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Case No Z-0125-79

1b2-02-811-034

Location E of Burnhams, 100' S of Exley

Applicant Faye Waits

Subject

Reclassification of property legally
described as Lots 5+ b+ 7 and 42. and the
North L/2 of Lot 4L~ Block 7. amended
Metropolitan Addition.
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- 2313 Burnham
Las Vegas, NV 89104
December 13, 1979

Harold P. Foster, Director
Community Planning and Development

2-125-79 - REZONING OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE EAST
SIDE OF BURNHAM AVENUE

I received notification of the public hearing to be held on
‘December 13, 1979, in reference to the rezoning/reclassification
of subject property.

As you know, each rezoning of this nature that is approved makes
the next attempt easier for the developers and more difficult for
the homeowners to defeat. A successful rezoning attempt now could
ultimately result in a 7-11 type establishment very near our homes.
You've seen it happen many times in other neighborhoods.

Additional commercial endeavors near my home not only create
additional traffic of an undesirable nature, but they reduce property
values as well.

I have devoted alot of time, effort, and money to my home. If
offices are built and the property reclassified to commercial,
the value of my home will be greatly reduced. For these reasoms,
I am against the proposed rezoning/reclassification.

- ?

- _ ‘Valerio G. Padilla
e ,

VGP:mrb | - -~/Cipriana Padilla
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MRS. COLEMAN made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-124-79, subject
to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent to be restricted to a twelve (12)
month time limit.

2. The north 50 feet of the application be denied.

3. The north 100 feet of the south 250 feet be amended to P-R.

4. Llandscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system
shall be provided as required by the Planning Commission
and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory manner.
Failure to properly maintain required landscaping and under-
ground sprinkler systems shall be cause for revocation of a
business license.

5. Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to or at the same time
application is made for a building permit, license or prior
to occupancy.

6. All mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas
shall be screened from view from the abutting streets.

7. Conformance to the plot plan as amended to reflect the
above conditions.

8. Securing all necessary permits and licenses and satisfaction
of City Code requirements and design standards of all City
departments.

Voting was as follows:

"AYES" Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie, Mr. Jones
and Mr. Kennedy
"NOES" Mr. Miller

Motion for APPROVAL carried by a 5/1 vote,

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL announced this item would be heard by the City
Cormmission on January 2, 1980 at 2:00 P.M.

Application of FAYE WAITS for reclassification of property
generally located on tMe—east side of Burnham Avenue, 100 ft,
south of Exley Avenue, from R-1 (Single Family Residence) to
C-1 (Limited Commercial). The above property is legally des-
cribed as Lots 5, 6, 7 and 42, and the North Half (N%) of

Lot 41, Block 7, Amended Metropolitan Addition.
Proposed Use: Office

MR. BROWN presented the staff report and stated the request

is located in the middle of R-1. Staff feels this area should
be developed as R-1 and would recommend denial. There are &
letters of protest on file.

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL declared the public hearing open.

FAYE WAITS, 3855 South Spencer, represented the appiication.

She stated it was not felt that this is a residential iot and
felt it would be appropriate as a business office.

CAROL KOLSON appeared in protest and submitted a petition of

protest. She stated the applicant was not the legal owner of
two of the lots.

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL stated the Commissioﬁ was present to consider
the rezoning and it was not known by the Commission if an appli-
cation is 11legal unless staff so advises.

NEILA HALBREK, 2001 Burnham, appeared in protest, citing traffic
as a reason for protest.

CONRAD LOCKLER, JR., 2312 Mariposa, appeared in protest.
SHIRLEY HURSCH, 2209 Mariposa, appeared in protest.

ANNOTATED MINUTES - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION - DECEMBER 13, 1979 - PAGE 8
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PAUL LACKLEY appeared in protest.

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked if the application was legal.

MR. FOSTER stated it was in order.

MRS. WAITS appeared in rebuttal.

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked the applicant if she owned all of the
' property.

MRS. WAITS stated she owned Lot 5 and half of Lot 42.

MR. FOSTER stated the application should be held in abeyance
and a3 new application submitted with the proper signatures.

