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Case No Z-0133-77

APN 134-10-815-003

Location NEC of Cheyenne & Tenaya
Applicant

Charleston Heights Development Company

Subject

Reclassification of property legally
described as being a portion of the West 1/2
of the East 1l/2 of Section 10+ Township 20
Souths Range bLO East. MDB&M.
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. ‘ November 23, 1977

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
DECEMBER 3, 1977

Notice is hereby given that on December 8, 1977, 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:
7-133-77 CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT COMPANY FOR RECLASSIFICATION
OF PROPERTY EXTENDING NORTH FROM CHEYENNE AVENUE TO A POINT
1,014 FEET NORTH OF GOWAN ROAD BETWEEN TENAYA WAY AND THE
PROPOSED RAINBOW FREEWAY.
FROM: N-U (NON-URBAN)

T0: R-1 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE)
R-4 (APARTMENT RESIDENCE)
R-PD 18 (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT)
C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL)

THE ABOVE PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS BEING A PORTION
OF THE WEST HALF (W%) OF THE EAST HALF (E%) OF SECTION
10, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, MDB&M.

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 Depart-
ment of Community Planning and Development written objections thereto or approval
thereof.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
NING (AND DEVELOPMENT

DJS:kt

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



NOZICE OF PUBLIC HEARING N f/;jf““ ‘fﬁZ¢
‘cember 8, 1977 ‘ . //

November 23, 1977

Notice is hereby given that on 12-8-77 at 7:30 P.M. in the Commission
~ Lhambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, tas Yegas, Nevada, the City Planning
" Commission will hear the application of:

Z-133-77  CHARLESTON HETGHTS'ﬁEVELOPMFNT.COMPANY FOR RECLASSIFICATION
OF PROPERTY EXTENDING NORTH FROM CHEYENNE AVENUE TO ‘A POINT 1014
FEET NORTH OF GOWAN ROAD BETWEEN TENAYA WAY. AND THE PROPOSED
RATNBOW FREEMWAY .
CFROM: N-U  (NON-URBAN) -

TO:  R-1 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE)
R-4  (APARTMENT RESIDENCE) '
'R-PD 18- (RESIDENT AL PLANNED. DEVELOPMENT)

(LIMITED COMMIRCIAL)

THE ABOVE PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS BEING A PORTION OF
THE NEST HALF (w») OF THE EAST HALF (EL) OF SECTION 10,
TONNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, MDB&M L

. (A QOﬂp]Ete, deta11ed Tegal descr1pt1on is- on f11e in ‘the
e T Department of E P. & D? : | .

v B B P
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Any and all 1nterested persons may appear bcfore the City Planning Commission either

in person or by representat1va and object tc. or express approval of the proposed reclassi-
fication; or may, pricor to this hearing, file with the Department of Community Planning
and Uevelopment, written objections thereto or approval thereof.

o - DEFARTNENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING & CEVELOPMENT
CHECKED: : -
| DON J. SAYLOR, AIP, DIRECTOR
HAXIX (date)

BROUN , D.J.gda V1-14=77
CLEMMER 7777775
BROWN, 0.7, 172
SAYLOR

(THIS*FILE MUST BE RETURNED TO TIGHE 8Y__Nov. 17th ).

{The information contained above is considered to he accurate; howevor, there may
bo minge variations involved).
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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 owneris) of record of the property herein-
after described, hereby presents hls application requesting that certailn pro-
perty be reclassified from the N-U Use District to a#@#,Rl,R4,C-1 . Use
District, as established by Sectlon 4, Chapter 1, of the Las_Vegas‘%é#? e%de,
as amended. -Alsoaccompanying this app;ication 18 the prescribed fee of

$ 200.00 .

The property hereinbefore referred to and in relation to which said
changes are hereby appllied for, 1s legally described as follows, to wit:

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBITS "a", "B", "C", "D".

frowony Nogry e LUENVE AvE g o p lone l014]

Notr» of (gowtn Ly o #B8P Bwuia@d TENAVA WAy
AN 11 _Waﬂoww VAL  FEwwilony

- OWNER'S AFFIDAVIT .-
(owner shall mean owner of record only)

STATE OF NEVADA) -
. 88:
COUNTY OF.CLARK) - .
CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT CO. _
' (I--,.' WQ) *° Ernest A. Becker, Jr., Agent oo - being duly sworn,
:depose and say- that (1 am, we-are}-the cwner{s) of- record 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 besto6f (my, our) kncwledge and belief. (SIGN.IN INK)

SIGNATURE OF OWN
¥ .-Agent 6115 larice Avenue 878-1903

) OF . RECORD: . . MAILING. ADDRESS: - - TELEPHONE NUMBER:

Ernest A. Befk

/4

Subscribed and sworn to before me this_ 19th  day of September s 1977 .

g Ayt

Notary Public in and for said County and State

Notary Public-State of Nevadg

A CLARK counTY
nne W AnderSOn

flres Mar, 7) 198]

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR PLOT PLAN SPECIFICATIONS AND FURTHER INFORMATIONAL REQUIRE-
MENTS INCLUDING THE ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION STATEMENT.

»**FOR DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT USE ONLY*#*x

This 18 to certify that the foregoling has been inspected by me and was filed B
with the office of the Las Vegas City Planning Commiss tr accordance with the

provisions of Section 25, Chapter 1, Title Z;E gas City Code.

Filing Fee $ 2&915) = Recelved

Recelpt No. :J;'
Case No. '2——-/‘% 5 - 77 Date: ' ///4//47 ' E o | " 4



THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION SHALIL ACCOMPANY THIS APPLICATION:

1. Three (3) copies of a plot plan of the applicant's property
drawn to scale and fully dimensloned showlng the location of
existing and proposed buildings and structures and the loca-
tlon of any other 1mprovements such as drives, walks, paved

areae, planting.

2. A sketch, drawing, or photographs showlng clearly the front
and slide elevatlons of any proposed bulldings or structures,

when requested.
3. Any other pertinent informatlon which may be requested.
(R A EE XSRS EEE R ESEEREESESEEEEEREE L

PIOT PLAN SPECIFICATIONS FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY:

1. ‘Three (3) copies.
2. Minimum size - 17 x 11 inches.
. Legible.

