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11.

12,

15.

I6.

17,

18.

Document(s} declaring modifications thereof recorded February 7, 1995 in Rook
950207 as Instrument No. 003582 of Official Records.

Document(s) declaring modifications thisteof recorded July 21, 1995 in Bogk
950721 gs Instrument No. 01094 of Official Records.

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

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

Terms, Covenanis, 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 Na. 00763 of Officiat 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 Mo, 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 370605 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
Distriet, a quasi-municipal corporation, by an instrument recorded June 22, 1987,
in Book 870622 as Instrument No. 04266 of Official Records, over a portion of
the tand as shown on the Survey,

An Easement and tight-of-way for the construction, operation, maintenance,
repair, rengwal, 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,
n Book 870622 as Instrument No. 04267 of Official Records, over a portion of
the land as shown on the Survey.

An Eagement 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-munticipal corporation, by an instrument recorded June 22, 1987,
in Book 870622 as Instrument No. 04268 of Official Records, over a portion of
the tand 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
Bhisgtrict, a quasi-municipal corporation, by an instrument recorded June 22, 1987,
in Book 870622 ag Instrument No. 04269 of Official Records, over a portion of
the land as shown on the Survey.
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19,

20.

21

22,

23.

24,

25,

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

An easement for public etitities and incidental purposes in the document
recorded December 14, 1987 tn Book 871214 as Instrumnent 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 publie 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, easernents and restrictions in a Deed recorded No\rémbe_r
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as Instrument No. 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 2 Deed recorded November
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as instrument-No, 01317 of Official Records.

Covenants, conditions, easements and remicﬁons in 4 Deed recorded November
24, 1993, in Book 931124 as Instrument No. 01318 of Official Records.

Caovenants, conditions, easements and resirictions 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 Instruiment No, 01320 of Official Records,

An easement for Lawn and Garden purpoges and incidental purposes in the
document recorded October 12, 1994 in Book 941012 as Instrument No.
00019 of Official Records as shown on the Survey.

Terims, Covenants, Conditions and Pruvi_siops 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 propared 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-11:

35

36,

The tetms and provisions contained in the document entitled "Access Easerment
Agreement” recorded Augnst 15, 2011 in Book 20110815 as Instrument No.
00365 of Official Records. :

Document aiso recorded March 18, 2013 in Book 20130318 as Tnstrument No.
01186 of Official Racords.

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

Document also recorded March 28, 2012 in Book 20120328 4s Instrument No.,
02909 of Official Records. . '
Document also recorded Deocember 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 YALUE

1. Assessor Parcel Number(s)
4. 126-34-410-001
b._126-34-242-003
0. 125-33-516-001

- ¢. 125-33-616-001

2. e of Property:

a}] | VacantLand b Single Fam. Res. FOR RECORDERS QOPTIONAL USE ONLY
¢ | Condo/Twnhse d ] 2-4 Plex Book____ Page:
e.l | Apt. Bldg f] | Comm'i/Indl Date of Recording:
g.|_} Agricultural h.] |Mobile Home Notes:
X| Other goH course and related Improvemonts
3.a. Total Value/Sales Price of Property $_1,955.014.00
b. Deed in Liev of Foreclosure Only (value of property( )
<. Trangfer Tax Value: § 1,858,914.00
d, Real Property Transfer Tax Due $_9,990.90

4, If Exemption Claimed;
a. Transfer Tax Exemption pexr NRS 375,090, Section_ WA

b. Bxplain Reason for Exemption:

5, Partial Interest: Pevcentage being transferved: wa %
The undersigned declares and acknowledges, under penalty of petjury, pursuant to NRS 375.060

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

and can be supported by documentation if called upon to substantiate the information provided herein.
Furthetmote, 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
1o NRS 375.030, the Buyer and Seller shall be jointly and severally.lisble for any addiiional amount owed.

Signature  SEE EXHIBIT 'A' ATTACHED NERETO Capacity:__ See _atbmehasde

Signature SEE EXHIBIT ‘A’ ATTAGHED HERETO Capacity:

SELLER {(GRANTOR) INFORMATION BUYE TEE) INFORMATION
(REQUIRED

Print Name CLP WEST GOLF, .{H_: 1k/a GNL Income Print Name: ((.RE gmn'o pgsmﬂ ARGIS LLG

Address; 450 B0, Orange Avenue Address: 1345 Avenue of the Amwricas, 46th Floor

City:  Orando City: Now ¥ork  Attentions Constantine M. Dakollas

State:  FL Zip: 32801 State: New Yerk Zip: 10405

PnntNarnc rsv 'T;h...- ] Ucn

Address: 260, Pates Vege Pl 4l (32
City: \ACAAEan State: [N/ Zip: 0%

AS A PUBLIC RECORD THIS FORM MAY BE RECORDED/MICROFILMED

N

P
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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 compeny (fk/a CNL INCOME EAGL
WEST GOLF, LLC)

By:
Name: Tracey B. Braeco
Title: Vice President

09146250 61 220608350
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BUYER’S SIGNATURE PAGE
TO
STATE OF NEVADA - DECLARATION OF VALUE

[FPAINTED DESERT GOLF CLUB, LAS VEGAS, NV|

09146254161 42441 608550V}

CF PAINTED DESERT ARCIS L1C,
A Delaware limited liability company

By ey P

Name: .
Title:

Authorized Signatory

AN
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PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT RIDER

THIS PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT RIDER is made this day of )
yand is incorporated into and shall be decmed to amend and supplenicot the Mortgage, Deed of Trust, or Security Deed (the
“Security Instrurnent”) of the same date, given by the undersigned (the “Borrower™) to secure Borrower’s Nole to .
{the “Lender”) of the saime

date and coverg the Propetty described in the Security Instrument and located at;

|Property Address|
The Property includes, but is not limited o, a parcel of land tmproved with a dwelling, together with other such parcels and certain
common areas and Tacilities, 25 described in

(the

“Dieclaration”). The Property is & pariof a planned unit development known as

[Mame of Planned Unit Development)
(thc “PUD"). "The Property also includes Borrower’s inlerest in the homeowners association or equivalent entity owning or rmanaging the
common areas and facilities of the PUD {the “Owners Association™) and the uses, benefits and proceeds of RBotrowver's interest,
PUD COVENANTS. In addition to the covenants and agreements rmade in (he Sceurity Instrument, Borroweer and Lender
further covenant and agree as [ollows:

A.  PUD Obligatiens. Borrower shall perform all of Borrower's obligations under the PUD’s Constituent
Daocuments. The “Constituent Documents™ are ther (i) Declaralion; (ii) arlicles of incorporation, tust mstrument or any
equivalent document which creales the Owners Association; and (i) 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
Constilent Docurmenis.

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 inswrance
coverage in the amounts (including deductible levels}, for the periods, and agaimst loss by fire, hazards included svithin the
term “extended coverage,” and any ofher hazatds, including, but not limited to, carthquakes and floods, for which [ender
requives inswrance, thew; (i) Lender waives the provision in Scction 3 for the Periodic Payment to Lender of the yearly
premiun instaltments [or property insurance on the Property; and (i) Bonowet s obligation under Section 5 to matntain
property insurance coverage on ihe Property is deemed satisfied to the extent that the required coverage is provided by the
(vwnerg Association policy.

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

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

In the event of a distibution of property insurance proceeds in lien of resloration or repair following a loss o the
Property, or to commun arcas und facilities of the PUID, any procecds payable to Borrower are hereby assigned amd shall be
paid fo Lender. Lender shail apply the procecds 0o the sums secured by the Security Instrurnent, whether or not then due,
with the excess, IF any, paid to Barrower,

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

D.  Condemnation. The procecds of any award or claim for damages, direct or consequestial, payable to
Borrower in connection with any condemnation or other taking of all or any part of the Property or the commin areas and
facilities of the PUD, or for any conveyance in lieu of condemration, are hereby assigned and shall be paid to Lender,
Such proceeds shal! be applied by Lender to the sums secured by the Security [nstroment as provided in Seetion 11,

E.  Lender’s Prior Consent. Borrower shall not, except after notice to Lender and with Tender’s prior wiitten
consent, either partition or subdivide the Properly or consent to: (i) the abandoment or termivation of the PUD, excepl for
abandonment or termination required by law in the casc of substantial destruction by fire or other casualty or it the case of a
taking by condemnation or eminent dowmain; (i) 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) amy action which would have the effect of rendering the public liability
insurance coverage matntained by the Owners Association unacceptable to Tender,

F. Remedies. If Borrower does not pay PUD dues and assessments when due, then Lender inay pay thom.
Any amounts disbursed by Lender under this paragraph F shall become additional debt of Borrower secured by the
Secutity Instrument, CJnless Borrower and Lender agree to other terms of payment, these asmounts shall bear intercst from
the date of disbursement at the Note mte and shall be payable, with interest, upon notice from Lender o Borrower

requesting payment.

MULTISTATE FUD RIDER--Single Family--1Tannke Mae/Freddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT Form 3150 1703 (page } af 2 pagex)
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BY SIGNING BELOW, Borrower accepls and agrees to the torms and covenants contained in this PUD Rider.

{Seaf)

- Rarrower

{Seal)

MULTETATE 'Un RIDER--Single Family- -Fannic Mae/Freddic Mag UNIFORM INSTRUMENT Forn 3150

Lol

- Bomrower

(mage 2 af 2 pages]
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> -]
W, Lake Meadﬂ'vd ..,'

LTI

The MAPS and DATA are provided without warranty of any kind, expressed or implied.
Date Created: 01/09/2018

Property Information

Parcel: 13817310002

Owner Name(s): SUN CITY SUMMERLIN COMMUNITY
Site Address: 2749 ECHO MESA DR

Jurisdiction: Las Vegas - 89134

Zoning Classification: Planned Community District (P-C)

Planned Landuse:
Misc Information

Subdivision Name: PARCEL MAP FILE 117 PAGE 36

Lot Block: Lot:1 Block: Construction Year: 1989

Sale Date: Not Available T-R-S: 20-60-17

Sale Price: Not Available Census tract: Not_Available
Recorded Doc Number: 19900312 00000279 Estimated Lot Size: 80.17

Flight Date: 03/19/2016

Elected Officials

Commission Distriet: Not_Available City Ward:

US Senate: Dean Heller, Catherine Cortez-Masto US Congress: 4 - RUBEN J KIHUEN
State Senate: 6 - NICOLE CANNIZZARO (D) State Assembly: 37 - JIM MARCHANT (R)
School Distriet: E - LOLA BROOKS University Regent: 7 - MARK DOUBRAVA
Board of Education; 4 - MARK NEWBURN Minor Civil Division: Not_Available
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

Situs Address

jﬂg_gg_Sgam_h Recorder ‘ Treasurer Assessorj Clark County Home J
13§_1131o-002 _HTastar [l 2018 [Dlstrlct [[200 '

I Legal Descripllon SSESSOR DESCRIF‘TION FARCEL MAP FILE 117 PAGE 36 LOT 1 GEQID; PT N2 SW4 SEC 17 2D 60 :I

_________ Status | Proparly Characterlstics ___wdl Property Values l Properily Doguments [
{Aclive  [Taxcap o6 " fLand | 130537 [1890031200279 | aM21980

Taxable Increase Pct. ' | Improvemants | 1078290

AT;’; E:tp Limlt {35600 54 Totaf Assessed Valua i 1208827
------- Nelt Assessed Valus | 1208827
Tax Gap 9018.23 :
Reduction Exempthn Value Naw 0
- EWEAT Construction
Land Use Course. Semi- New Canstruction - 0
Privats Supp Value
Cap Type [ OTHER
Acraage | 80.1700
" [DEFERRED
Agriculture GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
m?ﬁtlon I 0.00
Rale | Name | Address ISnee |10 |
| SUN CITY SUMMERLIN | “%DEL WEBB COMMUNITIES INC 9107 DEL WEBB BLVD , LAS 14}15],2010 Current
;COMMUNITY VEGAS, NV 89134-8567 UNITED STATES i n
jumma

Item i Amount
[ Texes as Assessed | $39,627.77
| Less Gap Reduction I $9,018.23

Net Taxes | $30,609 54
n

X Yoar | charge Gategory _ Amount Due Today [
THERE IS NO PAST OR CURRENT AMOUNY DUE as of 1/8/2018 | $6.00
NEXT IN: LLMENT AMOUNTS i, e }

Tax Year | Gharge Categary ! tstalliment Amount Due I
{2018 | Property Tax Principal $7,652.39
NEXT INSTALLMENT DUE AMOUNT due on 3/5/2018 ! $7.652,39

Tax Year | charga Catagory Remaining Balance Due [

2014 Praperly Tax Principal $7,652.39

2M3 Las Vegas Aresian Basln %0.00
L TOTAL AMQUNTS DUE 25 of 11812018 i $7.652.39
_PAYMENT HISTORY !

'_ast Payment Amount y $7,852.39

Last Payment Date - 127281217

_Flscal Tax Year Payments $22,958.85

PHar Calendar Year Payments $30,417.42

Current Galandar Yaar Paymants $0.00
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen
4 New Search Racorder ’J Treasurer Assessor | Clark County Home |
ooy T Y 3 T e AL LA BB e, v e A e o - et
Parcsl iD |[ 128-17-310-002 |[TaxvYear (2018 |{Distict  |[200 _ |[Rate | 32782 |
e e e Tt e vt sl bl T e e e
Silus Address: 2749 ECHO MESA DR LAS VEGAS |
Status: f Property Characterfstics f Property Valuas ] Proparty Documents }
[Active [ Tax Cap 6 [Tand | “130537 | 1900031200279 | 3/12/1990
Taxable Incregse et . [ Improvements | 1078290
an:f)uor?tp Hmit | 2560054 | Total Assessed Valua | 1208827
{ Not Assessed Value | 1208827
Tax Cap ap92.23 I S SR
Reduction ki Exemptlu_n Value New { o
54T G Construction - ;.
Land Use Course. Semi- F‘TBW Conslrustion - | 0
Privata Supp Valus
[ Cap Type | GTHER
[ Acreage | 80,1700
DEFERRED
Agriculture GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
Exemption
Amount 0.00
Role | Name Address fgince |To |
f SUN CITY SUMMERLIN | %DEL WEBB COMMUNITIES INC 9107 DEL WEBE BLVD , LAS
| OWner | COMMUNITY VEGAS, NV 89134-3567 UNITED STATES 471512010 | Current
Summary f
Hem | Amount |
Taxes as Assessed i $30,627.77
Less Cap Reduclion ] $9.015.23
| Net Taxes i $30,609.54
~ASTAND CURRENT CHARGES DUE TODAY
A Year I Charge Category . Amount Dus Today [
THERE I5 NO PAST OF CURRENT AMOUNT DUE as of 18/2018 | $0.00
Tax Year | Charge Category Installment Amount Dus i
| 2018 | Property Tax Princlpal $7,652,39
NEXT INSTALLMENT DUE AMOUNT due on 3/5/2018 $7,652.39
TOTAL AMOUN TSDUEFORENTIRETAXYEAR .. |
Tax Year I Charge Gategary I Remaining Balance Due i
2048 | Property Tax Principal §7,852.39
2018 [Las Vegas Artesian Basin $0.00
TAX T UNTS DUE as of 1/8/2018 ] $7,652.39
BAYMENT HISTORY |
Last Payment Amount $7,852.39
_Last Payment Date 12/28/2017
_Fiscal Tax Year Payments $22,068.95
Prior Calendar Year Paymerts 330,417 42
Cumrent Calendar Year Paymenis f $0.00
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Property
Information
Parcel:

Owner Name(s):

Site Address:
Jurisdiction:

Zoning Classification:
Planned Landuse:
Misc Information

Subdivision Name:

Lot Block:

Sale Date:

Sale Price:

Recorded Doc Number:
Flight Date:

Elected Officials
Commission District:
US Senate:

State Senate:

School District:

Board of Education:

The MAPS and DATA are provided without warranty of any kind, expressed or implied.
Date Created: 01/09/2018

13723610001

SUN CITY SUMMERLIN COMMUNITY
2102 THOMAS W RYAN BLVD

Las Vegas - null

Planned Community District (P-C)

SUN CITY LAS VEGAS VILLAGE 10- UNIT

#45

Lot:2 Block: Construction Year:

Not Available T-R-S:

Not Available Census tract:

19960507 00000435 Estimated Lot Size:

03/19/2016

Not_Available City Ward:

Dean Heller, Catherine Cortez-Masto US Congress:

6 - NICOLE CANNIZZARO (D) State Assembly:

E - LOLA BROOKS University Regent:
Minor Civil

3 - FELICIA ORTIZ Diviitin:

1996
20-59-23
Not_Available
70.09

3 - JACKY ROSEN (D)
37 - JIM MARCHANT
(R)

7 - MARK DOUBRAVA

Not_Available
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

Assessor ]I

Recorder |

ey ek

Treagurer ;

';

'"|| 5102 THOMAS W RYAN BLVD LAS VEGAS

Lagal Descoription:

|2GEQID: PT 52 NE4 SEC 23 20 53

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION: SUN CITY LAS VEGAS VILLAGE 10- UNIT #45 PLAT BOOK 64 PAGE 88 LOT !

. — —
Statys: ] Property Charactarlsﬂcs oo Property Values I Property Documenls E
CTaxcap T ';6 [ Land T St00  [96050700435 | 8/7/1996
]Increase Pct. ) VImprovements | 424171
' | Total Assessed valug 514471
Nat Assessed Value 514471
Exemption Valus New 0
; 347 Gof iconstucton e .
Land Usa Course. Seml- New Construction - 0
Private Supp Value
[Cap Type ~ |OTHER
| Acreage [ 70.0900
e
Agriculture GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
Exerption T
Amoung 0.00
_Role § Name : Address | Sinee | To_
P N OITY SUMMERL N $107 DEL WEBB BLVD, LAS VEGAS, NV 88134-8567 UNITED [ .
Owne (COMMUNITY fsmnas 7;1 2002 LOurre
SUNIMANY e oo et i |
Item il Amounit i

XT INST LMENT A UNTS T B L

Last Paymé nt Amount

e 508,68

LastPaymentDate 12/28/2017
_Fiscal Tax Year Payments i $10,797.74

Prior Calendar Year Payments :f” ) $14,305.19
Currant Calendar Year Payments ' T T s00

Tax Year ] Charge Category ...... e mened I1S0AIMENE AMOUNt Due ol
' 2018 | Property Tax Princlpal ) $3,598.85
NEKT INSTALLMENT DUIQE“J“\__II'!HOUNT dus on 3!5!2013 R ) ' --------- 598,65
Tax Yaar o Charge Category ‘ i
2018 iProperty Tax Princlpal - © $3,598.65
2018 [(as Vegas Artes/an Basin "$0.00 |
IAXYEARTOTAL AMOUNTS DUEasof 402018 . ] 355888
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Property
Information
Parcel:

Owner Name(s):

Site Address:
Jurisdiction:

Zoning Classification:
Planned Landuse:
Misc Information
Subdivision Name:
Lot Block:

Sale Date:

Sale Price:

Recorded Doc Number:
Flight Date:

Elected Officials

Commission District:

US Senate:

State Senate:
School District:
Board of Education:

The MAPS and DATA are provided without warranty of any kind, expressed or implied.
Date Created: 01/09/2018

13820413017

TOURNAMENT PLAYERS
CLUB

1700 VILLAGE CENTER CIR
Las Vegas - 89134

Planned Community District (P-C)

TOURNAMENT HILLS-UNIT 2

Lot:21 Block:A Construction Year: 1992
12/2012 T-R-S: 20-60-20
§250,000 Census tract: Not_Available
20020715 00000066 Estimated Lot Size: 188.95
03/19/2016
Not_Available City Ward:
E;z:l:ol{eller, Catherine Cortez- US Congress: 4 - RUBEN ] KIHUEN
6 - NICOLE CANNIZZARO (D)  State Assembly: ?;)‘ SHANHON RILERARAKELROD
E - LOLA BROOKS University Regent: 7 - MARK DOUBRAVA
Minor Civil

4 - MARK NEWBURN Not_Available

Division:
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of this Declaration as set forth herein shall apply to the Annexed
Territory; and (iii) an exact legal description of the Annexed
Territory. The Notice of Annexation shall be substantially in the
form of Exhibit "C" hereto.

Section 14.2. Contraction of Annexable Area. So long as real
property is not Annexed Territory subject to this Declaration, the
Annexable Area may be contracted to delete such real property
effective upon the Recordation of a written instrument describing
such real property, executed by Declarant, and declaring that such
real property shall thereafter be deleted from the Annexable Area.
Such real property may be deleted from the Annexable Area without
a vote of the Sub-Association or the approval or consent of any
other Person, except as provided herein.

ARTICLE XV
TOURNAMENT PLAYERS CLUB
. Section 15.1. Certain Additional Definitions. For purposes

of this Article XV, and as used elsewhere in this Declaration, the
following terms shall have the meanings set forth below:

(a) "Golf Course Property"” shall mean the land adjacent
to the Development currently being operated or intended to be
operated as a golf course and country club.

(b) "“Club" means the Tournament Players Club at
Summerlin, which is the golf, tennis and country club located on
the Golf Course Property.

(c) "PGA TOUR" shall mean the PGA TOUR, INC., a Maryland
corporation, which sanctions, sponsors and promotes professional
golf tournaments,

(d) "TPC, Inc.* shall mean Tournament Players Club at
Summerlin, Inc., a Mevada corporation and an indirect wholly owned
subpidiary of PGA TOUR, which is the manager of the Club.

Saction 15.2. Agcesp to Golf Course Property and Club. No
Owner shall have any right, by virtue of Membership in the Sub-
Association or ownership of a Lot in the Development, whether or
not contiguous to the Geolf Course FProperty, of access, entry or
other use of the Golf Course Property nor any right to jein or
become a member of the Club.

