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August 3, 2006

To The Planning and Development Division:

I am writing this correspondencc in answer to variance VAR-I4734, VAR-
14735, and special use permit SUP-15027.

My family resides across the street from described property and we are very
opposed to the owner's requests for variances and special uses to the Planning
Commission.

1. VAR-I4734 and VAR-14735: The placement of a six foot high block wall
across the front of said residence in this neighborhood does not
aesthetically lend itself to a proper fit. The neighborhood as a whole
includes semi-custom and custom homes. The request for home
placement so close to easements does not fit aesthetically with the
residence styles in this neighborhood.

2. SUP-15027: This request is opposed very vigorously; an 80-foot antenna
and accompanying requirements does not fit within this neighborhood. A
tower of this magnitude will undoubtedly require on-site down guy
supports, possible lighting for air safety, and interior barrier walls for
keeping the curious away. This appears to be a hazard area for potential
thrill seekers to climb this tower. There is also the possibility of
interference with neighborhood telephone and television reception.

Overall, these requests collectively would give the appearance of a mini compound.
Something of this sort does not belong in a residential neighborhood. What is to
keep thrill seekers attempting to climb this structure? We have young children in
this neighborhood, and I feel this would be a temptation. Any protective solutions
the property owner could install would also lend itself to a non-residential look for
this property.

Regards,

Frank H. Malmstedt, Jr.
2117 Diamond Peak ct
Las Vegas, NV. 89117
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