. Completely dimensioned, 1ncluding boundary dimensions, di-
mensions of bullding, dlistances from bulldings to the pro-

perty llnes.
Address and street name of property.

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

Must be drawn to scale, with_scale indicated.
8. Show north-point.
R R R E S X T E RS B R TR PR T R R R AR

VISUAL ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT:

I, as representative(s),, feel that this

proposed TQevelopment will Improve ,have an adverse effect on [j

not alter [x],the visual environment of the City of Las Vegas.

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

’



EXHIBLT "A"

A portion of the West Half (W 1/2) of the East Half (E 1/2) of Section 10,
Township 20 South, Range 60 Fast, M.D.M., Clark County, Nevada, described
as Tollows: : '

PARCEL NO: 6 (C-1)

COMMENCING at the South Quarter corner of said Section 10; said corner also
being the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; trence North 00°27'33" West, 680.00 feet;
thence North 89°32'27" tast, 999.88 Feet; thence South 17°07'16" West, 614.30
feet; thence South 67°06'26" West, 135.00 feet; thence South 00°08°'00" West,
50.00 feet to a point on the South lire of said Section 10; thence North
89°52'00" West along the said South 1line, 689.07 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BE-

GINNING. :

Said Parcel contains 13.8190 acres.



EXHIBIT "B"

A portion of the West Ha]f-(w 1/2) of the East Half (E 1/2) of Section 10,
Tow?s?;p 20 South, Range 60 Fast, M.D.M., Clark County, Nevada, described
as follows: ' '

PARCEL NO. 7 (R-1)

COMMENCING at the South Quarter corner of said Section 10; thence North
00°27'33" West, 1012.00 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; thence con-
tinuing north 00°27'33" West, 1691.39 feet to the center quarter corner of
said Section 10; thence North 00°28'04" West, 1014.40 feet; thence South
89°47°'03" East, 844.23 feet; thence South 00°21'06" East, 251.01 feet;
thence North 89°47'03" West, 452.69 feet; thence South 00°28'04" East,
763.17 feet; thence South 89°48'53" Fast, 259.02 feet; thence South
00°27'33" East, 1684.08 feet; thence South 89°32'27" West, 650.00 feet

to the TRUE PGINT OF BEGINNING.

Said Parcel contains 36.8885 acres.



EXHIBI® "C"

A portion of the West Half (W 1/2) of the East Haif (E 1/2) of Section 10,
Township 20 South, Range 60 East, M.D.M., Clark County, Nevada, described
as follows: '

PARCEL NO. 8 (R-4)

COMMENCING at the South Quarter Corner of said Section 10; thence North
00°27'33" West, 680.00 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; thence con-
tinuing North 00°27'33" West, 332.00 feet; thence North 89°32'27" Fast,
650.00 feet; thence North 00°27'33" West, 1684.08 feet; thence South
89°48'53" East, 122.42 feet; thence South 00°11°'07" West, 40.00 feet; thence
South 80°48'04" East, 456,54 feet; thence South 00°16'54" East, 829.97 feet;
thence South -04°28'55" West, 301.04 feet; thence South 09°26'45" West, 355.11
feet; thence Scuth 17°07'16" West, 438.91 feet; thence South 89°32'27" West,
099.88 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Said Parcel contains 28.5016 acres.

T



EXHIBIT "D"

A portion of the West Half (W 1/2) of the East Half (E 1/2) of Section 10,

Township 20 South, Range 60 East, M.).M., Clark County, Nevada, described
as follows: :

PARCEL NO. 9 (RPD-18)

COMMENCING at the center quarter corner of said Section 10; thence South
89°48'53" East 391.03 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; thence North
00°28'04" West, 763.17 feet; thence South 89°47'03" East, 452.69 feet; thence
South 00°21°'06" East, 86.96 feet; thence South 89°47'40" East, 392.84 feet;
thence South 00°54'43" West, 562.36 feet; thence South 80°53'39" West, 455.04

feet; thence South 00°11° 07" West, 40.00 feet; thence North 89°48' 53" KWest,
381.44 feet to the TRUE PQINT OF BEGINNING.

Said Parcel contains 13.1059 acres.
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Date: 9/19/717

ZONING APPLICATION REPORT

FILE NO.: LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

CWNER AND ADDRESS: SEE ATTACHED APPLICATION

CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT CO.

6115 Clarice Avenue

Las Vegas, NV 89107

DEVELOPER: BECKER & SONS "GENERAL IOCATION:

ARCHITECT BECKER & SONS SEE ATTACHED MAP

CONTRACTOR: BECKER BUILT

EXISTING ZONING: N-U REQUESTED ZONING: R-E, Rl, R4. C-1
EXISTING USE ON PROPERTY: Vacant_land .
PROPOSED USE: R-E, Rl, R4, C-1

FROPOSED DEVELOPMENT INFORMATION (WHERE APPLICABLE):

Buillding Height 22! No, of Stories 2 o
See attached

“Neo., of Unlts Map No. of Acres or Size of Lot__ See attached map R
Density (Residentisl): See attached map_ net or gross {cirele cns) zcrs:.

No. of Off-Street Parking Spaces Required: Yes Nc, Provided: o, ‘
Iandscapliog Provided: Yes  x  No_ If Yes, Adequate_x Irsdeqin.e
Requlred Sszttzcks Provided: Yes ‘

. Yes

Required'Dedication and/or Setback for Major Strest Plan:

Flood Contrcl Channel Setbacks: Yes . No «

Cther Requlramentse:

EXISTING CGENERALIZED LAND USE IN SURROUNDING AREA:

USE PROPOSED BY MASTER PLAN:

JENERAL COMMENTS :




CITY OF LASVEGAS @ |Dpate

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM June 26, 1996

TO: FROM:

Val Steed Theresa A. O’Donnell, Manager b

Chief Civil Deputy City Attorney Planning and Development
Department '
Current Planning Division

SUBJECT: COPIES TO:
Clark County Assessor

Request for Ordinance John Herbert
Hillevi Davis

File

Please prepare an Ordinance to rezone the following:
Z-133-77 From N-U (Non-Urban) to C-1 (Limited Commercial)

Legally described as:

Lot 1 of Parcel Map filed in File 57, Page 6 of Parcel Maps (said property
being a portion of the Southeast Quarter (SE%) of Section 10, Township

20 South, Range 60 East, M. D. B. & M.).

TAO:JH:rir



CITY OF LAS VEGAS . ' Date
TO: _ FROM:
VAL STEED RICHARD L. WILLIAMS, CHIEF
CHIEF CIVIL DEPUTY ATTORNEY ; DEPT. OF COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CURRENT PLANNING DIVISION
SUBJECT: COPIES TO:
‘ CLARK COUNTY ASSESSOR
REQUEST FOR ORDINANCE JIM ROBISON
LES COMEAU
FILE

Please prepare an Ordinance to rezone the following:

Z-133-77 From N-U to R-3
Legally described as:

Lot 1 of Parcel Map filed in File 57, Page 6 of Parcel Maps (PM-19-88).