OWF50101929: 0CFO0ASS, :
AMTAILLG/)QTPI3b/ 54 1007 7815) 59

Hevised 08/16/91
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Ssction_ 15.4. Walls and Fences. No walls, fences or other
obstructions shall be constructed within ten .eet (10') of the
boundary of the Golf Course Property without the priocy wzitten
consent of the Design Review Committee and the PGA TOUR.

Section 15.5. Actiyities During TOUR Ewvents. During the
conduct of any professional golf tournament sanctioned or sponsored
by PGA TOUR, there shall be no unusual construction activity or
other activity which, in the reasonable judgment of the management
of the Club, disturbs play in, or conduct of, such tournament,
including the enjoyment of such tournament by spectaccrs.

Section 15.6. Waiver of Llability for Errant Golf Balls. By
acceptance of a Deed to a Lot in the Development, the Sub-
Association and each Owner, for himself and on behalf of his
family, gquests and tenants, hereby release Declarant, the owner and
any menager of the Golf Course Property, PGA TOWR, TPC, Inc., the
Master Association (and each Owner and the Sub-Association mutually
release each other). and their respective agents, employees,
directors, officers, shareholders, partners, and contractors, from
all claims, demands, expenses, damages, costs, causes of action,
obligations and liabilities, including, without limitation, damage
to his Reeidence or Lot and damages for personal injury or death,
which in any way erise from or relate to the impact of a golf ball
which enters upon the Sub-Association Property or within any Lot or
Residence from the Golf Course Property, whether or not the golf
ball is struck in a mnegligent manner.

Section 15.7. Conveyance of Countrv Club. All Persons,
including all Owners, are hereby advised and by accepting a Deed to
any Lot acknowledge that no representations or warranties haye been
or are made by the Declarant or any other Person with regard to the
continuing ownership or ‘_E!E.rat on of the Golf Course Property or
the C€IuB, &nd no  purported representation or warranty in such
regard, eithner written or oral, shall ever be effective without an
amendment hereto executed or joined into by the Declarant.
Further, the ownership or operational duties of and as to the Golf
Course Property or the Club may change at any time and from time to
time by wvirtue of, but without limitation, (a) the sale or
assumption of operations of the Golf Course Property or the Club
by/to an independent Person, (b) the conversion of the Golf Course
Property or the Club membership structure to an "equity" club or
similar arrangsment whereby the members of the Golf Course Property
or the Club or an entity ocwned or controlled thereby become the

O\KP50)01979:0CF00ES5.
AMTRILL6/10P) 32/ v /06/28/9] 60 Revised 08/15/0]
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owner(s) and/or operator(s) of the Golf Course Froperty or the
Club, or (c) the conveyance, pursuant to contract, option, or
otherwise, of the Golf Course Property or the Club to one or more
~affiliates, shareholders, employees. oz independent caontractors of--
Declarant, TPC, Inc. o- PGA TOUR or any other Person. As tuv any of
the foregoing or- any other alternative, no consent of the Sub-
Association, or any Owner shall be regquired to ef fectuate such
transfer.

ARTICLE XVI

MISCELLANEQUS

Section 16.1. Term. The provisions of this Declaration shall
run with and bind the Development, and shall inure to the benefit
of and be cnforceable by the Sub-Association or the Owner of any
land subject to this Declaration, their respective legal
representatives, successors and assigns, for a term of fifty (50)
yvears from the date of Recordation of this Declaration, after which
time such provisicns shall be autometically extended for successive
paeriodas of ten (10) years unless a declaration of termination
meeting the requirements of an amendment to this Declaration as set
forth in Sections 16.2 and 16.3 have been Recorded.

Section 16.2. Amendments.

(a) Bw Declarant. Prior to the sale of a Lot to a
member of the public, the provisions of this Declaration may be
amended or terminated by Recordation of a written instrument signed
by Declarant setting forth such amendment or termination.

{(b) By Members. The provisions of this Declaraticn,
(excluding Articles V, VII, VIII, XII, XIV and XV hereof and
Sections 16.2 and 16.3 of this Article XVI, which may not be
amended without the written consent of Declarant until (1) the
Close of Escrow for the sale of the last Lot in the Development
from Declarant to a purchaser, and (ii) Declarant no longer owns
any portion of the Annexable Area), may be amended by Recordation
of a certificate, signed and achknowledged by the president and
secretary of the Sub-Association, setting forth the amendment and
certifying that such amendment has been approved by at least sixty-
seven percent (67%) of the voting power of the Sub-Association and
the requisite percentage of holders and insurers of First
Mortgages, if applicable.

(c) Approval of First Mortgagees. Notwithstanding the
foregoing, any of the following amendments, to be ef fective, must
be approved by the record holders and insurers of seventy-five
percent (75%) of the First Mortgages at the time of such amendment,
based upon one (1) vote for each Mortgage owned or insured:

(i} Any amendment which affects or purports to
affect the validity or priority of encumbrances or the rights

O\HPS0MVD] 929 : OCFO0655,
ANTHILLE/107P) 32/t r/ 06/ 28/9] 61 Rovised 08/15/91
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A
REAL PROPERTY TRANSFER TAX DECLARATION
State of Nevada
Declarstion of Value

1. Assessor Parcel Number(s)

2) 138-20-413-014
b) 138-29-311-008
c) 138-29-210-036
d) 138-20-810-001
¢) 138-29-310-001

2. Type of Property FOR RECORDER'S OPTIONAL USE ONLY
a) _ Vacan! Land b) _ Single Family Res. Document/instrument No:
€) _ Condo/Tewnhousc d) _2-4Plex Beok: Page:
€) _ Apaniment Bldg. f) _ Commerciol/Industrial Date of Recording: %
2) JAgriculturat h) _ Mobile Home Noics:
Other
3. Total Value/Sales Price of Froperty: by i
Decd in Lieu of Foreclosure Only: L )
{Vaine of Property)
Transfer Tax Value: $ O—
Real Property Transfer Tax Due $

4. U Exemption Claimed:
a) Trensfer Tax Exemption, per NRS 375.050, Sectjon:

\egal dupoviptirn

b) Explain Reason for Exemption:

5. Partis) Interest: Percemtage being transferred: 7

GALEGAL\WRTPODVALHEIP.WPD \9
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The undensigned Seller {Gmniory Buyer (Gramee), declorels) and acknowledies, under penaliy of perjury, pursuant to NRS
375060 and NRS 175,110, that the infomution provided is eorrect 1o the best of {heir infunnntion and belief, and can be
supported by docunentation i called upon (o sulbstamiste the information provided herein. Furthennare, parties agree that
disaffowance of any clainked cxemption, or other ceterminarion of sdditional tax due, may result in o penaley of 10% of the
tax ddue plus interest at (% per month, Pursusni to NRS 175,030, the Bayer and Seller shall be Jolntly and

liable for any adiditional amount owed, KEVM I ORR%W

Executive VP and Treasurer

Stgaatare: __ 3 U P e EPVINE-ORROCK
Slgmtur;:‘\'l}f-—@?ﬁ ] —— Capacity: Exgcgﬂxg VP and Treasorer
Slgnature: Capaglty:

SELLER (GRANTOR) INFORMATION BUYER (GRANTEE) INEORMATION

(Requtred) {Reqnired)

Print Name: Howere Hughes Properties, Inc. Print Name:
Address; |(HKN) W, Charlesion Bhal. Ste, 200 Address: _ ala r{i
City: Las Vegas _ Ciy:, __Wond
SieNY L9135 Siate:,_ Zip:__wm

Surmimerlin Corporation
10000 W, Charteston Blvd. Ste, 200
Las Vegas, NV 59133

Coempany Requesting, Reeording (requlred If not Setler oy Buver}
Co. Mame: Nevada Title Conpany Escrow No: 61-10-2662-3KH
Address: 3320 Wess Sakori Avenue Ste. 200
Las Vegas, NV K102

{AB A PUBLIC RECORD TIN5 FORM MAY BE RECORDEDMICROFILMED)

GALEOALWIRTIODVALHIWIT

o
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This Dasd is being recorded to clarify the Ingal descriphion and supersedes ihe Grant Bargain Saie Deed
recorded on May 9, 2002 in Book 20020509 a3 Instrument No. 00347 of OHiclal Records. (‘9
\

-
l

APN(s): 138.20-443-014 138-20-840-001
$30-20-311-008  132.26.310-001
138-29-210-036 ¥

Mall Tax Staternants to:

Tournamant Players Club st Summerlin, inc.
112 PGA Tour Boulevard

Ponte Vedra Beach, Florida 32082

Escrow No. 01-10-2662 JKH

CORRECTION DEED

This Correction and Clarification Conveyance ("Correction Deed®) s given from
SUMMERLIN CORPORATION, a Delaware corporation {"Summerlin™) and HOWARD HUGHES
PROPERTIES, LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, 2 Delaware limited partnershlp ("HHP") in favor of
TOURNAMENT PLAYERS CLUB AT SUMMERLIN, INC.,, a Nevada corporation (the “Grantee"} io
comectly describe the preperty thal was intended to be conveved in that certain Grant, Bargain, Sale
Deed executed May 6, 2002 and recorded May 9, 2002 in Book 20020508 as Instrurment No, 60347
of Officlal Recards in the Office of the County Recorder of Clark County, Nevada. Summerlin and
HHP are coilectively referred to herein as the "Grantor,” Tha real property intended to be conveyed
and hereby conveyed is described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto {{he "Property), together with alf
improvemenis thereon and together with all lenements, hereditaments and appurlenances of
Grantor belonging or in any way perlaining to the Property

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

To have and to hold the Propertyin fee simple forever,

Except as 52t forth in the Permitied Encumbrances, Grantor does herabylully wareant the
titie to the Property and wil: defend the same against the lawful claims of alf persons claiming by,
through or under Grantor.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has caused its name to be affixed hereto and this
instrument to be executed by its general pariner thereunio duly authorized.

O ' LEGAESWT- TR DO CORRECT D GRS YIS WP 1
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SUMMERLIN CORPORATION, a Delaware
corporation

4 —
Namer KEVINT. ORROCK
—EXecoiive VP aid Tregsurer

Title:

HOWARD HUGHES PROPERTIES,
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, a Delaware
fimited parinership

By ils sofa general partner: THE HOWARD
HUGHES CORPORATION, a Delaware
corporation

By

S
Name: KEVINT.ORROCK
——Execative VF ST TrERT

Tile:

STATE OF NEVADA }
} 85,
COUNTY OF CLARK }

This insttument was ackrowledged before me on _oJuly [t | 2002, by
Kevin T. Orrock.. as EVP ok Trtasirer o SUMMERLIN

CORPORATION. LR SANDEA L. SCHRAM
CAg T Nomfr’:ubli’tasal;; Zf ?M"’
AR 0. ¥d- -

Rob, #xp. Jon TI00T G oD DG Y G SChavn

STATE OF NEVADA )
} s8.
COUNTY OF CLARK )

This inst nt was acknowledged before me on :foff H__, 2002, by
Kegin To Corok as _Eyp bvh TMuouten. of THE HOWARD
HUGHES CORPORATION.

fib,  SANDRA 1. SCHRAM
. Motory Fublic S1ota of Havade
; No. 23.329
/' My appt esp. Jon, 2,2005

Natary Public

G LEEGALYWIRTIRC-DOCS-COR REC T GBS WPl 2
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{SEE NEXT 5 PAGES ATTACHED]

GULIGALWRTNADOCT CORRICTIRGRRY IS WHD
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LEGAL=DESCRIDTICN:
VLA R DGO GOUR S E s

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

TOGETBER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 21 OF BLOCK A OF "TOURNAMENT
HILLS - UNIT 2" ON FILE IN B00K 52, PAGE 37 OF PLATS AS SHOWN BY
BOUNDARY LINE ADRJUSTHENT 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 NCRTHEASTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 21;

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

THENCE DEPARTING 3AID SOUTHERLY LINE OF LOT 1,
SCUTH 04°41'08 WEST, 16.00 FEET

THENCE SCQUTH 30°31'46" WEST, 48.00 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 54°23'23" WEST, 56.86 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH
THE EASTERLY LIME CF THE AFJREMENTIONED LOT 1 (BOOK 5H4, PAGE 44
OF PLATS);

THENCE ALONG THE EASTERLY AND SQUTHERLY LINE OF THE
AFOREMENTIONED LOT 1 (BOOK 34, PAGE 44 OF PLATS) THE FOLLOWING
THO (2) COURSES:

1) MNORTH 30°31'46" EAST, 100.00 FEET:

2} THENCE NORTH_78°35'16" ERST, 21.54 FEET TG THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 1,887 SQUARE FEET,

ALSO TOGETHER 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 BOUNOARY LINE ADJUSTMENT SURVEY IN FILE 65, PAGE 40 OF

003775
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SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARRK COUNTY,
WEVADA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF LOT 13 OF SAID BLOCE
Al

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

1) NGORTH 48°57'38" EAST, 145.00 FEET;
2) THENCE NORTH 8B°06'06" ENST, 35.32 FEET:

THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY LIMNE QF LOT 1,
SQUTH 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 (BOOHK 50, PAGE 34 OF
PLATS) ;

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

CONTAINING 2,451 SQUARE FEET.

ALSC TOGETHER WITH THAT PORTION OF LOT 1 OF BLOCK 1 AS SHOWN BY
MAP THEREOF ON FILE INM BOCK 65, PAGE 98 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK
COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, AS SHOWN BY
AMENDED BCOUNDERY LINE ADJUSTHMENT SURVEY IN FILE 114, PAGE 20 OF
SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S QFFICE, CLARK COUNTY,
NEVADA DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORMER OF SAID LOT 1:

THENCE SQUTH 17°21'47" EAST, 60.27 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 00®43'09" WEST, 102.46 FEET; THENCE

SQUTH 3(°25'Z9%" WEST, 32.98 FEET TO AN TNTERSECTION WITH THE o

EASTERLY LINE OF THE GLFCREMENTICNED LOT 1 {BOOK 54, PAGE 44 OF
PLATS) ;

THENCE ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE OF LOT 1 (BOCK 34, PAGE 44 OF
PLATS, NORTH 00°00'QG0" EAST, 188.41 FEET TC THE POINT OF

BEGINNING.
CONTAINS 2,532 SQUARE FEET.

TOTAL ADDITIONAL ARER = 7,850 SQUARE FEET (0.16 AQ)
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EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION OF LOT 2 OF BLGCK A OF
"SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 1 SOUTH - UNIT NO., 6" ON FILE IN BOOQX 54,
PAGE 44 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK
COUNTY, NEVADA AS SHOWN BY BMENDED BOQUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT
SURVEY IN FILE 79, PAGE 90 OF SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S QFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADBA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE MOST WNORTHWESTERLY CORNER OF LOT £ OF 3LOCK A
OF "AMENDED PLAT OF A PORTION OF COUNTRY CLUB MILLS 2 IN THE
HILLS AT SUMMERLIN ~ UNIT 1" ON FILE IN BOOK 86, PAGE 10 OF
PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY,
NEVADA;

THENCE MORTH 56°922'38" EARST, 70.83 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH
THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 8; '

THENCE ALONMG SAID NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 8 THE TFOLLOWING TWO (2)
CQURBES:

1) SOUTH 49°39'17" MEST, 47.52 FGET;

2) THENCE SQUTH 6%°37'04" WEST, 24.28 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING,

CONTRINING 197 SQUARE FEET.

FURTHER EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION OF LOT 1 OF BLOCK A OF
"SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 1 SOUTH ~ UNIT NO, &' ON FILE IN BOOX 54,
PAGE 44 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK
COUNTY, MEVADA AS SHOWN BY AMENDED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT
SURVEY IN FILE 88, PAGE 81 OF SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER*3 OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, DESCRIBED AL FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 33 OF "AMENDED PLAT OF
TOURMAMENT 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 SGUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 33 THE FOLLOWING TWO
{2} COURSES:

1] S5QUTH 64°50°00" BEAST 112.00 FEET:

2] THENCE CURVING TO THE LEFT ALONG THE ARC CF A 150.00 POOT
RADIUS CURVE, CONCAVE NORTHERLY, THROQUGH A CENTRAL ANGLIE OF
54°54' 26", AN ARC LENGTH OF 169,93 FEET TO A POINT TO WHICH A
RADIAL LINE BEARS SCUTH 29°44'26" 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 SQUTH 71°02'01" WEST, CURVING TO
THE RIGHT ALOME THE ARC OF A 109,54 FOOT RADIUS CURVE, CONCAVE
NORTHERLY, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE QF 64°30'20", AN ARC LENGTH
OF 123.33 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 44°27'35%" WEST, 119.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 4,655 SQUARE FEET.

FURTHER EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PORTION OF LOT 1 OF BLCCK A OF
YSUMMERLIN VILLAGE 1 SOUTH ~ UNIT NO. 6" OW FILE IN BGOK 54,
PAGE 44 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK
COUMTY, WEVADAR AS SHOWN BY AMENDED BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTHENT
SURVEY IN FILE 102, PAGE 20 OF SURVEYS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, DESCRIBED AS FCLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHERLY CORNER OF LOT 32 OF BLOCK A CF
"COUNTRY CLUB HILLS 2 IN THE HILLS AT SUMMERLIN ~ UNIT 2™ ONW
FILE IN BOOK €4, PAGE 77 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDER'S
OFFICE, CLAR®X COUNTY, NEVADA;

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

1) NORTH 23°12'37" EBST, 33.81 FEET;

Z) THENCE NORTHE 62°26'55%" EAST, 39.2¢ FEET TO THE BEASTEELY
CORNER OF SBID LOT 32;

THENCE DEPARTING THE SOUTHEASTRERLY LINE OF SRID LOT 32,
SOUTH 44°217'11" WEST, €8.85 FEET TO THE POINT OF REGINNINRG.

CONTAINING 420 SQUARE FEET.

TOTAL EACEPTION AREAR = 5,272 SQUARE FEET (0.12 ACRES)

TOTAL AREA OF PARCEL 1 = 189.15 ACRES.

PARCEL IX

BEING LOT 3 OF BLOCK A OF "SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 1 SOUTH - UNIT NO.
6" ON FILE IN BOOK 54, PRGE 44 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORDER'S COFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, LYING WITHIN THE WEST
HALE (W 1/2) OF BECTICH 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 38.18B ACRES
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PARCEL IIIX

BEING COMMOM LOT "E" OF BLOCK B OF "SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 2 - UNIT
NO. 2" OM FILE IN BOUK 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,
RAMGE 60 EAST, CITY OF LAS VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, MNEVADA.

CONTAINING 16,905 SQUARE FEET (0.3% ACRES).
FPARCEL IV

BEING COMMON LOT "F" OQF BLOCK B OF "SUMMERLIN VILLAGE 2 - UNIT
NG, 2" 0N FILE IN BOOK 50, PAGE 53 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY
RECORRER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA, LYING WiTHIN THE
SOUTHEAST QUARTER ({SE 1/4) OF SECTION 20, TOWNSHIP 20 S0UTH,
RANGE 60 EAST, CITY OF LAS VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA,

CONTRINTNG 3.34 ACRES.
FARCEL V

BEING LOT 20 OF BLOCK B COF "TOURNAMENT HILLS - UNIT 3" CN FILE
IN BOOK 55, PAGE 25 OF PLATS IN THE CLARK COUNTY RECORDERS
QFFICE, CLAPK COUNTY, HEVADA, LYING WITHIN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER
(8% 1/4) OF SRECTION 29, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST,
M.D.M,, CITY OF LAS VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA.

CONTAIMING 74,008 SQUARE FEET (1.8l ACRES).
THIS DOCUMENT IS BEING RE-RECORDED TQ CORRECT THE LEGAL

DESCRIPTION FOR THE AFOREDESCRIBED PARCEL 1. CORRECTIONE ARE
IMDICATED BY UMDERLIWED ITALAC TYPESET.
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(0066
Order No.: ~ 01-10-2662-JKH Policy No..  -PROFORMA.
SCHENMILE B
PARTI

This policy does not insure against lass of damage (and the company will not pay costs,
attoeneys® fees or expenses) which arise by reason of: '

Y

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 full.

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 fisca) year 2001-2002, arc paid in full.

Affects: PARCELII

SUBSEQUENT YEAR TAXES: Taxes for the fiscal year 2002-2003 and subsequent
years, 4 lien not yet due or payable,
Tuxes for the fiscal year 20012002, are paid in full.

Affects: PARCEL LI

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.

Alffects: PARCEL IV

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

“Taxes for the fiscal year 2005-2002, are paid in full. -

Affects: PARCEL V

Any supplemental taxes which may become a lien o the subject propesty 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 a5

Document No, 0iG46; CERTIFIED LIST OF TRACTS TO BE ASSESSED AND
AMOUNT OF MAXIMUM BENEFITS TO EACH TRACT recorded Decemiber G, 1989
in Boolk 831206 as Document Ne, 00827, FINAL ASSESSMENT ROLL recarded
December 6, 1989 in Book 891206 as Document No. 00828; FIRST AMENDMENT TO
DEVELOPMENT AND FINANCING AGREEMENT recorded January 11, 1950 in
Book 900111 a5 Document No, 01353; AMENDED CERTIFIED LIST OF TRACTS TO
BE ASSESSED AND AMOUNT OF MAXIMUM BENEFITS TO EACH TRACT
recorded January 11, 1990 in Baok 990111 as Decument No. 01354; AMENDED FINAL
ASSESSMENT ROLL recorded Jonuary {1, 1990 in Book 990111 a5 Document No.
01355 APPLICATION AND APPORTIONMENT recorded October 10, 1990 in Bogk
901010 as Document No. 00807; SECOND AMENDED ASSESSMENT RGLL recarded
October 10, 1990 in Book 901010 as Document No. 00B08; THIRLD ASSESSMENT
APPORTIONMEINT REPORT recorded July 19, 1991 in Book 910719 as Document No,
(0898; SEVENTH ASSESSMENT APPORTIONMENT REPORT recorded September
0, 1992 in Book 920909 as Document No, 01216 and AMENDED SEVENT
ASSESSMENT APPORTIONMENT REPORT recorded June 1, 1993 in Book 93060)
a5 Document No, (0513; and NINTH ASSESSMENT APPORTIONMENT REPORT
recorded June 1, 1993 in Book 930601 as Document No., 00524, all in the Ofiicial
Records of Clark Ceunty, Nevada,

Relerence is made o the record for 6l and further pariculars. Pleasc refer to said
document Tor the amount due and owing.

