, recorded February 7, 1989 in Book 830207 as Instrument No. 00292 of
0fficial Records of Clark County, Nevada.

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
JOANL. SWIFT, RECORDER
RECORDED AT REQUEST OF;
A GALLEGODS
@7-08-92 15125 154 17
OFFICIAL RECORDS
BOOK: 920708 WST. 00905

FEE 21,00 RPTT: 9,191. 00
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GRANT, BARGARN, SALE DEED

TIS ISDENTURK WITMESSKTH, That West Sebwen Pactacrielp » Mevads Limied
Porvssbig, for & vakabia contidcration, the ooriph of which is hercby ackarwalgnd, do herchy Grms,
Bergain, S8 and Comuy o Coayen Gale ot Les Vages, 1ne. & Navada Corporation, sli than cond
property slesmad in the County of Clark, State of Nevada, bowadod and deasrided as foflews:

umwwmnu rolcrewced made & part hevee!

[ l 440+ 4 440-8 u w-uo-ou
. ux q0-560-186 44
g"ﬁ 347160 do-se1ar Sle-dte-te a0s3in
SUNECT T0s
(3 muammw 14 elinquent, inchuding personel groperty tiose of
oty formey owict, i€ any,
2, Bacictions, conditions, rcsrvationn, rights, md oo conomonts mewr of
woeed, i€ amy, or iy Giak achmally rled s e grogenty, i

m-ummuwm.rmwma
1958, Bosk 190, an Diecwmment Ne. (46615, of Oficial sconia and woseded Oeber
23, 1983, 16 Book 2203a0 Document Ne, 2164189 of Officiel Roods,

4 nmaummummnmnumu
Sacveys nt Pige 4%, rosunied decombor 29, 1000, {a Book 1333 o
mu 1291352 of Officiet Nocsels.

ASSOCIATES, & Nevade Parimcriip, (69 ouocemsets andier aaeigns, foe oewes es
ond Sacitition, ewenniiod Manch 31 1966, in Bank 20306 on Documaxt Ne. 00674 of

um-m;dﬂm«-ﬂuh”d
a-.a.m of éticiod somnie.
THIS DEED IS PEING RE~RECORDED FOR THE PURPOSE OF CLARIFICATION
OF THE DESCRIPTION OF PARCEL FOUR (4).
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9, 4An Escmant effocting & portion of the property i fhvor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY
WATER DISTRICT . for pipclias for conducting waleee, rocordod Sepleber 18,
987 i Book 270018 3 docuecmt No 09487 of (ficial reconds,

10 Covenants, conditions sad ions, (bt delcting restrictions if ay, beacd wpon
s, cokor, o ) 88 containd in & Doctanstionol Resiricsions
onsoedod Jamsiey 16, (989, in book R90119 gs Docemct No. 00141, of OMcial

I
I
i
!
I

13. Dedications sivl Essimnome
Pita, Page 12, of Officiel Recwrds,

14. An sssomont afoiting e partion of ths pragariy e fiver of GARY CORWIN AND
SHARON CORWRY,

Truviiend and wifs 80 jolek Saanks, fbor ol o amd
mmmmnm’:umxuuma

Offioial Eovords.

13, An et offosiing 2 portion of e gropwrty in fhver of NEVADA POWER
mm.hm&hwm 15, 1980, in Bavke 90313 m
Doownigd M. 00682 of Officiel Rosoods. _

16, As animm ] of i i fwow of NEVADA FOWER
COMPANY, wmmhn‘wm 03, (900, in Woek 010013 a0
ovumant No. 90453, of Offielad

19, An snsemant 0fbasing & penian of the in bwer of NEVADA POWIR
mm.uu&m Masch 13, 1990, in Bosk D10013 a8
oot an. 60684 of Oiiclil Ravends,

Vot SchunitiD o
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KAORONENT
CHHIBIT °A®

PARCEL QR {1):

1. 9, K and P, 43 dol{ncated on ua A4t of FOOTHELLS
il 1 s 0 B B A
. Ld
WOLE) B4 Becuaant Nor 0010, o o Ottice of the County Recorder of Clark
County, mm.

THLTHER with that portian of tot l! o Bleck & of FOOTHILLS COUNTAY CLUB UMIT
I%‘:!l.almhy” umm tumm«anun pogo and as

ot Documn God Docessor 7, 1399 1. ook 891307 &4 Document Ko,
040, in the omu o! e County momr ol Clark County, Wevada a1 detgribed
in Deed m West Sehara Partsorahip, & Novads Vimited partaership recorded Jum
20, 1990 {n Book S0UE2D s Docuesnt Ko. 00537, 0fficta) Records.

LACEPLING THEREFAON Che foYdowing Four (4) parcels of Tand:

Parcel At
e pomog‘gl Lot c of mmu.s qmmv ap mm n. :kgm e mm

Tying withia the Soucn Hart Mm of SectIcn B, Section 11 Sageh. ba
gast, N.OM., City of Las ¥eges, Clark Cowaty, Mevada and described 49 Todlows:

COMECING at the Soushes s (SEY cormee of sald Saction §;

South 89°50'43° West along the Sowth Vine of sa1d Section 9, & diatance

’ .28 feeg to the a tlon with the centerling of Peccole Ronch Rood
mw? l{lﬂ‘l “% u:'s'mn). wr e

riing 4ald sam Vine Horth 00%09°67" West atong 2414 centeriing, U
mume “ '

IO\‘Q 00%09°37° West, 217,33 feess

THENCE curving to the et o) 300,00 feot radtus curve, Saf 4
mmmm Theough 8 cenirel tgle of ISERIE", bk m'lrijg e
THONCE North 43°05'02° Wost, 292,91 faet to the Intersection uith thwe ceatariing
of Dismoné Soeings Ortva, (8 Mﬂ" streat 32,00 fent wide);

THENCE North 47°01°36° £ast along sald contarling, 39154 feet;

THURCE Geparting 3414 canter)fon South A2°S8°26° Last, 16,00 feet £ the mest
it St Ry R il g B MR g o

Lunidie "A° contimed. o.o00

N
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LRHIBIT "A" (CONT.)

:mct South £9°35°84" Cast along the Sousherly Tino of sald Lot B, JU.38 feet
w0 the POIAT OF BEGINKING;

THEHCE Eastarty &)ong s0id Southarly Mao the followling Yhree (3) courses:
COITINUING Sowth S8735'34° Lase, 120,19 feot;

THENEE South 83°16'32° East, 471,93 feet;

THENCE South §9°78°39° Zast, 165,39 feet:

THEKCE departing 34d Southerly Yino South, 50°48'16° Mest, 10,31 feet;
THENCE North 70°44°35° Wost, 100,50 feet;

THENCE Moeth 83926°42° Wost, 366,92 faet;

- THOKE Morth 29°31°51° West, 109.34 feet;

) 188,87 ¢
AP AR ﬁts AR CLUB CHET 0 %""‘ 00 e Sontheutterly Vne of

THEHCE North am'u' ast along satd Sewtnessterly T .29 feet
POINT OF BEGIMING " ¥ Vne, 23,29 feet ta the

Parced 81
ot perlm of Lot & of mmu.s c«mv m . 1 28 Show hy
thergof on f1le fa Book 37 n the Clark Coun W'l o u. C\Irk

Souniy, Kevida, dyteg vl ui»’g South vt (s 372 ) of Section §, Sective
South umah st u.o.n. City of Los .
prod "m %% (ot ioes o« Gity of Las Veges, 'l Connty, l‘l

CMIN a% the Southeast (S€) cormer of 3a1¢ Saciton §;

!og» "33% West dlong the rm Ving of , & €igteace
of 1,005.2% deet to the 18 ion
2 peivats srest £0.05 ,,,‘{""3 ' G o Psal kb

m?mmn said South Vine sloap 3218 ceaterding, the follcwing Theee (9}

North O3 '67° Mest, 227,33 fees;

THENCE cervl uuumul & 300.08 foet vadi g cencive
Senmml;f oroush & central aagle of 42°83°18 “:g'l::ga of 2.3

€anidis °A° contimmed.,e.riacsns
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CRHIBIT "A° (CONT.}

mm:!. sorth 43°08'02¢ Most, 292.91 feor to the interscetion with the centerling
of 0fsmond Sprirgs Drive, (a pridate street 32,00 feat wido);

THEWCE North 47°00' 36" Last along 9094 conterline, 166,63 feot;

THENCE departing satd conterling South 42°§8°24° uu. 16.00 feot to the POINT
CF BEGINNING oa the Northwesterly Yine of safd Lot K

ortx 41°01-36° Lait, dlonp £atd Herthataterly Mne, 20,90 Jfoet 10 the
'-Z“ftmmu cwﬁ L0t'0 'of TOGTHILLS COUNTRY LW Calr 0, 1

938° 84 iang the Southely Yine oF safd Lot 8, 10.38 feet
3‘»"&‘-5 &g{"tﬁvﬂlg‘ cogg}"o m?d tot K:mx v s w

mﬁt South A1°01° %" West, alang the Scatheasterly 11ne of st Lot &, 23.%
1]

THENCE sorth 66°47'68° Wost, 10,93 feet to the POINT OF SECIIMING,
Parce? €

Tt unu? of Lot € of roomm uul uul\‘ W, l. a8 m u
iy em":.!:’ﬁ,- 3 0 e S mv csl Y of Eeetton s s s«mn
G Tovtne Raoqe o Bt 10 Hen 1 oF LAE Ueges. IR Coutty, Bevidn bo4
Sescribed 43 Jo) lowss
COMENCING A% the Southegst (SE) cormer of sald Section §;

THENGE South 99°60°13" Heot, along the $mh e of said Section §, 4 ¢ls
P R AR M Bt Rk oot R A LR IRK S
(o private strees, 64.00 feet -um

m ?mmn s4d South Vine 2long 3210 ceateriing, the following Three (33

North 00°US"47* west, 227,33 (eet;

THOE cervd 1efe, aloag & 300,00 foot radt

mgm l:' “&".a H mvg?'me? u‘u'u'.'zu‘:'v:'fmw of &.n
THERCE wawth €3°05°02° West, 202,91 Teet to the fatergaction «ith Dw centarling
of Dlamnd Springs Drive, (& privite street 32,00 feed wide);

THEWCE Morth 43°01°06° East, #lony datd centeviine, 190.88 feed;

Exn10IT "4° Contimmi.oi oronvae

~~

N
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EXNIBIT “A° (CowT. )

e reing sald coaterling South 42°58'24° East, 16,00 fest 10 Uhe most
mmnm’nr L6t 8 of satd FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUS INIT 0, 13

m Castarly alomy the Southerly Vine of 4a1d Lot B, the followlng Four (8)

South 58°35°5e° fase, 133,57 feet;

THEWCE Souts 83°16°22° Eese, 471,33 feot;

THEHCE South €9°35°39° Test, 08,57 fest;

THECE South 68°07°41° €ast, 97.63 foet to the POINT OF BLGINING;

THEKCE departing said Southerly Vine of Lot 8, Sowth 20°47°24" Last, 70,44 feet;
THERCE Sowts 75°20°19" fast, 106,67 feots

THERCE horth 83°48°26° Cast, 77.04 foat to & point on the aforementioned
Southerly Joe of asld Lot B; w

HENCE Worth 69°07°41" West along safd Scutherly Vine, 232,39 feet %o the POIAT
Of QGHMING, " y # it

Parcal 0:
That portion of Lot 1 of "FOOTHILLS COVNMAY . 1%, as_showm
Vhoredd o0 110¢ 18 8008 37, Pupe s of PRt e D TcTand: Los a9 showm by mip
nm«‘pcnm mnt.“ mmim ““.o 't.hlncm gma' '" %’ t‘zl of Suglen $
Hevada 408 Gescribed o5 “oloess’ Tt et ¢

3 4t the moat Southerly ¢
m mmm%v%’mm.“ Lo8 Seveateen {17) 1 Dlach Four {4)

THERE North 47920'46° Went ] the Sutwesterly 14 14 Lot
(171, 8 Gistace of 126,73 Tedt Cy tog ::: WILerl) Coraer toareet]: Srrenieen

THEWCE iorth €3°30°14° tm. mog tu terly Ying of 501d Lot Sevestesn
(1}, ¢ mum of 60,00
corngr of 2898 108 Snmm (1} 1) "m 44 e le

THORCE Comting 42°50°14° Cast, a1 the Northeastee); 1] tien of
e N ey Tias OF 006 LAt ocsaa e Vortaeaster e ks

THEVCE Sowth 27°28°31° Cest, 105,73 feet;
EXNIBIT °A° continosd...uccos
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ERNIOLT A" (CONT.Y
THENCE South $3°57°34° Wast, 13.6) (oot

THRNCE curviag to the 1k alon' & 1250 foot radiue curve, ¢

m thaastirly, throddh a central ingle of 09°16°48", an arc Imu ol 8,02 feet
188 #n th afaremationcd Kortheastarly Mine'of satd Lot Seveateen (17),

lo 4 ch & mm Ting bears North 45°39°21° Wases

THERCE North 47°20°44" West, along atd Mortheasterly Vine, $5.46 feet to o

POINT OF BEOINAING, .
aAICEL TWO (2)3

AL Sl S & S g

43 ol "mi m'&.' :? ‘&:: gv; 3 al.vla; m%um 'o Clark ?M

ﬁ?ﬁ% ey ::cm-?nﬁu iy AL ‘f’um-.u‘ S 32" "

Shachiast Gvarter C36 1701 of Socelos 5. Tomints T sortn hey

W.0.M,, City of Las Vegas, Clam cmv. lmda and descrided 49 mum

COMNCING 4t Southerly corner of Lot 1 1n 310 Block 13 :
W'm% i'u"fws M tm n:n m Eesterly Vine of safd Lot L, @ distance of <

THEACE Rorth OUSD0'0° [Ast akoaq sald Tasterly 1ne 145,90 fest §
i uﬁu p i g AR R RS AL

343 lm atong 3aid Sentharly Vine, 77.08 fart to e polat

g" €t 118,82 feety
Sogth Wm. Cast, 29,75 feet £ an angle polnt on the Coundery 1ine

L) 13
mq nil bowndary \ln. the foltouteg e (2) coursess

tu‘“fﬂh
700°00% Weat, 42188 Taat 06 0 aegle pOTAt on the howndery Tise

:1’ mma ” H nm(!lumm
3!

W '?z“mw by iy A - Wgtmaing, ( ,

5
H
)
3

L8
é.z

g:zs

L
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200 ARNENT

EXHIBIT °A" (CONT)
1on of Lot 2 5 Blach 13 of AEROED PLAT OF FOOTNILLS COUNTRY CLOB W
Iﬁf'a?": 3'»% w“ mmv ou e In m n. n;o § of Plate fn the clm
Soertte (5L 110 ‘3’33!” $ ot £ Sauiny o "w Bt N thy of
T A U TR SRR KA R gl e
1 tn atdy
ww st th ”3 mmm eorndr of Lot 1 in satd Slech 1d;

t alon W Eastaely Yeow of sald Lot 1, & dlstamce of
38,62 “ﬂbn 10‘:“

nﬁ“ itk o E‘J,;",’. ORI AL AR K o

t Along 8818 Seatharly Yine, 77,06 fest
406: E‘.:g.‘m!.%' by e DAY
THINEE continuiop South 09°36°26° East, 76.18 faet t0 & point of the Mortherly

) 1l
Wm e Llrb:mm 1ine, the Collowiag two (2) cosrzes:

Yorth SA1EHES fast, 2240 feoty

THONCE Morth 00°00°00° Last 62,12 feet;

THENCE Morth n‘oo'oo' Hest, 290,75 feat to the FOINT OF SEGINAIG,

CXCCPTIN0 THERCFAON the folfoving desceided Sevea (7 parcels of Yands
Parce) Ay

mzmmmnufm FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNTY MO, a.n o by

’?ﬂ m'n' dﬂ:ﬁ;&ﬁ.‘% AR A T DK ugmi

B Dies €Iy of Lis Yoges, Cha
mmmm» o '

COMENCING ot the Soutbesst (Sl) corngr of sald Saction §;
THEHCE Worth 0°10'34° Woat along the Kait Yine of sa1é Section §; @ éstance of
aougl"zt :(: the Southeast (ST) cormer of satd ANENOED FOOTUILLS COUNYRY

THENCE doparting said Last Vine, Sowth 83°08'24° Vet l1 8 $outh V1o oF nid

101,00 1, ot %1
0 erteren Tele ﬁ"&' AL ﬁ'mlu' (H &"ﬂ!‘a‘%&é‘
mm’n Gffice, Clark Cownty, Nev

TECL e et s o Lt k048
Tt eartionnd thesolo Foemicty M'Eﬂ i A

THOKE South 85°46°26"° Wast along the Saundery comman te 8a1d tracte, 20,00 font
o the FOINT 0F BIGTMIN *

THERCE Westerly along 4074 conaon bewndary, the fellowing Sswen {7) courses:
1THIBIY A SO IMdo cocosoons
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ERHIOIT "A™ (CONT.) ,

South §3°48'26° Mest, 15,0 feots
NEUEE Jouth BESLO'LL" Wesk, Tu.b? foat;
THENCE North 79°31°51° Hest, 411,44 feot;
THENCE ortn 56°43'12° Hest, 139,65 teat:
NIENCE Horth §6°49°56° Heat, 122,18 feets
THICE South 73°26°53" Woat, 123.06 feet;
THENCE Worth §9°37°556% Woat, 33,52 feat o the most Easterly cornir of Lot
l&\v- sgven (87) in Block One m OF CANYON GATE COUNTRY CLUB, AS SHOWE BY
OF 0% PILE IW Book 0)- vigo 43 of Plats 1n the Clark mm Recorder's
Qifice, Clavk Gounty, Meov

TIRWCE departing the bowndary 1ine of 3414 CANTON GATE CONTAY-CLYS, Sorth-
bt e e .