RLW:JLC:r1r

CLV 7007
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. ‘ November 23, 1977

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
DECEMBER 3, 1977

Notice is hereby given that on December 8, 1977, 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:
Z7-133-77 CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT COMPANY FOR RECLASSIFICATION
OF PROPERTY EXTENDING NORTH FROM CHEYENNE AVENUE TO A POINT
1,014 FEET NORTH OF GOWAN ROAD BETWEEN TENAYA WAY AND THE
PROPOSED RAINBOW FREEWAY.
FROM: N-U (NON-URBAN)

T0: R-1 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE)
R-4 (APARTMENT RESIDENCE)
R-PD 18 (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT)
C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL)

THE ABOVE PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS BEING A PORTION
OF THE WEST HALF (W%) OF THE EAST HALF (E%) OF SECTION
10, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, MDB&M,

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 Depart-

ment of Community Planning and Development written objections thereto or approval
thereof.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
P NINGQAND DEVELOPMENT

IRECTOR
DJS:kt

(The information contained above is considered to be agcurate; however, there may
be minor variations involved. A complete, detailed 1eygl description is on file
in the Department of Community Planning and Development.)



* MR. ERNEST A BECKER  ~ = i ..
‘.. 6115 Clarice Avenue P
ot las: Vegas. Nevada 89107

———— —— . -
A X ST
R f U / ya \i
v i ‘3 - ._‘_,/,r" =
. ..‘i z. X
= S EN o
- |
[ .
| .
4y .
1
|
i .
o | " . ¥,
- R -
4
.

. ‘December 28,1977 . .07 L ﬁ A

C
-

l‘ AT

- /R 5 ’7-133 77

;The Board of City Commissioners, at d regular meeting held December 21, 1977,
~APPROVED your request:for- reclassific&tion of iproperty extending North from -
‘Cheyenne Avenue to a point 1,014 ft._&orth ongowan Road, between Tenaya Way
. :.-and. the proposed Rainbow Freeway, from N-U. tq R-l R-4. R-PD-18 and c-1,

. subject to the fo]lowing conditions {{ : -

""":1.
~':21 B
3

'i .
l

a e *-,f’v;f-;;'A
The R-4 zonlng requested tq be amended to‘R-3._1i,‘,a.A~v
Subject toa Resolution of, Intentn 5 jﬂ

e N

Instal]atidn of ha]f-street 1mpr0\ements On Tenaya way and Cheyenne Ave._.~3; N

- frontages, as’ required~by the Depirtment of Public Services. i

,3AInstallation of fu]l street 1mprovements on Gowan Road frontage. as required
* by the Department of Public Servides..» | R

_ Dedication of 20 ft. additional r Eht-of-way for Cheyenne (Total 50 £t. ), -

- dedicatfon of a 25 ft. radfus cornpr at’ Cheyenne Ave. and Tenaya; dedication g
- of 80 ft. for Gowan Road and -dedicition: oﬂ a 20 ft.  radfus corner at Gowan r
. and Tenaya. as required by the Dep rtment of Public Serv1ces. : ..

‘ . .
B Submission and approval of a Plot Plan for the C 1 portion of this property
. pr1or to deveIopment.i_ N , I

eh‘,

_’%jConformance to the Plot Plan to re'!ect th above conditions.r

'nfbrmance ‘to Code requirqments a Desigw Standards of a]l c1ty departments. .

PV
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ZONE CHANGE
Z-133-77
CHARLESTON
HEIGHTS
DEVELOPMENT
Approved
Except that
the R-4
Zone request
be changed
to an R-3
Density
subject

to
Conditions

ON - REGULAR MEETING - MINUTES - DECEMBER 21, 1977 - Page 15

Mr. Saylor: This involvas property in the Northwest

part of the City. You will remember that we recently

had an application from “r. Becker for the property on the
East side of the Freeway, to allow commercial zoning. That
was denied. This entire piecec, (Referring to the Map), was
annexed to the City. We now havo approximately the same
application that we had on the East Side. Now being proposad
for the West side of the Freeway; well it shows a pattern

of commercial. There is an overpass being constructed on Galon Road.

There was a protest factor, again on the East side of the Freewav.

Mayor Briare: Is the applicant present?

Mr. Saylor: The Planning Commission has recommended denial.
Mr. Ernie Becker: 1 live at 4410 West Washington.

Commissioner Leavitt: 1In regards to the; well this savs

the Planning Commission recommends denial, but according to
my agenda it says on a motion for approval. Mr. Saylor, was
it a tie vote?

Mr. Saylor: Yes it was.

Commissioner Leavitt: Because it was a tie vote it ended
up being denied right? In other words it was split?

Mr. Saylor: Yes.

Mr. Becker: I want to show you a photo we just had taken.

I have outlined the prcperty in blue. Along the blue on

the West side of the property from Gowan, at least for a
quarter of a mile 1s under the Federal Government. I think
you will find the area is not a pattern yet on the West side,
even on the East side. Just to refresh your memory, Curtis
Park was a half acre scubdivision, and we developed to the
West of it an R-1 development. - That didn't deter the increase
in value, or the desirability because Curtis Park has doubled
its value, and construction of houses since that time.