Reservations and Easements in the patent from the United States of Americy, recorded
September 15, 1935, in Book 67 us Document No, 5694( of Official Records.

A Restated Patent was recorded Moarch 27, 1956 in Book 88 as Document MNe. 73769 of
Official Records,

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 Municipai Corporation, for pipelines, recorded April 12, 1950, in Book 900412 a5
Document Na, 00504 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL I

10} 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 June 21, 1990, in Book 900621 as
Pocument Ne. 00533 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL I
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113 An easement affecting that porion of said fand and for the purposes therein arnd
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of CITY OF LAS VEGAS, for sewer putposes,
recorded August 3, 1990, in Book 900803 25 Document No. 00562 of Official Records.

Affecs: PARCEL i

12) Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions: (But deleting restrictions, if any, indivating any
preference, limitation or discrimination based upon race, cotor, religion, sex, handicap,
familial status or national arigin} as contained in the AMENDED AND RESTATED
DECLARATION OF COVENANTS, CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS AND
RESERVATION OF CASEMENTS FOR SUMMERLIN NORTH COMMUMNITY
ASSOCIATION, recorded August 15, 1997 in Book 970815 as Document No. 00692 of
Offi c:aj Records.

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.

TFhe right 0 levy certain charges or assessrnents apainst said land which shall become a
lien if not paid as set forth in the above Declaration of Restrictions, and is conlzrred upon
SEMMERLINNEREHCOMMENIE-ABSQEIAFION, including any unpaii

delinquent assessment as provided therain.

Said Declaration provides for thesfitigxation of the herein described property.

The:provisions:efiheabaye slated Covenants, Canditions.andditesiriotionsawere
purpectadlyvantiexediiridelidenhahatointdess ‘R Bea ik PmehtTotddedis:
Febrim 8510061000 HR HE Dshn i NG 00 B8 b o et Ropoxds.

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

Terms, conditions and provisions in an instrument entitled “SuifitieditiNerth

Comiraunity Association Delegate District Designation™ recorded October 16, 1998 in
Book 981016 as Decument 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, 2
Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded November 2, 1990, in Baok 901102
as Docurnent 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!

15) An easement affecting that portion of said iand 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 Documnent No. 00948 of Official

Records.
Affects: PARCEL [

[6) Dedications and Easements as shown on the recorded Map refesred to herein, on file in
Book 50 of Plats, Pape 53, of Officia! Records,

“The above Plat has been amended by CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT recorded on
February 26, 1992 in Book 920226 as Document No. 00800 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCELS IIL AND IV

17) Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions and Easemenis: (But deleting restrictions, if any,
indieating any preference, limitation or discrimination based upon race, color, religion,
sex, handicap, familial status or national origin} as contained in the Syppierental:.
Declaration.of; Qwana s Reswictionsand Reservation:ofiBasepientssbrslhe

ils:Comnaitnity: Assogiation recorded.August 21,1 99 kin Book- 1082 1¥as
Docmneutm Oalﬁﬁb?ﬂf‘ﬁc‘iéifkﬁéi’ds

Said instrument provides that a violation thereof shall not efeat 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 sct forth in the above Declaration of Restrictions, and is conferted upen

STOURNAMENT HILLS COMMURNITY ASSOCIATION, including any unpaid
delinquent assessment as provided therein.

The above stated Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions were purportedly modified by
h instrument entitled “First Amendment to Supplemental Declaration of Coveaante,
"# Conditions, Restrictions and Reservation of Easements for The Toumament Hillg
Community Association” recordad June 19, 1992 in Book 920619 as Document No,
DOA3R, of Official Records.

The provisions of the above stated Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions were
../ purportedly annexed ta 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 easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidenlal purposes thereto, in fuvor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a
Quasi Municipal Corporatior, for pipelines, recorded September 3, 1991, in Book
910903 as Document No. 00594 of Qfficial Recards, -

Affects: PARCEL 1V

19) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes thecein and
incidental purposes thereto, in faver of NEVADA POWER COMPANY, for glectrical
tines, recorded September4, 1951, in Book 910904 as Document No. 00779 of Official
Records.

Affects: PARCELS III AND IV

20} An easement affecting that portion of said Jand and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereto, in favor of NEVADA POWER COMPANY, for ¢lectrical
lines, recarded Qctober 3, 1991, in Book 911003 as Document No. 00391 of Official

Records.

Affects: PARCEL ]
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21) An easement affecting that portion of said land and for (he purposes therein and
incidental purposes thereio, in favor of NEVADA POWER COMPANY, for electrical
lines, recorded March 5, 1392, in Book 920305 as Documeat No. 00767 of Official
Records.

Affects; PARCEL]

22) Dedications and Ensements as shown o1 the Map recorded March 20, 1992 referred to
herein, en file in Book 52 of Plats, Page 37, of Official Records,

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

Affects: A PORTION OF PARCEL I

23} An easement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein anid
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,

Atfeets: PARCEL1L
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 Corporatien, for pipelines, recorded April 21, 1992, in Book 4120421 as
Document Mo, 01149 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCELI1

25) The cffect of the following HOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by ALLEN
L. HAGEN, filed in File 63 of Surveys at Page 34, recorded June 30, 1992, in Book
920630, as Document No. 02373 of Qfficial Eecords.

Affects: PARCEL 1
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26) The effect of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by ALLEN
L. BAGEN, filed in File 63 of Surveys at Page 46, recorded July 9, 1992, in Book
920709, as Document No. 60516 of Offictal Records.

Affects; PARCEL !
27) An casement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and

incidental purpeses thereto, in favor of NEVADA POWER COMPANY, for electrcal
lines, recorded August 7, 1992, in Book 920807 s Document No, 00606 of Official

Records.
Affects: PARCEL ]

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

Affects: PARCELS ] ANDHIT
29) An easement affecting that portion of said Jand and for the parpeses therein and

incidental purpeses therelo, in favor of CITY OF LAS VEGAS, for sewer purposes,
recorded October 29, 1092, in Book 921028 as Document No. 01373 of Officinl Records.

Affects: PARCEL 1I

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

Affcets: PARCEL Y
31} The effeci of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by ALLEN

L. HAGEN, filed in File 65 of Surveys at Puge 40, recorded January 19, 1993, in Book
930119, as Document No. 0f 174 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL]

32) Non-exclusive easernents for utilities and boundary walls together with rights incidental
theretg, as reserved in the Deed, recorded May 3, 1993, in Book 930503 as Document
No. 00883, 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 Pape 94, recorded December 7, 1995, in Book
951207, as Document No, 01094 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL 1

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

Affects; PARCEL 1

35) Order of Vacation: Any easements niot vacated by that certain Order of Vacation recorded
February 20, 1998 in Book 980220 as Document No. 01557 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL I

36) Order of Vacation: Any easements not vacated by that certain Order of Vacation recorded
February 20, 1998 in Book 580220 as Document No. 01558 of Official Records.

Affects; PARCEL I

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

Affects: PARCELS I AND I

38) The effect of the following BOUNDARY LINE ADJUSTMENT performed by PAUL
BURN., filed in File 102 of Surveys at Page 00, recorded June 2, 1999, in Book 990602,
25 Document No. 00823 of Official Records.

Affects: PARCEL ]

39) An casement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental pirposes thereto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a
Quasi Municipzl Cerporation, for pipelines, recorded April 12, 2000, in Book 20000412
as Document No. 06819 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCEL1
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40} An casement affecting that portion of said Jand and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes thateto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, o
Quasi Municipal Corporation, for pipelines, recorded April 12, 2000, in Book 20000412
as Document No. 60820 of Official Records,

Affects: PARCELI

41} An casement affecting that portion of said land and for the purposes therein and
incidental purposes theteto, in favor of LAS VEGAS VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a

Quasi Municipal Corpoeration, for pipelines, recorded June 3, 2000, in Bock 20000605 as
Document No, 00432 of Qfficial Records.

A_ffccts_: PARCEL1

42y Non-exclusive easements for utilities and boundary wallz together with righis incidental
therelo, as reserved in the Deed, recorded September 19, 2000, in Book 20000919 as
Docament No. 01481, of Official Records. -

Affects: PARCEL 111

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. 05225 of Official Records.

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

45YThe following matters as disclosed by ALTA/ACSM Land Title Survey, Job No.
62001, TPC, prepared by Randy Mrowickd, undated and unsigned: '

(a) anunderpass is located under Rampart Boulevard; and
{b) anequipment building encroaches onto easement in favor of Las Vegas Valley Water

District located in Parcel 1.

NOTE: This s a pra-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-fonna does not reflect the
present condition of title, but rather indicated the policy, together with the schedees and
any eadorsements o be made & part thereof, which the Company would expect to issus
when all necessary documentation bas been fumished and all acts performed, all to the
satisfaction of the Company, in order that such policy may issue.

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

NEVADA TITLE COMPANY
o7-15-2005 Q840 N, 10

BOOK: spRzp715 ST QRQbk
FEE: 31,90 PRPTE EX40023
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

1700 VILLAGE CENTER CIR LAS VEGAS _

Treasurer 4 Assessor Clark Cotinty Home J
_Parcel 10 |[133 043007 || Tex Year T 2018 J| District [rzuu |[Rate  |[[3.2782 |
|

Lega] Descripllon:

ASSESS0R DESCRIPTION: TOURNAMENT HILLS-UNIT 2 PLAT BOOK 52 PAGE 37 PTLOT 21 ELOCK A

Pt eorirrs

PB 54-44 PTL1BA PB 54-51 PTL12BAPLAT BOQK 65-88 PTLCT 1 BLK D GEOQID: PT $2 5W4 SEC 20 20 60

Status: | _Froperty Characteristics ] Propetty Values J Propery Documents |
[Actve TaxCap e [Tand " {7 228849 [2002071500086 | 7/15/2002
Taxabls Increase Pot. | ™ [Improvements [ 3464067

Jﬁ; L?:[p Limit | 44800 85 [Total Assessed Valve | 3692746
S - Net Assessed Value | 3602746
ax Lap 76234.77
Reducilon Exemption Value New g
:— o Fadd Goif Construction .
and Use Course, Private | New Construction - a
: Supp Val
j—Cap Type | OTHER Hpp Value
| Acreage | 188.9500
( . DEFERRED
Agrloulture GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
Exemption
Arnount 0.00
Role_| Name | Address l sice | o |
TOURNAMENT PLAYERS | 1700 VILLAGE CENTER CIR , LAS VEGAS, NV 89124-6302 UNITED |
Ownher lCLUB STATES ] TrA2009 ] Current
dmmary ..

| Amount

| Texes as Assessad

| $121,055.60

rfess Cap Reduction

E $76,234.77

§ Net Taxes

I $44,820 83

 xYesr | GCharge Category Amount Due Today i
THERE IS NO PAST OR CURRENT AMOUNT DUE a5 of 1/8/2015 I $0.00
NEXT INSTALLMENT AMIQUNTS .

Tax Year ] Charge Calagory Installment Amount Dus ;
2018 |Pr0perty Tax Principal $11,205.21
NEXTINSTALLMENT DUE AMOUNT dueongiizots I $11,205.21

OTAL AMOUNTS DUE FOR|  TAX YEAR

Tax Year i Charge Calegow Remaining Bafance Due
2018 Property Tax Principal $11,206.21
2018 Las Vagas Artesian Basin $0. oo
TAX YEAR TOTAL AMOUN as of 1/8/2 $11.905.21

PAYMENT HISTORY

ast Payment Amount

$11,205.21

Last Payment Date

12292017

Fiscal Tax Year Payments

$33,617 .42

Prior Calendar Ysar Payments

$55,896.79

Current Calendar Yaar Paymants

$0.00
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

ea

|

Situs Address:

1566 RMPART BLVD LAS VEGAS

Legal Description.

ASSESSOR DESCRIFTION: PT §2 S&4 SEC 29 20 60 & PT N2 NE4 5EC 32 20 80GEQID: MOR 52 SE4

SEC 28 20 50 . e
Status: J Property Characteristics Property Values i Proparty Documents ]
Active Tax Cap e [Land [ 142021 [98053101354 | 6/31/1998
Taxable r!i:ICI‘EES& Pt ' | Improvements | 2474236
;;tucﬁp Limit 1 peges 10 | Total Assessed Velue | 2616257
- |r Net Assessed Valug 2616257
Tax Cap 0.00
Reduction . Exemptionh Valus New 0
Constructio
Land Use 3-46 Golf Tl
Course, Public Naw Construction - 0
Supp Valug
Exemption 100 R S—
Percentage [ Tax % Exemption Valus | 2816267
Cap Typa | OTHER
[Acreage [139.7900
DEFERRED
Agriculturs GOLF OR
AGRICULTURE
Exsmption
Amount - 85766.14
Exsmption H ; Municipal
Type Exempt
Rofa | Name | Address I Since | To ]
CITY OF LAS %REAL ESTATE DIVISION 333 N RANCHO DR 8TH FL , LAS VEGAS, NV
 Cwmer |\ s 89108-3703 UNITED STATES ] 141172013 | Curen
Summary |
Ham | Amount |
| Texes as Assessed | $35,766.14
ss Cap Reduction | $0.00
. 8l Taxes ] $65,766.14
................ URRENT CHA TODAY,
‘Iggg‘Year _____ _J Charge Gategory Amount Due Today ;
$0.00
TaxYoar I Charge Catagory __________________ _Installment Amount Dug |
L C NSTALLMENT AMOUNY DUE as of 1/8/201
Tax Year J Charge Category Remaining Balance Dus i
THERE IS NO TOTAL AMOUNT DUE FOR THE ENTIRE TAX YEAR as of
Lig/z018
AYMENT HISTORY |
_Last Payment Amount l $47.38
' Last Payment Date B/6/2015
Fiscal Tax Ysar Payments - $0.00
Prir Caiendar Year Paymenis $0.00
- 003793
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]GENERAL INFORMATION II
[PARCEL NO. l138-38-702-004 |
L OWNER ANE MAILING ADDRESS 180 LAND COLLC
F‘{" %y DEHART
\ 1215 5 FORT APACHE RD #120
LAS VEGAS
NY 89117
LOCATION ADDRESS LAS VEGAS
CITY/UNINCORPORATED TOWN
ASSESS0OR DESCRIPTION FARCEL MAP FILE 121 PAGE 100
LOT 4

[RecoroeD pacUMENT NO.

ERECORDED DATE MNov 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 o 200

AFPRAISAL YEAR 2017

FISCAL YEAR 2018-19 N
SUPPLEMENTAL IMPROVEMENT VALUE |fo

INCREMENTAL LAND [¢]

INCREMENTAL IMPROVEMENTS 0

REAL PROPERTY ASSESSED VALUE

FISCAL YEAR 2017-18 [[2018-19 |

LAND 4223310 [4223310

[IMPROVEMENTS o e

PERSONAL PROPERTY 0 0 -
L EXEMPT 0 0

GRODSS ASSESSED (SUBTOTAL) 4223310 4223310

TAXABLE LAND¥IMP (SUBTOTAL)  ||12066600 12066600 o

COMMON ELEMENT ALLOCATION ASSD |0 0 N

[TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE 4223310 4223310 o ]

TOTAL TAXAELE VALUE || t2065600 12066600 o

IESTIMATED LOT SIZE AND APPRAISAL INFORMATION

N 3T T T T T 38— o A

ESTIMATED SIZE 33.80 Acres

ORIGINAL CONST. YEAR 0

LAST SALE PRICE 0

MONTH/YEAR

SALE TYPE

LANDyse 12.000 - Vacant - Single Family Residential J
DWELLING UP!ITS ______ A __]

PRIMARY RESIDENTIAL STRUCTURE

1ST FLOOR SQ. FT. 0 llcasITA Sq. FT. [o Hapon/cony
2ND FLOOR SQ, FT. o ||CARPORT 5Q. FT. 0 lPooL NO
= H T

e==4)03794
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen

New Search ; Recordaruj Treasurer [ Assesso jl Clark Cognn: Home

e A

Parcel ID

f Legal DescrfEtion

Role | Name ‘f.gﬂn_:rress

{180 LAND CO L L 5 DEHART 1215 § FORT APACHE
ic [STATES

Ownar

Itam { Amount
! Taxes as Assessed '
ey Cap ‘Reduction

| Net Taxes

Tax Year

Status: | Properly Characteristics N Property Va!gggn I Proparty Documents |
"Tax Cap s T Tland [2015111600238 | 11/16/2015 |
Increase Pet [Total Assessed Valus l 4323310
};\E‘_I’;E:lp Limit |4 ag { Net Assessed Valus | 4223310
(T B T [Exemption Vaius New | 0

0.00 IGonstruction i
!Raductlon L e TR e e }_
| (-00 Vacant - Supp Value i
Land Use ,Single Family ! !
T TG . ]
'K&eége o [ 33 8000
Exemption
Amount l 0.00

£ 2018
‘RRENT AMOUNTS DUE as of 1/8/2018 j{“" T

NEALINETALLMENY AMDUNTS e e i

Tax Year Charge Category e Inslallment Amount Due E
‘2018 ‘ i Praperly Tax Prlnclpal [
NEZSI msmLLMEy‘r DUE AMOUNT due on 3/5/2018 T $34I612.1 '

- 2018 | Las Vegas Arlesian Basm T
;2018 [ Prc;perty Tax Panalty
TAX Y| .&R TOTAL AMOUNTS DUE as Of 31’2 1 . o

Last Paymant Amourt T $70.610.65
_ast Payment Date ) 10/16/2017
Flscal Tax Year Paymenis T 0,610,638
Prlor Calendar Year Payments R e e
Current Calendar Year Payments

~§70,61063

"$0.00
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Property Account Inquiry - Summary Screen
Neyg Search Recorder j Traasurer _I Assessol l Clark County Home J

I 2015 [] Dis '"""| __JlRate 32782 |

Parosl ID Foa TI088

[Situs Address: || 1780 § FORT APAGHE RD LAS VEGAS
ASSESSOR DESCRIFTION: FOOTHILLS GOUNTRY GLUB UNIT #2 AMD PLAT BOOK 42 PAGE 4 LOT A &

! t.egal Descrptlon:

Il Tax Yaar
i 3

LOTS G.8 & F’T LOT2 BLOCK 13 F'EI BB 48 LDT B PM 83-14 LOTS 1.2 GEOID F‘T N2 SE4 SEC 0521860

_________ Status: 1 Propetty Characteristics ! Proparly Values [ Property Documents f
[ Active Tax Cap we Land [ 125118
?Taxalﬂlme WWWWWWWWW Increase Pet. o | mpravements | 1877800
Tax CapLimit | zr0ine [ Tot '”
Amount 4668426 Total Assessec!j{f[ue [ 2002918
[ Net Assessed Value | 2002918
Jax Cap 18975.40
Reducticn ’ Examption Valus New 0
Constryeli
Land Use 3-48 Golf Sl
Course. Private | New Construction - o
S Val
[Gap Type [OTHER Upp Velue
| Acreage /'99.8000
Exemplion
Amount 0.00
Role i Nama | Address [ since [ To |
f [ CANYON GATE LAS %WPPTY TAX DEPT P Q BOX 720830 , SAN ANTONIO, TK ¥8278-0830 .
FOWDer EGAS ING UNITED STATES ’ ’ %0 simiz0t0 ] Currant
SUMMBIY | e ]
ltem N i Amount [
Taxes as Assessed | $65,659.66
. Less Cap Reduction i $18,075.40
f"ﬁi'é't"féxas i $46,684 26
!
“Tax Year Charge Category _ { Amount Due Today ]
~4ERE IS NO PAST OR CURRENT AMOUNT DUE as of 1/8/2018 i $0,00]

NTAMOUNTS oo S

Instailmant Amount Due

Tax Year | Charge Category
i 2018 { Propsrty Tax Princlpal $11.671.07
NEXT INSTALLMENT DUE AMOUNT dug on 3/5/2018 § 11671.07
JOTAL AMOUNTS DUE FOR ENTIRE TAX YEAR
Tax Year f Charge Category Remaining Balance Dus !
S et e s
! 2018 Praoparty Tax Principal N $11,871.07
| 2018 Las Yegas Arlestan Basin $0.00
TAX YEAR TOTAL AMQUNTS DUE as of 1/8/2048 3 ; $11.671.07

PAYMENT HISTORY !

Last Payment Amount §11,671.07
Last Payment Datg 17412018
Flacal Tax Year Payments 5 "7$35,014.99
Prior Calendar Year Payments $34,719.23
Curtent Calendar Year Payments $11.,671.07
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®ECORDING-REQUESTED BY,

*ND WHEN RECORDED, MAIL TO:

Canyon Gate Country Club
8625 W, Sahara Ave
Las Vegas, Nevada 89117

96 o1 075/ £ I M

(Space above for Recorder’s Use)

NOTICE OF AMMENDMENT OF THE MASTER DECLAR ATION
OF .
COVNENANTS, CONDITIONS, RESTRICTIONS AND RESERVATIONS
FOR
CANYON GATE COUNTRY CLUB

WHICH WAS RECORDEDRD JANUARY 19, 1989 IN BOOK 891119, A5 DOCUMENT
NUMBER 00141 AND ALSO RECORDED .JULY 27, 1989 1IN BOOK BOC727 AS
DOCUMENT WUMBER 00284, OF QOFFICIAL RECORDS, CLARE CONNTY, NEVADA,

12124 P01

003798
Jescription; Clark,NV Document-Year.Date.DocID 1980.315.477 Page: 1 of IE!J
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AMENDMENT TO MASTER DECLARATION =
pelete Current Section 13.15 of the CCERs.