THENCE Soetn 71926°53° £ast 06.94 foet;
THENCE South 64°49°54° £ast, 844D feet;
THOKE South §3%45°28° Cast, 97,81 feets
TIRWCE Sowtn 81°87°45° Zast, 102,00 fest;
TINCE Borths 69°30°16° East, 29,15 feus:
THENCE South 19°01°54" Kuit, 230,00 Maes;
THERCE South 32°15'39° ase, 125,09 feet;
WM"{“?‘ B4st, 82,00 feet Vo & polat on the Kest Tine of the

TCL South 04°33°54° Cast alomy saté West Tlne, 30,62 feet ta the POINT OF
ETHEBET "A® Contintt,seecrrcons

N
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Order 50,1 92:U0.0871 MG
240 ANENONEMY

ERMIGIT *A° (CONT. )

Parce’ B;

Trag ‘:mlm of Lot Q of RAENDED FUOTHILLS Ta¢ CLUB LNIT 8D, 2, &3 Shown by
uap thoraof on 111¢ 40 Book 42, pago 4 of Slats tn the Clark County Recorder's
oifice, Clark County, Nevada, Vyiny within the South Kalf (S §/2) of Scctfen &,
Toumship 22 South, Range 60 Cast, W.0.M,, City, of Las Veges, Clark County,
Kevads and described as fodlows:

COMENCING at the Southeast {SE) corner of sald Section §;

Horgh O4°13' 34 test along th Vine of 940 Soction §, 8
g.fon g}f:«kto:tg%o“sw&nu%) 30535 of 3084 f(‘a'r‘u%“m?' $ CONTRY

4 a4 19Ru
e S o e the st Thos of ol et
shawn by mep thereof on tila In Book 43, page 43 of Plats in the Clark County
Recorder's Office, Clark County, Nevada;
THINCE Korth 00°43'34° Host atong 1014 Cast Yine, 84,00 foet 10 the Northeast
i2) ¢ ? safd tract, delng the Souf t (SE {]
:g"“;.:'.ﬁ?u' RAROED FOUTMILLY CONTRY CLUR N N B e e pie &

THOMCE douth §3°48'28° Nest along the Boundery comos 14 teact, 20.00;
the Soutmwest V) coroer of 5816 Lot (T o el trict, 20.00; o

THENCE Morth 08°13°54° Wast alomg the West Tine of safd Let Q, 33.62 foat;

THENCE Geparting sald Wost Vine Horth €8°06°08° Qagt, 20.99 feet 1o & poiat on
;mmmu 0 of Oe. 0 Faothiils Drive fo privite screat batng 2200 fest
aldel;

4°33°34° ay! (] , &0,
%&u 3°84° Cast a1ong sald et 10ne, €0.00 feet o the POINT OF

Parcel €
Tnat portion erscrided o3 follows:
BERINING ot the Morwest (W) cormer of Lot Ome {13, Block Five (5} of MEWXD
1t N0, 2, as .
FoUniiLLY Coue ’%_oug Rl a8 racerded (m Book 42, poge € of Plago
THEWCE Sowth 04°04°20° East, 21owg v Wt V(a0 of 1é Lot ¢
ok five (5, 4 elsume o1 L1008 Boet o (36 Sevthorst TN Sormee Sh ey

EXNIBLY “A° continwd..s.scacacs
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Lot Ty -
Lomnpen o

R
Land bt o o Co el 2 u 7 ') 3 Y0905 \
Cegor 1.t n«ﬁw S

EXHIDIT "A" LCOWY.) ‘

e a7432°23° Wost, o distance of JU,1U feot to the Southeast £3€)
Z?nﬁf- 3‘:';“ Va0 (20, llntl: Hing (9) of 2a%d AXEKDED FOOTHILLS mmv (41}
o

o 85«

THENCE North OAIE20" bost, alony the East Tine of safd Lot Two (2), Block Kine
{9), & distance of 120.08 feot;

TUENEE Morth 87°32°23" fast, & distance of 30,10 feoet, more Or 1435, t5 the
POINT OF BEGIMSING,

Parcet D2

Mlt pmm of Lot A of AMEWIED PLAT 0F FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB LMY ﬂ. Sas
Fhepolo B B S8 e Rovadsr VS A mcm('scf :’ot
oG LIS Ty A '"l A M e B 103 ¥ogas,
County nmu. dmrlm 4% 1031ows:

BEGINNING a8 the Northeast corner of Lot One (1), Block One (1), of sald Trage;

THEMCE from & Langent boaring Worth 73°48°28" Cast, curving to the right aloeg a
359,00 toot rm::'gum. concave Southessterly, through & centrel amle of

¥2°28'31°, lft mm of 15,31 fest ta Wl“ 0 vhich o radin} Vine Sears
Vortn 13°04°65

PR 0 A e .

THERCE North 00°14°20° Hose alons the Eant Hine of tatd Lot 11, 0 éistemce
of ﬁ'o.w 4ot to g POINT wﬁcwm o which & radis) 1?" t‘nz

16°11°32° west.
Parced €2
Tha ;wuuuuuofmmm FOOTWILLE COUNTRY CLUB m.tu

treof on 141¢ o 2, 4 of Plats 1 the Clark
fec "m Snml e mc?n" %-&?&wg&l: ao.’;g-;ﬁ?i 3} m
S«' u’cmﬂm 3 follus: .t

um_un a8 the Sostheast cormer oF Lot Thves (3) 16 Bleck L1ghe (8] o sild

THOKE Norgh U4°14°20° Wost olosy the Eost Bine of sald Lot lmo (¢ ]
distance of 120,08 feet W the Nortaeast (KT) Cornar tMreol;

THERCE South T2°00°66° Cost, 2246 1002 9 o0 aagle Joiat (0 the West Moo &1
108 9n¢ (1) o Bleck Sevem (73 oF ald tracsy

QISP “A° continged. corosiacos

N
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Qrdor Ho.¢ W
EXMIBLT "A" (CONT,)

TAEHCE Sowt G6°46'20" Last a10np tald West 1ae and 12's Southerly
pratongacion, 08,74 feet to tho Souttwest [SH) coraer of Lot & In ssid tract;

THENCE South 67°32°¢3° Novt, 30.1U foat o the POINT OF BECIKMING.

Parcel F:
Tuat partion of Lot A of AMINDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTAY CLUB UNIT KD, 2 a8
$hown by .8 of f1le {n Book 42, page 4 of Plats tn the Clark County
Section 5, Tomilp 31 Socths Rivwn. 80 Eort. N 0om T Crey of ponteges, !
County, Kiveds, €asorived as followss ' " *

BEGIENING 8% the Northwedt (MM) corner of Lot Twentyotuo (22) 1n Block Two (2)
of said Trages

THENCE South 26°14°20" Esst along the West 1ine of said Lot Twenty-two (22), &
digtance of 120,00 feor to the Soutiwast (M) cormer thereof;

THINCE Sowth 26°14°32" West, 15.25 fees;
TEEWCE sartn 04°14°20% Nest, 120,33 feoty

THEGE from & Langent boaring North 74°18°05" Rast, corving to the Pight alodg &
) cone tn 1, & ¢ of

o Sl i R St R . A

vadiol Yine baars North 11°19°20" Wese.

Parced G:

Toat portien of Lot C of “AMENDD PLAT OF POOTHILLS COUNTRY ELUS LI = %0, 2°,
3&3"»3‘3'? t.f?« cn:tw“ '3..'3'. ‘f}l’”:!:a?: 22'2;.&" quﬂm
Section 8, ?owml’ 20 Sowcw, Rine 0 Lare. B,

0.M, City of Las Yegss, Clark
County, BIvade iné deicrived as {o1hwss i .

COMENEING at the most Southerly cormr of Lot Savestens (17) ta B
of 141G "FOHILLY CONTRY CUlR hIT < w0, 151 (19) e Bheck Four (4)

THEXCE Morth 47°29°45" West, along the Sewthatarly 11n of 5416 Lot Saventesa
A7), & Ofstance of 188,73 e Wester! T, bel
LR BETRI oo tar m&m;ﬂ:o of m"afm“t u"c? the

THEMEE continaing Morth 47°28°46° Kest, s1oep the Berthweater) Tongation of
the mmm:'} Tise of safd Lot mu:’ (11, o dtstance &"u.ﬂm

BIHIOIT A Contimued,inioirvoncs
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EXHIBIT “A® {CoNt,)
THEXCE Korth 33°29°28" Last, 61,71 toct;
THEUCE arth 37°38°18™ Rast, 19.42 feets
TUENCE MoeRh 45°19°08° Eest, 19,70 fect;
£ feow & tengent mring Soum u'was- tm. ctmlng‘w the 1eft slong @

foot eadi, cno thedsterly, tral angle of
55?4: “:‘ e hangin of 240t Teat tae '&mn Rch 8 Fadiai? e bears

THINCE $outh zru'n- uu 9.42 feet 0 & paInt on U boundary Vine common
'mmsg COUNTAY CLUB YN I - 40, 1° ond -rgmu.u COUNTRY (:l.g WIT - "0, 2?

THOKE Somth 42°30°18" Heat, along sald boundary Vind, 815.64 (cot to the POINT

0F eEoimINe,

2ARCEL THREE (3):

All cf “} 8 as cmmm “&J‘“ ﬂ‘mﬂﬂ g l’gﬂl. H “ w ( '
mom‘ Ray 10, 1991 {n Sook 910810 a3 oocum ¥g. L0088, :

amn by Dae
in te OFfice o( m County Recorder of Clarh County, Mev

Cahidit "A® conRimeed.ceuronee

AT,
#
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Seder Ho, 23 7} m; ]
EAn1BIT “A° (CONY,)
R IS s MAAS

Lat B ot delincated gu the plat of FUOTHILLS COUNTAY CLUS (L
oy @p theredf on file 1a ook 37 of Plats, Pige 10,
v¢eorded Degosber 7, 3m in Oook 891207 a3
the Sounty Recorder of Clark Count

5:%%’:"" THERE
v Fage 100,

3 Shoun
08 by Docusent
o, 00400, {n the Dffice of

reion thaceo! Tylng within the mmrlwr CANYON
Ml 2, 43 thowd by map thereo! on €lle fa «of
1 the 0f11ce of the Ceunty Recorder ot Clark County, Keveds,

sgp ATTACHED Fok W:’/”J
sascepim o o ¥

Canfdit "A% continued
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EXBLT A" {EONT.Y

PASCEL FINE (o)1

Tne (0liouing dotcriptian (s 4 mm to Parcals One (1), Y (4), Virde (J)
308 Four 410 peusiously detoribed here ! *

A nonatagTudive catement for adcess, | $ &nd malatenance 105
Oror ek £arealn Brivete Drpees 150 riTeHd '¥m a3 wore tm; et forth and

dmﬂm 18 thyt certatn Iumlm mn o8 L ntenance

u? , recorded Fedbruary 7, u mmlm %o, 10292 of

oftigial mum of Claek comy.

auudiﬁiiﬁg!ﬁi (“\
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EXHIBIT “A* (CONT.)
CLARIFICATION

RARCEL FOUR _(4) ¢

THAT PORTION OF LOT B OF ®“FPOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. 1* AS

SHOWN BY MAP THEREOFP ON FILE IN BOOK 37, PAGE 20 IN THE CLARK

COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA LYING WITHIN THE

SOUTH HALF (S 1/2) OF SBCTION 5, SECTION 21 SOUTH, RANGE 60 BAST,

g(‘)gigﬁé CITY OF LAS VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA AND DESCRIBED AS.
t

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 5; THENCE SOUTH
899501137 WEST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SRAID SECTION 5, A DISTANCE
OF 1085,25 FEBT TO THE INTERSECTION WITH THE CENTERLINE OF PECCOLB

RANCH ROAD (A PRIVATS STREET 64.00 FEET WIDE); THENCE DBPARTING

SAID SOUTE LINE ALONG -SAID CENTERLINE; THE -FOLLOWING THRRE™ 13)
COURSES: NORTH 00°09'47% WRST, 227.33 PERT; THENCE CURVING TO THE
LEFT ALONG A 300.00 FOOT RADIUS CURVE, BRING CONCAVE SOUTHWESTERLY,
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 42°55'15", AN ARC LENGTH OF 224.73 PRET;
THENCB NORTH 43°05'02% WEST, 292.91 FEET T0 THE INTERSECTION WITH
THE CENTRRLINE OF DIAMOND SPRINGS DRIVE, (A PRIVATR STREET 32.00
FEBT WIDE); THRNCE NORTH 47°01'36* EAST ALONG THE SAID CENTERLINE,
191.56 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID CENTERLINE SOUTH 42°58°'24" RAST,
16.00 FBET TO THE MOST WESTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT B; THENCE
BASTERLY ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT B, THE FOLLOWING
THRER (3) COURSES; SOUTH 58935'54" BAST 138.57 FRET; THENCB SOUTH
83%16'12% EAST, 471.33 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 69°35'397 EAST, 165.33
FEET TO THBE POINT OF BEGINNING: THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY
LINE OF LOT B, NORTH 53948'16" EAST, 21.56 FEBT; THENCE NORTH
87°16'09" BAST, 46.12 FERT; THENCE SOUTH 63924'49* BAST, 52.89
FEET; THENCE SOUTH 12°08'52" EAST, 51.58 FEET; THENCE SOUTH
29%47124* RAST, 20,01 FEET TO A POINT ON THE AFPOREMENTIONED
SOUTHERLY LINE OF LOT B; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE
THE FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES: NORTH 69Y07'41% WEST, 97.63 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 69°35'39* WEST 43.24 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 4239 SQUARE FEET.

APy (63~ 25— Fo1-20/

RE-RECORNED

GLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
- JUDITHA. VANDEVER,
RECORDEDAT nsoﬂssc'?g?m

NEVADA TITLE coMpany
06-311-97 08180  ESP

BOOK: 970611 Wms
FEE: 25,00 ppr  EXN003

19
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PECCOLE PROFESSIONAL PARK MARK A. HUTCHISON
10080 WEST ALTA DRIVE, SUITE 200 PARTNER
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89145 MHUTCHISON@HUTCHLEGAL.COM
=y y 702.385.2500
= ol TO:*NEYJ - FAX 702.385.2086
HUTCHLEGAL.COM OUR FILE NO. 7900-003

HUTCHISON STEFFEN

July 17,2018

Via Email and Hand Delivery

bhjerbic@lasvegasnevada.gcov

Bradford R. Jerbic

Las Vegas City Attorney
495 S. Main Street, 6m Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Re: Agenda Item Number 86—July 18, 2018 City Council Meeting

Dear Mr. Jerbic:

We write to you as co-counsel of the property owners to the various parcels of property
comprising 253.92 acres (“Property”) formerly known as the Badlands Golf Course. We write in
reference to Agenda Item Number 86 for the City Council Meeting scheduled for July 18, 2018, and
its attempted applicability to the Property. The City’s proposed Bill No. 2018-24 (the “Proposed
Bill”) intends to establish new guidelines, which include criminal penalties for noncompliance, for
golf course owners who cease operation of an established golf course regardless of whether they

apply to develop property.

The Property is neither a golf course, nor open space. As you are fully aware the Property
has been zoned RPD -7 for many years. Additionally, as further confirmed by the Clark County
Assessor and the State Board of Equalization, the Property is residential and taxed as such under the
“Vacant Single Family Residential” use classification. Our clients have paid millions of dollars in
taxes based on this use classification. However, we understand that it is the intent of some members
of the City Council to apply this Proposed Bill to the Property and its owners and for the reasons
articulated below, this would be a clear violation of their constitutional rights that could be met with
legal action including an action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1983.

Violation of the Ex Post Facto Clause and Equal Protection Clause

Any attempted application of the Proposed Bill to 180 Land Co., LLC, Seventy Acres, LLC,
and/or Fore Stars, Ltd., would violate the ex post facto clause of the United States and Nevada
Constitutions. Both the federal and state constitutions prohibit the passage of ex post facto laws. U.S.
Const. art. I, § 10; Nev. Const. art. 1, § 15. This prohibition forbids the passage of laws that impose
punishments for acts that were not punishable at the time they were committed. See Weaver v.
Graham, 450 U.S. 24,28, 101 S.Ct. 960, 67 L.Ed.2d 17 (1981). Submitted at Gity Council

Date _% ¢/ 18 tem S &
By: £/1nm beTH AAM
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Bradford R, Jerbic
July 17,2018
Page 2

We trust that you ate aware of the prohibition on retroactive application of this agenda item;
however, we request express confirmation that the City does not intend to apply the Proposed Bill to
the Property or any of its owners,

Moreover, if applied to our clients, this new ordinance would violate the Equal Protection
Clause of both the United States and Nevada Constitutions. The ordinance creates a class of one— .
the Property. In doing so, the City is acting arbitrarily and capriciously. This ordinance is
reminiscent of Clark County’s “big box” ordinance yeats ago that targeted Walmart (but not Target
or Smith’s) superstores and was held to be unconstitutional by the federal court,

With Badlands no longer in existence there are now 13 golf courses in the City. They are all
either owned by the City or by the Homeowners Association ot have restrictive covenants that
prevent conversion of the golf course without certain actions taking place including homeowner
approval. If Badlands Golf Course still existed, it would be the only property that the Proposed Bill
applies to, The Property was clearly the only target of the ordinance. See Village of Willowbrook v.
Olech, 528 U.8S. 562 (2000) (holding Equal Protection Clause violated when law essentially creates a
class of one by intentionally treating someone differently than others similatly situated), No one
need pretend otherwise. In fact, it was named the “Yohan Lowie Ordinance” by a member of the
City Council, The Equal Protection Clause requires government to treat citizens in the same manner
in similar circumstances, The Proposed Bill is in direct conflict with the Equal Protection Clause.

Taking by Eminent Domain

It is clear that the Proposed Bill is one more of many other actions by the City of Las Vegas
to take the landowners’ property without payment of just compensation in violation of the United
States and Nevada Constitutions and the Nevada Revised Statutes. The Proposed Bill singles out
and targets the Property in an attempt to prevent any economical use of the Property. The Proposed
Bill is further action by the City that continues to render the Property unusable and valueless to our
clients.