. P NN ’

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL made a Motion fof DENIAL of of Lot 5 and the
South Half of Lot 42, that property-beldnging to Mrs. Waits.
Voting was as follows:

“AYES" Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Miller, Mr. Guthrie,

Mr. Jones and Mr. Kennedy
"NOES" None
Motion for DENIAL carried unanimously.
11. Z-126-79 Application of D.H. HAND for reclassification of property
generally located on the south side of Bonanza Road, 500 ft.
APPROVED east of Rancho Drive, from C-1 (Limited Commercial), C-2

(General Commercial) and C-M (Commercial Industrial), to C-2
(General Commercial). The above property is legally described
as a portion of the North Half (Nk) of the South Half (Sk) of
the Southeast Quarter (SE%) of Section 29, Township 20 South,
Range 61 East, MOB&M.

Proposed Use: High Density Apartments and Restaurant

MR. BROWN presented the staff report and stated the plot plan

is as shown with apartments, nice landscaping and parking. There
is a commercial development along the south side of Bonanza from
this location on east. This request is in concert with the
pattern of the area. Staff thinks it is in keeping with the
General Plan and policy and would recommend approval. Public
Services requires dedication of 15' of right-of-way for Bonanza.

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL declared the public hearing open.

DICK HARTER represented the application and agreed to staff
stipulations.

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked if anyone else wished to be heard; there
being no one, he declared the public hearing closed.

MR. MILLER made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-126-79, subject to
the fo!lowing conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent to be restricted to a twelve (12)
month time limit.

2. Dedication of 15 feet of right-of-way on Bonanza Road as
required by the Department of Public Services.

3. Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system
shall be provided as required by the Planning Commission
and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory manner,
Failure to properly maintain required landscaping and under-
ground sprinkler systems shall be cause for revocation of a
business license.

4. Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to or at the same

time application is made for a building permit, license or
prior to occupancy.

ANNQTATED MINUTES - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION - DECEMBER 13, 1979 - PAGE 9




MAYOR BILL BRIARE
COMMISHONERS |
) RON LURIE
‘. PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN
L ROV WOOFTER
LALLEVY

@« - Lo
any of LAS VEGAS

4

civv arvormay . §
QEORGE F.QGILVIB N

e CITY MANAGER .
.. - Russsiiooan . - B

Ms. Faye Waits
:-3885 '8, Spencer e
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

Dear Ms. Waits:

Regarding your xecent rezoning appliGation on Bu;nham Avenue, the

‘:City Attorney's Office has indicated that:you may; proceed on a new

x application i@g§§}§E§l¥ without having to.wait: the four mopth time

. period. - The new’ application should include "all owners of record and :

*;submittal of” 1pformation for. the. application.a The next filing dead-"»u
line is’ January 21, 1980 fo: tbe February 14,,1980‘P1ann1ng Commissxon

There is.. some ambiguity in the aning Ordinance relative to all Cit
‘property owners: being requi: to sign the. application. ‘Due to this
_factor, 7 am waiVLng theﬁszoo filinq-fee for -a qew‘applicationkon this

"fFor your ponvenience, D& am enCIOSing the application forms.i If Yoh',,if
“}have questions regarding this matter, ple ercontact me. Yo

Sincere}y

. cm@ sae-e011 |
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CIFY OF.LAS VEGAS » | @ >~

INTER-OFFICE M‘E"MORA'N?UM | January 10, 1980 ;

- - ) - ) _ l {
TO: - | FROM: I
HAROLD FOSTER CHRISTOPHER G. GE LNER |

Community Planning and D ty City Atto '

Development . , ' ‘ ‘ // '

w“j _— - ’ 2 ét?/’(// M"’"‘/ !

SUBJECT: D B COPIES TO: QD B '
| EZONING APPLICATION OF . . " DON SAYLOR |
FAYE WAITS $%-125-79 ' - |

. A |

¥

Rk You have requested an opinion from this office as to whether or
1 - not Ms. Faye Waits, who recently filed application #2-125-79 to
: rezone from R-1 to C-1 several lots she owns and several that '
=i she is purchasing, must wait four (4) months before she can re- S
A file another Petition for the rezoning of these properties, ‘
| The Planning Commission recommended against her request after

i a public hearing. Section 11-1-25(B){2) of the City Code pro-
41‘ _ vides that an application for rezoning of property cannot be
refiled for the same or a less restrictive use within four (4)
months after 1t is denied or is w1thdrawn after a public hearing.

Ms, Waits was precluded from hav1ng the Planning Commission's
recommendation on her initial application referred to the City
Commission for consideration on the basis of the verbal oplnlon
of this office that the Planning Commission never had juris-
diction of the application since oply Ms, Waits signature was on
the Petition and 11-1-25(B) (1) and (2) of the City Code reguire _ (
—~the Petition to contain the signatures of the record owners of .;
all of the properties in the area to be. rezoned. .