Set forth bolow is New Article XV. The purpose of Article XV
is to: (i) restrict use of the Gulf Course Property to Country
Club use; (li) reserve memberships for issuance at the direction
of West Sahara am developer of the Residential Community; the Golf
Course Property with respect to Country Club operations so as to
protect the interest of owners of Lots who become Club Members.
The defined terms used below are those which correspond with the
defined terms 1in the CCiRs. Such defined +terms were not
necessarily adopted in connection with the country club Policy
Statement which had adopted a different set of defined terms.

NEW ARTICLE XV

15, GOLF COURSE PROPERTY AND GOLF CLUB MEMBERSHIP

15.1 olute t to Country Cl tembership. EACH
OWNER ACKNOWLEDGES THAT THE PURCHASE OF A LOT BY SUCH OWNERS DOES
NOT CONFER UPON “UCH OWNER THE RIGHT T0 USE THE GOLF COURSE OR ANY
OTHER FACILITIES COLLECTIVELY THE "CLUB FACILITIESY) ON THE GOLF
COQURSE PRUPERTY. 1IN ORDER TO USE THE CLUB FACILITIES, EACH OWNER
WILL BE REQUIRED TO PAY SUCH FEES AND SATISFY SUCH OTHER COMDITIONS
AS MAY NE IN LCFFEC! FROM TIME TO TIME WITH RESCIZICT TO THE USE OF
THE FACILITIES, WHICH FEES AND CONDITIONS SHALL AT ALL TIMES BE
SUBJECT T0 THIS DECLARATION.

15.2 Restric Ise Golf Cours
Notwithatanding the foregoing, Declarant covenants and agreec for
his own mccount, and for that of Peclarant's successors and assign
owning tho fee interest in the Golf Course Property (the "Club
Owner"), that the Golf Course Property shall be used solely as a
private countyy club with related golf course and recrecational
facllities, such as a swimming pool, tennis courts, and clubhouasn

and for no nther purpose. Subject to such limitations set forth
in this Article 15, the club Owner shall have the right and power
to:

a. To limit the non=exclusive use and enjoymuent of
tho Ciub Facilities on the Golf Course Property to those who aro
club Membare ('"Club Members") in good standing, and to limit yolf
playing privileged and tennis playing privileges to not more than
ono (1) Owners and such Owners's Family per lot in the case of
muliiple ownership, nr other than individual ownership, whothor in

‘ 003799

|
0.315.477 Page: 2 of 10
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the form of tepancy-in-common, or firm, partnershlp or corporate
ovnership; providad, howsver, that all golf playing privilages and
tennla playinhg privileges may be subject te the requirenants of the
payment of additional feee as providad in this Article ¥V, For the
purposes 0f this Section, the term “Fawmlly" shall mean an Ownsr's
spousa and thelr dependent children who live with them and are
glther under the age of twenty-one {21} or are full time students
uider the age of twenty-four (24) and living with the Member and
hig or her spouse.

L. Te limit the number of guasts of Club Members.

a. To charge and bill each ¢lub Member reazanable
due~ 1. consideration of such Club membership and the maintenance
and togeratlion of the Club by the Club Gwner.

4. To adopl, promulgate and impose separate rulea,
regulations and policies ("Policiee®) regulating the use of the
Golf Club by Club Mempers, &ag well as thelr guests, Family,
invitees and licensees, and the use of golf, tennis and all other
facilities of the Club, Mo such Policies shall, directly op
indirectly, impair the affective use and enjoyment of the 6olf Club
and the Club Facilities by Residential Regular Members as definaed
balow or shall othaerwise be incongictent with this Article 16,

2. Te suspend the right of enjoyment and use of
the Golf Club by a Club Member for any period daring which such
Member's Club wmembirship “ves remain uvnpaid and delinguent and to
impose a reasonabls penalty for any infractlon of the Poliociaes of
the Golf Club. No such suupension or monetary pehalty shall be
imposed excapt after notice to a Club Member and an epportunity for
a8 hearindg.

f. Te¢ gancgel a Club membevship permanently upon
the fallure of a Club Menber “o pay the Clup mewbership duee or any
nther monetary oblilgatlen owed Lo the Club Owner in connection with
such Club Member 's use of the Club ¥Faclllties {inwiuding but not
limited to transfer feecs, monetary pepalties and charges for goods,
servicas ahd the use of facilities).

g. subjert to such limitationa set feorth in
Saction 15.3 below, to charge the Golf Club Menkwrs fees for golf
or tennis playing iprj.vilages, together with other fees for the use
of particular facilities or services provided in connection with
the operation of tha Club, in accordance with rules and regulations
adopbked by the Club Owners from time to time,

Jescription: Clark,NV Dooument-Year.Date,DocID 1990.315.477 Paga:r 3 of 10
Jrder: cg Comment:
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. To charge the Club Members for services, food i
and beverages, and persoenal property purcaased at the Golf Club.

i. To admlt additional persons, firmg or
corporations, who are nobt Owners of Lots as Hembers of the Golf
Club entitled to use tha temnls, golf and all other facilities of
the Club in ageoordance with the Club Policies, and upan the payment
of siuch dues or fees as the Club Owner shall desw reascpnable.

3. To conduct golf, tennie and other recreational

{ tournaments, whethexr 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 Lnterferes with Ownerx's use and
enjoyment of the their Lots or any Common Areas.

Notwithstanding anything in this Article 18 toc the
contrary, the <Clul Owper, absent an amandment to the Master
Declaration as provided in Article 13., Section 13.2 thereln, shall
not: adopt -ny Policies or implement any rula or regulations whioh
limit or restrict the rights and privilegeas accordsd a
classification of membership as set forth below.

i 1%.3 Membershipms, The ¢lub Dwner shall, from time to

: tine, prescribec ressonsable gqualiflcations and reguirements for
menbership, and shall have the power (0 cgonfer such rights and
privileges and iwposa such cbligatinne as way from time to time be
determined by the Club owner in the Clubp Owner's discretion. WNot
withatanding the feregeinyg, there shall be not more than four {4)
zlapses of membershipa in the Golf Ciuo, as follows:

a. House Mombarship. There shall be not mors than
{ - Three Hundred (200) Housm Wembaranips ilssued and outstanding.
Houee Menperships shall be Is:ned soletly to Ouners of Lots., House
Mambersghip shali antitla the Mewber and his or her Famlily to use
the tlubls dining and lounge facillties during operating bours on
such terms and conditiona as established by Club Owner.

House Memberships shall not be desmed appurtenant
to any Lot owned by an Owner, At such time as a House Menber sells
all or any portion of such MeamberTs inteyrest Iin his or her Lot, the
¢luk Oowner shall have the right to terminate such House Member's
membership upon written notice te such Mewmber.

Io. Souial Mepbepship, Soclal Memberships shall
he divided into two (2) subclaseifications) General Sccial Yembers
and Rasidential Soclal Mewmbors, There shall be not more than Five
Hundred (%00) Social Memberships ocuatstanding in the aggregate at

" |
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any one time. Soclal Memberships, regardless of classification,
shall entitle the ¢lub Member and his or her Pamily to use the Golf
Cluk's dining, lounge, ‘enis and pool facilities during operating
hours subject to such terms and gonditions ag establiched by Club
Ouneay .

(1) Gane Sogia e shibns. Ganeral
Soeial Memberships shall be issued solely by the Ciuk Owner in Club
owner's discretion. General Social Membership shall have all the
rights and privileges, and sh1ll be subjeot to all cbligations of
a Social mewbership asz described above.

{2) Resldential Social Memberships. A

Residential Social Menbership shall ke entitled te the mame rights
and privileges, and shall be subject to the same oblligatlions, as
& Social Member excapk as provided for herein. Residantial social
Memberahipse sboll be iegsued by the Club Ownexr solely upon the
direction of Declarant, or its successer and assigns, oven (f
Declarant or its succesgors and assigns are tob the then current
Club Qwner, to wners of Lots as defined herein.,

Residential Social Meuberships shall net be
daenetl appurtenant to any Lot owned by a Residential Social Member.
At svoh time As a Resldentlal Social Member sells all or any
portion of such Member!s intereat in hie or her Lot, the Cluh Ownexr
shall have the right Lo prepay without penalty the entire wnpaid
balance due under any Vember Loan made by any =uch clulb Member, if
any as s condition to membership. Upon such prepayment in full
(lees any amounts due and owlng by the Club member o the Golf
Clup), the Residential Social Membership may be deemed terminated
by club Oyner. ’

c, lox Memberahip., Regular Memot ship shall
be divided inte four (4) asub-¢lassifications: Ganeroet Regular
Menbery, Initlal Regular Membar, Residential Regular HMember and
Corporate Regular Mesbor. Any Regular Memberchip, regsavdiess of
sub~classification , shall entitle the regular ..smbar and his or
her Family to use of all Club recreational and dining facllitiag,
inoluding use of the Golf Club's golf course. Nothing herein shall
ha construed aa to confer on a Regulay Membar the right to use wor
cccupy any poriion of the Club reservaed by the Clubh Owner
exclugively for aduninlstration, operations, or management purposes.
Subject to such limitotiono otherwise provided hereln, use of the
Club Facilltios shull bha sublect to guch terme and qonditions and
payment of such charges, including cart fees, as are established
by Cluk Qwner from time o tipne. 3 Regular Member =hall not ke
required to pay court fees or green fees, Excapt as otharwise
provided herein, all Regular Memberehips shall terminate upon the

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

(1) General Regqulay Members, Theére shall be
ngt more than Two Hupdred and Fifty (250) General Regular
Menberships. The Twe Hundred and Fifty {250) General Regular
Membarships limltation may be increased from time to time by that
nunker of retired Initial Regulary Memperships and retired
Residential Regular Memberships as deecribed in subsections (2) and
{3} below. dGeneral Regular Memberships shall be issuad solely by

; the Cluk Ownexr in Clubh Owpner's discretion. General Regular

i Memheyships eshall have all the rights and privileges, and ba
subject to all of the obligatloss, of a Regulay Membership as
described above. In +the eavent that a General Regular Member
purchases a Lot, such General Regular Mewber shall have no right
to a reduction or any other c¢hange in the terms and conditions of
any Member Loan or any other membership ehligation.

(2) Zinitial Regular Memberg., There shall be

net mpre than Forty Flve (45) Inltial Regular Members ever issued.

An Initial Regular Member and his of her Family shall be entltled

to the same rights and privileges, and shall bhe subject to the same

. okligations, of Regular Membership except as provided for herein.

i An Initial Regular Mewbership shall not terminate upon the

repayment of any Initlal Rogular Member'‘s member loan ("Membey

Loan") to che Club owner made as a condition of Membership and

ghall continua until terminated as otherwise provided herein or any

Policles adopted by the Club Ownar. In the event of tha

termination of an Initial Regular Membership for any reason

provided horein or in any Pollicies adopted by the Club Owner, such

Initial Regular Menbership shazll be deemed to have bean retired

and thereafter sonverted to a General Regular Membership as defined

above., In the event that an Initial Regular Member desires to bhave

such Member'!s Member Loap repaid prior to maturity for any reasoh,

upon guch prepayment in full, less any amounts due Cluk Owner, then

such MNember's mempership shall po doomed terminated, retlired and

thareafter convertaed to a General Regular Membership as set forth
herain.

{1} Resi al Regular Me rs, There shall
ba not mare than Two Hundred Five (205) Resldeatls1 Regulay
Maembers., A Residential Regular Membevship ghall be entitled to the
same rights and privileges, and shall be subject to the same
aobligations, as & Regular Membership except as poovided For herein.
Resident Regular Members shall not pe regquired to pay any fees for

I |

003803
Jogerdption: Clark,NV bocument-Year.Date.DocID 1850.315.477 Page: 6 of 10
lrdez: cg Comment:

8039




|
o | 1|J|1'| | .

7303315093 47

golf or tennis playing privileges. Residential Reaguler

Membearships shall be ilssued by the Club Ownaer solely upon the

direction of Declarant ox its successor and asaigne, even if

Declayrant or its successors and asepigns are not the then ocurrent \

Club Owner, te initlal Owners of lots. At such time Declarant

sells or otherwise transfers Declarant's Jnterest 1n the Golf

Course Proparty, Declarant shall have no obligaticong of any nature ;

vhatguever to Resgidential Regular Membera with respect to their

{ memkbership, includlng repayment of obligaticons under any Member

Loans made by Residential Regular Membeyxs; provided any guch

obligations have Yeen assumed by Declarant's transferea. 1Ia the

ovent of the termination of a Residential Regular Membership for i

any reagon provided for herein and iIa any Policies adopted by Club

Ov.aer consistent with this Mamter Declaration, such Residential

Regular Memberehip shall ke deened <o have been retired and

thereafter converted to & Genaral Regular Membarship as defined

ahove. Regidantial Ragular Memberships shall no be doemed

appurtenant to any Lot owned by a Resldential Rogular Membership.

At such time as a Reaidential Regular Member sells all or any

portion of such Member's inbterest in hHis or her L.t, the Club OWner
. shall have the right to prepay without penalty the entire unpaid
L balance dus under any Mensbey Loan made by such Club Member as a
| gondition to wwmbership., Upsn muoh prepavuent in £full (less any )

- amounts due any owing by the ¢lub Member to the Golf Club}, the i

Regldential Regular Member's memberenlp may he doemed terminated
by Club Owner, any such mombership so terminated shall be retired, I
then wonverted to a General Reqular Meswberzhip as provided abave.
In tha event that a Resldential Reqular Menber's wembershiy is
subject to termination as provided for herein, such rResidential
Regular Menmber eshail have the rlght te become General Regular
Member upon Club Owner's then prevailing terms and conditions o
such membership, to the extent any Genaral Regnlar Memberahlp are
then available for issuance, In the event that tha reduired Member
loan tor a Geheral rogular Mamber is more than the amgunt owed to
a Rerpidential Regular Member who ig c¢onverting his or her
nembership to 8 General regular Membership, such Member shall loan
the difference to Club Owner on the same terms and conditions as
requirsd of new General Regular Members: provided, howover, under
ne ¢ircumstances shall the remaining term of tha Member Loan be
axtendad by reasonl of such additional loan. A Regidehtial Regular
Member shall cooparate in executing any now decuments, ineoluding
a new promlseary note evidencing the Club HMember's Member Loan apd
any new amounts loaned,

Any duee or cther fees payable by Residential
Reqgqular Membars may be subject to change along with gues and fees
payable by any other classification of Memberships; provided,
however, in no avent ghall dues and feaes payable by Residential
regqular Members incdrease anhually by wmore than ten psyrcent {10%).

003804
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(4) corporate Regular Mewberships., Corporate
Reqular Membership shall ke any other Regular Membership lssued to
a corporation. Corperate Regular Membership shall entitle one (1)
Corporate Dasignea and his or her ramily to all of the righte ana
privileges, and subject such Member to all the abligations of a
Besidential Regular Member {if izsued at the diraction of Declarant
ot its sucoessors and assigns, whether o not Neclarant aor its
anocessors and asgigns ara the then current Club Qwner,) or all the
rights and privileges, and obligations of a General Regular Memher
{ {if issued solely by Owner), as the case may hke. The number of
Corporate Regular Membershipe issued at the direction of pDeclarant
and its succesgors and assigns shall be wounted as Residential
Ragular Memberships for the purpose of determining whethex tha Tud
Hundred Flfty (280) Residential Regular Membership limitation has
been met. The numbar of Corporate Negular Memberships issued at
the direction of ¢luk Owner shall be counted asz General Regular
Memberships for the purposes of determining whether the Two Hundred
and Fifty (250) General Reqular Membership limitetion (as adjusted
from time to time) has been satisfied.

a, Foundeyr Membership. There shall be hot more than
twelve (12} Founder Memberships ever lssuwed. Founder Memberships.
/ shall e issued solaly hy Club Owney sclely vpon the direction of

Declarant or ite successors and assigne {whether or not Declarant
or lts succaemsors and asslgns are then the current Club Ownar).
Founday Memberschips s#hall enkitle the Founder Menbar and his or hey
Pamily te all of the rights and privileges of Regular Members.
Founder MNewbere shall have no obligations to pay any fees or
charges now ar hereafter adopted by Club Guner, inciuding without
limitation, regular or special dues or membership fees or food and
beverage minimums, nor shall a Founder Member be required to wmake
a Menker Lean a3 & condition to membexship. Notwithetanding
E anything herein to the contrary, any Founder Membership which is
terminated shall be retired and not subject to reissuance.

i5.4 Cooperation in Effecting Lot Line Adiustments. The
Magter Association and sach Ownoero shall cooperate with Daveloper
and Club Owner ap reasonably reguired to effest any ron-materigl
it line adjuatments neceseary or deslrable fo acocommeoda’z Club
owner's use and oparation of the Golf Club foxr the purposes otated
harein. A non-material lot line adjustment shall mean any proposad
lot Iine adjustment which dees not materially or detrimentally
affsgt an Owhar's use and enjoyment or wvalue of his or her Lot.
The Board of Directors of the Master Aspocistionh, upon the wajoricy
vote of suclhi Beard, ehall be emnpowered to execute such documents
and ingtrumente, including deesds, necessary or desirable to effect
any ot line adjustment affecting any of tha Common Areas doomad
hy the Beoard to he jin the best interests of the Lot Owner and
Hembars.
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not annexed under this Mas

.

be subject to Article VIXT

of this Master Dbeclaration.

i
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Although the golf course propariies ars
ter Declaration, the golf course shall

Architectual ang Landscaping Control

CANYON Cn B NABTER ABSQCIATION,
a Nevada Corporation e

et
“

= al e T
TS S o T

Francls P, Torifio, kreasuror

"Hapter Association®

WEBT BAMARA EARTNEREBHIP,
A RBevada Linited Partnership,

By! ERED ROC- CAMYON CORP.
a Naevada Corporation, and
a Gene: a1l Partner of Wegt
Sahara Properties

J—— —_

L. - . b —-— - /T ~
_j,w’i;# f’?/éﬂm

By:

-
Francis F. TOYing, Proslident

"peveloper"

{lndra dual}

STATE OF NEVADA,

[u

COUNTYOF _____Clark

—— -l'}

" Wotney PubticBmip Of Hor o
w‘&mx

: PALLEITE J. OGUEN

||u—--—§

KA PRO PRINT NG B70-1701

Before me, & Notary Public, persenally sphetsred

On 3£2/90,

FRAMCIS P, TORING

.

— -—

A L ———
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fhe pemﬁ whose nama is subsciibest to this inslrument and acknowiodged that be
{she ar |hey) precuts It ﬁ

_rauLprre 3.%060E

TAME (1YPF D OF PAANTED]

oriptlon: Clark,nv Document-Yezr. Da ta.DocTD 19$0,315.477 Paga:

er: og Comment:
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"
\ GRANT, BARGAIN, SALE DEED

THIS INDENTURE WITNESSETH, Tiat West Saharg Perinerhsip, n Newds Limited
Partnership, for o valuablc consideratien, the rgeipr of which is Irchy scknowledged, do boreby Grant,
Bargain, Sell and Convey to Comyon Gate at Las Vepas, Tac, 8 Nevada Corporation, all that real
property sitvated in the County of Clark, State of Nevada, bounded and desuribed as follows,

See Exliibit "A" attpched hereto and by réferenred made 8 part Hereof

APN: 440-56D-073 44D-56D-074 440-56D=-081 440-560-087
440-56F-151 440-S6F-156 440-86F-152 440-56P-153

APN:
~56F-160 440-5EF-167 440-56F-169 440~
RPIT: &?gfhﬁf 7 0-56P~16 566-115

SUBJECT TO:

1. Taxes for the current fiscal year, not delinguent, including personal peoperty taxes of
any former owner, if any:

2. Regtrictions, conditions, rescrvations, rights, rights of way 10d cagments now of
recard, if any, or aoy that acally exist on the property.

3. Reservations In the patent from the United States of America recorded December 5,
1958, Book 180, as Document Mo. 146618, of Official records and recorded Outober
23, 1985, in Bowk 220548 Document No, 2164188 of Official Records.

4. the effect of the following Revord of Sarvey pedormed by JERRY E BARNSON, filed
in Bock 36 of Surveys at Page 89, recorded december 23, 1980, in Book 1332 es
Document Mo, 1201552 of Official Rscords,

5. An casement offecting o portionn of the property In favor of VENETIAN
ASSOCIATES, a Nevada Parmeshriy, iv's successors andfor assipns, for sower llnes
end facilitios, recorded March 31 1936, in Book 860331 as Document No. G00M of
Jificial Reconds,

6. Dedications and Esscorertts as sliown on said recorded Map on File m Book 37 of
Plats, Page 20 of Official recosds.

Werl 8ebanGBADDOC
003808
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Page 2

327331310905

7. An eascren affecting a postionol” the property in favor of NEVADA POWER

COMPANY and CENTRAL TELEPHONE COMPANY, for clectrical and
communications fiilities, recorded October 2, 1986 in Book 861002 as Documen No.
00718 of Offiial Records,

8, The tevmna, convensnis, conditions, resiretions and provisions in am instrument ¢oded
*Encroachment Agreement” by and betwoen CITY OF LAS VEGAS, a municipal
corporation and VENETIAN ASSOCIATES, eeorded Julv 3, 1987 in Book 870723
a3 Docurnent No, §0587 of Official Records.

9. An Easemem affecting a portion of the property in faver of LAS VEGAS VALLEY
WATER DISTRICT , For pipclines for conducting watesr, recorded September 18,
1987 fn Boak 870918 as document Mo. 00687 of OFficial records.

10, Covenants, conditions and rstrictions, {but deletiog restrictions i any, based wpon
race, calor, wliglon, or nalional origin) as contaiied in & Dedlarationof Resteictions
recorded Tammry 19, 1989, in book 890119 as Documem No. 00141, of Officizl
Records and recorded Tuly 27, 1989 in Book 390727 as Document. M, 00284, Official
Records.  Said cowenants, conditions, restrictions were purportedly modified by an
instrument recorded March 15, 1990, in Book 900315 as Docurment No. 00477, of
Official Resds.