The landowners have filed several complaints in inverse condemnation maintaining that the
past actions by the City of Las Vegas have resulted in a taking of the Property. This Proposed Bill is
action by the City that further confirms this taking. With this Proposed Bill, the City is
acknowledging that it has and will continue to take any and all action to prevent the development of
the Property. The City should expressly concede that it has inversely condemned the Property, The
taking would be a petmanent taking if our clients are entirely prevented from ever developing the
Property or a temporary taking if the Court later orders the City to allow development on the
Propetty.

In short, to the extent that the City intends to adopt and apply this Proposed Bill to the
Property, our clients will continue to vigorously fight for their constitutionally guaranteed rights.
The City will face more lawsuits and judicial intervention. Even more tax payers dollars will be at
risk for the City’s unlawful and unconstitutional actions. These actions are motived by and intended
to curry favor with and appease a small group of wealthy and politically connected individuals who
oppose development of any kind on the Property despite the ruling of a district court judge to the
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Bradferd R, Jerbic
Tuly 17,2018
Page 3

contrary, their own CC&Rs and purchase documents placing them on notice that the Property could
be developed, and applications for permissible and compatible use consistent with the long-time
“hard zoning” as the City Attorney and Planning Staff have repeatedly and publically confirmed.

Please include this letter as a submission in the record and in the packet of materials provided
to the City Council concerning Agenda Item Number 86 for the July 18, 2018 meeting and any other
meeting of the City Council or the Planning Cominission considering this Proposed Bill. Thank you.

FEN, PLLC - SNOFF & SCHONFELD

David Z. Chesno
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF
MAY 16, 2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 66

Bill No. 2018-5 - ABEYANCE ITEM - For possible action - Provides in preliminary or
skeleton form an amendment to the Unified Development Code to establish a required
process for public engagement in connection with the repurposing of certain golf courses
and open spaces. Sponsored by: Councilman Steven G. Seroka [NOTE: It is anticipated
that this bill may come forward to the City Council in amended form, with changes to the
title and summary to reflect that it is no longer in preliminary or skeleton form and that it
proposes an amendment to LVMC 19.16.010 to establish a required process for public
engagement in connection with the repurposing of certain golf courses and open spaces.]

Appearance List

CAROLYN G. GOODMAN, Mayor

STAVROS S. ANTHONY, Councilman

VAL STEED, Chief Deputy City Attorney
MICHELE FIORE, Councilwoman

BOB COFFIN, Councilman

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD, Director of Planning
LOIS TARKANIAN, Councilwoman

STEVEN G. SEROKA, Councilman

CEDRIC CREAR, Councilman

(34 minutes) [2:43 — 3:17]

Typed by: Speechpad.com
Proofed by: Jacquie Miller

MAYOR GOODMAN

Okay. We will move on to Agenda Item 66, 65 was stricken. Sixty-six, Recommending
Committee bills eligible for adoption at this meeting, Bill No. 2018-5. Councilman Anthony,
would you like the bill read?
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COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Yes, Mayor.

VAL STEED
Thank you-

MAYOR GOODMAN
Please.

VAL STEED

-Bill No. 2018-5, an ordinance to amend LVMC 19.16.010 to establish a required process for
public engagement in connection with the repurposing of certain golf courses and open spaces
and to provide for other related matters.

You have in your backup not only the initial bill but a couple of proposed First Amendments, the
most recent of which is labeled 5-1118 Update. That is the version that was heard by the
Recommending Committee this week. The Recommending Committee did not vote out either for
or against. There was, there were two competing one to one motions. So this comes forward to
you for possible adoption today without a recommendation. And that's my recitation of what

happened and why we're here.

MAYOR GOODMAN
Thank you very much. Do we have any comments, questions? Councilwoman? | see Mayor Pro

Tem your light’s on, or is that an accident? Councilwoman?

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

Thank you. As someone that sits on the Recommending Committee and - voted it down both
times, this particular ordinance, and I'm just going to read it again because it just needs to be said
and on the record. This bill is for one development and one development only. This bill is only

about Badlands Golf Course.
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For the past two years, the Las Vegas City Council has been broiled in controversy over
Badlands, and this is the latest shot in a salvo against one developer. Badlands and Queensridge
was a development that was poorly conceived and executed. The original developer did
absolutely nothing to stop development of the golf course and, in fact, allowed for that
development. Every person who bought in that development knew the golf course could be
developed. The Las Vegas City Council is now supposed to somehow fix this incompetence of a
developer that made millions with a flawed development. This is not our job.

There are currently three developments that are threatened by conversion of open spaces (sic) or
golf courses in the City of Las Vegas. Two of those developments are in my ward, in Ward 6.
This is why I'm so passionate about this ordinance. Because, to my fellow Councilmembers, you
must understand that this ordinance affects someone else's ward more than it affects the ward
members that are putting it out.

There are, so, as | said, out of those three, two of them are in my ward; Silverstone Golf Course
and Centennial Village. Silverstone is protected by CC&Rs that require 75 percent of the
homeowners approve any change in the golf course. This is what should have been done at
Badlands, but the developers either wanted the ability to develop the golf course or weren't smart
enough to protect the golf course. In my opinion, they left themselves the option to develop the
golf course.

Centennial Village is closer to what is happening at Badlands but not exactly the same. The
developers of Centennial Village did not record the necessary documents to complete the transfer
of Pop Squire's Park, and it has been in limbo since. The new owners of Pop Squire's Park are
now trying to develop the park, but at Pop Squire's Park, our system is working. | am supporting
the neighbors of the park, and the new owners do not believe they have the support of the City
Council to obtain the variances needed to convert the park to apartments. So they are working
with neighbors and trying to come to a solution that's going to work with all the parties
concerned.

Adoption of this ordinance will do nothing for these two problems in my ward. Okay? So we're
creating a citywide ordinance that affects by ward the most.

So, and I'm going to just stick to my notes so | don't get off topic. In fact, it might well hinder, |
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will tell you, any solution that we might come up with. Our - current system is working. | find it
unfathomable that we are even considering an ordinance that will do absolutely nothing but add
additional layers of bureaucratic meetings for developers and will not add one iota of - help to
the homeowners.

And so I'm gonna wait to question as we come up and talk on some other things | have, | have

guestions about.

COUNCILMAN COFFIN

Your Honor?

MAYOR GOODMAN
Okay. Councilman Coffin?

COUNCILMAN COFFIN

Thank you, Your Honor. I'm not the sponsor of the bill, but I do want to weigh in as | have heard
testimony. And thank you very much for conducting the Recommending Committee without me
there Monday. I couldn't be there, and I do appreciate the fact. But | knew the bill pretty well,
and | know that it doesn't address the current topic du jour of a, of a certain golf course in the
western part of town. That would be retroactive treatment, and | don't see how we can draw a
conclusion or a connection between a bill discussing the future with something that's been in
play for quite a long time.

So | - think we've got to separate those two out. For one thing, one, if we were to connect these
two, then someone might interpret this action today as somehow influencing the discussion on
Badlands, and that is not what we wanna do. We want to keep it separate and keep it clean, and

this bill has nothing to do with that as far as | am concerned. Thank you very much, Your Honor.

MAYOR GOODMAN
Okay. Well, 1'd like to add to that. | just do think, and | don't know where Mr. Summerfield is,
and nor is this appropriate, so catch me, Mr. Steed, if you could on things that I might be
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addressing that | shouldn't be. So. My question is, up until this point, I didn't think anything was
broken and it has been working for years, and | don't know how many years a Unified
Development Code has been sufficing.

One of the worst things that happens in government is adding more and more meetings, more
and more layers, more cumbersomeness to moving business and investors and developers
smoothly, as quickly as possible, which is why the City has been remarkable when you look at
what happens in the County and in other communities across the country. So, | don't know, am |

allowed to ask staff for their assessment or not?

VAL STEED
Their assessment of the ordinance?

MAYOR GOODMAN
Their assessment of whether the Uniform Development Code has been broken to this time.

VAL STEED
That's fine. You're - talking about the way it addresses open space?

MAYOR GOODMAN

Correct.

VAL STEED
Correct. Yeah, that's fine.

MAYOR GOODMAN
So has it been, is it broken, has it been broken and does it need addressing?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
Madam Mayor, the - current system has been place, in place for quite a number of years.
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MAYOR GOODMAN

How many, about?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

The current, the UDC is from 2011. The - substantive part of the Code, though, has been in place
over various iterations. It's actually been a couple different codes. But substantially, the Code has
remained the same in terms of its process with modifications. As you kind of mentioned, we've
streamlined the process over the course of many years to get us to a - fairly quick, uniform
process that we have now.

I can't speak to that no project has had controversy. Obviously, there are projects that have
controversy that come before the Planning Commission and City Council. But statutorily, the
only application that we need to have a neighborhood meeting is related to the General Plan
Amendment. We do have in a couple special area plans, like in Town Center, we do require a
neighborhood meeting if someone wants to waive a condition or waive a provision for a Special
Use Permit, say an alcohol distance separation. We require a neighborhood meeting for there.
Those are really the only circumstances Code requires a neighborhood meeting. Quite often,
members of the Planning Commission or City Council, when there are controversial items that
come forward, will request a neighborhood meeting. This would be the first time that we would
require some form of engagement program prior to the actual submission of an application. In
both the case of a General Plan Amendment and the case of the Town Center items that |
mentioned, both of those are instances where the applicant actually applies for the entitlement
that they're requesting, and then prior to that item being heard at a public hearing, they're
required to have that neighborhood meeting. So that would be the - slight twist on this.

The amendment that is before you, that we did take to Recommending, does reduce the required

meetings to - one required meeting in the case of this type of development.

MAYOR GOODMAN
Okay. Well, 1 just, you know | - take such great pride in what's been happening almost over the

past 20 years and getting through the recession and how the City has stepped out far and above
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any other government body to move things smoothly and as rapidly as we can to help the private
sector get through the process. And knowing developers who have been through the mill before,
they know they have to include the public in those meetings. They know it because we're gonna
hear from them, and we are the elected body who represents them.

So | can't take a brush and paint everything and add another layer of government. | cannot
support this. I haven't been in support of it only for the fact that it is, there are pieces, you've
brought them out, that have come to us, that are unique, and we must deal with each - situation
on its uniqueness. So | cannot be in support of it. | wanted, you live, eat, and breathe this. I live,
eat, and breathe other things. So you live it. This is your area, and | did want to hear from you
with the permission of our attorney.

So thank you very much and would welcome anybody’s comment, anybody else who would like
to make a comment. I'm just for business development and streamlining and not getting
government putting another meeting, another, more work in it when it's not broken yet.

Okay. Councilwoman, yes?

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN
Well, if somebody is going to say that we're not broken after what we've gone through recently, |
- can't believe that.

MAYOR GOODMAN

That's one. I'm talking overall. This is one.

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN

I know. But - it doesn't, I, we’re, I don't, I don’t know if we're as solid in that as we seem to be.
I'm not gonna contradict you, ‘cause | know you feel strongly. | would like to say, however, my
understanding is, and | believe very strongly, that we are crystal clear with residents that, and we
are requiring only one meeting now. We're not saying you have to have three or four or anything.
Can you, some changes have been (sic) made. I'm not quite sure of all the changes, and I'd just

like to hear what they are. If we talk about transparency, | don't know what's wrong with having
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a neighborhood meeting before you get into something, because this type of open space affects
everybody that lives in the area, any area.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
Through you, Madam Mayor.

MAYOR GOODMAN
Please.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
So, yes, Mayor-

MAYOR GOODMAN
Again, state your name, please. Sorry.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

-Sorry. So, over on this side, Robert Summerfield, Director of Planning. So, Mayor Pro Tem,
you're correct. So in the original version of this bill, it did require a number of neighborhood
meetings, a number of design workshops. There were a number of things that were going to be
required when you were doing this type of infill or - new development in an area that had

previously been developed as open space.

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN
And they're no longer required, as | understand.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
Under the Proposed Amendment, there's only one-
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COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN
One meeting required.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

-required meeting. There's a number of guidelines for other steps that could be followed to which
the Planning Commission or the City Council could direct a developer in - a more complicated
project. They could ask, You know what? You're only required one neighborhood meeting, but
I'd like you to do the alternative statement, or I'd like you to hold at least a design workshop. So

those have all become guidelines-

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN
Which you can do now.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

- in the current version of the bill. Which - you could do now. In the current bill, there's only one
required neighborhood meeting that's a part of the Public Engagement Program. And then there's
a summary report. So it’s, there's two pieces of the requirement in the Proposed Amendment.
There's the one neighborhood meeting prior to submitting your application to the City of Las
Vegas for your entitlement request, and then as a part of that application submittal, you have to
submit what's called the Summary Report, which outlines the activities that you conducted as a
part of that Public Engagement Program. So if you only have the one meeting, you'll only
identify in the Summary Report that you conducted the one meeting and how you did that and
what was heard and if you've done anything to change your - plan based on the comments that
you heard at that meeting. If you do other things, then you would include those in your Summary
Report as well. But those are the only two requirements in the current Proposed Amendment that

you have before you.

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN
I - just don't see what is so difficult about having a neighborhood meeting. We have them all the
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time in our ward. And then writing a report on it because that you could do in two sentences.
And if we're going to let (sic), if this is only going to relate to one open space area, part of it's
because of decisions we've made on who would be considered or who would not be. | just can't

see why this is such a big problem. I'm sorry.

COUNCILMAN SEROKA
Mayor, if | may?

MAYOR GOODMAN

Yes. I'm going to. | think so. Please, Councilman Seroka?

COUNCILMAN SEROKA

Thank you. Council and to the public, this bill is about two things only. It is about transparency
and accountability. That's it. If you like transparency and you like accountability, you like this
bill. What it says is if you're gonna build in somebody's backyard, you're gonna hold a meeting,
you're gonna talk about it, you're gonna write down what you heard, and you're gonna come
forward to the Council or wherever you go and say, This is what | heard, this is what I'm gonna
do about it. That's simple. The difference with this bill is that you do write down what you heard
and what you're gonna do about it. We don't have any guidelines for that.

So let's explain, let’s explain the origins of this bill so that there's no misunderstanding or no
misrepresentation as there has been. This bill was born out of a change in the building
environment in Las Vegas and across the country. Up til now, our City has been growing
outwardly in rings, outwardly, out. We've been building in pristine desert with no neighbors or
few neighbors, and we've encouraged development. And that is a good thing. We allow
conditions and studies to be submitted after we make approvals. We allow things to be done that
you wouldn't necessarily be done if you were building inside of a - neighborhood. But now that
we've reached the exterior of our valley, it is interest, there is interest in building inward, and that
is not new across the country. It's new to Las Vegas. So as we are beginning to experience that

phenomena here in our amazing community, we have thousands of acres of available land for

Page 10 of 21

003856

8094



289
290
291
292
293
294
295
296
297
298
299
300
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314
315
316
317

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF
MAY 16, 2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 66

potential development that could require a good dialogue and a good policy where we have none.
So our current policies do not address that interior-type development, building inside of a
completed master plan community. We don't have any engagement or rules. So what was
directed to the staff, in September, was to do a study of the best practices around the country.
And where did this come from? This came from a meeting in my office, where we were sitting
with the City Attorney, the Deputy City Manager for Planning, the Director of Planning, and the
Assistant Director of Planning and said, Hey, how do we make things work better in the future?
And this was the ideas not of (sic) me, but of the group and all in the room that said, Hey, our
policies don't address this. So we just heard one question answered. But really, the - genesis of
this is that our policies do not address this type of development. So we looked around the best
practices around the country, clearly not targeting any specific article of land. And I, I'll ask the
attorney. Val, does this target any one specific piece of land?

VAL STEED

The - way it's drafted, it doesn’t. It - picks up any number of open spaces and golf courses that
may or may not eventually be or currently under private ownership. | can't remember, the staff at
one time identified the number of parcels it applies to. So, although the genesis may have come
from a particular awareness of one project or one or more projects, the - reach of this ordinance
of necessity has to sweep more broadly. We can't draft an ordinance that targets only one piece

of property.

COUNCILMAN SEROKA

Thank you. And with that in mind, as far as the scope of what is affected, in Ward 2 there was
twice the amount of open space acreage that - this could apply to than any other ward in the, in
the city. In addition, it is over four times that of the - ward that's in the northwest, four times the
open space that could be affected. So what we did was we took the best practices and we said,
Hey, what is the best way to do that? And we learned that communication is key. And so we said
let's communicate and let's give options to those that can communicate. And let's have the -

developer make sure they're listening to those that are speaking, write down what they heard and
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what they're gonna do about it. It is truly transparency and accountability, and it is also
consistent with the guidance that the City Council gives applicants across the board, that if there
is something that is potentially controversial, we say, Please go forward, have a neighborhood
meeting, fix it before you come back. We do it with short-term rentals. We do it with
controversial work. And most of that happens before it even comes to Council.

So what I mean by transparency is this gives notice to everyone. If you're going to do this kind of
development, you do it. You do a meeting ahead of time. You know it's coming. You all know
it's gonna happen. It's gonna happen outside of Council chambers, and you're going to work
through it. Accountability means you're gonna write it down and you're gonna tell us, everybody
what you're gonna do about it so you're held to what you spoke about and what you agreed to.

It is relatively simple, as Mayor Pro Tem said. It is not an encumbrance when you consider the
number of hours and hours and hours that it would prevent from happening in Council chambers,
planning sessions elsewhere if you just do it ahead of time.

So this case is addressing the changing environment of development, it takes best practices from
across the country of successful (sic) language and it applies it here with - part of our pillars that

our City stands on, which are transparency and accountability. Thank you.

MAYOR GOODMAN
Thank you. Councilman Anthony?

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

Thank you, Mayor. | - heard this ordinance a couple of times during Recommending. So | just
want to put on the record what happened and how | voted.

