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Conditions and Staff Report
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Justification Letter

Support Postcards

. Submitted after Final Agenda Protest/Support Postcards and Protest Letter by Robyne Brooks
and Nevada Brooks Cook

7. Submitted at Meeting Protest Letters by Rebecca Kinney

O L

Motion made by DAVID STEINMAN to Approve subject to conditions

Passed For: 5; Against: 0; Abstain: 2; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0

STEVEN EVANS, VICKI QUINN, DAVID STEINMAN, GLENN TROWBRIDGE, KEEN
ELLSWORTH; (Against-None); (Abstain-BYRON GOYNES, RICHARD TRUESDELL); (Did
Not Vote-None); (Excused-None)

NOTE: CHAIR GOYNES abstained as he is employed by Veolia Transportation which operates
the Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) transit system. COMMISSIONER
TRUESDELL abstained as he owns property that would be significantly impacted by these
applications.
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Minutes:
VICE CHAIR TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open for Items 48 and 49.

CHERI EDELMAN, Assistant City Englneer appeared with CATHERINE LaFATA, Louis
Berger Group, who gave the present aesibaiggdino Item 48, MS. LaFATA stated the request
g o Bgiden Las Vegas Boulevard between

4th Street and Sahara A 02 plained that the request resulted
from a study by the P10 i art of a transit system
which would cong e S@ ip Tra rm1na1 as Vegas. She stated the
expanded rightgf-# Wu {c t the general purpose
lanes, alleviagig € tCipated cdflgbstion. S Vegas Boulevard
right-of-wa 0 accommodlat 1ght lanes an - foot right-of-way
in the Cityf ¢ No a mmm tl d fox Ms transit. She
referred tgfng @d eXWbits displayed pn | %)ustr wma \ @ing requested.
MS. LaHAT A explaj Item 48 Mdulq airjddditionalfright-of-way
when ag ks tedeye tafel]t y en e 1 dway righ@of-way and
necessafy nfrastruc r¢ ih plac uld|pgl o extend fffirther north.
She notd@l that seve lichinf iifhalltideti a n d that seycial letters of
support Bad

On Item 4

uld. ctor road/ @hltural Vista

Parkway, t tor between
Veterans M&dyial Parkw al of this
application w@ cen Bonanza Road
and Cultural Vi3 pointed out the

proposed location WS ahgg¥ cmorial Drive would be
an 80-foot collector.

anning charrette to identify ways to
accommodate travel growth and a Bus Rapid ransn (BRT) System for Las Vegas Boulevard
North. She stated this proposal would be part of a future transit system which would connect
McCarran Airport with a University of Nevada, Las Vegas campus which would be located north
of the 215 Beltway. She noted that the Downtown Connector project was currently underway
and the City of North Las Vegas would soon let out a contract for the 5th Street project which
would include components for the BRT system north of Owens Avenue.

MS. LaFATA stated Item 49 would provide connections between the Citys northern downtown
area and the City of North Las Vegas. Using pictures displayed on the overhead, she also
described how the Cultural Vista Parkway and the expanded Veterans Memorial Parkway would
function. She pointed out the majority of right-of-way acquisitions would come from public
land, stressing few private land acquisitions would be required. She noted that an informational
meeting had been held and that letters of support had been received. She concluded by
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emphasizing that there are no immediate plans for construction and these requests were for
planning purposes only. She respectfully requested approval of both items.

TODD FARLOW, 240 North 19th Street, wondered if land would be condemned as part of Item
48 and if the property owners were i i e proposal.

DEPUTY CITY ATTOR# LEWIS cjlaigag thatshcSNygpplications were requests to
amend the Master P T * Ul asflopa® omental notice to acquire or
condemn any progffty” §Mhese it re plan gded to allow the public to
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She exprgf ith the possibiljty b pe aking of any
land and, s of oppositio /

/-“

04
| stating t idehi as ag(IBp
shoppinfl denter and' et qut of|b

STEPHB \ e, appeaigiin support of
Item 48, Seksi 1 Y 1 Colf:
integral to

Addressing [t X9, AL GAL esi tated that
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BOB REEVE, 2001 South Pard®mRaa T Tequcsicdg cation of which specific

redevelopment actions would trigger the dedication process for the proposed rights-of-way.

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY LEWIS explained that when the City decides that additional right-
of-way is necessary, the City will discuss the land acquisition with affected property owners at
that time. He reiterated that condemnation and acquisition of land was not being discussed as
part of these applications. He invited MR. REEVE to contact him after the meeting if he had
further questions.

MS. EDELMAN explained that the purpose of the application was to make clear that the City
would like additional right-of-way for the BRT system and she stressed that the additional right-
of-way would be needed to accommodate the traffic coming from the resort corridor. Regarding
Cultural Vista Parkway, she reiterated that it would be used for the BRT system and noted that
soundwalls were not typically used on residential streets. She emphasized that no construction
was being considered and the property owners would be involved in the construction process.
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COMMISSIONER STEINMAN wondered how the applications would affect property owners
seeking to redevelop their properties and questioned how the City would acquire the needed right
-of-way. MS. EDELMAN explained that the right-of-way would be acquired as part of the
permitting process when the City had deﬁnltlve plans for constructing the right-of-way and
pointed out the Clty has no immediate nlad : e. BART ANDERSON Public Works

developers wgfilg ittgd be plandfa Q would be forced to
f ‘ pith the possibility
erly, it would

i N ctation P g ners who might feel such
actions affect propertggatsg W prugfMice, The adoption of a
general plan for the futurcggterpuent a1 Bential public use of privately
e -

owned land does not amount t0 Y gk #Mat land. Such activities by
government officials are no more than planning and do not affect the owners interest. He
confirmed COMMISSIONER EVANS observation that no concrete action is attached to these
applications which are part of the Citys long-term vision.

COMMISSIONER QUINN expressed her support for the applications, but stated she would not
support condemnation of property which would shutdown businesses which had been operating
for several years.

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY LEWIS informed VICE CHAIR TROWBRIDGE that if in the
future, the City began acquisition of land, the City would have a constitutional obligation to pay
just compensation.

VICE CHAIR TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed for Items 48 and 49.