11, Covenants, eonditions, provisions and ensenments in an instrument entitled "Easoment
wd Muisteranes Agroerent”, secorded Febrary 7, 1989 in Bock 890X, as
Decument Na, 00292, of Officiat Records,

12, Dudications znd Easernents as shown on ihe meeotded ap, on File in Book 42 of
Flats, Page 4 of Qfticial Records.

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

14. An easement affecting the portion of the propesty in favor of GARY CORWIN AND
SHARON CORWIN, tusband and wifie as joint tenamts, for ingress and egress and
driveway purposes, rcorded March 20, 1990, in Book 900320 as Document 00433, of
Official Recouds.

15. An casement affecting & pottion of the property in favor of NEVADA POWER

COMPANY, for clectrical lines, recorded March 13, 1991, in Book 910313 as
Document No. 00632 of Dficial Records,

16, An eascmist affecting a portion of the proposty in favr of NEVADA FOWER
COMPANY, for electrical lines, recorded March 13, 1991, in Book 910313 as
Docrient No. §0683, of Official Records.

17. An casement affecting & portion of the property in favor of NEVADA POWER
COMPANY, for elwtrical lines, recoeded March 13, 181, in Book 9103(3 as
document ne. 00684 of Official Records,

Went $thamGNSD DOC
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18, An easment affecting & portion of the propeety I faver of MARTIN AND ROBIN
BARREY'T, for water casemiend, recorded May 27, 1992, io Book 920527 .oumony
No. 00735, of Official Records,

TOGETHER WITH all singular the tenements, hereditaments and appurienances thersunto belonginp or
in anywise appertatning.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this instrument bas beess sxecuted this 7gh_dagof _July
1992,

West ahars0BID. DOC
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Titke___Partner fggorptary& Tressurer

STATE OFNEVADA }
¥S5
County of Clark }

On this_ 2 day of___July ,lgjijMaNmPubncpmmuyappw

Brett Torina persomdly imows o me {or proved fo ro¢ on the basis of
satigfaetocy evidence) to be the person whoss nante it subseribed 1o this instrument and acknowledged that
be (ghe or they) exceated it,

N'-m'; Iao-SI:Ilsl!I' " g'

Jass :};;
) I‘-..:l '-FEJ N.'Eu
SN NG ee donbeingy

* ..I‘:"?l i

A .y s

Recorded at the Request of: Nevada Tith Compsny
Escrow Np; 92-06-0871 RMG

Mzil tax bill o and

When recorded m&ﬂ to:
craniec; (ore O
evada Tile Company

3320'W. Schara Ave,

Las Yegas, Novada 89102

Vet SsharaISD.DOC

e

o~

003811

8047



o Commonwedith Y Ay
. [QUELN I 7] MR FYREERNTIN tulll]?lln‘ J ? do 30 9 0 3
Grogr ¥o,: 92-06-0871 RMG
ZHD  AMEMDMERT

EXWIBIT "a*

PARCEL QNE {1}:

Al of Lots €, D, £, G, H, I, J,K and P, a5 delineated on the plat of FOOTHILLS
COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NG. 1, as shown by the 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 ¥o. 00400, in the Office of the County Recordsr of Clark
County, Nevada.

TORETHER with that portion of Lot 17 T Block 4 of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT
NO. 1, as shown by wap thereof on file in Book 37 of Plats, page 20 and as
anendad by Document recorded December 7, 1989 in Dook 891207 as Document No.
80400, in the Dffice of the County Recorder of Clark County, Nevada as described
in Deed to West Sahara Partuership, a Nevada l1imited partnership recorded June
28, 1990 1n Book 900628 &s Document No. 00537, OFficiai Records.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM tize following Four (4] parcels of land:

parcel A:
That portion of Lot G of FOOTRILLS COUNTRY CLUB YNIT NO, 1, as shown by map
thereof on file im Pook 37, page 20, in tie Clark County Recorder's Office,
lying withfn the South Half (S 1/2) of Sectian 5, Section 21 South, Range &0
East, M.0.M., City of Las Vegas, €lark County, Hevada and describad as Ffollows:
COMMENCING at the Southeszst {SE} cormer of said Section §;
THENCE Souwth B3°50°13" West along the South 11ne of safd Sectian 5, a distarnce

of 1,U85.25 feet to the Intersection with the centerifne of Peccole Ranch Road
{# private street 64.00 feet widel;

THEHCE departing said South 1ine Norta 00°09'47* Hest along said centerline, the
fotlowing Three (3) courses:

Borth 00™0%'47" West, 227.33 feet;

THERCE curving to the left alon? 8 300.00 fout radius curve, hefnﬂ concave
%ouihwesteﬂy. thraugn a central angle of 42°55'15", an arc Jength of 224.73
eet;

THENCE North 43°05°02" West, 292,91 feet to the intersection with the centerline
of Diamond Springs Drive, {a private street 32.00 fest wide);

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

THENCE departing said centerline Seuth 42°58°24" Fast, 16.00 feet to the most !
Ngsterly corner of Lot B of FOOTNILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO. I3

Exhibit "A" continued.......
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EXHIBET "A™ (CONT, )}

THENCE Sowth 508935'54" East along the Southerly Tine of safd Let B, 10.38 fest
to the POINT OF BEGIKNING;

THENCE Easterly along said Southerly 1ine the following Three {3) courses:
COMUTINUING South 5B35'54" East, 128,19 feet;

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

THENCE South 63°35°39"™ East, 165,33 feet;

THENCE departing safd Southerly 1fne South, 58%8°16" West, 11.31 feet}
THEMCE Horth 70°44° 35" west, 100.50 feet;

THENGE Horth B3°16'12" Hest, 366.92 feet;

THENCE Norch 79°31°51" Hest, 109.14 feet;

THENCE Horth 66°6" 58" Yest, 198.07 feet to a point on the Southeasterly lipe of
Lot K of said FAGTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NG. 1;

THENCE Horth 47°01°36" East along sald Southeasterly Tine, 23.29 feet to the
POINT OF BEGINWIMG.

Farcel B:

That portion of Lot K of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UMIT HO. 1 as shown by map
thereof on file fn Book 37, page 20 in the Clark County Recorder's OFfice, Clark
tounty, Nevada, lying within the South Half {S 1/2) of Section 5, Sectfon 2l
South, Range 60 Fast, M.D.M., City of Las Veqas, Clark County, Hevada and
described as follows:

COMMENG ING at the Southeast (SE) corner of safd Section 53
THENEE South 80°50°13" West along the South 1me of safd Sectfon 5, a distance
of 1,085.25 feet to the intersaction with the conteriine of Peccole Rach Road
{a private street 64,00 feat wide);

TRENCE departing caid South Yine along safd centeriine, the following Thrae {3}
ourses:

Horth GU°09°47" Most, 227,33 feot;

THENCE curving to the eft alon? a 300.00 foot radius curve, being concave
S;outnuesterly. through a central angle of 42°55°15", am arc Tength of 224.73
get;

Exhibit *"A" continved...........

A

o
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EXHIBIT “A" (CONT.}

THEWCE North 23°05'02" West, 292.91 feet to the intersettion with the centerline
of Diamond Springs Drive, {a private street 32.00 feet wide);

THENCE Morth 47°01'36" East atong saTd centerline, 166,65 feet;

THENCE departing sald centeriine South 42°58'24" East, 16.00 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING on the Rorthwesterly Vine of safd Lot K;

THEWEE Narth 47°01°'36" East, a'lung_oga'ld Horthwesterly 1ine, 24,91 fect to the
most Westerly corner of Lot § of THILLS CQUNTRY CLUB lIHfT H0. 13

THENCE South 58°35'54° East, a'lonsia the Sowthely lee of safd Lot B, 10,38 feet
to the most Easterly cormer of sald Lot K;

FHE:‘:CE South 47°01°36" Hest, along the Southeasterly lae of said Lot K, 23.30
eet;

THENCE North 66°47°58" Hest, 10.93 feet to the POINY OF SBEGIMNING.

Parcel £: -
That pertion of Lot L of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UKIT 40. 1, a$ shown by map
thereof gn flle in Book 37, page 20, inm the Glark County Recorder’s 0ffice,
Clark County, Nevada, lying within the South Half {$ i/2) of Section §, Section
21 South, Range 60 East, M.D.M,, City of Las Vegas, Clark County, Mevada and
described as fglloys:
COMMENCING at the Southsast (SE) corner of safd Sectfon 53

THENCE South 89°50'13" Weat, along the South Tine of said Sectfan 5, & distance
of 1,086,25 feet to the intersection with the certerline of Peccole Ranch Road
{a private street, 64,00 Fael wide):

THENCE departing safd Seuth Tine along sald centerifne, the following Three (3)
courses:

Harth 0D°09°47" West, 227,33 feet;

THENCE curving o the left, along & 300.00 foot radfus curve, being concave
?outhwsteriy, through & central angTe of 42°55'15, an arc length of 224.73
eetl;

THENCE Horth 43°05°02" West,, 292,91 feet to the 1ntersection with the cemterline
of Hamond Springs Drive, (a privaie street 32,00 feat wide);

THENCE North 47°01°36" £4st, along sajd centerline, 191,66 feat;
EXRIBIT "A® continued. .. sius.s

003814

8050




t

g Common, dih P -
- L.!ndhllvIn~ur.mct--1n%.|ng 0 79390 205

order No.:  32.06-087) MG
20 MENDMENT
EAHIAYY "A™ {CONT.}

TEREUCE departing said centerline South 42°58°24" East, 16.00 feet to the most
Mesterly corner of Lot B of safd FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUR IWIY HO. I;

THENCE Easterly along the Southerly line of said Lot §, tie following Four {a)
coursas:

South 56735'64" East, 138,57 feet; (
THEHACE South 83°16' 12" East, 471.33 fet;
THEUCE Sowuth 69735'39" Last, 208.57 feet;
THENCE South 69‘(}?'41' East, 97.63 feet to the POINT OF BEGINMING;
THENCE departing sald Southerly Tine of Lot B, South 28°47'24" East, 70.44 feet;
THENCE Soath 159277 19" fast, 108.67 feet;
THEACE North 85%6' 26" East, 77,00 faet to a point on the aforementioned 14
Soutterly Yine of said Lo B; '
THENCE North 69‘6?'41" West along sald Southerly line, 232,25 feet to the PGI&T
0F BEGINNING.

Parcel Dt
st o, L oF PSR W L s e b (

oérice, Clark County, Hevada, Mna within the Seuth Half {S 1/2) of Section 5,
Townstip 20 Soutk, Range 60 East, H.0.M., City of Las Veges, Clark County,
#evada and described as follous:

COMMENCING at the most Southef'ly corner of Lot Seventéen (17) {n Block Four (4}
of safd "FOOTHILLS COUNYRY CLUB UMIT Wo. 1%}

THERLE Horth 47°29'46" Nest, along the Southwesterly Tine of said Lot Seventeen
{17}, a distance of 126.73 feet to the most Westerly cormer thergof;

THENCE North §2°10° 24" East, along the Morthwesterly 1dne of said Lot Seventeen
{17}, a distance of 60.00 feet to the POTHT OF BEGINMING and the most Kortherly
corper of s&ld Lot Seventeen (17}

THENGE cantimuing Novrth 42730°14" East, slong the Northeasterly prolongation of
the Horthwestarly Yine of safd Lot Seventeen (17), a distance of 51,64 feet;

THEMCE South 27°26'31" fast, 105.73 feet;
EAHIBIT “A" continued........
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EXHIBIT "A" {CONT.)
THENCE South 53°37'34" West, 13,63 feet;

THEWCE curving to the Teft aloag & 12.50 foot radius curve, cancave
Southeasterly, through a central angle of 09°16'45", an arc length of 2.02 feet
1g 2 point on the aforementioned Northeasterly 1ine of safd Lot Seventeen (17),
to which & radial line bears Horth 45°3%'11" West;

THENCE North 47°29'46° West, along said Northeasterly tine, 96.46 feet to the
POIKT OF BEGINMING.

PARCEL TWO (2}:

iots A, B, C, D, E,F,6,H, 1,0, 0 and § as delinzated on the plat of
FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UKIT WD, 2, as shoun by the map thereof on file in Book
42 of Plats, page 4, iv the Qffice of the County Recorder of Clark County,
Hevada, that portion of Lot Z in Block 13 of "AMEADED PLAT OF FODTHILLS (OUNTRY
CLUB UMIT NO. 2" as shown by wap thersof on file in Book 42, Page 4 of Plats In
the Clark County Recorder's (ffice, Clark County, Nevada, lying within the
Southeast {Quarter (SE 1/4) of section &, Township 21 South, Range 80 East,
M.D.M., City of Las Vegss, Clark County, llevada and described as follows:

CONENCING at the most Southerly corner of Lot 1 fa said Block 13;

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

THENCE Morth 0G°00700" East along sald Easterly line 145,98 feet to a point on
tne Southerly 1ine of Lot A {GolF Course} of said “Amended Plat of Foothills
Country Club Unit Ho. 2";

THENCE Morth 72°33'40" Fast along sald Seutherly lire, 77.06 feet to tha pofnt
of begimﬂn H

THENCE South Q8*36°28" East, 111.82 feet;

THENCE Sooth 90°00'00" East, 290.7% feet to an angle point an the Boundary Tine
of Lat S 1n safd &lock 13;

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

Horth DO°00'00" East, 74.67 feet;

THEUCE North 38°00°'00" West, 42:54 feet to an angle point on the boundary Tine
of the aformentioded Lot A (Golf Course);

THENCE along said doundary 1ine, the folicming two (2) courses:

Continuing North 36°00'G4" West, 8.29 feet;
THENCE South 72°33'40* West 17.4) feey to the peint of beginning.

ARD

conginued....oavans
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EXBIBIT "A* {CONT}

That portion of Lot 2 Tn 8lock 13 of AMENDED PLAY OF FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT
N0, 27 as shown by map thereof on fite 1r Book 42, Page 4 of Plats in the Clark
County Recorder's 8fFfice, Clark County, Hevada, lying within the Southeast
Juarter (SE 174} of Sectisen 5, Townondp 21 South, Range 60 East Mub¥., City of
Las Yegas, Clark County, Hevade and described as follows:

COMMENCING at the wost Southerly corner of Lok 1 in sald Block 13;

THEKCE Horth 26°55'37* East along the Easterly 1ine of sald Lot 1, a distance of
34,62 feet to an angle pofnt theretn;

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

THERCE North 72*33'40° East along sald Scutherly Tine, 77,06 fegt:

THERCE South 08°36'26" fast, 111,82 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING

THERCE continping Souih 08°36°26" East, 7618 Feet—to-a-polat-of the Northerly
baundary 1ipg of Lot £ 1n said Block 13;

THENCE Wortherly along said boundary 1ine, the foliowing two {2} courses:

North 54°16'25" East, 22.60 feet;
THEHCE Narth 00°00'0Q" East 52.12 feet;
THENCE Worth 90°00700" Yest, 29.75 Feet to the POINT OF DEGTHNLAA.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM the following described Seven {7) parcels of land:
Parcel A;

That portion of Lot B of AMENDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT MO, 2, as shown by
map thereof on file in Book 42 ?age 4 of Plats in the Clark County Recorder's .
OFflce, Clark County, Nevada, 1ying within the South Half (S 172) of Sectfon 5,
Township 21 South, Range 60 East, M.B.M,, City of Las Vegas, (lark Gaunty,

Nevada and described as fol) ws:
COMMENCIHG at the Soytheast {SE) correr of said Section 5

THENCE Harth 04°13'34% Yest al. =g the East Hine of said Section 5, & distance of
1,034.21 faot to the Southeast {SE) corner of said AMENOED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY

CLUB WIT M. 25 -

THEWCE departing sald tast 11ne, South 86'46'26™ West along a South Vine of sald
tract, 101,00 feet to o goint on the East 1ine of CANYON GATE COUNTRY CLUB, as
shownt by map therscf on file in Sock 43, page 43 of Plats in the Clark County
Recordar's Qffice, Clark County, Nevads;

THENCE Horth 04°13'34" West along sald East Tine, 84.00 feet to the Northeast
{ME] corner of satd tract, balng the Southeast [SE) corner of Lot § of the
aforesentoned AMENDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB WNIT NO, 2;

THERCE South 85°46'26" West alung the boundary common to sald tracts, 20.00 feet
to the POINT OF BEGINNTNG;

THENCE Westerly along sald common boundary, the £9)lowing Seven (7) ¢ourses:

SYHIBIT "A" continued, . iiriree

s
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EXHIBIT “A" (CONT.)
South 85°46°26" West, 15,00 feet; '
THENCE South 86°00'00" West, 70.87 feeti;
THENCE Morth 79°31751" west, 411.44 Teet;
THENCE Horth 56°43'12* West, 132.65 feet:
THENCE Morth 66°09'56" West, 122.08 feet;
THERCE South 71°26°53" West, 123.86 feet;
THENGE Morch 49°37'56" West, 33.52 feet {o the st Easterly cormer of Lot
Eighty-seven {87) tn Block One (1} of CANYON GATE COUNTRY CLUB, AS SHOWN BY MAP
THEREQF ON FILE IN Book 43, page 43 of Plats In the {Tark County Recorder's
Gffice, Clark County, Nevada;

TRENCE departing the boundary line of ssfd CANYON GAIE COUNTRY CLUB, South
£1°54°37" East 80.00 feet; -

TUEMCE Morth 71°26'53 East 96.54 feetly

THENCE South 66°43'66" East, 24.48 feet;
THENCE South 65°95'28" East, 97.81 fast;
THENCE South 61°27'45" East, 102.03 fest;
THENCE Morth 69°30'19" East, 29,15 feet;
THENCE Souwth 79°31'51" Eust, 234.00 feet;
THENGE South 72°13'39" Bast, 125.09 feet;

THENGE North 68°05'09" East, 82,04 feet to & point on the West line of the
aforenentioned Lot G

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

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

That partion af Lot § of SRENDED FOOTHILLS COUKTRY CLUB UNIT NO, 2, as shown by
map thereaf on file in Book 42, page 4 of Plats 1n the Clark County Recorder's
office, Llark County, Nevada, lying within the South Ha®f (S 1/2) of Section b, 7
Township 21 South, Ranye 60 £ast, M.D M., City, of Las Yegas, Clark County, L
Wevada and described as follows: i

COMMENGING at the Southeast (5E) cormer of said Section 5;

THENCE Horth 04°13' 34" West a1ongs1:he tast line of said Section 8, a distance of
}i{.;glll.]%}hfgngt ;o the Southeast (3£} corner of said AMENDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY
G .2

THENGE departing said East 1ine South 85°46°26" West a1ung a South lirg of said
tract, 101.00 feet to a point on the East Tine of CANYON GATE COUNYRY CLUB, as
showrt by map thereof on file in Book 43, page 43 of Plats in the Clark County o
Recorder's Office, Clark Conty, Nevada; s

s

THENCE North 04°13°34" fest along said East line, 84,00 feet to the Northeast
{NE) corner of said tract, he'ing the Southeast 'SSE} carner of Lot Q of the -
aforementioned AMDNDED FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT NO, 2 and the POINT OF
BEGINNING;

THENCE South 85°46°26™ West atong the boundary commm to safd tract, 20.00; to
the Southwest SH) cormer of said Lot Q;

THEHCE North 04°13'34% Vest along the West lime of sald Lot Q, 33.62 feet; (

THEMCE departing safd West Vine North 68%05°09" East, 20,99 feet to a point oo
the Westerly 1ine of Dia. ood Foothitis Drive {a private street being 32.00 feet
wide}; :

THERCE South 04°13'34" East along said West 19ne, 40.00 fest to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

Parcel C:
That portion described as follows:
BEGINNING at the Northwest (M4} coraer of Lot Dne {1}, Block Five {8) of AMENDED
FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT WD, 2, &5 recorded n Book 42, page 4 of Plats,
County of Clark, State of Hevada;
THENCE South (4°14'20" East, along the Wast 1ine of above safd Lot One (1) of
Block Five {5), a distance of 120.06 feet to the Southwest (SW) cormer of Lot
Jng {1};

LXHIBT "A" continued.........un
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EXKIBIT “A" {COHT.)

TKENCE Souts 87°32'23" West, a distance of 30,10 feet to the Southeast (SE)
corner of Lot Two (2], BYock ine {9) of said AMENDED FODOTHILLS COUHTRY cLup
UNIT KO, 2;

THENCE North 0a°14°20" West, along the fast 1ime of safd Lot Twe (2), Block Nire
[9), a distance of 120.04 fees;

THENCE Morth B7°32'23" East, a ¢istance of 30.10 feet, more or less, 1o ihe
POINT OF BEGINNING.

Parcel b:

Taat portion of Lot A of AMENDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT 0. 2 as
shown by map thereof on File fn Book 42, page 4 of Plats in the Clark Cotinty
tecorder's OFFice, Clark County Mevada, lying within the South Malf (S 1/2} of
Section 5, 1wnship 21 South, Range 60 £ast, M.0.M., City of Las Vegas, Clark
County Mevada, described as follows:

BEGINHING at the Mortheast corner of Lot One (1), Block One (1) of sald Tract;

THENCE from a tangent bearing Horth 73%48'28" €ast, curving to the right aleng a
359.00 foot radiug Curve, concave Southeasterly, through a central angie of
J2*26°37", n arc Tength of 15.31 feet to a peint to which a radlal Vine bears
Hortn 13%44'55" Yest;

THENCE Scuth 03°14°29° East, 120,33 feet; thence South 76°14'32" Hest, 15.%6
feet to the Southeast (SE) cornér of said Lot One {1);

THENCE North 04°14°20" Mast along the East 1ine of said tet One {1}, a distance
of 120,00 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING to which & radial ifre bears North
16°11'32" West,

parcel E;

That portion of Lot A of AMENDED PLAT OF FOUTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT MO, 2 a5
showh by map thereof on file in Book 42, page 4 of Plats In the (lark County
pecordar's 0ffice, Clark County Nevada, Yying within the South Half {S 1/2) of
section 5, TownsHp 21 South, Range 60 fast, ¥.D.M., City of Las Yegss, Clark
County, Mevada and dascribed as follows:

BEGINNING at the Southeast corner of Lot Three (3) in Bleck Eight (8) of safd
tracty

THENCE North 081420 Nest alony the East lime of said Lot Taree {3}, a
distince of 120.06 Feet te the Northeast (NE) corner thereof;

THENCE South 72°D4'56° East, 32.48 feet to an angle point fn the West linme of
Lot 9ne {1} in Block Seven (7} of said tracts

EXHIBIT "A® continued........
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EXHIBIT “A" (COMT.)