So, when the ordinance first came to Recommending, the - crux of the ordinance was that it
wanted to increase public engagement when it comes to open space. So, can't argue with that.
That sounds like a great thing. So that passed muster for me. The second thing was what exactly
was a definition of open spaces, and that was not clear in the original ordinance. And then the
third thing is the number of meetings. The original ordinance had seven mandatory meetings, and

I had a problem with that. So at Recommending, | - asked staff to -, you know, go back to the

Page 12 of 21

003858

8096



347
348
349
350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
368
369
370
371
372
373
374

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF
MAY 16, 2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 66

drawing board and do two things. Number one, define further what the definition of open space
is ‘cause that's specifically what we're dealing with here, and | - can't support seven mandatory
meetings. That's just, that was not good for me. So they came back. At the last (sic) meeting,
they came back. Tom Perrigo and the attorneys came back with the First Amendment, and they -
tightened up the definition of open space, so that's very clear what that was about, and they
brought the number of mandatory meetings down to one instead of seven, and the other six were
just on the may list, depending on what Planning asked for, depending on what the City Council.
So I'm good with that. The definition is clear. It's only one mandatory meeting. It deals
specifically with open spaces. It increases public engagement. And that's why | - supported the

ordinance at the Recommending Committee. So | just wanted to put that on the record.

MAYOR GOODMAN

| appreciate that. | mean I think that is clarifying. I, I'm gonna ask our Director to come back to
the microphone, please.

For open space development over the, your recent years working for the City, can you recall
meetings that there have not been, the public has not been involved? The only thing I'm
questioning, and I do really appreciate what Councilman Anthony has done in reducing the
cumbersomeness of all those meetings down to one, | mean | think, and clarifying what the open
space means. But I can't recall any development where they haven't had meetings in the past.
And when in fact there is a problem, we're full. They come in, the public comes in. | thought
everything was transparent. Everything is up on the website, what's going on. And maybe | am
totally smoking what is now available in this community, which I don't do.

So, can you clarify for me, | - appreciate Councilman Seroka'’s talk about transparency, but |
have always been a firm believer that everything we're doing at City is on the website and public

information. So | need a clarification there. What's hidden?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
Madam Mayor, Madam Mayor, so-
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MAYOR GOODMAN
Again, your name? Sorry.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

-again, Robert Summerfield, Director of Planning. So, the, in the past, prior to the, this ordinance
being available, that, what you're saying is absolutely correct. | don't know of any project that
came through that had contention where there wasn't either a Planning Commission or a City
Councilperson who actually held the item and directed the applicant to go back and meet with
the neighborhood. Typically, that is - how that happens.

The difference here is that this would, we only require neighborhood meetings as a matter of
form, as a matter of procedure in those cases | mentioned earlier, the General Plan Amendment
or the waivers of certain Special Use Permit provisions if it's in Town Center. This puts certain
types of development, in the case of repurposing of a golf course open space, golf course or open
space, that it would have a neighborhood meeting. This outlines various procedures on how
public engagement might be performed. We do not have anything that outlines how public
engagement is done under the current code.

So even the neighborhood meeting that we require, and - I think the Councilman was, kind of
alluded to this, even in the cases where we do have a neighborhood meeting required for a
General Plan Amendment or a waiver of a Special Use Permit provision or in the case where a
member of Council or Planning Commission requests that the applicant or order the applicant to
have a neighborhood meeting, we don't actually have any process in place other than usually the
ward office will send a staff member to observe the Planning Department on a required meeting
will send a staff member to observe. But there's no, there’s no note taking that's necessarily
required. There's no reporting afterwards. Staff, again on a required meeting, will indicate in the
Staff Report that a meeting has occurred, and whatever notes they've taken will be transcribed.
But there currently is no codified or outlined procedure, other than a neighborhood meeting
should be conducted.
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MAYOR GOODMAN
Okay. So, but to your knowledge, everything that we do at the City is transparent?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
Correct.

MAYOR GOODMAN

| mean, that's number one.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
Yes.

MAYOR GOODMAN

The second issue | wonder about, having been to all these meetings, in particular, the, when we
notify and we notify by the resident address and sometimes they've moved and they're in a rental,
we have had many a meeting where people will come and say, | - didn't get that notification. |
mean, not once but many times that they have not received the notification. So what happens is,
because we're putting that layer in, into an ordinance, not as a recommendation, then we are
opening a new can of worms, to me, that we get more meetings required and abey more items,
which slows down the process. There is no way that this community of outspoken people is
gonna sit by and let a major, and we know that because we've had this issue ongoing for two and
a half years now and it's been very vocal, that through history, to your knowledge, one, we've
been transparent; two, the ward person is really the one that is the - pinnacle through which
things, you have complaints and issues. What I'm driving at is | have seen so many times we
have or a developer’s had a meeting to get complaints beyond that, | didn't get my notification,
so | wanna press on, and you get enough people to come to a meeting, | want to abey it. Then
meanwhile, any developer anywhere has a - timeline that they're working on.

So, to me, | still, I appreciate so much Councilman, | appreciate Councilman Seroka's effort. |

think it's totally reasonable and right. I do take umbrage with the fact of being transparent,
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because I, that's something | espouse all the time and so does the City and our manager. |
appreciate that Councilman Anthony, again, brought this back to one required.

I don't like the fact that you record the minutes and have to answer and address the things, ‘cause
they may be ridiculous what's being asked, but now you've got a recordation, and it may be only
one side of the coin that's out there asking for these issues. And now you're having to slow it
down again, because now we have to address the issues.

I still cannot support it. I am about streamlining business and less government. And so, to me,
the fact that you're standing there as the Director of Planning and to say to the best of your

knowledge we are transparent.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
Yes, Mayor, to the best of my knowledge, | believe we are transparent in our current policies,

procedures-

MAYOR GOODMAN
Right.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

-and the way that we do it.

MAYOR GOODMAN
And so-

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

When we attend a meeting, we - report on the meeting that we have attended as a-

MAYOR GOODMAN

So this is all-
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ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
-part of that Staff Report.

MAYOR GOODMAN

-To me this is all about encouraging development, good development, having participation.
Good developers always include the public and the community. If they're not, then they're not
good developers perhaps, or maybe they're wrong sided.

But to me, this is just another layer. And having worked in this position and familiar with what
went on the prior 12 years, | know the impact of the angry people come out and scream. And it's
always that way, the people who will figure, let the good come out in the world don't come.

So what will happen is we will have the list made by perhaps those who are the anti's, and then
we have to address them, what means the whole project abeys. And | am concerned with
government involvement and timing and slowing down the process to good development and
good developers. Good developers and good people include the public, and we are transparent.
So as much as I'd like to and | appreciate your effort Councilman Seroka, and | thank you
Councilman Anthony, that was great to get it down to the minimum of a meeting, | could go for
it if it were just a meeting. I don't like the recordation and what are you gonna do about it, ‘cause
you could have the wrong side of the coin demanding that and slowing it down. | could go for

one meeting, but not the recordation and what are you doing about it.

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE
Mayor?

MAYOR GOODMAN

Yes?

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE
So addressing that, and thank you so much because when I'm looking at this bill and what it

does, Bill No. 2018-5, aka | call it the Yohan Lowie Bill, I look at this simply because, you know
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some of our peers talked about transparency and they're - totally okay with it being transparency
and they use sexy words about, you know, it's a national problem. Well, first of all, there are six,
seven us up here. You represent the whole City, and each of us represent each ward. So, as
another representative in their ward is affecting my ward greatly, it's - a problem. That's number
one. Number two, to be very transparent, this ordinance that is being processed for one
developer, just to be transparent, is I've done my research and I've asked questions and, to staff.
There's been over 55 meetings with this one particular item that we are now creating a - broad
brush, as you said, Mayor, across the City of Las Vegas.

So, again, I'm (sic) asking my peers on this Council, you know, if, your ward is your ward, my
ward is my ward. Please do not put in effect ordinances that affect my ward greatly than your

ward. That's what I'm asking.

COUNCILMAN SEROKA
Mayor, Mayor, if | may?

MAYOR GOODMAN

Councilman?

COUNCILMAN SEROKA

Thank you. | appreciate the comments. In - essence, the comments here today have actually
justified the need for requiring a meeting and for the recordation of the meeting and
acknowledging that and making it transparent that this is required before you come to Planning
Commission, before you come to City Council and you actually bring that documentation with
you. And it's not the government doing it. It is the applicant doing it.

With that in mind, | move to approve the bill that is in question, Agenda Item 66, Bill No.
2018-5.

MAYOR GOODMAN
Thank you.
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COUNCILMAN SEROKA
And that is my motion.

MAYOR GOODMAN
There is a motion. Please vote.

COUNCILMAN COFFIN
May | speak on the motion, Mayor?

MAYOR GOODMAN
Nope. We've had enough time. Please vote.

COUNCILMAN SEROKA
Including the First Amendment.

VAL STEED
Yeah.

COUNCILMAN SEROKA

Including the First Amendment.

COUNCILMAN COFFIN
That would be out of order.

MAYOR GOODMAN
Please vote. Let's see if it passes. Then you can-

VAL STEED
Mayor-

Page 19 of 21

003865

8103



546
547
548
549
550
551
552
553
554
555
556
557
558
559
560
561
562
563
564
565
566
567
568
569
570
571
572

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF
MAY 16, 2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 66

MAYOR GOODMAN
-come back and make-

VAL STEED
Mayor, let's make sure we know what we're voting on. We have a Proposed First Amendment

(5-1-18 Update). Is that what your motion is on, Councilman?

MAYOR GOODMAN

Correct, that's what | believe he, Councilman said. Yes.

COUNCILMAN CREAR
What is that that we voted on, the First Amendment?

MAYOR GOODMAN
Yes.

COUNCILMAN CREAR
We're voting on the ordinance, 667

COUNCILMAN CREAR
Okay. I'm just-

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN
The First Amendment, as | understand, is where we only have one meeting required-

MAYOR GOODMAN
And a recordation.
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COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN
-and a recordation, which could be one or two lines, unless you want to be lengthy.

MAYOR GOODMAN
And before Planning, it goes anywhere. | mean, that's where it is. Okay. Please vote. And please
post. And the motion carries. Thank you very much. (The motion to Approve as a First

Amendment passed with Mayor Goodman and Councilwoman Fiore voting No).
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Opening Statement:

This needs to be said. This bill is for one development and one
development only. This bill is only about Badlands Golf Course. For the
past two years the Las Vegas City Council has been broiled in
controversy over Badlands and this is the latest shot in a salvo against
one developer. Badlands and Queens Ridge was a development that
was poorly conceived and executed. The original developer did
absolutely nothing to stop development of the golf course and, in fact,
allowed for that development. Every person who bought in that
development knew the golf course could be developed. The Las Vegas
City Council is now supposed to somehow fix the incompetence of a
developer that made millions with a flawed development. That is not
our job.

There are currently three developments that are threatened by
conversion of open spaces or golf courses in the City of Las Vegas. Two
of those developments are in Ward 6, my Ward; Silverstone Golf Course
and Centennial Village. Silverstone is protected by CC&Rs that require
75% of the homeowners approve any change in the golf course. This is
what should have been done at Badlands but the developers either
wanted the ability to develop the golf course or weren’t smart enough
to protect the golf course. In my opinion they left themselves the
option to develop the golf course. Centennial Village is closer to what is
happening at Badlands but not exactly the same.

The developers at Centennial Village did not record the necessary
documents to complete the transfer of Pop Squire’s Park and it has
been in limbo since. The new owners of Pop Squire’s Park are now
trying to develop the park. But at Pop Squire’s Park our system is
working. | am supporting the neighbors of the park and the new
owners do not believe they have the support of the City Council to
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obtain the variances needed to convert the park to apartments, so theyu‘/ﬁT«L,

are working with the neighbors and trying to come to solution that will {
for all the parties concerned.

Adoption of this Ordinance will do nothing for these two problems in
my Ward. In fact, it might well hinder any solution we might come up
with. Our current system works. 1 find it unfathomable that we are
even considering an Ordinance that will do absolutely nothing but add
additional layers of bureaucratic meetings for developers and will not
add one iota of help to homeowners.

| have a few additional questions, but my main question is:

Brad Jerbic and Tom Perrigo had innumerable meetings with the
developer and with the homeowners impacted by the conversion
of the Badlands Golf Course. The developer and the homeowners
also had many meetings discussing the proposed development of
the golf course. Were those meetings substantially different ther)
what is required in this Ordinance, if so, how? | EIO W/L‘

Questions:

1. It has my belief that the development of Badlands will be decided
by the Courts. Would this Ordinance have kept us out of the .
Courts? .. lw’wﬁ\f’ |

2. If this Ordinance fails it will.not create any additional litigation. If
this Ordinance passes in my opinion it will probably be either
included in ongoing litigation or new litigation will ensue. In you!”
opinion will this Ordinance increase or decrease the likelihood
that the City will end up in the Courts if sjimilar developments

~ come before the City Council? M‘é‘ - T

3. On the Proposed First Amendment (5-1-18 Update) on page 1,

lines 23 and 24, new language was added that included “a
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development within an R-PD District.” Is Badlands and the
surrounding residential areas an R-PD District and was this added
to include that specific development? — /0 4naudi— "

4. On the Proposed First Amendment (5-1-18 Update) on page 2,
lines 5 through 7, exempts “open space pertaining to a
nonresidential development where that open space functions as
an area for vehicle parking, landscaping, or any similar incidental
use.” In addition, Section 8 on Page 6, Lines 1 through 3, repeals
anything in the Municipal Code that conflicts with this Ordinance.
If a developer decides they do not want required landscaping that
is in place will they be able to eliminate that landscaping? If not,
why not? Yo — g =

5. The Public Engagement Program specifically allows a developer to
hold only one meeting, Page 2, Lines 15 to 19. It does, however,
“encourage” additional meetings. If a developer decides to have
only one meeting is there anything in the Ordinance requiring him
to have more than one meeting? R

6. Why did you add the language “As part of and in consideration of
development approval, has been formally” on page 5, line 4,
added to the Ordinance? e (=

7. The Council, and the Planning Commission, require neighborhood

meetings on a regular basis for controversial zoning matters. Can
we not require everything in this Ordinance for controversial
matters without this Ordinance? — -

Closing Statement:

| stand by my original statement; this Ordinance adds nothing to our
existing zoning procedures except a layer of bureaucracy. Everything
this Ordinance requires can be required by the Planning Commission or
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the City Council. Why do we need another Ordinance to make us do
our jobs?

It is unfathomable to me that we are even considering this Ordinance.
We have tracts of land in Wards 2 and 6 that can be developed to help
with our budget problems. We will be approving a budget later this
month that includes a 2% cut in discretionary spending and, if we adopt
this Ordinance, we will be requiring extra hours being spent on
meaningless meetings. Do we want to do this?

Do we want to send a message to developers that the minute
something comes up that is controversial or requires us to make a hard
decision we will tie our hands in the future, so we don’t have to make
those decisions? Making those decisions are what we were elected to
do. |, for one, take that responsibility seriously and will be voting Nay
on this Ordinance.
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26

2. Exceptions. This Subsection (G) does not apply to:

a.  Any project that has been approved as part of the City of Las Vegas Capital Improvement Plan.

b.  Any project that is governed by a development agreement that has been approved pursuant to LVMC
19.16.150.

c.  Therepurposing of any area that has served as open space pertaining to a nonresidential development
where that open space functions as an area for vehicle parking, landscaping, or any similar incidental use.

d.  The reprogramming of open space recreational amenities that simply changes or adds to the
programming or activities available at or within that open space.

‘by:a common interest community; where the governing-documents

ditherapplicantprovidesevidenice of approval of the common

3.  Requirements. In connection with the scheduling of a pre-application conference pursuant to LVMC
19.16.010(B)(5), the applicant for a repurposing project subject to this Subsection (G) must provide to the
Department in writing a proposed Public Engagement Program meeting the requirements of Paragraph 4 below.
The requirements of this Subsection (G) must be completed before the submission and processing of the land use
application(s) to which the pre-application conference applies.
4, Public Engagement Program. The l;ublic Engagement Program (PEP) shall include, at a minimum, one
in-person neighborhood meeting regarding the repurposing proposal and a summary report documenting public
engagement activities. The applicant is encouraged, but not required, to conduct additional public engagement
activities beyond those required by the preceding sentence. Additional public engagement activities may include,
but are not limited to, the following components:

a.  Applicant's Alternatives Statement. This document is designed to inform the Department and
stakeholders about the applicant's options and intentions, including the following statements:

L. A statement summarizing the alternatives if the golf course or open space is not repurposed

and the current use of the property ceases.
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City Assigned
Number

10

11

12

13

14

PROPERTY

Canyon Gate Country Club

Former Badlands Golf Club

Angel Park Golf Club
TPC at The Canyons
TPC at Summerlin

Eagle Crest Golf Club
Highland Falls Golf Club
Palm Valley Golf Club
Painted Desert Golf Club
Los Prados Golf Course
Las Vegas Golf Club
Desert Pines Golf Club
Durango Hills Golf Course

Silverstone Golf Course

The Lakes

Desert Shores

SUBJECTTO
PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT?

NO

YES

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO
NO

; " TREASURER LAND

REASON WHY USE DESIGNATION

Golf Course. Private

Restrictive Covenants

Privately owned with residential

zoning and no restrictive covenants Vacant. Single Family.

Owned by City of Las Vegas

Restrictive covenants

 Restrictive covenants

Owned by HOA

Owned by HOA

Owned by HOA

Restrictive covenants
Owned by HOA

Owned by City of Las Vegas
Owned by City of Las Vegas
Owned by City of Las Vegas

Restrictive covenants

Owned by HOA
Owned by HOA

Golf Course. Public.
Golf Course. Private.
Golf Course. Private.
Golf Course. Semi-Private.
Golf Course. Semi-Private.
Golf Course. Semi-Private.
Golf CQurse. Public.
Golf Course. Semi;Private.
Golf Course. Public.
Golf Course. Public.
Golf Course. Public.

Golf Course. Semi-Private.

Improved Common Area

Improved Common Area
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MAY 14, 2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 3

Bill No. 2018-5 - ABEYANCE ITEM - For possible action - Provides in preliminary or
skeleton form an amendment to the Unified Development Code to establish a required
process for public engagement in connection with the repurposing of certain golf courses
and open spaces. Sponsored by: Councilman Steven G. Seroka [NOTE: It is anticipated
that this bill will be presented to the Recommending Committee in amended form, with
changes to the title and summary to reflect that it is no longer in preliminary or skeleton
form and that it proposes an amendment to LVMC 19.16.010 to establish a required
process for public engagement in connection with the repurposing of certain golf courses

and open spaces.]

