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PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

This bill will revise and relocate within the Municipal Code the provisions regulating the naming
of streets and assignment of addresses and, in addition, will adopt the “City of Las Vegas Street
Naming and Address Assignment Regulations, 2009 Edition as a replacement for the 1993
Edition of that document. The revised and updated provisions reflect changes that have occurred
since the issue was last revisited and represent a coordinated effort among local entities. The
Code provisions are being relocated so as to appear in Title 19 of the Code rather than Title 13.

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

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Bill No. 2009-30
2. Street Naming and Address Assignment Regulations

Motion made by STAVROS S. ANTHONY to Approve as Do Pass

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

Minutes:
FLINN FAGG, Planning and Development Department, explained that this bill would adopt the
recommendations from the County-wide 9-1-1 Committee regarding addressing standards. It
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would move the regulations to another section of the Code and the Planning and Development
Department will be in charge of its administration. The Departments of Building and Safety and
Fire and Rescue are both in support of these changes and he recommended approval.

Some of the changes include clarifying where Far Hills Drive and Clark County 215 are north
and south. Currently, any deviation to the Street Naming and Address Assignment Regulations
requires a Waiver and this bill would change that requirement to a Variance. MR. FAGG
clarified for COUNCILMAN BARLOW that the Stre ame Change process would not change.
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