THENCE South 04°14°'20% East aleng said West Tine and it's Southerly
protongation, 108.74 feet to the Southwest (SW) corner of Lotk in said tragt;

THENCE South B7®32°23" West, 30.10 feet to the PAINT OF BEGIMKING.
Parcel F:

Tnat portfen of Lot A of MENDED PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUBTRY CLUB UNIT X0. Z as
shown by map thersof on file in Book 42, page 4 of Plats 1n the Clark County
fecorder's Office, {lark County Nevada, lying within the South Haf (S 1/2) of
Secifon &, Towmship 21 South, Range 60 East, M.D.H,, City of Las Vegas, (lark
County, Nevada, described as follows:

BEGINNING at the Northwest (MW} carner of Lot Twenty-twe {22) in Block Two {2)
of said Tract;

THENCE Sowth 04°14'20" East along the West 1ine of safé Lot Teenty-two 122, 2 e

distance of 120.00 Teet to the Southwast {[SH} corner thereof; L

THENCE South 76°14'32" Vest, 15.25 feets
TRENCE Horth 04°14'70" West, 120.33 feet;

THEMGE from a tangent bearing Morth 76°L5'06" fast, curving to the rigist along a
359.u0 faot radius curve, concave Jouthaasterly, through a central amle of
ug®25'34", am arc length of 15,20 feet to the POINT OF SEGIMAING to which a
rzgdtal 1ine bears Horth 13°19'21" West,

Ly

Parcel G

That portfon of Lot € of "AMENDED PLAT CF FOUTHILLS COWMNTRY (LUB UNIT - WO, 2°,
as shown by map thereof on file in Book 42, Page 4 of Mats, in the Clark County
Racorder's Office, Clark County, Mevada, 1ying within the South Half {5 1/2) of
Sactfon 5, Tmship 20 South, Range 60 East, M.D.K., City of Las Yegas, Clark
County, Nevada and descrined as follows:

COMMENCING at the mwost Southerly corner of Lot Seventeen {17) in Block Four (4)
of 5aid "FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB URIT - NQ. 1%

THENCE Horth 47729'46" West, along the Soutiwesterly line of sald Lot Seventees
{17}, a distance of 126,73 feet to the most Westerly corner tkerecf, being the
POINT OF DEGINMING on the Southeasterly 1ine of the aforementifoned Lot C;

THENCE comtinuing North 47°29°45" West, along the Northwesterly prolongation of
the Southwest .1y lipe of satd Lot Seventeen (17}, a distance of 15.96 feet;

EXHIBIYT "A" comtimuzd,,...vvuuin
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EXHIBIT “A" {CONT.)
THENCE Morth 33°20728" East, 67,71 featy
THENCE North 37°38°18" E:st, 19,22 feets
THENCE North 45°19°06" East, 19.76 feet;
THENCE From a tangent besring South 18°44°45" East, curving to the left along a
12,50 foot radius curve, concave Nartheasterly, through a central angle of
110°14'21", an are length of M4.05 feet to a point to which a radial line bears
South 38°59706" Fast;

THENCE South 27°26'31" East, 9.42 feet to a point on the boundary 1Tne common t
“FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CEUB UNIT - KO, 1" and "FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB URIT - NG, 2%

THENCE South 42°30'14" West, along safd boundary Vine, 111,64 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING.

PARCEL THREE {3):
M1 of Lot B as delineated on the plat of MENDEB PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLib
UNIT HO. 3, as shown by nap thereof on file in Sook 44 of Plats, Page 12, and &

amended by Document recorded May 10, 1991 in Book 910510 as Document Ne. 00895,
in the Office of the County Recorder of Clark County, Nevada,

Ehibit "A" contipued..... vaes
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FXHIBIT “A" {CONT.)

PARCEL FOuR (4):

tot B as delireated on the plat of FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUB UNIT ND. 1, as shawn
oy map thereof on flle in Book 37 of Plats, Page 20, and as amended by Document
recorded Dacesber 7, 1989 in Book 091207 as Document No. 00400, In the 0ffice of
the County Recorder of Clark Gounty, Mevada,

EXCEPTING THEREFROM any portion thereof lying within the boundarfes of CANYOR

GATE COUNTRY CLUB UNLT XD, 2, as shown by map thereof on file in Cook 44 of
Plats, Page 10, in the ffice of the County Recorder of Clark County, Nevada,

Eanibit "A" continuad

el

~
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EXHIBIT "A" {CONT.}

PARCEL FIVE (5):

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

A non-exclusive easement for access, ingrass, egress and meintenance purposes
ver that certatn “*Private Drive" and related arezs as more fully set forth and
described in that certain Instrument entftied "Egsement and Maintenance
Agreement®, recorded February 7, 1989 in Book 990207 as Instrument Na. 00207 of
Official Records of Clark County, Nevada.

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
JOAN L SWirT, AECORDER
REQORDED AT REQUEST OF;
A GALLEGDS
#7-08-92 13125 I5 17
QFRCIAL ARCONDS
BoOK: 920708 WAL AQ905

FEE: 21, Q¢ RMT: 9,191,860

003824

8060




WUBI LU

a.:7i¢ 19903 e

R ————

,dﬁ RE-RECORDED -

GRANT, DARCAIN, SALE DEED

THIS IENTURE WITNESSETE, Thot Wet Schare Pactarioip, & Nevade Limbed
Farmorsiily, Ior & viiwible comeiorpionm, fnt scociplt off whacs in by aetopiulgod, o Surgiy Ot
mﬂdmhwuuuﬂnm.mmmun
pcpaty sl is the: Coumry of Clwk, Soe of Niomda, houndel aad

Sag Tibieis A" ittacktd durote mad by roforonted mads a port ool

Wi HEREH R

./ _\1\\

1. Vo fior Gha-curvomt Becat year. o dvlingucat, incholing personal gugerty s of
ey orme owneey, 1y

3. Ruviothons, confickem, romyvation, of way il cuomas new of
o o o g Ot vty oo b gy Y -

¥, Ranreationg i e fownt tho Chailed Stams of Ancricyl wocnried Doossher 5,
950, Dok 100, 8 Mo 14048, of Officisd moonds wad cenied Dviber
B, (93, i Mook X13en Dhacument Ho, 3 HE4ES8 of Ofticlel Rocends.

IR e L e e B T B 1305

_,J'“\i

Varmenbip. ics mrcissens andir sy, for sver loe
ﬂmmmu 19, i Dok MOS3T ae Dt Mo ONTS oF
o) B

£ Owiiontiasin pnd Exormoni @ thonn o 20 rowwind Mg o Filt is Beuk 37 of
000, Pogn 20 a8 Oficel pomnie.
THIS DEED 18 BEING RE-RECORDED FOR THE PURPOSE OF CLARIFLICATION .
OF THE DRICRIPTION OF PARCEL POUR (4). {
ol e "

003825

8061

N



s

7AUD LTS

tn—-Mummmhwummm
COMPANY wnd TELEMONH COMPANY,

ik CENTRAL
ammication Biclicies, socaniml October 2, (964 s Bech ltlln'.'nhcnl!h
OOH ol Oiicial Recerds.
a ‘lhmm mmnmw
mz VEOAS, uﬁ
mﬁ ‘I'I!,muw:u,mu&l:
No. ODLET of Oiicint Rexome.

I o S g 4 pckon of o poery I e oFLAS VAT VALLSY
T D TN e I T o st

i Covenants, cimbitions dnd minctce, (st dckimg: reatrictions U gy, based

fom, color, eekigion, oF Aatkasl origi) s coutined I 3 W&Mil‘i'a:
Janaiey 19, 199, in ook XNHIIY e Donemart No 00141, of Official
et pciesbol Juy 37, 1930 i Dopk ROOTYY st Ehcamnnt Mo 0034, Offlital

il

i
1
i
hing]
i}
gt
i

I
i
i
i
;
:

13, Duications el Evsnconanty o shinn s Do seocelid s, on Fily i osh 47 of
Tinin, Page o Oficial Roveels.

1) Sodiontions il Enswcnts b ahoun wt the sntanded blap, o 3y I Bash &4 of'
Phita, Pags UL, of Official Racaods.

1. An st ioping S parinn of e wepary ks Mt of CARY CORWIN AND
SHARON CORWRN, bbund snd ol o0 join utani, e lagoos 2l -

Sovomnt Mo, W6E5, of Qo
17. A eemen sfbming & ponie i ot of NEVADA POWER
m.hdlﬁ:lhit umn‘.‘uumun
oot wp. SO5H of Ok Rownds,
ool g

003826

8062




970611, 00045

Py

wumum g ot ot bt ciocaaed e Ish ey ol iube

o

ot ean

003827

8063



ZEUaNT. U

?3470300903‘;

——— -

L _,.9?»“‘"5
EREERAS i
*hl-—‘ - ﬁr dfb’{ﬂ’m
WF?MOQ Chmgen .duo et
it h"’_‘ ' é Maﬁﬁf "f
L Vg, o 912 % ox
po’ ¢
X sj?} ?ﬁﬂr

003828

8064




UG TUUUTD

1n9ds .

praiintee o

(€10

AN S8E 1)

3, K and P, 48 dolincored on e of FOOTNELLS
Dﬂu%l’“ n&u‘ oilﬁ“l“'l' " 'npum.e:“w%'l‘u |a’=::lﬂ|!

. .ni w—rl T recorded Deceatar ¥, 1909 in Bo0x
::liu:ewﬂ “mi-m uﬂmmuMﬂnm
nty, v

THETIER with that mrlm of l..'l 17 in Glmk & of A5 QLuIRY CLom entt
. 1a 4% Shown i _tn ook 37 of Mak % avd i
Saindid'y o Boeaer. B e

m
I m'gﬁ?ﬂﬂt'ﬁ:: "ﬂml '“*%'g‘ll"‘ Ilﬂll;lﬁ‘l I'K::“J bt
1] L] a [
2. 1990 T ook RA2N 55 Docament o, oS8, OFFIcINY Recordt,
CELPTING THEREFRIN cae [oYhoutng Paur {4) parcels of Tands

AICE] Ri

Tt et o do ot OO wur.:m iy 4 tomur e
ity oa G St Lot . R St mi:..,

CORIEACING 4t the Southecik (SE) carmie of sald Saction §;

'IIFI South S9YERHIY° *!l O'Iw South M oF wald Sectlon 5, & Histaace
I. r.]

with D cersecling oF Pecole Manch Rowd

o St Gt foot 14

TANL dndeting 1V ian Tine: Korth OP'4T" Want atend S4td conburbing, e
M'Ium e (1) chrses

Norty 00D Wk, 220,33 Teats
%""f“am'%" Do 5 ol iate of AT e o v o Hen

THEACE orth 4290500° Wat, 240 foot 00 The Estersaction It Lo cevterline
of $isaad Sarings Betes, (4 privite SAroet 12,00 fevt wioed;

TEWCE vt 470130 Ladt dheng sald commeriing, 390,54 et}

B e TP Al Gy S o = e e
ReniDib *A" sonkimd.csese

PN

e

003829

8065



JEUUT R UL

l*.:*::nt'a‘::r;'!t':ﬁ: s7riieses )

W e R
Sl -yt L .
ENRIRIT ™A™ [COMT.)

Tmﬁ Sath £9°24°50* Last along thy Scutherly ling of sald Lot 8, 1039 foes
%@ the MYIAT OF BEQINRING;

THINGE Esptavty Slong 1a%d Southyrly Viee the Foliouing Three (3] £ouriet:
LONTIMDING South SBVIS'SA" Lok, 130,19 feet;
THEACE South R1%J6*12° Bust, 411,93 frat;
TIRIE South §9°25° 19" Lask, 165,20 fout;
THERCE departtng tald Sowtrly Tine Soawe, S8%40' )5~ l‘ft!. IR Tty
THICE Rorth TOREE* 15 West, 100,50 fet;
THONE Worth A1V IE® Wesk, 26692 Tawt;
- THEMCE #erth I0°31°51° um. 109,34 frets

mvm? . 'll‘ OF et o & palse Southedsterly Vi of
Lot i of tild uunnf‘ o the sharly
THECE Worth E7*01'H* Rast along said Semthansterly Tine, 23,00 feat & the
FOINT OF HEG Dawind.

lmnﬂlaulmtﬂrmmm lmtm.lnuu’g
o Sl tioa § gt
UE"I Mvida oM

COMDCING 01 o Southiant (S0} comar oF sHle Suctie §;
mﬁl&”ﬂ'«uum mmr 8 o Pacerti bk
mﬂ gqmu. n!t i un mq $414 contertine, the faliodlng Thewe £3)
ortn TSI Went, 200,30 leed;

TS L L R AT S
EABIDAR “AY COMIMOL. 1 eeararans

003830

8066




JEUUE R UL TS

AJ?J&ID#I]SM/)

Graee 4.3 H1ul-1E7
iy R
ERHIBLT =A™ COONT .}

THENLE vorta 33°05" 03" Mept, 292,90 Teot te the faterscciion wHih tho centeriing
of Rigmond Sprinys Prive, fa yrivete stroat J2.00 (o8t wide);

THINCL Morth STYL"35" Last mng 114 coaterling, 166,65 feoty

n:ru thig mu South A2'HOT2A" Tast, 14.00 Feot 2 the MILAT
T‘ﬁl "'m mvum y Ying of yald Lot K2

THE: *3%* Case, AV ier]
b ot hph Xy it g 1 e

N b '] { 14, £
w% arg!"!a,ﬂ“lr::,ﬁlqnm Seuthaly 1ion of sald Lot B, 10,00 fou

}_’I“mul South 41U N eat, Along the Southiater)y Vine of sTQ Lt K, 20.20

thlﬂ

THENCE storthy £6%43'ER" Mok, 10.90 et tb the POTNT OF RESIINTNG,
pyed &2

twﬂrmtummm umm.l.nmuq

Y '“mﬁ’ o *3; smm Su:lon
"'&q:“ "'“!u: t, ﬁ'n.u..tm ofmml 5 &fuw
El .
CIMCICING At the Soutoeast (SE) cormer of sald Sactioa By
u 13 ok, al ing of 514 Sectl N
™ wm: N oahmm it of B4 nt':.“j.gat
mruuwm.«.mme

mrjmlu ¢ Jth Vime illl. Hi cntarHio, the Rllowtng Tvee {3}

th e centeriiag

Narth 0OUIMT® Wt TN DD Mot

13 1 b X
gu.."“" el e R L et pomes,
THECE Woeth 43805400 Siest, 2291 (et o the Sattemaciion with Dw contariing
of Semond Springs Brive, (2 privite Sres I1.00 ft Wile))

THESCE Mot &7°0L' 06" CRot, S1o%y 1400 Contarlime, Y. Fust;
DXIRLT "A° Ctintl e sasavren

P

N

003831

8067



L

e A,
g -
T —m

g
Eﬂﬂmﬂﬁ@ékioaoovoif)

arder An,t %swi me

LLHINIT “A% [CONT. )

TaAStL depiriing sald costerion South ALSE'® Daxt u.m frat . ™ -t
mmﬁgm"ormur sald FOOTIICLS COMTRY 108 UNTY My

mgumu dlewy the Southerly M o LAl Lok B, the 15| huln Four {4)

South 502000 Laat, 134,57 feot;

THEWGE South 03*H*12* Dast. 471,33 fenty

TERCT Sonth #1°35°08° Cast, J0A.50 feot

TIRKE South S9°0T*81" sk, 91465 fout o Cha POINT OF BEGIMING;

THEKEE departing sald Sculbavky e of Lot B, Sosth 2T/ H" Cast, 0.4 fent;
THUKE Sowth 75°29° 20" Last, 100.67 feot)

Borth EEPAE 26" Eost. TR.04 Foet 10 & paint on U aforesesticeed
s«m; e of lﬁd Lot B w

North 63901°41" mit #long said Seuthirly Hine, 23289 rat 10 the POONT

L
OF BIGhealee,
Parcel O:

B T Rt b e

tm :uft ) zrta 105 178) of Saction §,
wim. 0N, c‘ .
lmm Bd bt s b * b

E?'.‘!ﬁm. me 'mmmu 139 tn ek Four (4}

cm. s Wit of TS e D) Supunty Hee of i LTl Jeresteen

Lx, g ne oF SATH L% Saventaen
T}, 0 ¢
Py Sl R S 2
THINCE cantinging e Nerthesitirly prelospation
the wmum Huy .?'.i'i. Lut snum N, s mum of 5.6 fery v
THEWOE Sowth $1T20%31" Lase, 105.73 feet;
LIRIT *A" continetd....o0..

003832

8068




-[6

e A A

. ﬁ*\-‘-\;
Cotistonnadl » . ~
o 92 v 71330908 D

Wo.r 100400 G
onter e ilho

EXHIDET A" {CONT.)
THENCE Sowth SISIFTHT wat, 13.8) foetl
TRKE curuing tr the Lerg along & 12,50 foot r e
summm? m«n&"i i of Ve «-. 3N ARE Jetyth of 2,02 oot

10 4 palst en th Honed Hasinessbirly l Hid iot Sevtatina (L1,
umeuumlmntmwmaml‘ :

AT WL, Slong it Sortidiibivly Ving, B85 Teet & Dhe
TR . “" "

L/ 22

42 of $l o nu:-'.-;mw roodir of Witk oty
A mg Ty O1eh 1S o NI PLAT O Thoaiire Ehurray

s:::.‘:.‘m"ﬁ" o S05106 B YoetaRTp S0 Souin. bimye 60 COst,
|| n.ﬂ b l'.ln of Las. Vghs, f.llrl Cously, Nevid 00 ECPIBed 45 £01ows!

ormT |
wﬂ ST A DL e o

w § m%l"" hit Pt o FoeR

mt AVoeg 5610 Jenthirly Viow, 77.00 foit G0 100 point

i
N 1. t
m‘: g.??fcr:.‘t L oA gle potat on U Bowidary 11me

o6k 13
mn‘tm‘llmm foltouing S () comvian;

g:..-:em‘*"'_:‘na e oo i e o v o

gt Rty A PN of baytuaing,

if
gz
3

=
5
[ ]
;;
:
==

:
53

EE

%

QT TIETNY

AT

003833

8069



ATULLELUUUTD

T
e

|ﬂﬁﬂmﬁmwgé;u7ua.novus "

Oedar Myoi §2:-05-001) L
w et

PnimiT *A® {Cout)
# Bleck 13 of AISTY PLAT OF FOOTHILLS COUNTAY CLOD ENIY
1 the wﬂhialuul.rmtuﬂmmmum
o ockion b ronariis 1 bovin, R 60 Fast N Dl o
?::1::“. avh Comty, Weva L and drycribed u.m .

X the st Joothorly coroes of Lot 3 fn satd Dleck §
e m«m"&"u& S Hite S e LT & atece of

LB i ot vy
TR 0 B s P,

THNGE coatingloy Z‘ the oty
d

W‘ﬁ&ﬁ ey ’.I m}g hu. fmnial ) ill coprem:

orkh O4*, & fent

i ':l‘;u' %n a.ﬂ faet}

TGt mrth 0°00'00" Want, E0.75 fast to She POINT OF MEGIINING.

CHCTPII THERCHIOM the Mlulu deicribed Saven {7) porcels of linds

‘:tg’ dl::ne.::%&' ".*&ﬁ I.Ilfﬂq@iin sb'ﬂ;:

o Lis
mmu o % .,

mmuumtmm«mcmmu

TRINCE Mrth O°12' 30" Want dleng Uit Cant Ving of sald Section 3, 0 Hnteece of
w.&nmgmmﬂ ) eorngr o2 Eatd ANDIOED FOURMILAT COOWTRY

Taat o of Lot 2 #

il Tt Ting, Strth O5VAETIS" et & Shuth Tine of Wt

i AL R S e R TR

THINCE rth M‘ll'ﬂ"lltl‘lul “n"RZE NM tu U Beribens

oo BLR A Seifany « e

TOOT Seuth WS™45'26" Nast sleng the boundury cousan te LAl bractsy,
14 the POINE OF IECINIIG; g 1.0 bt

THERCE Westerly slang safd conmmn bewndery, the follmeing Sovn {7} coorpee:
‘“:m .‘. “'ﬂ‘u LT

003834

8070




AUB LU

m

—_ - R
-,
».
-

(ummunn; lq( .

Iull«l;fm::..c ur’m‘ 373070905 /\
X o

arder Yo.s %‘nulm

CRHIBIT "A° {COT.) '

Soutn Q5°44" 204 Mait, 1S.00 Pty
hbill touts MD'WS Meit, To.b? foaky
ThEnCE North THO1'51" Woor, 11, Tt
TlCE Worth 5604 IT" Weat, 130,65 Teats
THENGE Maril GEMAG'58° Weat, 17208 feats
m: Soute TIHC deit, 120,06 feas;
45356 e, 082 mt ta the most Eastarly conser of kot

7} (n Nhock e Cton T ot
ﬁf&. 'F;' A m% T A e ey
L]

188 towndary 1Ené GF #4140 CANTON GATL CEWTAT: CLUP, Seuta-
g tm'!u.w oty *

TRIVCE Mot FLAZ8°RI" NS 04,00 (a0t3

DRACE 3vth WAL Eoit, W4 fist;

THINCE. South $5MS°" Tust, 07,80 fnety

ToiuCl Sowth 81037 45" Lask, JOR.C} fowty

THENCL orth 9030 19" Kast, 29,18 Teety

BANCE South 19931°50° sk, E36.00 feety

THERCE South $9°13'90" East, 125,08 fest;

m«:ﬁ‘&v East, ¥2.00 Fakh W & point on ot Gnat Tine of O

Wﬂ I3 N faat dlong 1414 Wat Line, 10,82 fest b D KiNT OF
TXRBLT A" comktontd, s cvnuiiens

003835

8071

Py



EERCLE N PR TIEIER )

(@

\_““ ’
- Y
f;ﬂmmm}gﬁuuuuna “)

o R e L

i

Ordor B0, %-ﬂﬂ '?