Appearance List

STAVROS ANTHONY, Councilman

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD, Director of Planning

MATT WALKER, Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck on behalf of the Southern Nevada
Homebuilders Association

MICHELE FIORE, Councilwoman

VAL STEED, Chief Deputy City Attorney

STEVEN SEROKA, Councilman

DALE ROESENER, 9811 Orient Express

ELAINE WENGER-ROESENER, 9811 Orient Express Court

RON IVERSEN, 9324 Verlaine, Queensridge community resident

ART NOFFSINGER, 9408 Queen Charlotte, Queensridge resident

IRENE LEE, 9631 Orient Express

RENA KANTOR, 9408 Provence Garden Lane

DONNA LEFEVER, 9433 Queen Charlotte

STEPHANIE ALLEN, 1980 Festival Plaza, on behalf of the multiple owners of the former
Badlands Golf Course
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(1 hour and 12 minutes) [0:27 — 1:12]

Typed by: Speechpad.com
Proofed by: Jacquie Miller

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

All right. We have one bill to consider today. It's Bill 2018-5 on Abeyance Item, for possible
action provided in preliminary or skeleton form an amendment to the Unified Development Code
to establish a required process for public engagement in connection with the repurposing of
certain golf courses and open spaces. Sponsored by Councilman Steven Seroka.

Okay. So we heard this a couple of weeks back, and we are going to rehear it again. So who
wants to go first? Orlando, or you're going to go? Okay, go - right ahead and - set the table for

us.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

All right, Mr. Chairman, Robert Summerfield, Director of Planning for the record. So what you
have before you today is you have the original Bill, 2018-5, which had outlined various
requirements for what is called a public engagement program. Based on comments that were
received at the last Recommending Committee meeting, some direction from the Committee
members as well as consideration by the sponsor, this bill has been amended, and there should be
a Proposed First Amendment that you should have with a 5-1-18 Update date at the top of it.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Okay.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
Hopefully, it's green, looks like this one here.
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COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Got it.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

So based on the conversation from the last Recommending Committee meeting and, again, in
consultation with the bill's sponsor, this has been amended so that the public engagement
program would consist of one minimum required community or neighborhood meeting prior to

the submittal of an application for the repurposing of an open space. Open-

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
And where - does it say that?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

-That is on Page 2, Line 15. Starts out with that, The Public Engagement Program shall include,
at a minimum, one in-person neighborhood meeting regarding the repurposing proposal and then
a summary report documenting the public engagement activities.

So whereas before we had a number of requirements, including multiple neighborhood meetings,
the design workshops, the alternative statement and those other requirements, in this Proposed
Amendment, those have all been made guidelines. The only requirement of the Public
Engagement Program is one neighborhood meeting and a summary report that’s to be submitted
as a part of the application submittal when a developer would come forward with their
application proposal. All the other components, the alternative statement, additional
informational or neighborhood meetings, design workshops, all of those items have been

included as you can do these things, but these are not required. So we’ve outlined-

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
That's what it says in line 18 and 19.
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ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

-Correct. So-

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
May include, but are not limited to. Okay.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

-Yes, exactly. So that's the significant change here we made. | believe there's a couple changes
based on, again, the conversation. We've updated on the — on Page 1, Lines 20 through 26, to
make it clearer as to who or what projects rather that this ordinance would affect. And then |
believe, and the City Attorney's Office can correct me, but | believe we also made a slight tweak
to the definition of open space because there were some questions about understanding exactly
what open space meant. And so there was, | believe, a slight tweak there just to make it clearer
about the — fact that open space is areas, whether developed or undeveloped, that have been
identified as open space for purposes of trails, golf courses, parks, any type of amenity of that
sort. And with that-

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Well, those are the two things | brought up.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

-Yes, sir.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

Those are the two things you fixed as far as I'm concerned. So thank you very much.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

So those are the changes from last Recommending Committee.
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COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Okay. So I guess is Matt here from the home builders? So you — had, you — had an addition that

you wanted to add to here too about HOAs, is that correct?

MATT WALKER

Yes, sir.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Okay. Okay, so hold — off and then we'll talk about that specifically. So, anything else?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

Not for me.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

Councilwoman Fiore-

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE
Yes-

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
-any questions at this point before-

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

-Yes, because we have to go, yeah, well we have a lot here-

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
And then I’ll do, and I need to do public comment, but any questions at this point?
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COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

Yeah, so | have a lot of questions.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Okay.

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

But because the things that, you know, we say that you, we changed all these seven to nine
meetings to a required one, but then on that same Page 2, Line 17, the applicant is encouraged,
okay, which, again, with all of those meetings, they're not unlimited. So this, again, I’'m, so I'm
just gonna take notes so I don't, so | keep my questions and the exact portions of this bill to —
exactly where they are on Page 1, Lines 23 and 24.

This bill, again, is for one development and one development only. Now, the bill is only about
Badlands Golf Course. For the past two years, the Las Vegas City Council has been broiled in
controversy over Badlands, and this is the latest shot in a salvo against one developer.
Badlands and Queensridge was a development that was poorly conceived and executed. The
original developer did absolutely nothing to stop development of the golf course and, in fact,
allowed for that development. Every person who bought into that development knew the golf
course could be developed. The Las Vegas City Council is now supposed to somehow fix the
incompetence of the developer that made millions with a flawed development. That is not our
job.

There are currently three developments that are threatened by — the conversion of open spaces or
golf courses in the City of Las Vegas, and two of those developments are in Ward 6, my ward,
by the way, Silverton (sic) Golf Course and Centennial Village.

Silverstone is protected by CC&Rs that require 75 percent of the homeowners approve any
change in the golf course. This is what should have been done at Badlands, but the developers
either wanted the ability to develop the golf course or weren't smart enough to protect the golf
course. In my opinion, they left themselves to the option to develop the golf course. Centennial

Village is closer to what is happening at Badlands, but not exactly the same.
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The developers at Centennial Village did not record the necessary documents to complete the
transfer of Pop Squire's Park, and it has been in limbo since. The new owners of Pop Squire's
Park are now trying to develop the park. But at Pop Squire's Park, our system is working. | am
supporting the neighbors of the park, and the new owners do not believe they have the support of
the City Council to obtain the variances needed to convert the park to apartments. So they are
working with our neighbors and trying to come to a solution that will work for all parties
concerned.

Adoption of this ordinance will do nothing for these two problems in my ward. In fact, it might
well hinder any solution we might come up with. Our current system is working. I find it
unfathomable that we are even considering an ordinance that will do absolutely nothing but add
additional layers of bureaucratic meetings for developers and will not add one iota of help to the
homeowners.

I have a few additional questions, but my main question is, our — attorney, Brad Jerbic, and Tom
Perrigo had innumerable meetings with the developer and with the homeowners impacted by the
conversion of Badlands Golf Course. The developer and the homeowners also had meetings
discussing the proposed development of the golf course. Were those meetings substantially

different than what is required in this ordinance, and if so, how? That's my first main question.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

Okay. Mr. Chairman, through you, so Councilwoman, as | wasn't at those meetings, | can't speak
specifically to the content of those meetings. I think it — would be fair to say that many of those
meetings would be similar to the neighborhood or informational meetings that are outlined in the
Public Engagement Program. | don't believe that there was any of the recommended, encouraged
but not required as of this proposed amendment, any of the design workshop components. Again,
I know there was a lot of discussion, there was a lot of back and forth, but I don't know that they
ever rose to what we outlined as the design workshops.

So, I do know that there were numerous meetings. | do not know who all participated in those
meetings. That would be the other side of that answer is that | know there were various meetings.

There were some with neighborhoods. There were some with the developer. | think there were
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some with both, but | don't know how involved any of those meetings got with any particular —

group.

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE
Okay, so that’s a no answer.
It has been my belief that the development of Badlands will be decided by the courts. And would

this ordinance have kept us out of the courts, creating this ordinance?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
So through you, Mr. Chairman, I'll defer to the City Attorney's Office, but | — don't believe if this
ordinance was, in fact, in place that it would have any bearing one way or another on any of the

legal proceedings that are underway regarding the particular application you're referring to.

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

Okay, great. And then if this ordinance fails, it will not create additional litigation. If this
ordinance passes, in my opinion, it will probably either be included in ongoing litigation, or new
litigation will ensue. In your opinion, will this ordinance increase or decrease the likelihood that

the City will end up in the courts if similar developments come before the City Council?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

So, again, the City Attorney may weigh, want to weigh in, but I do not believe, again, this
ordinance is not directed at any specific property or developer, therefore it falls to normal police
powers under the zoning ordinance, and so | don't believe that it, in — itself, should result in any
additional litigation. And again, this affects new applications that would come forward for new
development on an open space, and so should not impact any current applications that are in
process, including the two projects that you've mentioned, Badlands and the Centennial Village
projects. Those both have active applications. This would not apply to those, so shouldn't impact

any legal action resulting from either of those sets of applications.
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223 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

224 So you have to realize that my whole big thing is most of the new projects and the bigger

225  projects including open spaces are, again, in my ward. So on the Proposed First Amendments
226 (5-1-18 Update) on Page 1, Lines 23 to 24, new language was added that included, a

227  development within an R-PD District. Is Badlands and the surrounding residential areas in an
228  R-PD District, and was this added to include that specific development?

229

230 ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

231 Again, through you, Mr. Chairman, if the language was added for clarity of what zoning districts
232 would apply, you are correct, the zoning at the former Badlands Golf Course, Badlands

233 development site is R-PD. But again, this is not specific to that property. We also have areas that
234  are R-PDs, such as in Desert Shores, where the waterways are currently. Those are R-PDs. So
235  this would affect if, again, some developer were to propose at some future date to come in and
236  drain those waterways and redevelop those, it would apply to those. We have other areas of the
237  city where R-PD zoning would apply and where we have open space in trails, golf courses,

238  parks, those kinds of things.

239

240 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

241 On the Proposed First Amendment (5-1-18 Update) on Page 2, Lines 5 through 7, exempts open
242 space pertaining to a nonresidential development where that open space functions as an area for
243  vehicle parking, landscaping, or any similar incidental use.

244 In addition, Section 8 on Page 6, Lines 1 through 3, repeals anything in the Municipal Code that
245  conflicts with this ordinance. If a developer decides they do not want to require landscaping that
246 isin place, will they be able to eliminate that landscaping?

247

248 ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

249  So again, through you, Mr. Chairman, Councilwoman Fiore, so yes, if a developer wants to

250  remove landscaping that was a part of their commercial development, they can come through and

251  update their site development review with waivers or, if appropriate, variances of whatever the
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landscaping provisions were that applied for that development at the time that they were
originally entitled and were required to put that in. If they put in landscaping that exceeded the
requirement in their commercial development, then there may actually be a very minimal
administrative review of their site plan to update their site plan to reduce that landscaping out of
their — site plan and to incorporate it into a future development proposal.

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

The Public Engagement Program specially allows a developer to hold only one meeting, on Page
2, as we discussed, Lines 15 through 19. It does, however, “"encourage” — additional meetings. If
a developer decides to have only one meeting, is there anything in the ordinance requiring him to

have more than one meeting?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

There is not. So, again, through you, Mr. Chairman, Councilwoman Fiore, the Amendment that
is proposed here, this First Amendment would reduce down the requirements of Public
Engagement Program only to one meeting prior to submittal and then a summary report of
whatever activities that the developer did do as a part of their Public Engagement Program.

So, for instance, if a developer were to hold their one mandatory meeting plus they were to hold
one additional meeting, their summary report would be required to reflect both meetings that
they had, but they are not required to hold more than just the one meeting now versus the
previous version of this bill that required a number of meetings.

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

Okay, and then why did you add the language, As part of, and in a consideration of development

approval, has been formally, which is on Page 5, Line 4, added to the ordinance?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
I'll defer to the City Attorney’s on that one.
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280 VAL STEED

281  Yes. Committee, the reason for that language on Page 5, Line 4, one of the concerns that was
282  expressed at the last Recommending Committee meeting is a developer said if | set aside some
283  stuff voluntarily that isn't part of my required land, open space, I'm sorry, every major

284  development has a requirement for a certain amount of open space that has to qualify under

285  planning considerations. So a developer said, if | set some aside but it's not part of my required
286  landscape, | shouldn't have to go through this process, and we agreed with that, that wasn't the
287  intent.

288  So this says if you set aside formally, if you formally set aside dedicated, designated, or reserved
289  for public use or enjoyment certain open space that was required in order for you to get approval,
290 that's the kind of open space that is going to trigger this ordinance.

291

292 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

293 Thank you, Mr. Steed. The Council and the Planning Commission require neighborhood

294  meetings on a regular basis for controversial zoning matters. Can we not require everything in
295 this ordinance for controversial matters without this ordinance?

296

297 ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

298  So again, through you, Mr. Chairman, Councilwoman Fiore, so the — only times that a

299  neighborhood meeting is required currently under our Code is for a General Plan Amendment or
300 in certain special area plans, such as Town Center, which is in your ward. There are certain

301 instances there where we have requirements for neighborhood meetings. It's not until an item
302 makes it to Planning Commission or City Council where the controversy, as you termed it, kind
303  of comes to light that a neighborhood meeting may be required by the Planning Commission or
304 the City Council prior to them taking action on an application.

305  So, yes, you could do that. You could continue to do this as a case by case basis as an application
306 comes through the system, only if it seems like it's a controversy do you require a neighborhood
307  meeting. This adds some predictability to this type of development that there's a neighborhood

308  meeting required. It also would hopefully alleviate at least some of, again, the intent and through
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309 the - review of other communities who have addressed this issue is that would hopefully address
310 some of the community concerns or community information prior to it getting to a public hearing
311  process. That was kind of the idea behind the Public Engagement Program is so that it minimizes
312 the impact on the public hearing process by hopefully addressing some of the concerns, both of
313  the developer and the neighborhood in advance. There's no guarantee that that will happen

314  through the process, so that it all might still get to the public hearing, but that's the idea behind a
315  Public Engagement Program through our research and the literature.

316

317 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

318  Soas long as we’ve been in existence as a City Council, you have to understand my viewpoint as
319  the representative from my ward, Ward 6, an ordinance like this impacts me more than your one
320  golf course in — another ward. So with my original statement, the ordinance adds nothing to our
321  existing zoning procedures except a layer of bureaucracy. Everything this ordinance requires can
322 be required by the Planning Commission or the City Council. And we do need another, | — just
323  don't know why we would need another ordinance to make us do our jobs. And it's, you know,
324  pretty unfathomable to me that we are even considering this ordinance. We have tracts of lands
325 inWards 2 and 6 and 4 that can be developed to help with our budget issues. We will be

326  approving a budget later on this month that includes a 2 percent cut in discretionary spending,
327 and if we adopt this ordinance, we will be requiring extra hours being spent on being in those
328  meetings. Do we want to do this?

329 | know, forget it. I’m not, | don't need to even ask you that question. We’ll go forward.

330

331 VAL STEED

332 Yeah, I don’t think it’s a question.

333

334 ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

335  That wasn’t a question.
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336 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

337  Great, good question. Anything else?

338

339 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

340 No. This just affects my ward more than it affects the ordinance of the ward.

341

342 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

343 Allrighty. So it is now time for public comment. We’ll start with Councilman Seroka.

344

345 STEVEN SEROKA

346  Thank you. Councilman Seroka. Appreciate the opportunity to be there, be here. | have to run to
347  another meeting. So | would have like to have sat and heard all the other public comment, but I'd
348  just like to come forward and say appreciate the work that the staff has done to put this together.
349  Itisavery important piece of policy that we have for our city.

350  As you know, our city has been growing outward for a number of years and decades, and now
351 we're having the growth hit the edges of our great city, and there's going to be desires to develop
352 inside of our community. And there's certain areas that in those kinds of areas, we have no

353  policies or rules that talk about how to do that and what the process is and how to give people a
354  voice in ways that did not apply previously when the growth was growing outward, there are less
355  residents impacted or less infrastructure impacted. So, as we come and look at opportunities to
356  develop inside of our community, it changes the dynamic a little bit, something our city has

357  never seen. And these are the first of its kind in our community. So we do not have policies that
358  specifically address these.

359  However, across the nation, this is not new. This is a challenging issue that has been hitting

360  states like Florida, Texas, California, Arizona for a decade or so, and they have had challenges in
361  these areas. And so what | did on September 6th was | asked the staff to continue my research
362  from national issues, to come and put together the best practices of those things that have been
363  successful. What they have here is what they found to be the first of two important parts to be

364  addressed in a professional and courteous way, which is to engage the public.
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365 And so they say talk to the public, see what the public's concerns are, come back and tell us what
366  you're going to do about it. Now, some things that we do here is sometimes we ask people to go
367 do a public meeting. But we don't ask them to write it down and tell us what they're going to do
368  aboutit. And in this case, we are. So that is something that is significantly different. It defines
369 the kind of property we're talking about and says, Hey, talk to the folks, see what their concerns
370 are, and tell us what you're going to do about it. You can hold a number of meetings, but nothing
371 s done about it. This requires you to come back and say, Hey, we heard them. This is what we
372 heard them say.

373  Now, the allegations that this was directed at one community is not true. It is absolutely false. I'll
374 say itis a lie, because when this was developed, | had sat down in a room in my office with the
375  Director and Assistant Director of Planning, the City Attorney, the Deputy City Manager for

376  Planning and myself and others in the room and said, Hey, how do we, how could we address
377  this to make things better in the future? And sat down and we said, Hey, we could come up with
378  apolicy where we don't have one.

379 It would just help. It would help guide us to make expectations for developers. It would guide
380  expectations for the residents and other people impacted. It was looking forward as opposed to
381  backward.

382  The allegation that this affects one ward to the other, than another, is absolutely false. It affects
383  open space, and there are open space areas as defined throughout the city. It will affect

384  everybody in the city, and Ward 2 has a number of potential and pending affected open spaces.
385  So, just because it's said often enough doesn't make it true.

386  As far as budget impact and claiming that residential — pays taxes to build and solve our budget
387  crisis, it is a no-planning item. Speaking to professional planners that residential development
388  does not pay for itself. The infrastructure required to pay for residential planning usually exceeds
389 that of the residential community. Commercial development, on the other hand, can be and

390 usually is that which carries the taxes in the structure that way.