All I can say is, that the Freeway I think changes the character
of the neighborhood out: there. I don't think an R-1 zoning
or the R-3 along the Freeway, and the C-1 by the off-ramp

of the freeway is detr.imental to the area. All around the
City there is R-3, and R-1. They will grow, and they all
increase in value. We have to take care of the people

in R-1, and in the rental apartments as we do in the R-E
estates. We have built both areas. I have submitted the
application, and we have made some changes from the original.
We have made the lots on Tanya into 11,000 square foot

lots. I think there is 70 by 135 foot lots. I would like

to see it zoned as we have submitted it at this time.

Commissioner Lurie: I have a question. The R-4 did you say
that that has been changed to R-3?

Mr. Becker: Yes.

e Cl Salhiacin s B £4 e 2% vl e e

e
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CITY COMMISSION - REGULAR MEETING - MINUTES - CECEMBER 21, 1977 - Page 16

ZONE CHANGE
Z2-133-77
Continued

Commissioner Lurie: What about the R-PD-18. Has that been
changed?

Mr. Becker: That 1is the same. The R-3 is 26 to the unit, and
the RP-18 is less than the R-3. That happens to be right in the
area where the overpass is already constructed. That is where
that backs up to,which is about 15 feet above the ground.

Mayor Briare: Is there any questions? Anyone wishes to speak
in opposition to this?

Mr. Edward Zulkee: I live at 2385 Sisk Road. That is between
Torrey Pines, and Lorenzi. Right off Cheyenne. I would like

to speak in opposition to this proposal. I built my house

in that 10 acres so that I could have an environment. So I
could have my family grow up where they could have fresh air, and
be free from pollution, and heevy traffic problems. This is

an area that the people are interested in that type of life.

It is not an area where apartments belong. It is right out

in the middle of the desert. There are areas all over town

for this. The people who live in our area do not want that type
of life. That is why we built out there, and our lives are

in that neighborhood. I just con't see the sense of it.

The schools are not geared to take the excess load, the

buses are over crowded most of the time. The pollution would
be much greater. The traffic in there would change. Here you
have an area in the desert. I don't see the sense of

that, and I would like to stand in oppcsition to this.

Mr. Bob Hartman: I live at 6275 West Buckskin. That is
approximately in Maverick, ond Mustang.

Mr. Saylor: That is in this general area.

Mr. Hartman: I have a petitior. that has been signed by

130 people in the area. I am afraid we have more signatures
than that, however I of course would like to speak in protest

to it. I don't think anybody who signed the petition in
opposition to it as far as Mr. Becker is concerned. I personally
own one of these homes, and I am not in opposition to the
builder. I am in oppositionto the zoning. I have lived out

there in that area for 17 years. We built our home by ourselves
from the ground up. We are ra:sing our family there. Such

as trying to get them to ride horses in the country. I think
you can appreciate that. I also speak from a little bit of
experience as far as over crowded schools. I talked to the
principle, and they have some problem with the enrollment.

We are right at maximum. Mr. Bass tells me there is not a plan
for an additional school in the area, so consequently we are
opposed from that standpoint. I would like you to consider

this very closely.

Mayor Briare: Is there anyone else?

Commissioner Christensen: There is one thing that T would like
clarified. We hear people talk about over crowding the schools.

e s am— e
- 3 -




CITY COMMISSION

- REGULAR MEETING - MINUTES - DECEMBER 21, 1977 - Page 17

Z-133-77
Continued

Tt is my understanding to build schools where they are needed.
Mr. Saylor: Yes, the schools follow the development.

Commissioner Christensen: They won't £ill the school unless
there is peoplc to go to it.

Commissioner Lurie: Is there a site out there for a schoeol?

Mr. Saylor: I don't krow. Conceivably George Harris from
memory could tell us if there is a proposed development.

Mr. George Harris: I Lave been retired from the school
administration for several years. I was authorized bv the
Board to say what Mr. Christensen has said. That is, that

we have the obligation to take care of all the children,

and if a school is needed, it will be put there. If our
children are there in surplus, then they bus them out of
there. The School Board has had the policy not to cast a vote
to influence either way.

Glade Welgard: I live at 3355 Pioneer. I am also against
apartment buildings, and the high density that they have
planned in the area. 1 tried to get out in that area.

If they move this in I believe it is going to congest the
area. The school propcsition will be very congested.

They would have to start busing more. I am West of the
project.

Mayor Briare: Mr. Saylor would you with your finger show
the direction of Rainbcw?

Mr. Saylor: This is Cheyenne, this is the freeway going
through the middle. The application is on the West side.
Most of the people that spoke in protest are in the

East of the project.

Mayor Briare: Why is the East side of Rainbow colored Creen?

Mr. Saylor: This was annexed to the City, and an application by
Mr. Becker for an urban pattern was denied, so we still carry
it on the holding zone.

Mayor Briare: 1Is there anyone else?

Carma Brown: I live on Buckskin. I also live on the West

side of this project. There are four or five of us

who bullt homes out there. We bought the ground, and we built so

we would be out, and have a little bit of area. We built

nice homes, and there is three or four in construction in the same area.
We feel like apartments just isn't appropriate for that area.

We are way out, we went out there to build our homes so we could

have some kind of a general area where there wasn't apartments,

and lots of traffic. I feel that these apartments just don't

need to go that far out. There is plenty of room closer to town

for apartments. When we were here for the Planning Commission

L think the vote was about 3 to 2. I don't believe it was a tie vote.
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This meeting, the majority of us thought it was later in the
day. We bought this ground :thinking we would have a little
bit of an area for our own. That is the reason we bought

and built out there.

Mayor Briare: Is there anyone else vho wishes to be heard?
(No response). This hearing is then closed.

Commissioner Woofter: Mr. Becker in regards to what some of
the protestors; what is your reasoning for wanting apartments
in this area?

Mr. Becker: Well people in single family homes don't normally
want to live next to a freeway. It is more condusive to apartment
living. You can buffer away from that freceway. The frecway

- changes that characteristic out there. If the frecewav wasn't

there you wouldn't have to build apartments, but the freeway
is there, and that is what you have to protect against.

Commissioner Christensen: M:. Saylor could you outline for us
on the map what part is the City, and what part is the County?

Mr. Saylor: Looking at this, the areas colored are in the
City, the rest is in the County. When you go further East
on Cheyenne, it becomes City again.