ERHIQIT “A" (COAT.H

Parcol &
Trat ‘:mlr nl‘hﬂt ? 'w.ﬁ“ mmltlis'io{lrr q&p‘g;{ L h n m hl

Wiiice, ClA 4 oy, Kevste Tt it G South RSP 1 7o) oF Soreis b
l'm'hip 2 Soatlh, fange &0 s'm. A0, City, of Las Yeges, Clarh Contty,
Moo A il Rl

TOWENCING At tro Sowtheast (SE) corner of 3419 Sectlon §;
"y;r: RIS st WIS S o
ma-al”.n!d hlt T1se South e84 '28% uese, lto-&ﬁsmh Ha&u wid

4 polbt oa thy Rast Yoo of iy
thareof o8 Hie In foet 0. pige 41 of Blits in the Clark Soenty

llewd?f' Hiw, Ctark Canty, Hovida;

aoetd BI*1Y' 4* it mns st Caut Vioe, 60O Tort 10 tw mrﬂm

ll’e mﬂ o mﬁﬁﬂﬂ.rﬂ m&m‘dﬁ’n&%&'ﬁ !8&:; o

Tuimte m SR Nt 4 b Boundury common to sald tract, 20.00; to
oy riniody Kok ks i % '

THUCE Morth DO°12°M" st dlong O SeIR 11ne o 4814 Lat 0, 30,02 Tt}
mnmmdmt‘llnm s 3099 feet Lo & paint 00

ﬁ*ﬂ Wterly Yine of Bie o Foethitle u°Ta ﬂrltlil 1t batng 32,00 fret
1

YH* Cast atoup seld Weet 1w, &0,
mwwu tonp 3414 West Tine, £0,00 faek ta the FOINT OF

tareul
L1 mln wsribed as follows:

SOt ) corme of ' ot {11z o rleg 1) of 000D
k¥ W0 2. [ 1]
BNI mu

L lomwu " e, Alowg 1 ine of abore sald Lot
Rhack 13 (), & dstamce of ooyl Wbkl L L F R

EXHINEY A" comthawtd,...).oinas

003836

8072




9706t 00045

S,

ﬂﬁ'l’.’!ﬁf.":.i.@ums 10905 \

Crgor 2. ﬂnﬁ-ﬂ?ln? e LRI

EXHIOAT A" {COWT. } '

Snute O1P30° 20" Mget, & distante oF JU.1O feet to 1 Stulbesst (9E0)
Eﬂﬁf’ of tat u’:‘ 121, Black Wioe (9) of SaTd AOOROID FODTHILLY COUNTHY CLUR

v 5

TONCE Wort DEIA20" Nes®, alony the East Tiee of sifd Lot Teo (2], DO2¢K Rine
19), & dinteacy of 220.04 fent;

2" Eask, & diatance of 30,10 e or lsh, U the
PoﬁgMIumu b fu, '
Parcat 2

¢ EC PLAY OF FOOTWILLS mmw
AR S u.mﬂof pts n ,f, Ayt

ncm 'ﬂmn Lok
Sectinn b, Towhlp 2| Seath, 3‘:‘{: on. %’5
mu m. mumc " mm

NEGINATNE 4T the Mortheast corner of Lat Grer (13, Block Dew 1) of sald track
TIRACE from 4 Laspit b«ﬂu Korth TYe'in fme, mln 10 o #H% Seng 4

1800 faor raties Curve Sowtheasterly, th 1e of
ﬂ'ﬂ'ﬂ:“% an Ingt!l'ol lrf I fret v a p:{nl | » mm“'

M‘B&ﬁ&.‘i{‘é’ el 2 SRS T e B

WL teth GV Mt sl the E1AL Miab oF cad Lat cu (11, & Whptice
“t’ 1000 "#« W O VAR B ates 8 radiet 1% GhiTs D
bareet €

That portipn of l.u A of ﬂ!ﬂﬂl U foomn Sl el L.
ot g u ow 4} lﬂﬁ ’ ﬁ .&mp
) orh ! I
E:“ ’ mn f.ll MI‘ P "-Mg.f am Helf I of

Dk, Berede .
mn-lu 4 ok Sowthpust cormer oF Lot Threie (D) 10 Bheck Kight (0) o sile
'P‘l Nerth otm'tn' it gtong tee tu: e of sald Lot Tarew {30, o
et 10 e Narihaast carmr thrpaly

I TR st 1248 Motk 0 40 epte tnttnunmunes'
oy b B S AN Al iy

TONRLT A" contianid.ocvsiionis

N

-

PN

003837

8073



LR

ZEUGT LU

i

a2 170870905 :>

[P

s L .
EXNIBIT “A" (CONT.)

TAEREE Souts CE*18'20° Eant along taid st Tine o 1a's Souiterly
gralongation, 08,78 feat W0 the Soathwert (90 cornar of LA K In HAI4 Lract;

TIERCE South 7%32'03° Wowt, NL1U faet o2 the POINT OF REGHONING,
g !! L

Ton af f AnDebed pL W in
Iﬁ.‘..'?;“" ““‘ﬂl. 1in Book t?. o! nts nmgm‘.“

ﬁ‘“ﬁf :ﬂuﬂ%ﬂ»&%%ﬂ €z, .l. ' tluh; Ls1 Yeps, €1 {‘ n:'

liﬂ::ﬂl# A8 the ekt (00 cornar of tot Twenty-b (22) 18 Dlock Tw 1)
Q

HECE Soath "M 20" Cast alony the Meat Ving of 4itd Lot \‘unv-hn [} -]
cunm ot 120,00 fese {2 the SWtt (SH) cormer theoay h

TROCE SonTh 4214 730" Watt, 1525 fretg
THEKCE sarte 04°14°20" KetE, 120,23 fret|
W E R
m u:mmbmln North li um l:m m:g hl” ulonu

vd o1 Tiia Dery Ny l‘f:s'i;% bt R IR o s
Burce) gt

T ”""' of Lox € of W'mr FRHILS CIOATY L8 W - 5 2

ﬁ%’:’-’iﬂ ‘Lz, wﬂ'ﬂ e 00 s u ael? H"fﬁ"?

mlﬁ [1] a&-m W Of EIIG Soventem (1) th Mosk four (4)

h:.og !nhluﬂ] ine of 3400 Eot Saviminen

" “' mﬁ'umiu 'ﬂ."ﬂummm‘“""'

THOCE cotimi AT U beit, alonp T Nertiuny i
™ wmwﬂ w« sald Lot huwlm. & iistance ol'l! e

RO "A" Contimad, o ccisnerasn

003838

8074




S HU R U 1

(ot H07330000s
order a1 N
EXNERIT “A" {out,)
THOGE Worie 33739720 Rast, 61,71 dooty
TWE arn 37487 00% Bast, 1987 feets
THMLE Worth 43%13°08" Best, 19,05 feet;
eon & Laogint bekring Sewth 1A°M'AS™ Eait, Mil?.h e 16l alotg &

1L 1
i '."“"‘ﬂhh"fg%sﬁ#gﬂ%ﬂmgﬂhaanmﬂqﬂﬂnu
o 0

6" fat. 9. t m
nnr.lmz? 3l m _&fn LY mm
A0 Wedt, atong sald biu Way, 1thGé feot rom
w‘“m. + Siong L 7] okt O
pincn, Tubeg (3):
;)
ﬂl-e‘.'u G- R g o g i i Ko

MM 10, 19 nm;munm-mu.m
13 mom« of the County Racorder of Slurk Comnty, Wevmla,

it "A® conttmet.........

003839

8075

T

o



97061 1. 00045

_IIIIIII'EJﬂﬂﬁﬁLmasz7Jq10995 _HJ)

Sedir Mo B 9204007 NG
A 10 DT

CNHIRIT A" (CONT.)

R 1 i

I.u 5 44 gt tneated gn thy gHAE of FUATKILLS COUNTAY CL1% LN

p WareOF Go Thlg 16 Nood 31 of Fiati, Pige 20 % by Hocomnt
muma Decowber 1, W n Dot B9IT07 a N3, 0600, In the Dffice of
U Sounty Recordar o

WHios taeeof !ﬂns vithin v M Saandaeigs of Chamy
2y by mp thereal ik
n mniﬂcnfm:mum P ot Clark County, Heveds

sgé ATTRCHED Fok WW
Descepmin oF (arees

anindL "A" continged

003840

8076




RN R RETIINS]

qeder Wb

- e o trere—
a0

EXATRLT “A" {LOWT.3

PARCEL FIVE I3}

i falbpming enkrfptiam 1y 4 ru-ms 1.0 Parcels O (1), Pw0 [ch, Toeee L)
370 Four EOT. DAV Iously vt ibne Here ! *

A aonstntludivh dustwent 1o iets, lm:‘t“ mﬁ

e m: «mm 'f lute orlte' llﬂ { ut m
L] l trumt . wm ]
'q%uudﬁﬁa ¢

PN

m $
.g“

'tl"lo.

003841

8077



Lt Ly
f

€ “
[

.

i

o
a
4a
T
|
1 -
o4
T oLa
W
Lo
-
.
,
"
:
-
s
}
Tt
'
bR .
. -
.
o
o

ilm Seuny asm.u

T T, - eeam

.‘ .(._J..'hk_l - o RCTT SR _._!'.3 Tt el ._.L.l

——- A ~‘—---—A————— A e b e e maa e mma = o —e o

003842

8078




970411.00045

EXHIBIT "A* (CONT.}
SLARIFICATION

BARCEL BOUR. (41

THAT PORTION OF LOT B OF *FOOTHILLS COUNTRY CLUR UNIT NHO. 1* AS

SHOMN BY MAP THEREOF ON FILE IN BOOR 37, PAGE 20 IN THE CLARK

COUNTY RBCORDER'S OFFICE, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADR LYING WITHIN THE

SOUTH HALF (5 1/2) OF SECTION 5, SECTION 21 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST,

!;613.1‘!., CITY OF LAS VEBGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA AND DESCRIBED AS.
LLONS

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER O?SRIDSECTIONS:THBNCBSDU‘I'H
89950 +13" WES‘I‘ ALOKG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 5, A DISTANCE
OF 1045.25 FERT TO THE INTERIECTION WITH THE CENTERLINE OF PECCOLE

RANCH ROAD (A PRIVATE STREET 64.00 FEET WIDE); THENCE DRPARTING

SAID SOUTH LINE ALONG -SAID CENTERLINE; THE -FOLLOWING THRER™ (3)
COURSES: NORTH 00°09'47* WBYT, 227.33 FEET; THENCE CURVING TO THE
LEFT ALONG A 300,00 FOOT RADIUS CURVE, BEING CONCAVE SOUTHWESTERLY,
THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 42955+44%, AN ARC LENGTH OF 224,73 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 43%05'02" WBST, 292.9) FEET 10 THE INTERSRCTION WITH
THR CENTERLINR OF DIAMOND SPRINGS DRIVE, (A BRIVATR STRBET 32.00
PRET WIDE); THENCE NORTH 47°01'35% BAST ALONG THE SAID CENTERLINE,
191.56 FERT; THRNCE DEPARTING SAID CENTERLINE SOUTH 42°68'24™ RAST,
16.00 PEET TO THE MOST WERSTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT B; THENCE
EASTERLY ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT B, THE FOLLOWING
THRRR {3) COURSES; SOUTH 56935'54% RAQT 138.57 BEET; THENCE SOUTH
83%16122% EAST, 471.33 FRET; 'THENCR SOUTH 69°35'39" RAST, 165.33
FEET TOC THE FROINT OF BBG;NNIN‘G, THERCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY
LINE OF IOT B, NORTH 53%18'16™ BAST, 21.56 FERT: THENCE NORTH
B7"16+09* EAST, 46.12 FERT; THENCE SOUTH 83924'49" EAST, §2.89
FEBT; THENCE SOUTH 12°08'52* EBAST, 51,58 FEET; THENCE SOUTH
20937124 RAST, 10.01 ¥REET TO A POINT ON THE AFOREMENTIONED
SOUTHERLY LINE OF LOT B; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE
THR FOLLOWING TWO (2) COURSES: NORTH 69°07'41~ WEST, 57.63 FRET;
THENCE NORTH 69°35'39" WEST 43.24 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING,

CONTAIWING 4239 SQUARE FEET.

APV (b3~ p5—por-20/

RE-RECORDED

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA,
JURITHA RECORDER
RECORDEDAT REQUEST OF:

NEVADA TITLE company
96-11-97 0P8 EGP

BOOK:  STORT 1 eer oS s
FEE: 25,00 pprr  EXABI3

1%

N

N
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PECCOLE PROFESSIONAL PARK MARK A. HUTCHISON

e L Bl _ 10080 WEST ALTA DRIVE, SUITE 200 PARTNE
HUTCHISON STEFFEN LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89145 mumnson@umducm..oml:
AT TORMNEYS ?02.38 5.2500
= 7 FAX T02.385.2086
HUTCHLEGAL.COM OUR FILENO. 7900-003

July 17,2018

Via Email and Hand Delivery
bjerbic@lasvegasnevada.gov

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 ownets 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 facio laws. U.S.
Const. art, I, § 10; Nev. Const. art, 1, § 15. This prohibition forbids the passage of 1aws 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). Submitied at City Councl

Date-%‘*/lfﬁtemg(a

By: £ ling bedl  A14m
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Bradford R, Jerbic
July 17,2018
Page 2

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

Moteover, if applied to our clients, this new ordinance would violate the Equal Protection
Clavse of both the United States and Nevada Constitations. 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 years ago that cargeted Walmart (but not Target
or Smith’s) superstores and was held to be uncongtitutional by the federal court.

With Badiands 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 or have restrictive covenants that
prevent conversion of the golf course without cetiain actions taking place including homeowner
approval. If Badlands Golf Course siill 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 1.8, 562 (2000) (holding Equal Protection Clause violated when law essentially creates a
class of one by Intentionally treating someone differently than others similarly 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 fo treat citizens in the same manner
in similar circumstances. The Proposed Bill is in direct conflict with the Equal Protection Clause.

Taking by Eminent Domai

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 o prevent any economical use of the Property. The Proposed
Bill is further action by the City that continues to tender the Property unusable and valueless to our
clients,

The landowners have filed several complaints in inverse condemnation maintaining thai 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 hes inversely condemned the Property, The
taking would be a permanent taking if our clients are entirely prevented from ever developing the
Property or a temporary iaking if the Court later ordets the City to allow development on the

Property.

In shott, 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 intendled
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 coutt judge to the

003845

8082




Bradferd R, Jerbic
July 17, 2018
Page 3

contrary, thelr 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 Jong-time
“hard zoning” as the City Atiorney and Planning Staff have repeatedly and publically confirmed.

Please include this letier 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 consideting this Proposed Bill. Thank you,

, 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?

Page 1 of 21

003847

8085



30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58

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

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? I 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.

Page 2 of 21
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF
MAY 16,2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 66

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 I 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. I 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 I don't get off topic. In fact, it might well hinder, I

Page 3 of 21
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF
MAY 16,2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 66

will tell you, any solution that 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.

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

questions 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 I 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 I knew the bill pretty well,
and I 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 I 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 I - 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 I am concerned. Thank you very much, Your Honor.

MAYOR GOODMAN
Okay. Well, I'd like to add to that. I just do think, and I don't know where Mr. Summerfield is,
and nor is this appropriate, so catch me, Mr. Steed, if you could on things that [ might be

Page 4 of 21
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF
MAY 16,2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 66

addressing that I 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 I 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, I don't know, am I

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 I
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, I just, you know I - 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 I can't take a brush and paint everything and add another layer of government. I cannot
support this.  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 I 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 I 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, I

- 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 I know you feel strongly. I would like to say, however, my
understanding is, and I 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, I 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 I 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. I 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. I 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 I 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
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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. I 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. I - heard this ordinance a couple of times during Recommending. So I just
want to put on the record what happened and how I 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, I - asked staff to -, you know, go back to the
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347  drawing board and do two things. Number one, define further what the definition of open space
348 s ‘cause that's specifically what we're dealing with here, and I - can't support seven mandatory
349  meetings. That's just, that was not good for me. So they came back. At the last (sic) meeting,
350  they came back. Tom Perrigo and the attorneys came back with the First Amendment, and they -
351  tightened up the definition of open space, so that's very clear what that was about, and they

352 brought the number of mandatory meetings down to one instead of seven, and the other six were
353 just on the may list, depending on what Planning asked for, depending on what the City Council.
354  So I'm good with that. The definition is clear. It's only one mandatory meeting. It deals

355  specifically with open spaces. It increases public engagement. And that's why I - supported the
356  ordinance at the Recommending Committee. So I just wanted to put that on the record.

357

358 MAYOR GOODMAN

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

361  For open space development over the, your recent years working for the City, can you recall

362  meetings that there have not been, the public has not been involved? The only thing I'm

363  questioning, and I do really appreciate what Councilman Anthony has done in reducing the

364  cumbersomeness of all those meetings down to one, I mean I think, and clarifying what the open
365  space means. But I can't recall any development where they haven't had meetings in the past.
366  And when in fact there is a problem, we're full. They come in, the public comes in. I thought
367  everything was transparent. Everything is up on the website, what's going on. And maybe I am
368  totally smoking what is now available in this community, which I don't do.

369  So, can you clarify for me, I - appreciate Councilman Seroka's talk about transparency, but |

370  have always been a firm believer that everything we're doing at City is on the website and public
371  information. So I need a clarification there. What's hidden?

372

373 ROBERT SUMMERFIELD

374  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. I 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 I 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

I mean, that's number one.

ROBERT SUMMERFIELD
Yes.

MAYOR GOODMAN

The second issue I 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, I - didn't get that notification. I
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, I didn't get my notification,
so I 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, I still, I appreciate so much Councilman, I 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 I espouse all the time and so does the City and our manager. I
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, I 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, I 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 I 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 I appreciate your effort Councilman Seroka, and I thank you
Councilman Anthony, that was great to get it down to the minimum of a meeting, I 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. I 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 I 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 I may?

MAYOR GOODMAN

Councilman?

COUNCILMAN SEROKA

Thank you. I 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, I 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 I 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-
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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 I 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, 66?

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

Submitted At Meeting
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obtain the variances needed to convert the park to apartments, so they _
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. Qur current system works. | 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 then

what is required in this Ordinance, if so, how? PPL v
i | il() (/M
QUEStiOI‘IS:

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?  __ — ﬂ/@”@ﬁﬁ\“’ |

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 youf”
opinion will this Ordinance increase or decrease the likelihood
that the City will end up in the Courts if sjmilar developments

- come before the City Council?=" -

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

lines 23 and 24, new language was added that included “a

— e,
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-l N S §
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? — /10 4aausd ="

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? - W3 - /z/ A

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? B

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? add 7

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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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,

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 Fj’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.

Submitted At Meeting
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RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF
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. I 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 I
believe, and the City Attorney's Office can correct me, but I 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, I 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 I 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 I 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 I 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. I 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 I wasn't at those meetings, I 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. I 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. I do not know who all participated in those
meetings. That would be the other side of that answer is that I know there were various meetings.

There were some with neighborhoods. There were some with the developer. I think there were
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some with both, but I 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 I — 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 I 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 s in 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 I 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 I set some aside but it's not part of my required
286 landscape, I 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  So as 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 in Wards 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 Iknow, forget it. I’'m not, I 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. I have to run to
347  another meeting. So I 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  Itis a very 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 I did on September 6th was I 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  about it. 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  is 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 it is a lie, because when this was developed, I 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 I 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 I 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, I have to tell you that I applaud my peer.

421 T applaud my peer for doing such a great and diligent job for his residents in his ward. And

Page 15 of 40

003888
8128



RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF
MAY 14,2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 3

422  everything he just said, he has been working hard, diligently and many, many hours on this

423  ordinance. And I admire him. And we agree, I'll tell you, on 99 percent of everything we've

424  worked together with. I 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 I respect the hard work
428  that he's done. However, this ordinance affects my ward greater than it affects your ward. And
429  when I 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 I 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 I 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 I think is critical to any infill, urban

450  development project, I 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, I think it's critical that we get the scope correct. And so I 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 I 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
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509 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

510  Okay. Matt.

511

512 MATT WALKER

513  Matt Walker, for the record. I appreciate the opportunity to respond. I think that this proposal is
514 100 percent in line with exactly what Mr. Steed just laid out, that the City typically does stay out
515  of these private agreements between homeowners and their association and — respects when

516  those are put in force. And so we think that this is entirely consistent with that approach. We feel
517 like, in this case, they are following the CC&Rs and they did enforce the CC&Rs because that's
518 the only reason they would be able to provide you with the evidence that they did comply with
519  the CC&Rs.

520  So the fact whether some communities do, some communities don't, the City typically doesn't
521 like to get in between those contracts and arbitrate, you know, a reading of CC&Rs. I think this
522  proposal is entirely consistent with that. And again, only when the HOA taking the action

523  controls 100 percent of the open space, I question would this ever become an issue. And we

524  think it's — critical that if homeowners take actions to keep their HOA viable, they — should be
525  able to move forward with those. And should the repurposing lead to any additional land use
526  applications, should they propose to take three acres and turn it over to another developer to

527  build homes on in order to keep their HOA viable, they would then come forward with the

528  necessary land use applications. So, again, advocating the — planning role of the City, I — don't
529 think it is accurate either, because some types of repurposing and redevelopment will necessitate
530 additional applications.