“Upon a re—examxnatlon of 11-1- 25(5)(1) and (2) of the City Code,
it is the opinion of this office that these paragraphs are un-
clear as to whether or not the owners of all of the property
embraced w1th1n a rezoning Petition must.sign the Petition.
Although your Department has always maintained the position that ;‘
" the signatures of the owners of all of the properties is re-. :;
quired, it would be a reasonable interpretation of the above i

provisions that the Petition only requires the signature of- the
owner or owners of a portion of the property within the area
proposed to be rezoned. 1l- 1-25(B) (1) provides that an appll-
cation for reclassification can be initiated by "petition of .
gt . one (1) or more of the owners of property within the area pro-
i posed for reclassification." This prov151on seems to clearly

b e b ) g

Lv-6217

- ﬂ




Harold* Foster EEERIEEE S b s January 10, 1980

prov1de that one or more, but not all, of the owners of pro-

. perty in the area to be rezoned can initiate the Petition. As

to whom has to sign the Petition is addressed by 11-1-25(B}) (2)
which provides in part that "said application shall be signed
and acknowledged by a record owner or owners of property with-
in the area sought to be\recla551f1ed."' Readlng paragraphs

- (B) (1) and (B) (2) togethér, one could reasohably conclude that

the record owner or owners of all of the properties proposed
for rezoning need not sign the Petition, and that the record
owner or ownersg of a portion of the property would be sufficient.

\ Slnce there is -an ambiguity created by 11-1-25(B) (1) and (2)

and one interpretation is that the owners of all of the property
in the area proposed for rezoning need not sign the Petition,
and since Ms. Waits' original Petition corresponded with this
interpretation, it is the opinion of this office that either the

- City should allow the Planning Commission's decision to be re-
ferred to the City Commission (contrary to our earlier oral

oplnlon) or the City should waive the four (4)-month waiting

" period mandated by 11-1-25(B) (2) and allow Ms, Waits to immedi-

ately file a new Petition for reclassification of the property

- containing the signatures of the record owner or owners of all

the lots proposed for- reclassiflcation.. ‘The choice of which
remedy to follow is yours, - T

It is the further recommendation of this office that ordinance

.amendment proceedings be commenced at once. by your Department

to amend 11-1- -25(B} (1) and (2} to clearly reflect the perceived
intent of the Planning Commission and the City Commission as to
whom should be required to aign a Petltion for reclassification

of property..~

/1e
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CITY of LAS VEGAS

MAYORBILL BRIARE

COMMISSIONERS

RON LURIE

PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN
D

ROY WOOFTER

AL LEVY

CITY ATTCRNEY
GEORGE F.OGILVIE

TR 7Y 77T

CiITY MANAGER
RUSSELL DORN

SRR

December 19, 1979

Waits
Spencer
s, Nevada

Dear Ms. Waits:

Your request for reclassification of property generally located

on the east side of Burnham Avenue, 100 ft. south of Exley Avenue,
from R-1 to C-1, was considered by the City Planning Commission on
December 13, 1979. At the Commission meeting, it was noted that vou
were not the owner of all of the lots and a portion of them were in
escrow. Consequently, the Planning Commission only acted on the
lots under your ownership and the recommendation was for DENIAL,

Your application has been discussed with the City Attornev's OCffice
and the City Attorney has ruled that your entire application 1s
invalid because you were not the owner of record of all the parcels
requested for rezoning. This means all proceedings will cease on
this application.

You have also inquired on the time limits for submitting another
application on this entire parcel, This request has been submitted
to the City Attorney and a decision will be rendered in the immediate
future. As soon as a reply is received, you will be contacted.

Sincerely,

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

(e

D. W. Brown
Supervisor of Zoning

400 E. STEWART AVENUE ¢« LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 » (702) 386-6011
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CITY OF LAS VEGAS . .

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM DECEMBER 17, 1979

N Oy
FROM: S
GEORGE OGILVIE HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR .~
CITY ATTORNEY COMMUNITY PLANNING AND-BDEVELOPHMENT

SUBJECT: COPIES TO:

EZONING APPLICATION OF DON J. SAYLOR, AICP, DEPUTY CITY MGR.
FAYE WAITS - Z-125-79

At the last Planning Commission meeting when the subject application
was being discussed, it was pointed out by the applicant that she

owned approximately half of the lots involved in the request and the
remainder were in escrow. Staff checked the file and the legal owner

of the lots in escrow had not signed the zoning application. The
Planning Commission took a position that the lots in escrow could not

be considered and only acted on those owned by Mrs, Waits. The Planning
Commission subsequently recommended denial on her lots because the
request from R-1 to C-1 would not be compatible with the adjacent

zoning pattern.

