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a. 3.	 T. R. Jarrett (PM-14-74)	 Rights of Way:	 Darrell Lane (30');
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Jeanette St.	 (30'); Bradley Rd.	 (40').	 Road Improvement costs: --
330' to 2640'	 ($660 to $5280).	 Owners will be required to sign a
commitment for offsite improvements upon application of building
permit. (Abeyance)
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4. Ivey and Nielson (PM-15-74) 'ights of Way: Ruston Road (21')	 -

plus 10' radius. Ro.....L..1,1•aw.,..- ts costs: None. Owners will be
required to sign a commitmen for offsite improvements upon appli-
cation of building permit. (Abeyance)	 _
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5.	 Ray Cicchi	 (PM-16-74) Rights of Way: None. Road Improvement
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(continued)

Gragson: My ruling on the m9Appn was to hold it in
abMignce for further details - we WI .,till hold it in abeyance
from that motion that was made at a previous meeting.

At the hour of 9:30 p.m. Mayor Gragson declared a 10-minute
recess.

Meeting reconvened at the hour of 9:40 p.m. with the full Board
and Staff present.

PARCEL )VIAPS
Abeyance

See Page 37

Director of Public Works, Richard P. Sauer: As a preliminary
to these items, the County had the 3 proposal before them the
other day - this is the second time this request has been made
to them - however, it was tabled and the County will consider.
it at a later date. However, while I don't know how long it
will take for them to consider it, I would like to suggest - we
are getting an awful lot of Parcel Maps in and some with the
obvious intent to evade the policy that has been laid out by
this Commission. For example, on a subdivision map of one
acre, or more, the developer must provide the offsites in
R-A, R-E and R-1 development, but with a Parcel Map as
explained to you at previous meetings, we do not ask for that
but to evade the concept of the policy they are asking for
Parcel Mips and then re-parceling the Parcel Maps, getting
away from the offsite improvements and the City is getting
stuck for putting in all of these roads. We are going to have
a problem because it will just keep on escalating as time goes
by and I would like to suggest, whether the County accepts our
proposal or not, that the Committee appointed on this possibly
consider this two weeks from now and either make a decision
that we assess the 3 per sq. ft. cost, which will not quite
pay for the roads we are going to have to provide - but at
least it will be a good start. In two weeks , the Commission
might consider this again -

Commissioner Franklin: I don't think there is anything in the
Law that requires us to approve a Parcel Map - they must file
it with us and if this is in one of our overlapping areas -
suppose we had to go through County land under our agree-
ment to put in the improvement - can we be required to put in a
gravel road on County property without their consent - I think
it is sOmething that takes a lot more study by all of us -

Mr. Sauer: It is also very expensive -

Commissioner Franklin: Is there anything critical on any of these
before us tonight?

Mr. Sauer: Not that I know of - on some of these, of course,
there is no provision for a road required - No. 3, for example.

Commissioner Franklin: Don't you think that some of these
abuses that are now coming to light under the Parcel Map Law,
that'there's an excellent chance that there will be either a
repeal or a major' modification in the 1975 Legislature?

Mr. Sauer: They may wipe that out at the next Session -
(7-t

Commissioner Franklin: If you don't have to approve them between
now and then, let the Legislature take another long, hard look at
this.

Page 36
Minutes	 Mr. Sauer: Of course the Commission can, in lieu of this 3 per
Regular Meeting sq. ft., can knock out this provision that says we will build the
City Commission
April 24, 1974	 road and leave it up to the property owner which, of course,

creates problems too because they can't get a Building Permit
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Commission Action Deoartent Action

V.I. DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 	 .	 •	 -

RICHARD P.	 SAUER,	 P..E„.DIRECTOR'OF PUBLIC WORKS'

CITY ENGINEER

A.	 APPROVAL OF PARCEL MARS	 r Items 5/1/74 Agenda
1 thru 4

It is recommended that the following Parcel	 Maps be approved. Abeyance
Rights of way, as indicated, will	 be acquired with the recording of

these maps.	 Owners will	 be required ta sign a commitment for off-
site improvements upon application'of building permit. 	 .