531

532  COUNCILWOMAN FIORE

533  Soit's a big mess, in other words, in layman's terms.

534

535 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

536  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 -Youdon't see it as a big legal issue, though, to — add this in there? So I-

549

550 VAL STEED

551 I recommend against it. I-

552

553 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

554  -Yourecommend against it.

555

556 VAL STEED

557 I hear what he's saying, but I 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 I 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. I might have missed a couple. But I — 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 I went to, I 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 I 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 — I 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 I live at 9811 Orient Express

606  Court. And I just would like to make a comment on Page 3, Line 2 and 3. And I 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 husband said earlier.

610 I 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. 1
613  asked questions, and I've been involved in this process since September of 2015. I ask questions,
614  and I was told repeatedly that it was a done deal, and I 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, I

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. I would not wish this on
620 my worst enemy. Well, maybe on my worst enemy I 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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622  community. And I would certainly like to see the City support something that could minimize
623  that in the future. Thank you.

624

625 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

626  Thank you. Yes, sir?

627

628 RON IVERSEN

629  Hi. My name is Ron Iversen, 9324 Verlaine, and I live in the Queensridge community. Just a
630  couple of quick comments. I very much agree with Councilman Seroka's comments around

631 clarifying the process. Through my whole career, I, I've been a process guy and, in business. And
632  the reason that that's important is that it — helps everybody align and get on — the same page with
633  what the requirements are.

634  And it's very important, I think, we've lived for about two and a half years now, both with City
635  Council people as — well as in the community, basically having to face into a situation where
636  there was no communication or process. And it's turned into a very adversarial thing. So we

637  should learn by our mistakes. Second comment and — Councilwoman Fiore, I would , I would
638 ask for you just to consider that this isn't a four versus two, you know, ward issue. I think this is
639 aLas Vegas Valley issue. It’s, and we would ask the whole City Council, every single Council
640  person to support and to come up with — things that support the whole valley and not just

641  individual wards. I — do respect and understand your comment that it does, in the future, in the
642  foreseeable future, impact your, you know, ward a little, you know a little bit more than others,
643  but I would ask you that you look beyond that, because this is really a Las Vegas Valley issue.
644  And we would ask the whole Council to look and support something that supports the whole

645  valley and not just individual wards.

646  When we get into, on Page 2, individual wording on a Public Engagement Program, I would urge
647  that you, if this does pass, to come through and require more than just one individual PEP

648  meeting. There are a lot of people that live in communities they work. There needs to be at least

649  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 I 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 I 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. I view this as kind of a

704  road map. Now we're at the end of our road, I and, I think we're getting there, at least. And God

705  knows it's been a long time. But I — think to have the thing laid out in a series of steps can't hurt.
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706  Iknow right now, we're running into questions of environmental impact. We're having some

707  things that I don't think anybody could have anticipated, wildlife in particular.

708  Butif it was all laid out in a, in a concise fashion, where everybody could see what the steps

709  would be, I don't know, for example, whether this proposal would hurt or help our situation, but I
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 As alittle comment, you know, we're having some issues right now with regard to environmental
713 impact, I 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, I 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  in the truck and carrying it out. I don't know where it's going. I 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 So again, I think it's a good roadmap. I think it's something that would clarify the issues at hand
724  for us as well as your own areas. It — can't hurt, I 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. I 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 I 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. I 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 I mean, when my husband and I 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 I and along with many, many residents had to go

743 through this nightmare of expressing our concern as citizens. And I 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 I don't think Queensridge is a isolated golf course community issue. I 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 I
750  think if they see this going on, you know, these — major issues with open space and community, I
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. I live at 9408 Provence Garden Lane. It is on the golf
762  course. I have lived there for 18 years. I've owned the home for 20 years. I bought it from the

763  original developer.
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So let me start by saying I 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 I
can tell you that when the original development happened, I 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. I agree with everything that my co-
homeowners have said. There's got to be a better system going forward. I agree that we have had
meetings ad nauseam. I 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, I 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. I am not an attorney. I also did not review the
796  ordinance. I can just tell you I 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. I can tell you that I 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 I — 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 I 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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849 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

850  Yes, next please. Okay, I’m gonna, ok or come on up. I'm gonna close public comment.

851

852 DONNA LEFEVER

853  Hi. Donna Lefever, 9433 Queen Charlotte. This all makes sense to me. I guess the only other
854  thing I would require of a developer who's gonna come in and change open space, like we're
855  dealing with, is for them, and I don't know who they would send this to, City Council, I guess,
856  but I want to see the accounting side of this. I want to see where he has the money to complete
857  this project.

858 It's been my experience in the past. I'm in real estate. This developer has had other people have
859  to come in to kind of bail him out of certain things. And I would want, before the developer
860  comes in and starts tearing everything up, to be able to show City Council or whoever the

861  governing body is that he has the wherewithal, the funds, like they are talking about, you know,
862 FEMA and the flood zone. I want to see all those details. And when we ask for those details, you
863  don't get that kind of information.

864  Soit's like it's great, that he shows you all the pretty fluff and the plans and everything. It looks
865  Dbeautiful, but somebody from an accounting standpoint has to see that he's got the wherewithal
866  to complete this project and has the money and not gonna just dig it up and then leave and then
867  we're stuck even worse than we are now.

868

869 COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

870  Okay. Thank you. Hi.

871

872 STEPHANIE ALLEN

873  Hi. Stephanie Allen, 1980 Festival Plaza. Here on behalf of the multiple owners of the former
874  Badlands Golf Course. Appreciate all your consideration time you guys have put into this

875 ordinance already. I know there have been a couple of hearings and a lot of time.

876  One thing I would say is I think this has always been intended for Badlands, and I think the folks

877  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. I 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 I
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 I 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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906  So the only remaining course or former course is the Badlands. And so you've got a list of

907  exemptions in this ordinance now. Originally, you — cast this broad net in drafting the ordinance.
908 Now you've got a list of exemptions that have narrowed it down to basically Badlands. You're
909 not gonna have this apply to other properties, especially if you add the language for CC&Rs that
910  was presented by the home builders, which I understand from a development community,

911  absolutely you would want to exempt out CC&R communities, because it would be a nightmare
912  for any developer to comply with this in any instance that they want to redesign a one-acre park.
913  So [ understand why the home builders would request that. But the more you exempt out other
914  developers and other properties, the more this is intended for only one property, which is

915  Badlands. And that's unfortunately not constitutional. You can't pass laws or even policies that
916 are intended for one specific property.

917  So with that said, we understand, from a Badlands perspective, that we have to continue to work
918  with the neighbors. We've got tentative maps that are in the system. I understand this is not

919  supposed to be retroactive to those specific tentative maps. But at some point in the future should
920 there be a bigger plan or a bigger project, which I think what I heard today is these homeowners
921  would like something to be done rather than it to stay dead grass, to subject us to this and go

922  through all of these things again, frankly isn't necessary.

923  We're going to have meetings. We're going to have discussions. It's not in a black hole. I've been
924  at a lot of those meetings. The Development Agreement was revised many, many times, many,
925 many weekends that I've spent revising the Development Agreement based on neighborhood
926  comment. The tentative maps that were recently approved at Planning Commission incorporated
927  many, many comments that the neighbors had suggested, like open space at the front of the

928 community, reducing the lot sizes, asking for specific lots to be adjusted. There have been

929  changes made and will be, you know, made as and if development moves forward. But that’s,
930 this ordinance doesn't do anything for that process. You have a process in place.

931  And then the second concerning part is this is in pieces. So you've got this one small portion that
932  obviously still has a lot of ironing out to be done, because there's a lot of changes that were just

933  requested. But then you've got Phase II that's coming, that's even more concerning because Phase
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IT 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 II, 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 I 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 I heard, I heard a couple
things. I heard a — request form the Homebuilders to add something about HOA exemptions. I
think we heard from the City Attorney. Again, that's mixing things. So I — 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 I would agree
with the City Attorney that we probably do not want to add that in.

The other thing I heard was a — comment about adding back some meetings. I think the what is
before you today was the compromise that was made based on the direction we received last

Recommending Committee. So I would leave that to this recommending body whether or not
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963 they want to move forward with the one required meeting, or if they would like to add any

964  additional meetings back to the proposal.

965  As you'll recall, in the initial iteration, there were three neighborhood meetings, and then there
966  were the design workshops that were required, that were I believe there were three of those. So,
967 you know, we've — brought that down considerably at the request of this body and in working
968  with the sponsor on that. It would be your discretion to add anything else. And those are my

969  notes on additions.

970

971  COUNCILMAN ANTHONY

972  Yes, Val.

973

974 VAL STEED

975  Yes. A couple, a couple of the comments also that I remember hearing was a request to possibly
976  add to the summary report three things. First of all, the proposed impact on residences of the
977  community, to go along with infrastructure and everything like that. The problem with that is
978 that's really subjective. What the impact statement or the alternative statement is supposed to be
979  looking at is something that lets the City and the community know about things that could be
980  quantified, schools, infrastructure. The developer is going to say if you ask the developer to

981 comment on his proposal on residences, he's gonna say it won't impact them, and the residents
982  will say, of course it will, and you've got nothing. I mean you've just got a disagreement. So I'd
983  suggest that we don't add that.

984  And the impact on environmental and federal programs, I don't see any harm to that, but the City
985 is gonna catch that at a point anyway. And the comment was it should be identified earlier in the
986  process. I don't know that that's a problem, but we don't require those to be identified with any
987  other development, and I don't know why this one would be would tend to have more

988  environmental issues or federally mandated issues than any other large scale development that
989  isn't subject to this ordinance. So I don't, I don’t see a problem adding it, but I don't think there's
990 aneed.
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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 that is 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 I 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 I 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. I don't know what the intentions are of anybody. All I 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, I can't argue with that. That's all, I 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 I was not okay with was the definition of open
1010  space. That was number one. That's been clarified. So I appreciate you doing that. I'm okay with
1011 that now.
1012  The second part I 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 I 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 I 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. I 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. I 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 I 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 I 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, I can live with that. So I think I 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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1084
1085
1086
1087
1088
1089
1090
1091
1092
1093
1094
1095
1096
1097

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF
MAY 14,2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 3

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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1098
1099
1100
1101
1102
1103
1104
1105
1106
1107
1108

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF
MAY 14,2018
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT — AGENDA ITEM 3

COUNCILWOMAN FIORE
Okay. So it's denied.

CITY ATTORNEY
Okay. So we have one of each, and so we’ll 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. I appreciate it. And we'll go

from there. Thank you.
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840-050

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, GLV
Steve Jones, GCW
Scott Plummer, GCW

General Discussion ltems:

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
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Design Workshop on 435 TDS 7/26/2018 Comments
August 13, 2018

Fage 2

840-064

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 fo the
CLY staff in an effort fo receive conditional approval on the TDS.

Comment
Ho.

Comment

Discussion/Response

1

Based on the WSPG models, the velocity
head and super elevation depth in Mainling 1
and Mainline 2 result in additional hydraulic
praessure in the system that is not accounted
for in the current design. Provide conceptual
structural details of the storm drain
improvements {(Mainline, manholes, ele.) to
address the hydraulic pressures and high
velocities. CLV Flood Control review of the
conceplual structural details is reguired prior
to canditional appreval 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
concrafe is requirsd 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 20% level structural
detaits for this project in the next submittal.

Harizontal curvature information has bean
included in the WSPG modsl for Mainline 1,
but no super elevation is shown in the resulis.
The super elevation depth and velocity head
results are needed to estimate the additional
hydraulic pressure in the sysiem and is to he
incorporated in the storm drain system
structural design

GCW concurred that although the WSPG program is
supposed to compute additional bend/super-glevation
losses in a closed slorm drain, it was observed thru
internal calsulation that this additionat 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 currenfly shown on the plans. GCW would
ensure thai 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 infegrity of the RCB including manhole
risers and pipe penstration 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 shalt
include the impacts of super elevation to the
eslablished HGL. As an example, the WSPG
model for Mainline 2 shows an 8 foot super
glevation depth that needs to be added to the
HGL shown

GCW agreed to adjust the plans fo show the HGL as
the WSPG water depth plus additional CCRFCD
Manual super-elevation depth. GCW alse discussed
that all bands in the design mest CCRFCD Manual
super-elevation criteria.

Transition No 19 presented in the WSPG
madel shows a transilion structure tength 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 1o
evatuate the hydraulic performance of this
fransition structure as well as its impact to the
water surface elevalion

After discussion, CLV understoad that the project
proposeas to connect directly into the existing
headwall of the dual 12'x12' RCBs and not
recanstruct any portion of the skewed existing dual
RCBs, GCW will clarify design in the conceptual
structural detail of the connection struclure, and no
additional hydraulic caleulations are necessary.

A post-project condition HEC-RAS model is
required to show how the proposed, new
SFHA Zong A ties into the existing SFHA
Zone A areas. Provide an exhibit to reflect the
posl-project condition medel and inctude a

the existing condition sections praviously providsd
upstream of the project to the proposed sump prior to
flow entering the storm drain. The downsiream
boundary condition in the sump will be established as
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Fage 3
Comment Comment Discussion/Response
No.
summary table. Clearly indicate the SFHA the improved intet WSE. GCW discussed and will
Zone A areas to remain, proposed SFHA summarize in the next submittal that the FEMA
Zaone 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 critaria. The Figure 8R previously
submitied showing the mapping tie-ins will be blown
up o better show the proposed FEMA mapping.

6 Provide calculations la support the water GCW discuszed its method for compuling WSE and
surface elevation shown on C5.04 and C5.07 | determining improved inlet design was by inlet/foutiet
at the entrances of Mainline 1 and Mainline 2. | control with minimum computed CCRFCD Manual
It appears that the water surface elevations transition lentgih 1o the larger RCB opening, because
shown were abtained directly from the WSPG | extending the WSPG model fo the upstream terminus
model outputs. Supporting calculations need | of the improved inlet resulted In unreasonable results
te 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 propased improvement methodology is understoed, CLY staff agreed to re-
from the natural channels review these areas afler GCW sends the

unreasanable hydraulic model.

¥ 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
aceess structure

previous meatings, 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
propased 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, ufilize the combined n-valuas as
discussed in the response letter 1o reflect
erosion mitigation measures. The models
with the combined n-values shall also utilize
an ni-value of 3.015 for the rest of the storm
drain that does not require erosion mitigation
far sensitivity analysis

CLV clarified that it agrees the design prasented in
the last submittal is acceptable with 0.015 roughness
and reugher 0.023 where corrugaled sides is
proposed. CLV only requests the 0.013 manning's
roughness mode! as a side madef 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
abnortnalities, re-consultation with CLY may be
required.

] The WSX file for "Main0626" (Mainline 1)
WSPG models have been provided with this
submittal. Provide the typical input and output
files for the "Main(626" WSPG models for the
interim and ultimate candilions in order to
verify input and output information

The type of medeling program was clarified with CLV
staff as an acceplable resource, which was agreed to.
GCW volunteered to create a summary table that wilt
help the CLV staff more easily review its results

10 Provide WSP(G models of the interim
condition reflecling the 200%¢14' RCB entrance
and fransition o 10'x10" RCB for Mainline 1
and the 20'x12' RCB entrance and transition
tao 10'x8' RCB for Mainline 2

TTCLV staff will rereview GCW methodology per

discussion included in response to Comment #6.

1 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 FIGER to match the WSPG model for | GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will

Mainline 1 reflecting the combined n-vaiue of
0.023 for W3P( stations -7825.45 and -
7573.83

provide accordingly.
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Page 4
Comment Comment Discussion/Response

No.

13 lt is noted that Mainline 2 was modeled as the | GCW discussed that its assumptions for the Mainling
system extended for fulure 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 Septernber 2017, CLY concurrad and determined the

comment to be voided,

14 Provide calculations to support the design of Both CLV and_ﬁbw'égreed for the potential of
the 2:1 slope and verify that the ground cover | erosion or head-cutling down the 2:1 slope to the
material is sufficient for conveying the flows improved inlet. GCW agreed to extend the concrete
entering thae Mainlina 1 and 2 systems. with cut-off wall at its 2 major improved inlets up the
Frovide erosion protection based upon 2:1 slope to the existing wash for erosion protection,
velocitias

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 lataral drains. Additionally, GCW will re-evaluate
accordingly slopes of the lateral storm drains to eliminate high

velacities (over 25-fps) in the slorm drain to protect
the pipe itself from erosion.

16 Provide sediment control at inlet structuras of | GCW showed a similar means for sediment control at
Mainling 1 and Mainiing 2 the improved inlet structures accepted on a similar

project. CLV agreed that GCW could stage the
baottomn of the sump below the invert of the RCB
apening by 2-ft, with a low flaw DI and drain pipe for
positive drainage.

17 It is noted that maintenance access has heaen | After review, GCW agreed ta provide accarding to the
provided for Lateral 5 (6'x6' RCB) and Lateral | CLV comment.

9 (24" RCP) but not for Lateral 3 facilities.
Review and ravise accordingly

18 Show the iocation of Sectlicn 1 on FIG15 GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will

provide accordingly.

19 Update the inlet calcuiations to include the GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
carresponding Facility numbers {e.q. 24 inch | provide accordingly.

RCP — Facility 7A).

20 Laterals &, 7, and 8 have velocities that GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
exceed the maximum allowable velacity of 25 | provide accordingly. Additionally, CLY agreed that if
feet per second based on design slopes. the siope in the pipe was reduced to minimum (0.5%)
Revise the lateral slopes accordingly o meet | and high velocities still result, GCW could utilize i-
criteria inch sacrificial concrate 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 | CLYV and GCW agread that future studies will address
of the southern porion of the proposed lots minimum finished floor elevations on the site.
must be higher than the road grades of the Additionally, it was also discussed that fuiure finished
future road. Future road grades {CL and TC floor elevations do not need to be higher than the
elevalions) are not apparent, therefore the future road as the comment suggests; however, the
minimum finishad floor elevations cannot be enginzer will be required to mitigate for these areas
verified to meet criteria where the road is higher by other improvernents such

as floodwalis, waterproofing, ete. that will be reviewed
in the future studies.
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Page 5
Comment Comment Discussion/Response
Ho.

22 Show future road grades on profiles CLV siaff clarified that the intant of showing the future
road grades is to make sure that the manhacles are
constructed in 2 manner that minimizes re-
construction of the entire conelcollar when they are
adjusted in the future. GCW agreed to show the
manholes an adeguate heighl above the proposed
rough grade and show a conceptual read profile to
enough accuracy to design manholes with some
permanence. CLY will allow stiputations 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

forthe 8' x 6' RCB as it appears it is provide accordingly.
praposed to convey interim flows

24 Label Laterals 5 through 8 on the plan and GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
prefile to correspond to the tateral profies on | provide aceordingly.

Sheets C6.010 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 L

26 SDMH #7101 and #102 are called cut as Type | GCW acknowledged the City's request, and will
| manholes on the profile but the plan provide accordingly.
referances Construction Note 4 which calls
out Type |I-A. Review and revise accordingly

27 Revise the Construction Notes to remove any | GCW acknowledged the Cify's request, and will
notes that are no longer applicable to the provide accordingly.
current proposed desian (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 CLV staff agrees that the structural details required
construction including the sections of the for next submittal are conceptual in nature, similar fo
tined invert and corrugated wall faces 30% design plans on a CIP. GCW will camply.

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 strucfural 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 an a CIP. GOW will comply.

kY| Provide structural details for connection into CLV staff agrees that the structural defails 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 lhE"proposed CLV stafi agrees that the structural details re'tiuired

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 camply.
33 Provide a note on the structural details that GOW acknowledged the City's request, and will

specifies 6000-psi strength concrete for all
segments of storm drain where velocities
exceed 25 feel per second based on the n-
value of 0.013

provide accordingly. Note that the comment was
corrected by CLV staff to pravide §,000-psi note on
the areas with high velocities determined in the 0.015
raughness model.
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Comment Comment DiscussioniResponse

No,

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 Gomment #2).
Review and revise accordingly Therefore, no additional structural design is reguired.

35 Yerify that the minimum allowable cover over | GCW will be adjusting alt FG on the project to he
the storm drain is 1 foot or greater at any minimum 1B-inches above the design HGL {(adjusted
point along the system, specifically between per discussions in Response to Comment #2).
stations 75+50t0 79+00 Therefore, no additionat structural design is required.

36 The engineer must review the pipe hydraulics | GCW wili be adjusting all FG on the project to be
to verify systern design to keep the HGL 18 minimurn 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 additionafl structural design is required.
have hinged and grated lids with extended

" concrete collars tied te the box

37 Provide fall protection at the Mainiine 1 inlet CLV and GCW agreed that post and cakble railing will
struclure as well as the bigger interim he provided anywhere there is a vertical drop from
facilities the top of the 2 main frunk sform drains.

38 Pravide access to all starm drain manboles Larger areas for turnarcund 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 grale.
road dead-ends

39 It appears there is a storm drain manhaole GCW ackmowledged the City's request, and will
shown on the plans at approximate statien provide accordingly.
65+28 but not tabelad or shown in the profile.

If ne manhole is proposed at this location,
revise the tocation of storm drain access
rmanhole 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 applicabte Final onto the plans to satisfy comment.

Location Map option for this project

[il All manhefes in unimproved/rough graded CLV staff is requesting crossbar locking lid, similar to
araas shall include 2 lacking ld with extended | the sewer locking manhole detail, and GCW agreed
conarete collar, set above grade to provide.

42 Waterproofing of the RCE 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

pius high trees are allowed directly over the RCB.

80 The propesed improvements show drainage Since there has been no response o review on the

faciliies of a size that must be reviewed for
access and maintenance conceimns. The
engineer must submit an extra set of
improvemant plans ta 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 Departiment which is
requirad for conditional approval of the TDS, GCW
was tasked to schedule a meeting with Matthew
Meyer to discuss the project priar to resubmittal.
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