Today I had a discussion with Chris CGellner on this matter, and he
has determined the entire application is invalid because the development
plan involves all of the lots and it would not be workable if only a
pertion of the site was approved. Further, there was concern whether
the Planning Commission could in fact sever the application in this
manner, I have advised the applicant that her application is invalid
and that it will not be referred to the City Commission., She is now
interested in reapplying for commercial zoning on this entire site
which raises the question whether she must wait four months or can
reapply immediately. It would be appreciated if you would advise me
on this point at your earliest convenience.

HPF:bjl

CLV-6217




® Qoverver 28, 1979

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
DECEMBER 13, 1979
Notice is hereby given that on December 13, 1979, at 7:30 P.M. in the
Commission Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas,
Nevada, the City Planning Commission will hear the application of:
z-125-79 FAYE WAITS FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY
LOCATED ON THE EAST SIDE OF BURNHAM AVENUE, 100 FT.
SOUTH OF EXLEY AVENUE.
FROM: R-1 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE)
TO: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL)

PROPOSED USE: OFFICE

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS8 LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS LOTS 5, 6,

7, AND 42, AND THE NORTH HALF (N%) OF LOT 41, BLOCK

7, AMENDED METROPOLITAN ADDITION.

Any and all interested persons may appear before the City Planning
Commission either in person or by representative and object to or
express approval of the proposed reclassification; or may, prior to
this hearing, file with the Department of Community Planning and
Development, written objections thereto or approval thereof.

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DE PMENT

S

HAROLD F. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

HPF:bjl

{The information contained above is considered to be accurate; however,
there may be minor variations involved.)

(SEE LOCATION MAP ON REVERSE SIDE.]
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MAYOR BILL BRIARE

COMMISSIONERT

ROM LURIE

PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN
ROY WOGFTER

AL LEVY

SITY AYTORNEY
GEQRGE F_QGILVIE

CITY MANAGER
RUSSELL DORN

December 6, 1979

Ms. Faye Wailts
3855 S. Spencer
Las Vegas, Nevada 89109

Re: 2-125-79
Dear Applicant:

This is to advise that your regquest as referred to above will
be considered by the City Planning Commission at their regular
meeting on December 13, 1979.

This meeting will be held at 7:30 P.M. in the Commission Chambers
of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.

The Planning Commission requires that you or your representative
be present at this meeting.

Sincerely,
COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVEILQPMENT

L 2 r e

Harcld P. Foster, Director

HPF:bjl
attachment

400 E. STEWART AVENUE » LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 » {702} 386-6011
e el S Wi G e B S S LS et APLTINGE Uy

CLV-6218




* CITY OF LAS VEGAS ’
INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM

. Date

Decemher 4, 1979

To- FROM:
COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT PUBLIC SERVICES
SUBJECT: COPIES TO:
FAYE WAITS BUILDING & SAFETY
2-125-79

Your memorandum of November 19, 1979,

requested comments from the

Public Services Department on the request for reclassification of
property generally located on the east side of Burnham Avenue,
from R-1 (Single Family Residence) to C-1 (Limited Commercial),

submitted by Faye Waits.

At the time of development, it will be necessary that the applicant:

l. Construct concrete sidewalk
frontages.

on Burnham and Mariposa

2. All driveways and parking plan must conform to City

standards.

Building and Safety has no objections to the above zone reclassi-
fication provided all required permits and inspections are obtained.

CLV-6217

DEC 7 578>
PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT
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re:_//-20-78

¢ " FIRE PREVENTION DIVISION
g;zim
_2-LR5-T79

IZ 1. Ho objections.

2. Fire hydrant(s) to be installed vhen water is available

ro area.

3. fFire Lydrant to be installed within 300 feet of the building

or existing hydrant.

4. Fire Eyérants to be installed in accordance with City
Ordinance 1666.

5. Fire flow requirements to be determined vhen final construction
plans are submitted.

6. Two (2) sets of as-builts to be provided this office.

7. Must meetr requirements of Uniform Fire Code.

8. Most wmeet reguirements of Uniform Building Code.
9. Buildingis to conform to the cccupancy use requirements.

10. To be approved under permit from the Las Vegas Building

Departoent.
If private streets are to be named, mames are to be checked

11.
by Alarm Office to eliminate duplicatiom.