Commissioner Christensen: Almost 1007 of the protestors
then have come out of the County areas.

Mr. Saylor: I think all of —them.
Mayor Briare: When did tnat annexation take place?

Mr. Saylor: This was just annexed a couple of months ago.
I think you are aware of the specific location. We have had
a continuing request for annexation.

Mayor Briare: Any other comments?

Commissioner Lurie: Well I went back and reviewed our general
plan, and went back to some o»f the planning books, and I think

this is a case where the dev2loper had a careful analysis

of the need of the community. Also to find a site to fit

market, rather than fit the site to fit the market. I think that
this particular plan, and a lot has been taken in to consideration,
as far as the area, and the people that live in that area. I would
like to move for approval of the application, amending the

R-4 to R-3, subject to the conditions.

Mayor Briare: Comments on the motion? (No response).
Cast your votes. Motion is approved.

Motion carried by the following vote:
Commissioners Woofter, Lurie, Leavitt,
and Mayor Briare voting aye; Commissioner
Christensen voting no.
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS Page 8.
COMMISSION CHAMBERS » 200 EAST STEWART AVENUE

PHON'E 386-6011 .
Commission Action Department Action

ITEM

T I1 COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTHMENT
CONTINUED

Ll

| See Page 7 See Page 7

Item "F* continued . . .

3. Revise driveway entrances te conform to
City standards, closing any unused drive-
ways as required by the Department of

. Public Services.

4. Approved fire hydrant and water main to be
approved by tha Department of Fire Services}

= —

5. Landscaping and a permanent underground
sprinkler system shall be provided as
required by the Planning Commission and .
shall be permanently maintained in a satis-§
factory manner. Failure to properly main- §
tain required landscaping and underground
sprinkler systems shali be cause for revo-
(::> cation of a business license.

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

7. A1l mechanical equipment, air conditioners
and trash areas to be screened from view
from the abutting streets.

8. Conformance to the revised plot plen to
' reflect the above conditions.

9. Conformance to code requirements and design §
standards of all City departments. :

PROTESTS: 1

ONE CHANGE - Z-133-77 - CHARLESTON HEIGHTS ;
EVELOPMENT : A

pproved ;
EXCEPT that the Clerk to notify
R-4 Zone request :
be changed to an g;;ﬁgﬁ?;ed

R-3 Density
Subject to to proceed

Conditions
Lurie

Property extending north from Cheyenne Avenue
to a point 1,014 feet north of Gowan Road
between Tenaya Way and the proposed Rainbow
Freeway.

From: N-U (Non-Urban)

To: P-1, R-4, R-PD 18 and C-1.

Planning Commission recommended DENIAL on a
“otion for approval which did not carry.

PROTESTS: Approx. 30

Commissioner

Christensen
voted "no"
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’ Mayor and Board of City (gm'ssioners Pag-e ‘

Re: Agenda ltems, 12-21-77 meeting December 16, 1977

zone such as R-1, R-3, etc. that the people that have R-E zoning usually protest

strongly on the basis that they want the area to remain R-E. Much of the land

to the northwest has scattered R-E development and seemingly the people that have
R-E homes take the position that any other type of land use would be detrimental,
but also there seems to be no particular Timitation as to how far away from their
property the R-E zoning should be protected.

If this philosophy and pattern continues, it will mean that we will have thousands
of acres sparsely developed which will require urban services which will be very
costly to provide. think we have an "urban sprawl" condition of serious propor-
tions developing and unless we start changing the zoning to more intense uses on some
of this vast acreage fairly soon, the problem will only become more intense as time
goes by and more and more spot estate type development takes place. We know from-
past experience that R-E and R-T can exict in harmony. We have several situations
closer in wherein R-E has existed next tc R-1 for years, and the integrity of both
1ife styles has been preserved. Conceivebly you might argue that Becker's applica-
tion is out of character with the surrourding zoning pattern, however, I am of the
opinion that somewhere very soon we must take steps to allow urbanization to take

place. '

ZONE CHANGE - 7-134-77 - ERNEST A. BECKEF

Property generally located on the south side of Smoke Ranch Road between Jones
Boulevard and Winwood Street, from R-1 (under ROI to R-3) to R-PD 20. Proposed
Use: High density planned development.

There is a townhouse planned unit develofpment immediately east of this property;

R-2 zoning and development on the north side of Smoke Ranch across the street from
this property: single family home develogment to the south. This property was

put under ROI in 1963 to allow R-3 density apartments. There was no time iimitation
on the Resolution. Mr. Becker is now asking for a PUD on the basis of 20 units per
acre which is slightly less than the R-3 density. The overall development plan in
my opinion is much more beneficial to the single family home owners than that which
would be effected if the area were develcped with apartments.

There was a substantial protest factor from the single family home owners in the
area due in part to the fact that the notice of public hearing indicated that this
was a request for a change from R-1 to R-PD 20, and therefore they were objecting

to the proposed development without having knowledge that Mr. Becker could come in
with a building permit request to build apartments on the property and it would

have to be approved. The layout of the development would prohibit any access to the
street on which the single family homes are located. The only access would be from
Smoke Ranch which is a major street.

The Planning Commission recommends approval.

ZONE CHANGE - Z-136-77 - GARY E. SILVA

Property located at 2101 East Oakey Boulevard at the northeast corner of Oakey
Boulevard and Eastern Avenue from R-1 to P-R. Proposed Use: Office.

This ?s in acgord with the established pattern of allowing P-R on Eastern. The
Planning Commission recommends approval.



. Mayor and Board of City Jissionérs Page #2
Re: Agenda items, 12-21-y7 meeting Decembey™16, 1977

ZONE CHANGE - Z-130-77 - WESTGATE BUILDERS

Property generally located at the northwest corner of Sahara Avenue and Arville
Street from R-1.to C-1. Proposed Use: Wendy's Hamburger Restaurant.

The two corners on the south side of Sahara are zoned and developed for commercial
purposes. The northwest corner has residential property backing up to it.

The Planning Commission recommends approval. There were no protests.

ZONE CHANGE - Z-131-77 - MARJORIE M. HIESTAND

Property generally located on the north s$ide of Stewart Avenue between Lamb Boulevard
and Century Drive from R-E to R-3. Proposed Use: Four-plex development.