391  Sois it going to solve our budget crisis to build lots of residential homes? No, because that

392 actually increases the need for police, fire, schools, roads, infrastructure that those rooftops don't
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393  pay for until after they’re actually, they have to be paid up front, and the taxes don't come in until
394  well after. So you’re behind the game on the budget from the get-go.

395  So what this is doing, this is just an attempt, and it's best attempt as we can forecasting the future
396 to how you can mitigate concerns and misunderstandings and you let the three parties of a

397 potential development come to the table and talk, and we have to say what we're going to do

398 about it. Those three parties are the developer, the residents, and the City. The developer has

399 rights and interests. The residents and anybody impacted around that have rights as well, and the
400  City has responsibilities, too, and all three of those should be heard, acknowledged, and brought
401  forward. And that is a professional and a way that | would think our city would like to be just
402  like the cities around our nation have said, you know, this would have solved that problem, or it
403  would have mitigated the problem. Is it gonna prevent lawsuits? No. Anybody can sue anybody
404  at any time for any reason. So that's not even a consideration here. What we're trying to do is
405  give people a voice, codify it and, so people know what to expect. Further, the other elements in
406  the document that say these are optional, it helps give you a checklist to pick from when it's a
407  highly controversial issue. You could say, hey, you know, if it's a small parcel, you don't need all
408  these items. But if it's huge, hundreds of acres and thousands of residents or hundreds of

409  residents, hey, let's do a little bit more. Let’s, and we have it right there. We don't have to guess.
410 We don't have to — reinvent the wheel because it's already there. We can say, please go do these
411  things, because we as the City Council care about our community, we care about our budget, and
412 we care about our developers, as well. And this is a respectful and professional way to proceed
413 forward. And | appreciate the good work that our team has done in Planning and in the Legal
414  Department. And you can tell that there is a lot of interest by the community, both developers
415  and residents, and we've done everything possible to accommodate their requests in a reasonable
416  manner while holding true to the spirit and intent of what we're trying to do here, which is just
417  clarify the process so we can move forward in a professional, respectful way. Thank you.

418

419 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

420  Okay. So, with Councilman Seroka's remarks just now, | have to tell you that | applaud my peer.

421 | applaud my peer for doing such a great and diligent job for his residents in his ward. And
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422  everything he just said, he has been working hard, diligently and many, many hours on this

423 ordinance. And | admire him. And we agree, I'll tell you, on 99 percent of everything we've

424  worked together with. | have different ideas, especially with the Badlands Golf Course to

425  actually make it a golf course again. That's my desire and my goal, but I'm not your

426  representative.

427  The only thing I can tell you is my peer, that just sat here, is diligent and | respect the hard work
428 that he's done. However, this ordinance affects my ward greater than it affects your ward. And
429  when | weigh that out, it's not equal. That is why this — is so, I'm against this ordinance because it
430 is not equal. We have one problem in Ward 2 and several in Ward 6, and this doesn't equal it out.
431  So l understand that. Total full respect for my peer, Councilman Seroka, and his hard work in
432 this.

433

434  COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

435  Okay. Thanks. All right. So we'll continue the public comment. So, Matt, why don't you go first?
436 You represent all the home builders. We'd like to hear what you have to say.

437

438 MATT WALKER

439  Thank you. A couple of tough acts to follow, but I'll do my best, and | appreciate your time. One,
440  my name is Matt Walker. I'm here with Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck on behalf of the

441 Southern Nevada Homebuilders Association.

442 | want to take exception with one piece of the earlier testimony in that residential construction
443  doesn't have a - budget impact. I think new residential construction is the only development that's
444  guaranteed to pay full freight and property tax, unlike other types of development in addition to
445  about $18,000 worth of additional fees associated with the paper shuffle of, on a per home basis
446  of getting a project through the process. So, respectfully disagree with that statement.

447  However, we're very supportive of the intent of this ordinance to have been participating. It feels
448  like, for almost a year now in this process regarding open space development. If you want a more
449  transparent process, if you want more communication, which | think is critical to any infill, urban

450  development project, | think those are laudable goals, and we're happy to provide our feedback.
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However, because whatever the scope of the application of this ordinance, it's likely to be
applied also to further development restrictions.

In the future, | think it's critical that we get the scope correct. And so | appreciate the —
amendments put forward by staff, and we just respectfully wanted to place another suggestion on
the record, if there is an appetite to move this ordinance forward today. That would be a
Subsection e to Section 2 of the Proposed Bill draft.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

We need to find out the scope. What page are you on, and-

MATT WALKER
This is Page 2 of the green draft.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
-Of the First Amendment? Page 2 of the Proposed First Amendment?

MATT WALKER
This would be the Amendment labeled May 1st, '18 update.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Okay.

MATT WALKER

On Page 2, there's a Section 2. You'll see certain exceptions outlined in a through d. This would
be a new Subsection e that would say. Open space entirely controlled by a common interest
community, where governing documents set forth a procedure for repurposing open space and
the applicant provides evidence of approval of the common interest community pursuant to
relevant Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions shall be deemed compliant with

this section.
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480  So what we're saying is that, if, in a case where an HOA completely controls the open space at
481  question and the governing documents lay out a path forward for the governing board to

482  authorize such repurposing, why would anybody else need to weigh in at that point? Why would
483  the, a complete community engagement plan and the costs and time associated with that be

484  necessary? If it's absolutely critical for execution of — the vision of that board or if it's absolutely
485  critical for the financial viability of that association and they feel like that's the path forward as
486  set forth in the governing documents signed by all the — homeowners, let's let them move

487  forward without the burdens of this process.

488  That being said, with all three amendments before you today, if — it's your desire to move this
489  forward to Council, we're supportive. Again, we — support the goals. We vow to continue to

490  engage with each member of the Council to provide any — additional feedback or clarification on
491  behalf of our members and have really appreciated the time that's gone into this.

492

493 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

494  Hold on. So Val, do you want to comment on that —?

495

496 VAL STEED

497  You can certainly add that. I don't recommend it. As | explained last time, the — goals and legal
498  theory upon which CC&Rs are drafted are entirely different than zoning regulations. If you’re,
499  you would, in — effect, be delegating to the homeowners association the decision to, whether or
500 not repurposing is appropriate. The problem with that is their goals may not be the same as

501  yours, and the homeowners association is under no obligation to enforce CC&Rs, and we know
502  many of them that don't. That doesn’t, isn't to say that there aren't homeowners associations that
503 do. And that if they had CC&Rs on this subject, they would enforce them and that they might
504  mirror yours, but you have no guarantee of that. You have no idea what those documents say,
505 and you have no idea whether they'll be enforced. So, in essence, you would be delegating the
506  control of repurposing to them. Again, you can do it. I don't recommend it because of the reasons
507  I've stated.

508

Page 18 of 40

003891
8131



509
510
511
512
513
514
515
516
517
518
519
520
521
522
523
524
525
526
527
528
529
530
531
532
533
534
535
536

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF
MAY 14, 2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 3

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Okay. Matt.

MATT WALKER

Matt Walker, for the record. | appreciate the opportunity to respond. I think that this proposal is
100 percent in line with exactly what Mr. Steed just laid out, that the City typically does stay out
of these private agreements between homeowners and their association and — respects when
those are put in force. And so we think that this is entirely consistent with that approach. We feel
like, in this case, they are following the CC&Rs and they did enforce the CC&Rs because that's
the only reason they would be able to provide you with the evidence that they did comply with
the CC&Rs.

So the fact whether some communities do, some communities don't, the City typically doesn't
like to get in between those contracts and arbitrate, you know, a reading of CC&Rs. | think this
proposal is entirely consistent with that. And again, only when the HOA taking the action
controls 100 percent of the open space, | question would this ever become an issue. And we
think it's — critical that if homeowners take actions to keep their HOA viable, they — should be
able to move forward with those. And should the repurposing lead to any additional land use
applications, should they propose to take three acres and turn it over to another developer to
build homes on in order to keep their HOA viable, they would then come forward with the
necessary land use applications. So, again, advocating the — planning role of the City, | — don't
think it is accurate either, because some types of repurposing and redevelopment will necessitate

additional applications.

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

So it's a big mess, in other words, in layman's terms.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

Just that one section. So — you still don't agree that-
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537 VAL STEED

538  Right, I, that, you'd be, you’d essentially be examining the documents. You'd be having faith that
539 they were going to enforce them. The fact that they've enforced them up until today doesn't mean
540 that they will enforce them tomorrow. You'd have to decide whether what they require in terms
541  of public engagement, and that's what this bill is about. It is about public engagement before
542  applications. You'd have to decide whether you thought those were equivalent and they satisfied
543  your needs and whether they're going to be enforced. You're free, you’re free to do it. | — don't
544  think it's going to be the difference between your vote today, but you're free to add it, if you'd
545  like.

546

547 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

548  -You don't see it as a big legal issue, though, to — add this in there? So |-

549

550 VAL STEED

551 | recommend against it. I-

552

553 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

554  -You recommend against it.

555

556 VAL STEED

557 | hear what he's saying, but | don't think it's a good place to put any reference to CC&Rs in an
558  ordinance.

559

560 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

561  Okay, okay. All right. Thank you very much.

562

563 MATT WALKER

564  Thank you.
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565 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

566  All right. We'll continue on public comment. So come on up if you want to line up her, anybody
567 else who would like to speak, come on up and tell us what you want to tell us. Come on.

568

569 DALE ROESENER

570  Good morning.

571

572 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

573  Come on up, there's two other seats here. We'll just take you one at a time, and just be as clear
574  and succinct as you possibly can and we'll move this along, so. And make sure you identify

575  yourself.

576

577 DALE ROESENER

578  Okay. My name is Dale Roesener, 9811 Orient Express. And | was just gonna speak to one area
579  of the, of the ordinance. It's Page 2, Item 4, the Public Engagement Program. And I guess thank
580  you for your time, and I just wanted to let you know that my experience has come from all the
581  consternation with the Badland development. And I attended the neighborhood meetings, and -
582 all —, I think most all the meetings. | might have missed a couple. But | — tried to keep current on
583  what was being proposed by the developer every time they had a proposal and presented.

584  And the last meeting | went to, | actually had some questions and some comments and some
585  concerns. And I brought those up, but it, it's like they — drop into a void. You have the meeting,
586  you have the developer presented, and we — ask questions of clarification and it, and it was a
587  very informal, from a, from a resident's standpoint, it was, it was, and | think it checked off the
588  box of the developer. But what I'm, what I’m concerned about and think would be very helpful is
589 after those meetings, if there was something added to this ordinance, where the subsequent to
590 those meetings there could be a formal response period from the people that attended, or — if —
591  they weren't able to attend, just concerns after the presentation, and that those concerns are

592  responded to, either in a, in a subsequent meeting. And — I'm not saying hold another meeting,

593  I'm saying let's — have some dialogue before everybody gets up in front of the Council, because
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594  these meetings have — gone on ad nauseam at times, and — | think this would clear out some of
595 the concerns before, you know, everybody's in front of the full Council. And — it would, and

596  these are more complex, I think, issues than somebody just developing brand new space out in
597  the middle of the desert. You know when you're bringing in and converting open space to

598  residences that were, where there was a, in Badlands, for instance, there was a symbiotic

599 relationship, for sure, between the , between the housing and the golf course. And — there's a lot
600 of interconnectivity there. And I think this dialogue would be helpful. So, that's my comment.
601 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

602  Thank you. Yes?

603

604 ELAINE WENGER-ROESENER

605  Hi, good morning. My name is Elaine Wenger-Roesener, and | live at 9811 Orient Express

606  Court. And I just would like to make a comment on Page 3, Line 2 and 3. And | would like to
607 add at the end of the sentence, it says utility infrastructure. I would just like to ask to add

608  adjoining neighborhoods or residences. I think that's — very important. And I will also echo what
609  my husbhand said earlier.

610 | also attended all but one of the neighborhood meetings. And the neighborhood meetings, the
611  way the system works right now, the developer gave a presentation or his team or part of his

612  team gave a presentation. There were display boards. We were told this is what would happen. |
613  asked questions, and I've been involved in this process since September of 2015. | ask questions,
614  and | was told repeatedly that it was a done deal, and | know no one’s using that term now, but
615 that's how we were introduced as a neighborhood to the, to the developer's plans. And when we
616  had input, if anything changed in the plans that were brought forward to the City Council, |

617  almost felt like we had to fight tooth and nail to get one little concession to consider our

618  neighborhood. It was very adversarial. It's very uncomfortable. It's created a lot of stress in our
619  community. And I see this potential ordinance as helping minimize that. | would not wish this on
620  my worst enemy. Well, maybe on my worst enemy | could wish it. But aside from that, this

621  process has been very protracted, very adversarial and has created a lot of problems within our
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community. And | would certainly like to see the City support something that could minimize

that in the future. Thank you.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Thank you. Yes, sir?

RON IVERSEN

Hi. My name is Ron Iversen, 9324 Verlaine, and | live in the Queensridge community. Just a
couple of quick comments. | very much agree with Councilman Seroka's comments around
clarifying the process. Through my whole career, |, I've been a process guy and, in business. And
the reason that that's important is that it — helps everybody align and get on — the same page with
what the requirements are.

And it's very important, | think, we've lived for about two and a half years now, both with City
Council people as — well as in the community, basically having to face into a situation where
there was no communication or process. And it's turned into a very adversarial thing. So we
should learn by our mistakes. Second comment and — Councilwoman Fiore, 1 would , I would
ask for you just to consider that this isn't a four versus two, you know, ward issue. | think this is
a Las Vegas Valley issue. It’s, and we would ask the whole City Council, every single Council
person to support and to come up with — things that support the whole valley and not just
individual wards. | — do respect and understand your comment that it does, in the future, in the
foreseeable future, impact your, you know, ward a little, you know a little bit more than others,
but I would ask you that you look beyond that, because this is really a Las Vegas Valley issue.
And we would ask the whole Council to look and support something that supports the whole
valley and not just individual wards.

When we get into, on Page 2, individual wording on a Public Engagement Program, | would urge
that you, if this does pass, to come through and require more than just one individual PEP
meeting. There are a lot of people that live in communities they work. There needs to be at least

two or three, especially in large, in large communities all the way through.
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650  What we found in the Queensridge experience is that the developer would come through, they
651  would hold a meeting, not everybody could be able to attend. And then after those meetings, they
652  would rush around and try to figure out what went on and what questions were asked. There's a
653 lot of interaction that goes on in those meetings, and it's important that everybody has an

654  opportunity to participate. So | would ask that there be — more in there.

655  On item number 3 under, let's see, it's under 4(a), number IV. It says a statement summarizing
656  how the applicant's proposal will mitigate impacts on the proposed land uses of schools, traffics,
657  parks, emergency systems, and ultra (sic) utility infrastructure. I would ask that you consider to
658  put environmental impact and federally mandated programs in there.

659  One of the issues that has come up continuously in our experience as Queensridge is what's the
660  environmental impact of the whole development. And I think that that's important, especially
661  moving forward, that we consider that.

662  Also, federally mandated programs. If something, for instance, is on a floodplain, it's always

663  been kind of head-scratching to me why the City Council would put all the time and effort, and —
664  Councilwoman Fiore, this gets back to your whole suggestion about saving budget and time of
665 the, of the Planning staff. Why would we go through and spend all the time and effort of

666  approving a number of different issues only to turn it over to a federally mandated program and
667 have them say, You know what? We don't agree with that, and we're not moving forward with
668 this.

669  And so all of that previous time and effort gets waylaid. Why not move that up front in the

670  process so that we understand it and don't spend all very valuable City resources going through a
671  development program and considerations when they're just going to be denied up front?

672  Finally, on the on Page 4, up at the top, on the first line, when you talk about having a summary
673  report, I'd like to suggest that we put something in there, at least something along the lines that
674 30, that that summary report gets issued at least 30 days prior to it being held by or being heard
675 by the — committee. What this allows a developer to do is basically submit a summary report the
676  day before, you know, the meeting.
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677  So how things are dealt with, all the considerations, there's — no review time for the public to

678 look at this, and if this is a public engagement program, then there needs to be some mandates on
679  the timing with which all of these things, these things happen.

680  And my final comment it is on Line 15 of 4, where it says number (g), electronic copy of a

681  spreadsheet of all comments received at meetings and workshops and the applicant's statements
682  of how each of the comments were addressed, if applicable. And | would suggest that we remove
683  the line "if applicable."

684  As one of my, as Dale Roesener said just previously, we went to a number of these meetings

685  with the, with the developer, and we would make all sorts of suggestions. They would just drop
686  into a dead hole. And the way that this is worded right now, it does not require the developer to
687  come back and address each of the issues. It gives them basically a decision making capability or
688  what they will consider and what they will not consider. So if we take that "if applicable" out,
689 that means that every single comment that goes through, they need to respond to it, and then that
690  provides you the comments and necessary background to understand and make a really good

691 informed decision on what, based on what the concerns of the community are. So, that’s that.
692

693 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

694  Thank you.

695

696 RON IVERSEN

697  Thank you.

698

699 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

700  Who else would like to be heard? Come on up.

701

702  ART NOFFSINGER

703 Art Noffsinger, 9408 Queen Charlotte, another Queensridge resident. | view this as kind of a

704  road map. Now we're at the end of our road, | and, I think we're getting there, at least. And God

705  knows it's been a long time. But | — think to have the thing laid out in a series of steps can't hurt.
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706 | know right now, we're running into questions of environmental impact. We're having some

707  things that | don't think anybody could have anticipated, wildlife in particular.

708 Butifitwasall laid out in a, in a concise fashion, where everybody could see what the steps

709  would be, | don't know, for example, whether this proposal would hurt or help our situation, but |
710 don't think that's as relevant as having a procedure in place that would answer concerned citizens'
711 interest in knowing what's going to happen to the neighborhood.

712 Asa little comment, you know, we're having some issues right now with regard to environmental
713 impact, | think. I think our developer is doing some remedial work, only because he's now in

714  there taking out the dirt that he collected with the bottom of one of the ponds. And that — stuff,
715 by the way, everybody says has got to be toxic as hell, because it, it's all the — stuff that's

716  collected for years and years and years. I'm gonna assume that he's gotten the proper permits to
717  remove that, because right now, | can show you some pictures of it, if you like.