. ﬁ,m.g-_
ri PREVENTION OrfIC=R




11/19/79 . N_o‘qBER 28,

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

DECEMBER 13, 1979

Notice is hereby given that on December 13, 1979, at 7:30 P.M. in the
Commission Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas,
Nevada, the City Planning Commiss:on will hear the application of:

Z-125-79 FAYE WAITS FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY

!
LOCATED ON THE EAST SIDE OF BURNHAM AVENUE, |06 Gy . of EXUEH Ave
FROM: R-1 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE)
TO: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL})

PROPOSED USE: Of ? \ (&

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS LOTS 5, 6,

Noci% A
7, 42, AND)@ AND THE SOuEH HALF (sﬁ) OF LOT 41,

BLOCK 7, AMEﬁbED METROPOLITAN ADDITION.

Any and all interested persons may appear before the City Planning
Commission either in person or by representative and object to or
express approval of the proposed reclassification; or may, prior to
this hearing, file with the Department of Community Planning and
Development, written objections thereto or approval thereof.

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

- HAROLD P. FOSTER qo TOR

HPF:bjl

' | WS B A7 &
CHECKED: w
wiLLiamns | AZ w M_,Z; b «lbyers

ﬁl 28 - 2

(THIS FILE MUST BE RETURNED TO BARBARA @ WEDNESDAY, 11-21-79 )

(The information contained above is considered to be accurate; however,
there may be minor variations involved. A complete, detailed legal
description is on file in the Department of Community Planning and
Development. )

(SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP.)




2 WANVIE TAL Y . L _ .,
g e Ay ) ¢ CONYEYED.

HN1 AMND




o TR
K B 92687

; couxTi. aCTIR
~ é}!&"! b

e R37




WHLREAS F y T T, the duly quallfled owner, - -
- laeueﬁs.mu under of Lrust, mortgage, ¢r person to v.'hom'mw.- pruperty herein described was-
easursa, twcording 1o law, has pald 15 the :a:dat!gmd Treasurer of 1he County of Clark, State'vi’ -
Nevida, the sum of 8 756,21 lawful money of the United States of Americo, the receipt
whereof is hereby acknowledged, and, .‘
. WHEREAS, aaid sum s the total of all del}nq uem tnses lemuly eharmh!e againat the prope "l\ .
herein described, and all peroities, intercst and coals to date heraot on the following described .
property., siluate ‘it the County of Clark, State of Hevada Oity of Las Vepds

" hiended” Petmpall.ba.n Addition
¥ Lot L1, Lot L2 Mloek 7' :
' {Plus Vac Sbmt) -
050-5L0-!

4‘\r_,.'? S R 5
Taxes for the vear 19 71-7? e $ 11,50

lnleust : - e o ' -‘3-35'_ .
Pc(enmaltv TL-‘IS taxes - R 3:3‘1;8

Rl

Lith thru 7th Las Vepas Clty AD L% & Pepmlty 558,27 - -
Af‘t% 72-7&73-'"4, 711—75 100,40
8th,9%th,10th Water AD #L . ] 2505
After ncerued intercat nml ccam ‘ 27,35

Recording Fee . R . i
co - TOTALL i i

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the |rrt‘mfﬂe5 and n.e said paymonts, thizs deesd of
recunvevance of said property is execuled and. dp]uo:«l In ronfrrmity . with Chaprer 350, Statutes .
<uf Mevinki 3957 — — —= . - -~ .

- i - T

. s

— ﬂ%-\%lTN&%mHmmﬂmmw’thnﬂm T 76—

-

W.H¢, Call 7"«5-./ A [
We Galloway b7 ooy in ‘s'ateg”’“"
asurer of and fnr vhe

STATE OF NEVADA }
=- tv antl State aforesald.

OOUNTY OF CLARK

T2, sopeae i, o 40 e cihorns
~onaty Jppea - me the unders authority .
o and for rmwm,) of Clark, State of Nug\u RECORDER'S STAMP

Pauum Yates , knawn to me te he the - Faye Waits
Deputy Trecawer of and- (o saud Cuounty who ackaewled [T
fre 1hat ke exvetial the same, as wuch official. freely and  MALL TO: 520 wWi
u;!:::anly ond 12 the uses and purposes thercin men- ; Las Vepan Q [aba }
ul R

CIN WITNESS WIHEREOF, 1 have hercuntop =t my
fard and el the day and year um cerftcate .u‘sL
Tk VT VR LM .- S e