There is a small mobile home park in close proximity to this property on the north
side of Stewart and also a LDS Church. On the south side there is R-3 zoning.

The Planning Commission recommends approval. There was one protest.

ZONE CHANGE - 7-132-77 - NICK PANDELIS

Property generally located on the south side of St. Louis Avenue between Fairfield
Avenue and Commerce Street from R-4 to C-2. Proposed Use: 32 efficiency apartments.

This is a request to allow efficiency apartments with parking being provided on the
basis of 1 to 1. The applicant proposes 32 units with 32 parking spaces.

The Planning Commission recommends approval. There was one protest.

ZONE CHANGE - 7-133-77 -~ CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT

Property extending north from Cheyenne Avenue to a point 1,014 feet north of Gowan
Road between Tenaya Way and the proposed Rainbow Freeway from N-U to R-1, R-4,
R-PD 18 and C-1.

This property was just annexed to the City. You will remember, Mr. Becker had

a 1ike application in the same location but on the east side of the freeway which

was recently denied. That particular application met with a strong protest from

the property owners to the east which does have some R-E development. This pro-

perty is located west of the freeway, therefore, the freeway provides a physical
separation from the protestants to the euast. There were, however, a few protests from
property owners to the west. The nearest house 1 believe is at least one-quarter

mile away from this property. The area is predominately undeveloped.

The Planning Commission recommended denial by means of an affirmative motion which
failed to carry.

Not for the particular purpose of espousing Mr. Becker's application, but to
describe to you an overall problem, I would like to point out that we are rapidly
running out of Jand which is zoned for urban development. 1 am sure you are all
acquainted with the fact that whenever an application is made to go to an urban
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December 15, 1977

Mr. Ernest A, Becker
6115 Clarice Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107

Re and 2-134-77

Dear Mr. Becker:

Please be advised your request will be heard by the Board of City
Commissioners on December 21, 1977, at 9:00 A.M. in the Conmission
Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.

It is requested that you or your representative be present at thjs
meeting to answer any pertinent quesiions which may arise regarding

your request.

Sincerely yours,

_ DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
t PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

DJS:kt

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



December 9, 1977

Mr. Ernest A. Becker
6115 Clarice Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107

Re: Z-133-77v"

Dear Mr. Becker

Your request for reclassification of property extending north from Cheyenne Avenue to
a point 1,014 feet north of Gowan Road between Tenaya Way and the proposed Rainbow

Freeway from N-U to R-1, R-4, R-PD 18 and C-1, was considered by the City Planning
Commission on December 8, 1977.

The Commisddon voted to refer this item to the Board of City Commissfoners with a
recommendation of DENIAL basdd on a Motion €or Approval which failed to carry.

This request requires final actfon by the Board of City Conmissfoners. If you will
call this office at 386-6301 on December 15th, we will advise you as to what meeting
of the City Commission your request will he presented.

Sincerely yours,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
PLAINING AND DEVELOPMENT

'DON 3. SAVLUR, AIP, DIRECTOR
DJS:kt

cc: City Clerk
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_ﬁ,hw" RESOLUTION OF INTENT TO RECLASSIFY

i REAL PROPERTY

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1014 provides for an intention
of rezoning in the public interest; and

WHEREAS, the Board of City Commissioners decens it appro-—
priate and in the best interest of the public health, satety,
welfare, and convenience and an intention to rezone be indicated
so long as conditions and stipulations are complied with; and

WHEREAS, this intention to reclassify real property
shall become final and rezoning shall be consummated upon the
particular property when the owner has completed the specified
building program in compliance with the conditions thereof.

NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of Com-
missioners of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada at a regular meeting
thercof held on the 2ist day of December, 1977 that the following
parcel of real property shall be rezoned as follows at the time of
completion of said purpose of rezoning and the conditions attached

thereto.

7-133-77 From N-U to R-1, R-3, R-PD 18 and C-1

Legally describad as being & portion of the Yest Half
(1) of the East Half (F%) of Seckion 10, Township 20
South, Range 60 East, MDB&HM, moreﬁparticularly described

as follows:

From N-U to R-1

COMMENCING at the South Quarter corner of said Section
103 thence Morth 00027'33" lest, 1012.00 feet to the
True Point of Beginning; thence continuing rorth 009
27'33" West, 1691.39 feet; thence North 00928'04"
West, 1014.40 feet; thence South 83047°'03" East,
844.723 feet; thence South 00921'06" East, 251.01 feet;
thence North 89947'03" West, 452.69 feet; thence
South 00028'04" Fast, 763.17 feet; thence South 8¢9
48'53" Fast, 259.02 fest; thence South 00°27'33"

Fast, 1684.08 feet; thence South 86932°27" Hest,
650.00 feet to the True Point of Beginning.

From N-U to R-3

Commencing at the South Quarter Corner of said Section
10; :thence Horth 00°27'33" West, 680.00 feet to the
True Point of Beginning; thence continuing North
00027'33" West, 332.00 feet; thence North 83°32'27"
Fast, 650.00 feet; thence Horth 00027'33" lest, 1684.08
feet; thence South 839048'53" Last, 122.42 feet; thence
South 00011'07" Hest, £0.00 feet; thence South £N048'04"
East, 455.54 feet; thesce South 00C16'54" East, £€29.97
feet; thence South 04028'35" West, 301.04 feet; thence
South 09926'45" Mest, 355.11 feet; thence South 17°
07t16" West, 438.91 feot; thence South 83032'27"

Hest, 999.83 feet to the True Point of Beginning.



7-¥33-77 (cont) From Nub R-PD 18

COMMENCING AT the centar quarter covner of said Section

»
“

> 10; thence South 80048'53" Fast 361.03 veet to the
Lo True Point of Beginninyg; thence Horth 00023'04" West,
- 763.17 feet; thence Sosth 89947703" Fast, 452.69

featy thence South 00921'06™ East, 85.96 feet; thence
South 89047'40" East, 392.84 feet; thence South 00°

58'43" Hest, 562.36 feat; thence South 80953'39" lest
455.04 feet; thence Sousth 00°%11'07" Hest, 40.00 feet;
thence North 89948'53" lest, 381.44 ‘feet to the True

Point of Beginning.
From N-U to C-1

COMMENCING at the South Quarter (Sk) corner of said
Section 10; the True Paint of Baginning; thence Morth
00027'33" West, 630.00 feet; thence North 89032727"
East, 999.88 feet; thence South 17907'16" lest, 614.30
feet: thence South 67905'26" lest, 135.00 feet; thence
South 00008'00" West, 50.00 feet; thence North £9°
52'00" West 689.07 feet to the True Point of Beginning.