718  But right now, he's removing this sort of like peat moss. He's covering it in squares and putting it
719  inthe truck and carrying it out. | don't know where it's going. | would think the City would like
720  to know, because you don't want to get that in your neighborhood or in some area that would be
721 adversely affected. But that's kind of a, of a not so relevant for me to come at you with a

722 proposal, but certainly relevant for us.

723 Soagain, | think it's a good roadmap. | think it's something that would clarify the issues at hand
724  for us as well as your own areas. It — can't hurt, | don't think. Thank you.

725

726 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

727  Thank you.

728

729 IRENE LEE

730  Hello. My name is Irene Lee. I live on 9631 Orient Express. | just want to express that I've been
731 to so many City Council meetings, Planning Commission meetings, and including today's

732 meeting, and | finally see some progress where there's this ordinance that we can start forming
733 the three links together, which is the development, the City, and the residents. | mean there's so

734  many issues as everybody has expressed. And finally, we're able to come together and hopefully
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735  be having a really meaningful and productive dialogue, because we have used a lot of our time as
736  residents, as private citizens to express our concerns and express our — concerns mostly with the
737  open space.

738 | mean, when my husband and | bought this lot, our house we built 16 years ago. We were

739  relying on the open space and the amenities that Queensridge and Peccole, who's the original

740  developer, have promised. And little did we know that we would raise beautiful children with so
741 many barbecues, so many games, so many parties in the backyard and 16 years later.

742 And for the last 23 years, my husband and | and along with many, many residents had to go

743 through this nightmare of expressing our concern as citizens. And | really would like to — really
744  move forward and really have some constructive and productive future, for our, for not our golf
745  course, for the Queensridge community and also as a representative to the rest of this

746 community, because | don't think Queensridge is a isolated golf course community issue. | think
747  this has related to all the, all the open space communities in Las Vegas.

748  And as you know, there are so many people that is moving into Las Vegas, and because of the
749  tax reasons, because of our environment and — the, and the friendliness of this community. And |
750 think if they see this going on, you know, these — major issues with open space and community, |
751  really have second doubts that people will consider buying into, you know, more development in
752 this community.

753

754  COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

755  Thank you.

756

757 IRENE LEE

758  Thank you.

759

760 RENA KANTOR

761  Good morning. My name is Rena Kantor. | live at 9408 Provence Garden Lane. It is on the golf
762  course. | have lived there for 18 years. I've owned the home for 20 years. | bought it from the

763  original developer.
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So let me start by saying | knew that the golf course was not part of Queensridge. If people
purchased their homes from other people who owned homes and they weren't aware of that, but |
can tell you that when the original development happened, | bought one of the models. They

said, in those days they said, oh, the golf course is not going to go away.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Let me just clarify. We're — not talking about Queensridge and Badlands. We're talking about this

ordinance here.

RENA KANTOR
Okay.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
So if you could just keep-

RENA KANTOR
Absolutely.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
-your comments to whether you or not you support this ordinance. The Queensridge thing is a
discussion for another day.

RENA KANTOR

Well, so — the answer is, first of all, thank you for your time. | agree with everything that my co-
homeowners have said. There's got to be a better system going forward. | agree that we have had
meetings ad nauseam. | can also tell you that some of them talk about how the meetings had no
follow-up. It all went into a dead hole.

Let me tell you that some of those meetings had 15 homeowners, and some of the homeowners

would say, If you change this one thing, I'll love the plan. And at the meetings, | would stand up
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793  and say, You'll say that tonight, and if we have 15 different homeowners tomorrow night, they'll
794  say something different. Oh, if you do that, I don't want the plan.

795  So there has to be a better system going forward. | am not an attorney. I also did not review the
796  ordinance. | can just tell you | agree with what Mr. Seroka said, which is that going forward,

797  there has to be a plan for developers and homeowners. There's got to be a way forward.

798  That being said, Queensridge has been in this process for three years. It's not fair to us go

799  backward. | can tell you that | was in a meeting last week when Mr. Seroka was asked directly, Is
800 there a time limit for all of this to happen? Is there a budget limitation for Queensridge

801  development to go forward? And his answer was, and | — admit that I, you know, didn't

802  memorize it, but he basically said no. City staff is on salary. This can go on as long as need be.
803  He said the only time that there might be more, that there is actually more out-of-pocket costs is
804  because the developer sued us and sued two members of the Council, so we had to go out and
805  hire outside counsel. That's taxpayer money. So what he was saying was that there's no fire under
806  City Council to move this forward. He said there's no additional cost. I'm here to tell you there is
807 ahuge additional cost to every homeowner in Queensridge.

808  Every time there's been an abeyance, every time the City Council has kicked the can down the
809  road, every time that there's been a new ordinance or a new idea or a new thing for the past two
810 and a half years, that has cost us money. It's cost us money in increased interest rates, if you want
811 to refinance your home.

812

813 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

814  Okay, is there anything you want to say about the ordinance? We're not here to discuss

815  Queensridge and all of that.

816

817 RENA KANTOR

818  Okay, so if, so if-

819

820 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

821  Any - other comments about whether you support or are against the ordinance?
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RENA KANTOR
-1 support, well, I, well let me, if | may ask a question. Will this ordinance grandfather back to

have to have Queensridge start all over again?

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

I have been told that is not correct. This ordinance will be in effect when it passes.

RENA KANTOR

Is that correct?

VAL STEED

The way it's written, it will only affect applications and-

RENA KANTOR

Moving forward.

VAL STEED

-Moving forward.

RENA KANTOR

In that case, I'm not even gonna vote yea or nay.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Okay. All right. Thank you.

RENA KANTOR
Okay. Thank you.
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COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

Yes, next please. Okay, I’'m gonna, ok or come on up. I'm gonna close public comment.

DONNA LEFEVER

Hi. Donna Lefever, 9433 Queen Charlotte. This all makes sense to me. | guess the only other
thing I would require of a developer who's gonna come in and change open space, like we're
dealing with, is for them, and | don't know who they would send this to, City Council, | guess,
but I want to see the accounting side of this. | want to see where he has the money to complete
this project.

It's been my experience in the past. I'm in real estate. This developer has had other people have
to come in to kind of bail him out of certain things. And I would want, before the developer
comes in and starts tearing everything up, to be able to show City Council or whoever the
governing body is that he has the wherewithal, the funds, like they are talking about, you know,
FEMA and the flood zone. | want to see all those details. And when we ask for those details, you
don't get that kind of information.

So it's like it's great, that he shows you all the pretty fluff and the plans and everything. It looks
beautiful, but somebody from an accounting standpoint has to see that he's got the wherewithal
to complete this project and has the money and not gonna just dig it up and then leave and then

we're stuck even worse than we are now.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Okay. Thank you. Hi.

STEPHANIE ALLEN

Hi. Stephanie Allen, 1980 Festival Plaza. Here on behalf of the multiple owners of the former
Badlands Golf Course. Appreciate all your consideration time you guys have put into this
ordinance already. | know there have been a couple of hearings and a lot of time.

One thing | would say is I think this has always been intended for Badlands, and | think the folks

in the room are evidence of that. That while this was drafted with a broad net to kind of be cast
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878  across the city as any open space, the reality is the intent behind it was the Badlands situation.
879  And I don't disagree with these folks that are in the room. I've been at these meetings that they've
880 all been at, and we've tried. We've had a process in place. The City has a process in place that
881  requires the developer to do neighborhood meetings. | think we've had about 55 neighborhood
882  meetings, whether they were group or individual neighborhood meetings over the course of the
883 last three years. And the process isn't perfect. In this instance, it's probably benefitted the

884  neighbors more than obviously the developer, because we're not doing any work yet. We're not
885  actually developing anything yet.

886  So the process, whether it's flat or not, has — worked for — the neighbors in that instance. And |
887  think you've got a process in place. No developer is going to not meet with neighbors if there's
888  this much concern and consternation in a community. It's just the way it works. You have to sit
889  down and have meetings.

890  Whether that's perfect or whether you're gonna come up with a consensus, this ordinance isn't
891  going to change that. I think we've probably complied 10 times over with everything that's in this
892  ordinance, and by trying to pass an ordinance that may be in theory intended for the whole city,
893  but practically really only impacts one property is not good policy and good business for the City
894  of Las Vegas.

895  I've got a chart that | presented at Planning Commission, when your Planning Commission

896  actually denied this ordinance that lists the different golf courses in the City of Las Vegas. And
897  the reality is the Badlands Golf Course is probably the only property that this ordinance would
898  actually apply to.

899  You can just quickly go down the list, but Canyon Gate has restrictive covenants, so it's not

900 gonna to be immediately a developable piece of property. Angel Park is owned by City of Las
901 Vegas. TPC has restrictive covenants. Eagle Crest is owned by the HOA. Highland Falls is

902 owned by the HOA. Palm Valley — is owned by the HOA. Painted — Desert has restrictive

903  covenants. Los Prados is owned by the HOA. Las Vegas Golf Club is owned by the City. Desert
904  Pines is owned by the City. Durango Hills is owned by the City. Silverstone has restrictive

905 covenants. The Lakes is owned by the HOA, and Desert Shores is owned by the HOA.
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So the only remaining course or former course is the Badlands. And so you've got a list of
exemptions in this ordinance now. Originally, you — cast this broad net in drafting the ordinance.
Now you've got a list of exemptions that have narrowed it down to basically Badlands. You're
not gonna have this apply to other properties, especially if you add the language for CC&Rs that
was presented by the home builders, which I understand from a development community,
absolutely you would want to exempt out CC&R communities, because it would be a nightmare
for any developer to comply with this in any instance that they want to redesign a one-acre park.
So I understand why the home builders would request that. But the more you exempt out other
developers and other properties, the more this is intended for only one property, which is
Badlands. And that's unfortunately not constitutional. You can't pass laws or even policies that
are intended for one specific property.

So with that said, we understand, from a Badlands perspective, that we have to continue to work
with the neighbors. We've got tentative maps that are in the system. | understand this is not
supposed to be retroactive to those specific tentative maps. But at some point in the future should
there be a bigger plan or a bigger project, which I think what I heard today is these homeowners
would like something to be done rather than it to stay dead grass, to subject us to this and go
through all of these things again, frankly isn't necessary.

We're going to have meetings. We're going to have discussions. It's not in a black hole. I've been
at a lot of those meetings. The Development Agreement was revised many, many times, many,
many weekends that I've spent revising the Development Agreement based on neighborhood
comment. The tentative maps that were recently approved at Planning Commission incorporated
many, many comments that the neighbors had suggested, like open space at the front of the
community, reducing the lot sizes, asking for specific lots to be adjusted. There have been
changes made and will be, you know, made as and if development moves forward. But that’s,
this ordinance doesn't do anything for that process. You have a process in place.

And then the second concerning part is this is in pieces. So you've got this one small portion that
obviously still has a lot of ironing out to be done, because there's a lot of changes that were just

requested. But then you've got Phase 11 that's coming, that's even more concerning because Phase
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Il has language in there that you have to provide a compensating benefit to adjacent neighbors,
which that's got its own issues.

But not looking at it from one global perspective is concerning, because even if you narrow this
down to one neighborhood meeting, there's neighborhood meetings required in Phase 11, that's
not before you today, and compensating benefits that are expected of people. And that's just, it’s
not good law. It's not good policy, and it makes the City of Las Vegas a place where developers
will not want to come because it's too cumbersome, too bureaucratic, and frankly not — a good
place for development.

So we'd ask that you deny this ordinance. And again, like | said, from a Badlands perspective,
they know that they will continue to work with the neighbors on any development as it moves
forward. They don't need the ordinance for that.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

Thank you. Any other public comment? Okay. I'll close public comment. So a couple of things
and obviously you can weigh in when you want. So there was — some recommendations made by
during public comment. Are any of those, from your standpoint as the planner or attorney or any

of you interested in including any of those comments in the ordinance?

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

So, Mr. Chairman, again Robert Summerfield, Director of Planning. So | heard, I heard a couple
things. | heard a — request form the Homebuilders to add something about HOA exemptions. |
think we heard from the City Attorney. Again, that's mixing things. So | — would agree with the
City Attorney's Office. In zoning, we generally do not address HOA things. Those are
agreements between private parties, between the homeowner and the homeowners association.
Those are not things that we in zoning and planning address or are restricted to. So | would agree
with the City Attorney that we probably do not want to add that in.

The other thing | heard was a — comment about adding back some meetings. | think the what is
before you today was the compromise that was made based on the direction we received last

Recommending Committee. So | would leave that to this recommending body whether or not
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they want to move forward with the one required meeting, or if they would like to add any
additional meetings back to the proposal.

As you'll recall, in the initial iteration, there were three neighborhood meetings, and then there
were the design workshops that were required, that were | believe there were three of those. So,
you know, we've — brought that down considerably at the request of this body and in working
with the sponsor on that. It would be your discretion to add anything else. And those are my

notes on additions.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Yes, Val.

VAL STEED

Yes. A couple, a couple of the comments also that | remember hearing was a request to possibly
add to the summary report three things. First of all, the proposed impact on residences of the
community, to go along with infrastructure and everything like that. The problem with that is
that's really subjective. What the impact statement or the alternative statement is supposed to be
looking at is something that lets the City and the community know about things that could be
quantified, schools, infrastructure. The developer is going to say if you ask the developer to
comment on his proposal on residences, he's gonna say it won't impact them, and the residents
will say, of course it will, and you've got nothing. | mean you've just got a disagreement. So I'd
suggest that we don't add that.

And the impact on environmental and federal programs, | don't see any harm to that, but the City
is gonna catch that at a point anyway. And the comment was it should be identified earlier in the
process. | don't know that that's a problem, but we don't require those to be identified with any
other development, and I don't know why this one would be would tend to have more
environmental issues or federally mandated issues than any other large scale development that
isn't subject to this ordinance. So | don't, I don’t see a problem adding it, but | don't think there's

a need.
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991  And then the final one was the "if applicable" language that had to do with comments. The idea
992  of thatis if a developer holds a meeting and he gets comments, he reports them. If he, if he wants
993  to explain the things that he's going to do in response to those comments, he reports that. If he
994  doesn't have anything to do, if he can't come up with any statements or comments about what
995  he's going to do in response, that's his choice, and you guys will evaluate that when you see the
996  program. But | don't know that mandating a response that is not likely to be make anybody
997  happy is going to accomplish anything. So I think those are the three comments, and | just
998 recommend to leave it the way it is.
999
1000 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
1001  Okay. Okay. I'll make my comments and then turn it over to you. So there's been, so we had this
1002  ordinance that was introduced. There's been a lot of discussion about its intentions. I'm just not
1003  gonna get into that. | don't know what the intentions are of anybody. All | can do is — read the
1004  ordinance and the [inaudible 01:08:46] of the ordinance, and I've done that.
1005  And it first begins with the purpose of the ordinance is to increase public engagement
1006  requirements for open space. Okay, well, | can't argue with that. That's all, | mean we have, |
1007  believe we have good public engagement for any development, but if somebody wants to
1008 increase the requirements for open space public engagement, I'm okay with that.
1009  When it was first introduced, the two parts that | was not okay with was the definition of open
1010  space. That was number one. That's been clarified. So | appreciate you doing that. I'm okay with
1011  that now.
1012  The second part | was not okay with was having all the meetings required. That was just too
1013 much for me. You have changed that so there's one meeting that's required. The rest of them are
1014  optional. Really, it depends on the City Council person or really the entire City Council whether
1015 the rest of them are required or not. So I'm okay with that. So | appreciate you changing that for
1016  my comments.
1017  So, based on that, I am okay with the ordinance.
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1018 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

1019  Thank you.

1020

1021 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

1022 Yes, Councilwoman.

1023

1024 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

1025  Thank you, thank you Chairman, and I have to just thank our staff. They've worked really, really,
1026  really hard on this. And | am going to recommend denial, because as of evidence of this room,
1027  we have Badlands. Everyone that came up and commented, it's Badlands. So let's just be crystal
1028  clear and honest, and you'll always get that from me, because this is the Badlands bill. And as a
1029  City Councilwoman, I'm protecting my ward and the City of Las Vegas from further litigation
1030 and creating an ordinance strictly for one developer. | recommend denial. It is not constitutional,
1031  nor do — I find this at all helpful to the City.

1032

1033 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

1034  So do you have a motion?

1035

1036 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

1037  Motion to deny.

1038

1039 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

1040  Okay. | have a motion to deny. All those in favor?

1041
1042 COUNCILWOMAN FIORE
1043 Aye.
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1044 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

1045  All those against? Aye. So we have no recommendation from the Recommending Committee, so
1046  this will go to the City Council- (The motion to Deny failed with Councilman Anthony voting
1047  No).

1048

1049 VAL STEED

1050  Mr. Chairman?

1051

1052 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

1053  -for a vote on May 16th.

1054

1055 VAL STEED

1056  Just want to make sure. There could be another motion other than your motion to approve and
1057  her vote against it. So | just want to make sure that there's not a motion, you know, another

1058  motion. So if you want to, just to make sure.

1059

1060 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

1061  So should | make a motion?

1062

1063 VAL STEED

1064  Yeah, let's do that, because sometimes somebody says, well, I make a motion, but let's take out
1065  Pages 27 to 33, and the other person says, okay, | can live with that. So | think | know where this
1066  is going, but if you can make a motion and we'll take a vote. And then if nobody other, else has a
1067  motion, then we'll know what to report to the Council.

1068

1069 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

1070  Anything for you, Val.
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CITY ATTORNEY
Thank you.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
I will make a motion to approve the ordinance. All those in favor? Aye. All those opposed?

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE
Nay.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY
Okay. (The motion to Approve failed with Councilwoman Fiore voting No).

VAL STEED
Okay. Any more motions?

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE
I made a motion to deny it.

VAL STEED
No, Any new motions? We had one of each now. Any new motions, other than adjournment?

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

You know, I could make a new motion to request that this be basically addressed to Badlands,

because this is the Badlands bill.