LORETTA BOWMAS Y

Courly Cia B afria v avh o e F
~AL Y ieth PR )

Ry 91500

- GLARK counTy B
M Lim R!m




crvortasvicas 000 @ @ |o:

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM NOVEMBER 19, 1979
T0: b FROM: P‘(ﬁgl":g>s
UBLIC SERVICES, ADM. DIVISION
FIRE SERVICES HAROLD P. FOSTER, RECTOR

BUILDING & SAFETY DIVISION COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

SUBJECT: COPIES TO:

FAYE WAITS
2-125-79

This is concerning a request for reclassification on the following
described property:

generally located on the east side of Burnham Avenue
From: R-1 (Single Family Residence)

To: C-1 (Limited Commercial)

The above property is legally described as Lots 5, 6, 7, 42, and
43, &nd the South Half (S%) of Lot 41, Block 7, Amended Metropolitan
Addition

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING: December 13, 1979

Your remarks regarding this application prior to December 3, 1979,

will be greatly appreciated.

Plot Plan Attached: Yes XXXX
No
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CITY PLANNING COMMISSION -- CITY HALL -- LAS VEGAS, NEVADA

APPLICATION FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY

TO THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION:

Pursuant to Section 25, Chapter 1, Title XI, of the Las Vegas City
Code, as amended, the undersigned owner(s) of record of the property herein-

after described, hereby presents hig,application requesting that gertain pro-
perty be reclassified from the é—-d Use District to a Cf—é Use
istrict, as established by Sectlon ¥, apter 1, of the Las Vegas City Code,

as amended. , Also accompanying this application is the prescribed fee of
$=202 . 07

The property hereinbefore referred to and in relation to which said
changes are hereby applied for, is legally described as follows, to wit:
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OWNER'S AFFIDAVIT
(owner shall mean owner of record only)

STATE OF NEVADA) -
88:
COUNTY OF CLARK) <

(I, We) — being duly sworn,
depose and say tha am, we a e owner(s) of reco of the property in-

volved in this application and that the foregoing statements and answers here-
in contained and the information herewith submitted are in all respects true
and correct to the best of (my, our) knowledge and belief. (SIGN IN INK)

SIGNATURE OF OWNER(S) OF RECORD: MAILING ADDRESS: ZIP CODE: PHONE NO.

e [T DISS S Sevwnn J7005 T3ony

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 47 ﬁ'da:,r of Z7W~—/ , 19 _?

ﬁotary ﬁbl% an an%%or saia County and State ~ i

__¥} Notary Public - State Of Nevado
RN COUNTY OF CLARK ,
; L My Appot i pireg Mar. 15, 1983 §
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EE REVERSE SIDE FOR PIOT PLAN SPECIFICATIONS AND FURTHER INFORMATIONAL REQUIRE-
_MENTS INCLUDING THE ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION STATEMENT.

###POR_DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT USE ONLY###

This 18 to certify that the foregoing has been inspected by me and was filed
vith the office of the Las Vegas City Planning Commission in accordance with the
irovisions of Section 25, Chapter 1, Title XI, of the Las Veggs City Code.

11ing Fee m Received by: ;§ ,
eceipt No.: 3% 3 S s
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THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION SHALL ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION:

1. Six (6) copies of a plot plan of the applicant's property
drawn to scale and fully dimensioned showing the location of
existing and proposed buildings and structures and the loca-
tion of any other improvements such &s drives, walks, paved
areas, planting.

2. A sketch, drawing, or photographs showing clearly the front
and side elevations of any proposed bhuildings or structures,
when requested.

3. Any other pertinent information which may be requested.

i, Copy of Deed submitte . for verification of ownershin.
ERPERBARRERSR BB RBRBRDRHRRRENR

PLOT PLAN SPECIFICATIONS FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY:
1. six (6) coples.

2. Minimum size - 24 x 36 inches

3. Legible.

4, Completely dimensioned, including boundary dimensions, di-
mensions of building, distances from buildings to the pro-
perty lines.

5. Address and street name of property.

6. Off-street parking layout showing spaces, driveways, turn-
around areas, etc., fully dimensioned.

T. Must be drawn to scale, with scale indicated.

8. Show north-point.
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VISUAL ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT:

I, as owner(s), representative(s), developer(s), feel that this
proposed development will improve ,have an adverse effect on
not alter [_],the visual environment of the Clty of Las Vegas.

NOTE: all off premise signs
and signs projecting
into the right-of-way
must be shown on a plot
plan and subsequently approved.
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