SUBJECT TO:
. ’*—“P_H-—_f—'_-r—__ﬂ——i— . e
1.-—Resotatiohi o Tte1t-be—restricted-to-a~twelve month—time-tHmits’

2. Installation of half-street improvements on Teraya
Way and Cheyenne Ave. frortages, as required by
the Department of Public Services.

S

3. Installation of full-street improvements on Gowan
Road frontage, as required by the Department of
Public Services. B

4. Dedication of 20 . additional right-of-way for
Cheyenne (Total 50 ft.); dedication of a 25 ft.
radius corner at Cheyenne Ave. and Tenaya; dedication
of 80 ft. for Gowan Road and dedication of a 20
ft. radius corner at Gowan and Tenaya, as required
by the Department of Public Services.

5. Submission and approval of a Plot Plarn Tor the
C-1 portion of this property prior to developmant.

6. Conformance to the plot plan to reflect the above
conditions.

7. Conformance to cede requirements and design standavds
of all City departrents.

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 21st day of December, 1977.

(WL A i

— o WILLIAM H. BRIARE,' Mayor
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ATTEST :

. Qe

EDWINA M. COLE, City Clerk
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1. Conformance to the conditions of approval
on the Tentative Map.

2. Street names shall be provided in accord
with the City's Street Name Policv.

3. Subject to code regquirements and design
standards of all City departments.

4, Meet the requirements of State Subdivision
Statutes.

Voting was as follows:
"AYES" Dr. Parker, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Miller, Mr.
Tiberti, Mr. Guthrie, Mr. Jones and Mr. Swessel.

"NOES" None.

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

11. NEW STREET New Street Alignment under a Parcel Map request
ALIGNMENT (DAVID N. HADDOCK) for property generally located
between Leon Avenue and Bradley Road south of
(PM-28-77) Dorrell Lane.
APPROVED MR. NULL presented the staff report and said the

reason for this item was a new street alignment _
for Janet Circle. Staff would recommend approval.

MR. TIBERTI made a Motion for APPROVAL of the
new street alignment of Janet Circle.

Voting was as follows:

"AYES" Dr. Parker, Mrs, Coleman, Mr. Miller, Mr.
Tiberti, Mr. Guthrie, Mr. Jones and Mr. Swessel.
"NOES" None. :
Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

. CHAIRMAN PARKER announced this item would be heard
by the City Commission December 14, 1977 at 9:00 AM.

2-133-77 Application of CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT
COMPANY for reclassification of property legally |
DENIED described as being a portion of the West Half (W)

of the East Half (E%) of Section 10, Township 20
South, Range 60 East, MDB&M and extending north
from Cheyenne Avenue to a point 1,014 feet north

of Gowan Road between Tenaya Way and the proposed
Rainbow Freeway, from N-U (Non-Urban) to R-1

(Single Family Residence), R-4 (Apartment Residence),
R-PD 18 (Residential Planned Development) and C-1
(Limited Commercial).

MR. BROWN presented the staff report and said the
developer had submitted an eleventh hour revision
on the plat of the property in question, increas-
ing the lots on Tenaya to 11,000 sgq. ft., with
the change from R-4 to R-3 on the east. Staff
would recommsnd approval.

CHAIRMAN PARKER declared the public hearing open.

ERNIE BECXER, 4401 West Washington, stated when
they submitted the plan, the property to the east
was bounded by the freeway that goes to the Test
Site. Gowan will have the only overpass. On the
west side of the property it is owned by the
government except for 1320' and they were under
the impression there was only one owner on the
property by ‘Theyenne and wanted that at a higher

ANNOTATED MINUTES - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION - DECEMBER 8, 1977 - PAGE 11 /
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density, so they went in with R-4 and R-1 directly
to the west, They found out this was not true and
that the property owners wanted larger lots. So
the R-4 was changed to R-3, then a buffer zone with
332' strip behind the business frontage, and bring
lots out and have only a 60' street. The 11,000’
lots would face the west. This cut down a little
bit of the R-3. The residences in question are
more than a cuarter of a mile away. He described
the proposed development with the use of a plot
plan.

CHAIRMAN PARFKER asked how large was the property
in guestion, and how the zoning was broken down.

MR. BECKER replied the R-3 was 39% acres, the R-1
is 25.8 acres, the R~PD 18 is 13 acres and the
C~1 is 13.8 acres. He said that was not a net
basis.

CHAIRMAN PARKER asked how many persons were present
in protest. Twelve people were present in opposition.

MR. BROWN stated there was no written opposition.

MRS. COLEMAN said it was her understanding the
freeway would not be as heavily travelled as an
urban freeway. She asked if it was good thinking
on the part of the Commission to put something less
than R-1 next to it.

GAYLE M'GARY, 3386 North Gareheim, stated she was
against the proposal. She added they were opposed
to any corporation coming in their R-~E area and
telling them they were stupid and not aware of
property values. She said they bought their land
and built their houses to get away from develop-
ment. She added she wanted to be able to look out
her front door and see the mountain.

GLADE WILGAR, 3345 North Pineair, stated they
wished the area to remain R~E. He presented a
petition containing 28 signatures in protest
saying these people lived west of the proposed
development.

VIC GREAVY, 6675 West Buckskiﬁ, appeared in protest,

MR. TIBERTI said the purpose of the holding zone

was for mixed zoning areas. Also, the developer
could go ahead and people buying in the future would
know what is or would be planned. He said it
appeared to him this was a good mix and it is a

good developmeant.

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

e

MR. ERTI made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-133-77.

Voting was as follows:

- "AYES" Mr. Tiberti, Mr. Guthrie and Mr. Jones.
"NOES" Dr. Parker, Mr. Miller, Mrs. Coleman and
Mr. Swessel.