CITY ATTORNEY
That's not on, that’s not on the table.
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COUNCILWOMAN FIORE
Okay. So it's denied.

CITY ATTORNEY
Okay. So we have one of each, and so we’1l move along to City Council with no, with no

recommendation.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

Okay. So this will be heard at the May 16th City Council meeting, and the City Council will
vote. So thank you all for coming down for your public comment. | appreciate it. And we'll go
from there. Thank you.
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MEETING MINUTES

Prepared By: Steve Jones

Re:

702-804-2130
sjones@gcwengineering com

The 435 TDS
Design Workshop on 435 TDS 7/26/2018 Comments

Place: City of Las Vegas Public Works — Opal Conference Room (7' Floor)
Date: August 13, 2018 Time: 9:00 am to 10:30am
Attendees: Peter Jackson, CLV

Jennifer Shinn, CLV
Mark Sorensen, CLV
Steve Jones, GCW
Scott Plummer, GCW

General Discussion Items:

Las Vegas, Nevada 89146

Rules state when processing a Technical Drainage Study (TDS) through the CLV, that
zoning/planning approval of the entitlements on a property are required to be approved prior to
conditional approval can be given on a TDS. CLV staff discussed that due to the ongoing
litigation standing on the entitlements for the property, that direction from the City Manager's
office was that City staff is not authorized to provide conditional approval on this TDS. CLV also
discussed that review of any addendums or responses to comments can proceed; however, until
litigation on the entitlements is resolved, conditional approval can't be issued on this TDS.

This project is required to submit and receive approval on a CLOMR thru FEMA. Typically on a
project like this where improvements are the reason for the map revision request, the City has
authorization to sign off on the community acknowledgement block on the FEMA forms with a
conditional drainage study approval. If the TDS is not able to receive conditional approval per
above discussion, CLV staff will have to review if it has the authority to sign the community
acknowledgement block on the FEMA forms required for CLOMR submittal.

o CLV staff did note that if the owner wanted to complete a LOMR application based on
existing condition hydraulics thru the property, an approved TDS may not be necessary.

GCW inquired why this comment letter produced so many comments on the storm drain design
that they saw the design similarly presented in the previous submittals, and very few comments
were regarding the storm drain extended through the site. CLV clarified that the previous 2
submittals were addressing a proposed interim collector design near the boundary of the 17.5
acres known as The 435 and the storm drain was only presented as a concept for the engineer's
use to ensure proper design of the storm drain through the The 435 property. Now that the
design is shown proposed, and the engineer had changed design parameters with a smaller size
RCB and had addressed other commented concerns, CLV staff communicated that this was
considered a fresh review of the storm drain in the July 2018 comment letter. CLV staff iterated
that the design as presented is an approvable design, much preferred over the last 2 submittals

F 702.804.2299

1555 South Rainbow Boulevard \ 0 702.804.2000 \ info@gcwengineering.com

gcwengineering.com
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with the interim open channel collector concept and also the design presented in the 1st submittal

from 2016 because the high velocities are managed more effectively.

The CLV staff also

discussed that the comments at this stage are more for clarification, in which GCW noted this
meeting is intended as a design workshop to ensure any clarification needed is provided to the
CLV staff in an effort to receive conditional approval on the TDS.

Comment
No.

Comment

Discussion/Response

1

Based on the WSPG models, the velocity
head and super elevation depth in Mainline 1
and Mainline 2 result in additional hydraulic
pressure in the system that is not accounted
for in the current design. Provide conceptual
structural details of the storm drain
improvements (Mainline, manholes, etc.) to
address the hydraulic pressures and high
velocities. CLV Flood Control review of the
conceptual structural details is required prior
to conditional approval of the drainage study.

CLV noted that since the RCBs are minimally
covered, extra RCB design such as strengthening
manhole designs on top of the RCB, or stronger
concrete is required to protect against high HGLs and
velocities in the RCB. Therefore, CLV is requiring
some further structural information such as concept
details to show adequate design parameters. It was
agreed that GCW would provide 30% level structural
details for this project in the next submittal.

Horizontal curvature information has been
included in the WSPG model for Mainline 1,
but no super elevation is shown in the results.
The super elevation depth and velocity head
results are needed to estimate the additional
hydraulic pressure in the system and is to be
incorporated in the storm drain system
structural design

GCW concurred that although the WSPG program is
supposed to compute additional bend/super-elevation
losses in a closed storm drain, it was observed thru
internal calculation that this additional loss is negated.
Therefore, it was agreed that GCW will perform an
additional CCRFCD  Manual  super-elevation
calculation at bends and arithmetically add it to the
HGL currently shown on the plans. GCW would
ensure that in the next submittal the FG over the RCB
would be minimum 18-inches above the new HGL
accounting for super-elevation in order to protect the
structural integrity of the RCB including manhole
risers and pipe penetration collars.  Additionally,
GCW would account for the velocity head by using
the energy grade line thru the confluence structure of
the two main trunks as the design HGL in the
structure.

The design of the storm drain system shall
include the impacts of super elevation to the
established HGL. As an example, the WSPG
model for Mainline 2 shows an 8 foot super
elevation depth that needs to be added to the
HGL shown

GCW agreed to adjust the plans to show the HGL as
the WSPG water depth plus additional CCRFCD
Manual super-elevation depth. GCW also discussed
that all bends in the design meet CCRFCD Manual
super-elevation criteria.

Transition No 19 presented in the WSPG
model shows a transition structure length of
30 feet. The model of this transition does not
adequately reflect the proposed design per
C5.01 since this is not a symmetrical
transition structure. Provide calculations to
evaluate the hydraulic performance of this
transition structure as well as its impact to the
water surface elevation

After discussion, CLV understood that the project
proposes to connect directly into the existing
headwall of the dual 12'x12' RCBs and not
reconstruct any portion of the skewed existing dual
RCBs. GCW will clarify design in the conceptual
structural detail of the connection structure, and no
additional hydraulic calculations are necessary.

A post-project condition HEC-RAS model is
required to show how the proposed, new
SFHA Zone A ties into the existing SFHA
Zone A areas. Provide an exhibit to reflect the
post-project condition model and include a

GCW agreed to provide a post-project HEC-RAS thru
the existing condition sections previously provided
upstream of the project to the proposed sump prior to
flow entering the storm drain. The downstream
boundary condition in the sump will be established as
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Comment Comment Discussion/Response
No.
summary table. Clearly indicate the SFHA the improved inlet WSE. GCW discussed and will
Zone A areas to remain, proposed SFHA summarize in the next submittal that the FEMA
Zone A tie-in, and SFHA Zone A to be mapping tie-in will begin where the difference in WSE
removed between existing and proposed conditions is 1-ft or
less, per FEMA criteria. The Figure 8R previously
submitted showing the mapping tie-ins will be blown
up to better show the proposed FEMA mapping.

6 Provide calculations to support the water GCW discussed its method for computing WSE and
surface elevation shown on C5.04 and C5.07 | determining improved inlet design was by inlet/outlet
at the entrances of Mainline 1 and Mainline 2. | control with minimum computed CCRFCD Manual
It appears that the water surface elevations transition length to the larger RCB opening, because
shown were obtained directly from the WSPG | extending the WSPG model to the upstream terminus
model outputs. Supporting calculations need | of the improved inlet resulted in unreasonable results
to be provided to verify the water surface such as a larger size inlet than the inlet existing at
elevations presented adequately represent Alta for almost twice the amount of flow. Now that the
the flow entering the proposed improvement methodology is understood, CLV staff agreed to re-
from the natural channels review these areas after GCW sends the

unreasonable hydraulic model.

7 Due the extension of the storm drain system, | GCW noted that this request was identified in

provide a grated access structure along
Mainline 1 upstream of the junction structure.
Revise the drainage easement to include this
area and provide a maintenance road to
access structure

previous meetings, and the next submittal will provide
accordingly. The grate elevation shall be minimum
18-inches above the HGL with super-elevation.

8 Provide WSPG models for the newly
proposed storm drain system using a
Manning’s n-value of 0.013 in order to identify
critical sections of storm drain with high
velocities. Once these areas have been
identified, utilize the combined n-values as
discussed in the response letter to reflect
erosion mitigation measures. The models
with the combined n-values shall also utilize
an n-value of 0.015 for the rest of the storm
drain that does not require erosion mitigation
for sensitivity analysis

CLYV clarified that it agrees the design presented in
the last submittal is acceptable with 0.015 roughness
and rougher 0.023 where corrugated sides is
proposed. CLV only requests the 0.013 manning's
roughness model as a side model for adhering to
CCRFCD criteria that RCBs are to be analyzed with
0.013 roughness. The results of the 0.013 roughness
model is to be used only for informational purposes to
protect against potential abnormalities such as
unusual hydraulic jumps, etc. If GCW finds any
abnormalities, re-consultation with CLV may be
required.

9 The .WSX file for "“Main0626” (Mainline 1)
WSPG models have been provided with this
submittal. Provide the typical input and output
files for the "Main0626” WSPG models for the
interim and ultimate conditions in order to
verify input and output information

The type of modeling program was clarified with CLV
staff as an acceptable resource, which was agreed to.
GCW volunteered to create a summary table that will
help the CLV staff more easily review its results

10 Provide WSPG models of the interim
condition reflecting the 20’x14’ RCB entrance
and transition to 10'x10’ RCB for Mainline 1
and the 20'x12’ RCB entrance and transition
to 10'x8’ RCB for Mainline 2

CLV staff will re-review GCW methodology per
discussion included in response to Comment #6.

11 Provide a Standard Form 4 for the basis of GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
the HEC-1 model for the interim condition provide accordingly.
12 Revise FIG8R to match the WSPG model for | GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will

Mainline 1 reflecting the combined n-value of
0.023 for WSPG stations -7825.45 and -
7573.63

provide accordingly.
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Comment Comment Discussion/Response

No.

13 It is noted that Mainline 2 was modeled as the | GCW discussed that its assumptions for the Mainline
system extended for future conditions. 2 hydraulic model extension was discussed and
Discuss/provide the future design parameters | included in the 1st response to comments from
the model was based upon September 2017. CLV concurred and determined the

comment to be voided.

14 Provide calculations to support the design of | Both CLV and GCW agreed for the potential of
the 2:1 slope and verify that the ground cover | erosion or head-cutting down the 2:1 slope to the
material is sufficient for conveying the flows improved inlet. GCW agreed to extend the concrete
entering the Mainline 1 and 2 systems. with cut-off wall at its 2 major improved inlets up the
Provide erosion protection based upon 2:1 slope to the existing wash for erosion protection.
velocities

15 Verify the velocities at all sumps of the lateral | CLV agreed that GCW could place riprap pads in the
facilities to ensure erosion is mitigated and sumps to protect against erosion upstream of the
provide Best Management Practices lateral drains. Additionally, GCW will re-evaluate
accordingly slopes of the lateral storm drains to eliminate high

velocities (over 25-fps) in the storm drain to protect
the pipe itself from erosion.

16 Provide sediment control at inlet structures of | GCW showed a similar means for sediment control at
Mainline 1 and Mainline 2 the improved inlet structures accepted on a similar

project. CLV agreed that GCW could stage the
bottom of the sump below the invert of the RCB
opening by 2-ft, with a low flow DI and drain pipe for
positive drainage.

17 It is noted that maintenance access has been | After review, GCW agreed to provide according to the
provided for Lateral 5 (6'x6’ RCB) and Lateral | CLV comment.

9 (24” RCP) but not for Lateral 3 facilities.
Review and revise accordingly

18 Show the location of Section 1 on FIG15 GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will

provide accordingly.

19 Update the inlet calculations to include the GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
corresponding Facility numbers (e.g. 24 inch | provide accordingly.

RCP — Facility 7A).

20 Laterals 5, 7, and 8 have velocities that GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
exceed the maximum allowable velocity of 25 | provide accordingly. Additionally, CLV agreed that if
feet per second based on design slopes. the slope in the pipe was reduced to minimum (0.5%)
Revise the lateral slopes accordingly to meet | and high velocities still result, GCW could utilize 1-
criteria inch sacrificial concrete as a means for protection of

the pipe. CLV requests that 6,000 psi concrete also
be specified in these areas.

21 The future minimum finished floor elevations | CLV and GCW agreed that future studies will address

of the southern portion of the proposed lots
must be higher than the road grades of the
future road. Future road grades (CL and TC
elevations) are not apparent, therefore the
minimum finished floor elevations cannot be
verified to meet criteria

minimum finished floor elevations on the site.
Additionally, it was also discussed that future finished
floor elevations do not need to be higher than the
future road as the comment suggests; however, the
engineer will be required to mitigate for these areas
where the road is higher by other improvements such
as floodwalls, waterproofing, etc. that will be reviewed
in the future studies.
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No.

22 Show future road grades on profiles CLV staff clarified that the intent of showing the future
road grades is to make sure that the manholes are
constructed in a manner that minimizes re-
construction of the entire cone/collar when they are
adjusted in the future. GCW agreed to show the
manholes an adequate height above the proposed
rough grade and show a conceptual road profile to
enough accuracy to design manholes with some
permanence. CLV will allow stipulations on the plans
by GCW to ensure that roadway design on the site
could change in the future when the buildings are
detailed graded.

23 Remove the note for temporary plug and cap | GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will

for the 6' x 6" RCB as it appears it is provide accordingly.
proposed to convey interim flows

24 Label Laterals 5 through 9 on the plan and GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
profile to correspond to the lateral profiles on | provide accordingly.
Sheets C5.010 and C5.11

25 Provide stationing on all lateral profiles. GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
Lateral profiles shall be based on the provide accordingly.
mainline stationing with corresponding offsets
and angles

26 SDMH #101 and #102 are called out as Type | GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
| manholes on the profile but the plan provide accordingly.
references Construction Note 4 which calls
out Type I-A. Review and revise accordingly

27 Revise the Construction Notes to remove any | GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
notes that are no longer applicable to the provide accordingly.
current proposed design (e.g. notes 2 and 14)
and provide Construction Note labels on the
plans (e.g. notes 3, 16, and 17).

28 Provide structural details for the RCB CLYV staff agrees that the structural details required
construction including the sections of the for next submittal are conceptual in nature, similar to
tined invert and corrugated wall faces 30% design plans on a CIP. GCW will comply.

29 Provide structural details for shallow CLV staff agrees that the structural details required
manholes for next submittal are conceptual in nature, similar to

30% design plans on a CIP. GCW will comply.

30 Provide structural details for all transition CLV staff agrees that the structural details required

structures for next submittal are conceptual in nature, similar to
30% design plans on a CIP. GCW will comply.

31 Provide structural details for connection into CLYV staff agrees that the structural details required

existing dual 12'x12’ RCBs for next submittal are conceptual in nature, similar to
30% design plans on a CIP. GCW will comply.

32 Provide structural details for the proposed CLV staff agrees that the structural details required

headwall at the 20’ x 12’ RCB storm drain for next submittal are conceptual in nature, similar to
30% design plans on a CIP. GCW will comply.
33 Provide a note on the structural details that GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will

specifies 6000-psi strength concrete for all
segments of storm drain where velocities
exceed 25 feet per second based on the n-
value of 0.013

provide accordingly. Note that the comment was
corrected by CLV staff to provide 6,000-psi note on
the areas with high velocities determined in the 0.015
roughness model.
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34 It appears that the HGL is within 1 foot of the | GCW will be adjusting all FG on the project to be
proposed grade at the transition structure for | minimum 18-inches above the design HGL (adjusted
the confluence of Mainline 1 and Mainline 2. per discussions in Response to Comment #2).
Review and revise accordingly Therefore, no additional structural design is required.

35 Verify that the minimum allowable cover over | GCW will be adjusting all FG on the project to be
the storm drain is 1 foot or greater at any minimum 18-inches above the design HGL (adjusted
point along the system, specifically between per discussions in Response to Comment #2).
stations 75+50 to 79+00 Therefore, no additional structural design is required.

36 The engineer must review the pipe hydraulics | GCW will be adjusting all FG on the project to be
to verify system design to keep the HGL 18 minimum 18-inches above the design HGL (adjusted
inches below finished grade. Where the HGL | per discussions in Response to Comment #2).
is less than 18 inches, the manholes shall Therefore, no additional structural design is required.
have hinged and grated lids with extended
concrete collars tied to the box

37 Provide fall protection at the Mainline 1 inlet CLV and GCW agreed that post and cable railing will
structure as well as the bigger interim be provided anywhere there is a vertical drop from
facilities the top of the 2 main trunk storm drains.

38 Provide access to all storm drain manholes Larger areas for turnaround will be provided at the
from the main access path along the system. | storm drain manholes on the transition structures,
Include turnaround areas where the access and access grate.
road dead-ends

39 It appears there is a storm drain manhole GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
shown on the plans at approximate station provide accordingly.
69+28 but not labeled or shown in the profile.

If no manhole is proposed at this location,
revise the location of storm drain access
manhole SDMH #111 to be spaced a
maximum of 400 feet from SDMH #113

40 Revise CLV General Note 21 (effective June | CLV staff provided GCW the applicable note to add
4, 2018) to reference the applicable Final onto the plans to satisfy comment.

Location Map option for this project

41 All manholes in unimproved/rough graded CLYV staff is requesting crossbar locking lid, similar to
areas shall include a locking lid with extended | the sewer locking manhole detail, and GCW agreed
concrete collar, set above grade to provide.

42 Waterproofing of the RCB is required where To further landscaping restrictions within public
future landscaping is anticipated and outside | drainage easements, GCW agreed to add notes to
of future roadway improvements the RCB trench detail that no deep rooted trees or 3-ft

plus high trees are allowed directly over the RCB.

50 The proposed improvements show drainage Since there has been no response to review on the

facilities of a size that must be reviewed for
access and maintenance concerns. The
engineer must submit an extra set of
improvement plans to the City Streets &
Sanitation Department for their review and
comments. Streets & Sanitation Department’s
approval must be secured prior to the
conditional drainage study approval

plans by Streets & Sanitation Department which is
required for conditional approval of the TDS, GCW
was tasked to schedule a meeting with Matthew
Meyer to discuss the project prior to resubmittal.
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