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PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

Special use permit (SUP) applications currently require final action by the City Council. This
bill, the essence of which was originally proposed in 2004, is intended to reduce the SUP
caseload of the Council by providing that Planning Commission action on most SUP applications
is final. Planning Commission decisions on SUPs will continue to be appealable to the Council,
and members of the Council may request review of Planning Commission decisions. The bill
will also incorporate State law requirements concerning zoning-related hearings and appeals.

RECOMMENDATION:
This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for review, hearing and
recommendation to the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Bill No. 2007-64

Motion made by RICKI Y. BARLOW to Hold In Abeyance to 1/15/2008

Passed For: 2; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0
LOIS TARKANIAN, RICKI Y. BARLOW; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-
None); (Excused-None)

Minutes:
COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN declared the Public Hearing open.
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RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 20, 2007

FLINN FAGG, Planning and Development Department, explained that this bill would allow the
decision of the Planning Commission to be final aciton on most Special Use Permits or SUPS.
He stated exceptions would include any SUPS requested by a Councilmember to be presented to
the Council, any appeals and multiple applications, including SUPs, that move together. Those
SUPs would still be heard by the City Council. He explained this would make the City's process
consistent with the processes of other agencies in the Valley and he recommended approval.

TEDDY RUSSELL, Las Vegas resident, concugzedaaith MR. FLAGG and recommended

approval.
COUNCILWOMAN TARKA 1. She expressed concern
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COUNCILMAN BARLOW propoSaga ¥ acgdtion as he did not believe the
responsibility of a final decision on SUP¥w ctef lanning Commission and he also
pointed out the difficulty in bringing back before the Council already approved SUPs. He
suggested that a special City Council meeting might be needed to make a decision on this item
and expressed his preference for tabling the bill.

CHIEF DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY VAL STEED suggested holding it in abeyance for a time
certain, rather than tabling it, which would allow the entire Council to hear this item.

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN declared the Public Hearing closed.