Motion for APPROVAL failed to carry; therefore,
the regquest is denied. ;

CHAIRMAN PARKER announced this item would be heard
by the City Commission and the applicant was to
contact the Department of Community Planning and

ANNOTATED MINUTES - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION - DECEMBER 8, 1977 - PAGE 12 ,fy/




Development to determine the date and time.

13. 2Z-134-77 Application of ERNEST A BECKER for reclassification
of property legally described as a portion of the
APPROVED Northwest Quarter (NWX%) of Section 24, Township 20

South, Range 60 East, MDB&M, and generally located
on the south side of Smoke Ranch Road between Jones
Boulevard and Winwood Street, from R~1 (Single Family
Residence) to R-PD 20 (Residential Planned Develop-
ment).

Proposed Use: High Density Planning Development

MR. BROWN presented the staff report and indicated

the location by means of visual aids., He stated the
area in question has been classified under Resolution
of Intent to R-3. The R~PD 20 is the same density.

With these observations, staff would recommend approval.

CHAIRMAN PARKER cleclared the public hearing open.

ERNIE BECKER, 4401 West Washington, stated that they

had met with some of the neighbors Tuesday to see if it
could be worked out to get their approval. Some

changes have beer. made, but they may not necessarily
have their approval. The streets access to the park-
ing lots. Previcusly they came out on Condor, feeling
there would be ar, objection, came up with Smoke Ranch, a
100' street, there would be no objections to it. There
will be no vehicular access to Condor.

MR. SWESSEL askec if there were duplexes across the
street.

MR. BECKER said yes, there were duplexes on that side.
He added that instead of building apartments as they
can now do, in Westchester, the landscaping is done
by an association and one person does it, so they are
doing the same with this so it will be done by an
association. The parking lot would be taken care of
as would the landscaping. If the project is approved,
they would agree to a low wall with wrought iron and
flowers in the front and the lawn behind it. He added
they may still okject to the fact they have single
family houses, being mixed with rentals, but that he
has not been able to solve that. There was a meeting
last night and they were told the City had agreed to
let them come out on the Smoke Ranch side.

CHAIRMAN PARKER asked those present in opposition to
stand. Twenty-two persons were present in protest.

CHAIRMAN PARKER asked if there were any letters of
protest.

MR. BROWN replied there was one letter.

JOHN THAYER, 5705 Auborn, stated he was representing
property owners in the area, some of whom were not
able to be present. He said they had discussed the
proposal and were in opposition to the rezoning. He
added some of the reasons for the opposition were
that they had selected to live in the area because

it was R-1; that they were opposed to spot zoning

and the development of 96 units. He further added
the proposal would introduce additional traffic into
the area creating a problem and as there are two
schools nearby, would cause a problem also. He pre-
sented a petition having 63 signatures in protest and
also a map showing persons receiving a letter from the
Planning Department and further indicating those
persons not in favor of the proposed development.
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CITY OF LAS VEGAS ® & o

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM December 2, 1977

TO: FROM:

Community Development Field Operations Engineer
SUBJECT: COPIES TO:

1-133-77

Charieston Heights Development Co.

N. of Cheyenne Ave & No. of Gowan

between Tenaya and Rainbow Freeway

Your memorandum of November 17, 1977 requested comments from the
Public Services Department on the application for Reclassification
of property located north of Cheyenne Ave. to a point 1,014' north
of Gowan Rd. between Tenaya Way and Rainbow Freeway.

It will be required that the applicant:

1) construct half-street improvements on Tenaya Way and
Cheyenne Ave. frontages.

2) construct full-street improvements on Gowan Rd. frontage.

3) ded1c?§e 20" additional right-of-way for Cheyenne (total
of 50'}.

4) dedicate a 25' radius corner at Cheyenne and Tenaya.

5) dedicate 80' for Gowan Rd.

6) dedicate 20' radius corners at Gowan and Tenaya.

Rainbow Freeway frontage and approximately 455' of Gowan Rd.
frontage will be improved by the State Highway Department.

ROéERi g: NEBER PE & RLS

RDW/JSH/s
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CITY OF LAS VEGAS ' ‘l’ Date

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:
DON J. SAYLOR, A,I.P., DIRECTOR
COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
SUBJECT:

Z-133-77, RECLASSIFICATION

CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT COMPANY

1. Lettered streets in conflict with already existing streets from "A" to "H",

2., To meet water requirements of Las Vegas Fire Department as property developes.

NB/nc

CLV-6217
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CITY OF LAS VEGAS INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM -

| Nov. 17, 1977

Date
TO:  PUBLIC SERVICES, ADMIN. DIVISION , FROM: DON J. SAYLOR, AIP, DIRECTOR
L-BEPT. OF FIRE SERVICES COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

SUBJECT: . ' | COPIES TO:

ZONING - Z-133-77
CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT CO.

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

Property extending north from Cheyenne Avenue to a point 1,014 ft. north of
Gowan Road between Tenaya Way and the proposed Rainbow Freeway.

FROM: N-U  To: R-1, R-4, R-PD 18, and C-1.

A 777

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING: December 8, 1977

December 2, 1977 will

Your remarks regarding this application prior to
be greatly appreciated.

cc: Traffic Engineer (copy of plot plan on file in Public Services)

CL 1



CITY OF LAS VEGAS INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM . Hov. 17, 1577
P Date
TO:  PUBLIC SERVICES, ADMIN. DIVISION FROM: DON J. SAYLOR, AIP, DIRECTOR
DEPT. OF FIRE SERVICES COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

SUBJECT: COPIES TO:
ZONIKG - 2-133-77
CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT CO.

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

Property extending north frem Cheyenne Avenue to a point 1,014 ft. north of
Gowan Road batween Tenaya tay and the proposed Rainbow Freeway.

m! N"U ‘ TO: R". 3‘4. R"PD ‘89 ﬂnd c"‘o

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING: Becenber 8, 1577

Your remarks regarding this application prior to _ Decerber 2, 1977

will
be greatly appreciated.

Plot Plan Attached: Yes

No

DJS:kt

cc: Traffic Engineer (copy of plot plan on file in Public Services)

cL1