F - unanimous

•

1. Towne & Country Realty (PM-13-74) Rights Of Way: Elkhorn (501:
Donald (60'), Darrell Lane .(30'); Bradley (40'), Unicorn (601);
Thom (30'); and all intersection radii..
Road Improvements Costs: 650' to -1990 L , (i1300to $3980)	 .

2. T. R. Jarrett (PM-14-74) Rights of Way: •Darrell..Lane-(301;

Jeanette St. (30'); Bradl .,?v Rd (40')
Road ImprOvement Costs: 330' to 2640' ($660.,,	 $5280)

3. Ivey and Niels4n (PM-15-7i	 Rights of Way: Ruston Road (21')'

plus 10' radius
Road Improvement Costs .: , e--

4. •Ray Cicchi (PM-16-74) Rights of Way: None	 -	 .
Road Improvement Costs: None

B. RELEASE OF SUBDIVISION BONDS 

1. All offsite improvements on Park Bonanza East : Unit No. 2 sub-
division have been completed in accordance with agreements and city
standards: All work has been -inspected by the Public Works, Fire,
Electrical, and Sanitation Departments .. It is recommended that the

improvement § be accepted for this subdivision. (PBS Corporation,

W. H. Okell, V.P.)	 ,



PARCEL MAPS
••	 (continued)

- they can't get a building permit un ess there's a road to
that location -

Mayor Grag son: Maybe we should remove that restriction then -
just give him a building permit and he will find a way in and
out -

Mr. Sauer: If the Commission would care to hold these then
we can re-evaluate and perhaps come up with a different
proposal.

Motion 	 Commissioner Franklin: I move that all four (4) requests for
approval of Parcel . Maps be held in abeyance.

Motion carried by the following vote: Commissioners
Christensen, Lurie, Franklin, Morelli and Mayor
Gragson voting aye; noes, none.

-
SENIOR CITIZENS	 Mr. Sauer: The one that the Architect gave us the schematic
FACILITY	 on - a rendering, if you will, encompassed about 14,000 sq.

Report	 ft. The one we had funding for, under the criteria we used,
contained about 12,000 sq. ft. There's no question but what
the Facility in Utah has 14,000 sq. ft. - also there are 17,000
senior citizens in Salt Lake City. There are'two concepts re-
lating to._the larger area - one I might just mention in passing -
that there be possibly a smaller one at this location and then
as we grow, another Facility in the Valley. However,, the
Architect under our present program was asked - and the
Senior Citizens asked him to design for was 14,000 sq. ft.
However, in talking to him and also, by the way, he estimated
$35.00 a sq. ft. - this building runs $27.00 a sq. ft.' and even
though prices have escalated since then, it isn't going that •
high - we can knock it down to around $30.00 as a realistic
estimate and with a little smaller concept, we can get it down
to where we can afford it He showed us the plans yesterday
that contained 12,000 sq. ft. and had the same program that
they hád in the 14,000 sq. ft. and I could see where there •
would be no problem. The reason I asked to hold it is because•
I asked him take that to the Senior Citizens Steering Committee -
have then review it and then bring it back -

• • Commissioner Franklin: If everything goes smoothly, what is the
approximate date we will be breaking ground on this?

Mr. Sauer: I can't give you that date -

• Commissioner Franklin: The thing that bothers me - there have
• been at least fifteen people that I know of who were very

active in trying to get the Senior Citizens Facility together
and who aren't with us any more. We're not dealing with a

• Teenage Center - we're talking about people who may never
get to use and enjoy it. If you can, get a little due and
deliberate speed on this thing because we are dealing with
Senior Citizens -

Mr. Sauer: We have ground him down pretty good now, so he
can go to bid in November - I think we can open some time in
November and start construction before the first of the year .
but we'll have a little more comprehensive report on this at
the next meeting.

Motion	 Commissioner Franklin: I move that it be held in abeyance.
Page 39	 .
Minutes	 Motion carried by the following vote: Commissioners

Regular Meeting	 Christensen, Lurie, Franklin, Morelli and Mayor
City Commission	 Gragson voting aye; noes, none.
April 24, 1974	 ,
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7' PM-15-74	 :	 Parcel Map submitted by JACK AND DOROTHY IVEY AND

)

TED NIELSON concerning property generally located at
APPROVED ; Homestead Road between Ruston ,Road and Log Cabin Way.

