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Secondly, Rose Street js already CXperiencing parking and traffic Congestion, and
the road is only partially built oyt Parking on Pinto, due to current heayy traffic, wi]j
never occur, and parking wi]] thus be packed onto Rose Street.

Thirdly, the residentia] aspect of the current Zoning was to tolerate current
homeocwners. The current zoning, whep passed, had projected that medica] facilities
would be built op three lots on] - This current effort reacheg into the past, residentjg)-
wise. The applicant seeks to €Xpand permanent parking and residences per lot, increasing
street congestion. Wi, heavy traffic and children, the Proposed project moves the
zoning back toward the time period when residences were sought to be removed. The
program for qujet walkways, where Patients could stroyj unhampere( by residences and
children at play, is [ost by the current Proposal. With aj] of the high rise development
between Main Street and Las Vegas Boulevard and Stewart ang Charleston, the medica]

variance effort of the applicant does in facg alter the character of the area, Residents in
this area will only heavily increase the hazards to pedestrians. Localization of traffic, a5
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currently zoned, manifests the fact that at the zoning initiative, the City recognized that
persons needing medical care need to be free from the concept of residences in the
medical zone. This aspect should not be changed.

Very truly yours,

L.EARL HAWLEY, ESQ.
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