The property is located northwest of Tule Springs Park.
It involves a parcel of land approximately four acres in
size to be divided into four Parcels. There will be
dedicated right-of-way on three sides. Ruston Road,
along the north side, will be a 51' wide local street;
whereas 60' rights-of-way are normally dedicated in
this area. Due to the lots being at the minimum acre
size required for septic tank permits, the additional 9'
of right-of-way could not be provided. Staff had no
objections to the 51' right-of-way and recommended
approval subject to the normal conditions.

Mr. Cutler moved PM-15-74 be APPROVED subject to the
following conditions:

1. Conformance to code requirements and design
standards of City departments.

2. Satisfaction of requirements of state statutes
relative to parcel maps.

3. Street names to be provided as required by the
Department of Community Development.

• The Motion carried by unanimous vote.
•

	

8. PM-14-74	 Parcel Map submitted by T. R. JARRETT concerning property
generally located on Dorrell Lane between Bradley Road

	

APPROVED	 and Jeanette Street.

This is a ten acre parcel of land to be divided into four
lots with each being over two acres in size. This map is
in an area where other parcel maps have been approved.
Staff recommended approval subject to the normal conditions.

Mr. Cutler moved PM-14-74 be APPROVED subject to the
following conditions:

1. Conformance to code requirements and design stan-
dards of City departments.

2. Conformance to requirements of state statutes•

relative to parcel maps. 	 .

3. Street names to be provided as required by the
Department of Community Development.,

The motion carried by unanimous vote.

9. PM-16-74	 Submitted by RAY CICCHI concerning property generally
located at Kenyon Place and Desert Lane.

APPROVED
The zoning action was approved on two of the four parcels
involved on this map. The present zoning is R-2 on the
westerly two parcels and the easterly two parcels were
rezoned to R-3. There exists single family residences
on each of the two lots zoned R-2 and a triplex on one
of the R-3 parcels. The remaining parcel is vacant.
Under the zoning action to R-3, the plot Plan reflected
the triplex and a two-story 16 unit apartment building
because R-4 zoning was requested. The application was
amended to R-3 zoning which meant the number of units
would have to be reduced to a number permitted in the
R-3 zone. Also, the property line between parcels 3
and 4 is located where the proposed 16 unit building was
shown on the plot plan. Consequently, staff recommended
approval subject to the plot plan under zoning action
Z-90-72 being amended according to the parcel shown on
this map, and the normal conditions.

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES - April 11, 1974 - Page #11







CITY OF LAS VEGAS	 411	 Date

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM	 April in , 1Q711 

TO:	 FROM:

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT	 DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS

SUBJECT:	 COPIES TO:

Art Veeder
Parcel Map PM-15-74, Jack and Dorothy'
Ivey and Ted Nielson

Your memorandum of April 1, 1974 requested' comments on the submission of a
parcel' map by Jack and Dorothy Ivey and Ted Nielson. The' following cOmments
are made in connection' with' thismap:

1. In order to satisfy County Health Department requirements parcel
#4 had to be increased to 39,000+ square feet as a minimum which reduced the
right of way width on the south side of Ruston Road to 21'. Dedication of
the 21' reduced width would be satisfactory providing that a full 30' would
be dedicated for the north half of the street.

2. Ted Nielson must record a quitclaim deed from his wife on parcel #4
before the parcel map is filed.

3. Paved access exists on Durango, which is 1/4 mile south and 1/4 mile
west of the parcel in this action. The access to the parcel on Homestead and
Gilbert has been surfaced with gravel.

4. Rights of way requirements for Log Cabin Way, Homestead, and Ruston
Road shown on the parcel map would be dedicated with the recording.

V. B. UEHLING
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-CITY OF LAS VEGAS
-

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM

/-
'Date,

•
April_ 4' 

TO:	 FROM:

Foster	 Stormson

SUBJECT:	 COPIES TO:

PM-15-74
J. & D. Ivey and Ted Nielson

This property is located on Homestead Road and Ruston Road
showing four parcels proposed. All four parcels meet the
R-E zone requirements. Due to the fact that one parcel
along Ruston Road and Homestead Road was sold prior to this
application with 150-ft. lot width the additional lot
width for Ruston Road would reduce the lot area below the
one acre required by the State Health Department for septic
tank and well water services. The owner requested that
a 21-ft. street section for•Ruston Road be approved making
a 51-ft. total street width. This would allow a larger size
for the corneryhat ammeetSthe approval of the State Health
agency.	 146'

Subject to the requirements of the'Department of Public Works -
and the State of Nevada statutes for parcel maps, staff recommends
approval.

GPS:pdm

CL 1
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1111Ty OF LAS VEGAS " 'PLANNING DEP,TMEVT

TRANSMITTAL

raCtirtrEPTONMS
PARCEL MAPS

DATE  April 1, 1974 

TO: Diblic Works Department
OFire Department
Las Vegas Valley Water District
Nevada Power Company
Central Telephone Company
Clark County Planning Commission

PM-15-74

Submitted by:	 JACK AND DOROTHY IPIY AND TED NIELSON

• May we have your comments, recommendations, and suggestions no later than

.  as soon as possible 	.. It is . important that a reply be received at

this office, even though you may not have an easement affecting this map.

, Presentation to the Planning Commission:  April 11,.1974-: 

•

DON J. SAYLOR, AIP .	 •-
Director of Planning
Coordinator of Urban Renewal

DJS:bjw
Attachment
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.	 III
-CITY OF LAS VEGAS ** PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TRANSMITTAL

IMMVRIMIEMOCKUP
MUM NAPa

To: VOlio V010,44
VArp 041partboat
Lem Ve.„1,014. a.c': Water atealgt
goada PoVer CQnpatgr
CtgAtral-Telt;	 CaesAY
tlar Coutty Planizts Counlaeloa

DATE koril 1.,	 In,

Submitted by:	 w141	 DOOM ;415r ARO VD 61=03

May ye have your comments, recommendations, and suggestions no later than

Sc-Cn 44 ImatIVtae 	. It is important that a reply be received at

this office -, even though you may not have an easement affecting this map.

Presentation to the Planning Commission:  Am t,4, U * 197h 

DON J. SAYLOR, AIP
Director of Planning
Coordinator of Urban Renewal

DJS:bjw
Attachment





Receipt No.: Date: 	

PARCEL MAP APPLICATION

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
CITY OF LAS VEGAS

Date: ..jr-212.,14 
1. Owner of Record:

/0_ ifi.GC/5/Y___ KO" Al_ _ifirsa._(.zy___ AI= jr/14"/1, ' _0_0 e a ,0Address:2275g94gMala44heitlyE&141_ Phone No.: ...46W12.1._
2. Name of Engineer or Surveyor: jzzezesExi„llyiliERT

Address: 4901 W WAS 11 IN670/ 	. 	 Phone No.: 212846,v
3. Location of Parcel Map: Section  Ar 	 Township  )9 	 Range Ata_

Tax Parcel No.: LE:015:11
4. Acreage: shy: , Number of Parcels to be Created:  4 	 Land Use Zone: RE 
5. Does the land front on a public (dedicated) street?	 Yes	 No  • 

6. List names of public access streets between this property and nearest major street:

•PA.I .a • Y	 1	 _	 e	 _	 4	 _

7. Describe the existing improvements and/or condition of streets in Item #6 above:

8. Describe how water service will be provided to this land. If water service is to be

provided by a public agency, indicate the agency name and location of nearest existing

*ctor

9. WIII the property be serviced by the City Sanitary Service System? 	 Yes	 No

If no, Indicate how sewer service will be provided: _s_LEen_radg,r%.

10. It immediate development proposed on the parcels of land to be crested? Yosje6o

If yeso.indicate type of development and anticipated date construction will commence:

ABP RECORDS	
The undersigned owner of record hereby requests this parcel map application to be submitted
to the Planning Commission and City Commission for consideration and all statements and
answers contained herein are in all respects true and correct.

rSignatures:	 57 	 Z,	 , /..,1'—',..dd
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	(SEE 'NEM	 PE r0K—ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS)

A *44 FDA DLPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT USE ONLY ***

Filing Fee: $	 Received by: 	

Case 40.1




