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RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

Proposed Amendments and Staff Report

Exhibit A - Figure 1 - Vision 2045 Downtown Las Vegas Masterplan Districts Map
Exhibit B - Interim Downtown Las Vegas Urban Form Standards

Exhibit C - Figure 2 - Areas within the Downtown Las Vegas Overlay

Submitted at Meeting - PowerPoint Presentation by Staff
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Motion made by CHRISTINA ROUSH to Hold in abeyance to 10/10/2017

Passed For: 6; Against: 1; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0

DONNA TOUSSAINT, CEDRIC CREAR, VICKI QUINN, TRINITY HAVEN
SCHLOTTMAN, CHRISTINA ROUSH, LOUIS DE SALVIO; (Against-SAM CHERRY);
(Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None)

Minutes:
CHAIR SCHLOTTMAN called this matter forward to be heard after Item 78, which was also
called forward after Item 6, and declared the Public Hearing open.

MICHAEL HOWE, Urban Design Coordinator, and LORENZO MASTINO, Planner I, shared in
making a PowerPoint presentation, a copy of which was submitted for the record. MR. HOWE
commented that one year ago the City approved the Vision 2045 Downtown Las Vegas Master
Plan, which includes an expansion to grow the downtown plan area. As such, gaps were
observed to Title 19 that needed to be addressed, which is what TXT-66412 accomplishes. One
of the two objectives is to bring the expanded Downtown Master Plan development standards in
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line with the Vision 2045 Downtown Las Vegas Master Plan. This will be accomplished in part
by removing and replacing the Downtown Centennial Plan, given that it only covers a portion of
the updated Master Plan, including the Medical, Historic Westside and Founders Districts, which
currently fall under Title 19. This created an 1ssue in the suburban code that includes
development standards that do not meetthguiigigaand goals of the new Master Plan. The
updated standards and proceggg :
Master Plan, but will allgg#a getCway igto n

streamline developmg #hi EA SO 3
Master Plan and gt ay to n oate how to QWNopment standards to the
proposed pI‘OJe

aLwith the old Downtown Centennial
providing an avenue for

expanded bd
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g Were signi ; .

fall under and off°d Urban Form Zoning
standards, which 1 cdfiture can be included
Additional overall chang g#ain standards, as well as
consolidation of the existing DO Pverlay standards specific to each

district into one set of standards for all of Area I, which is the core of the downtown.

The new waiver process is valid for older areas in the Downtown Las Vegas Overlay that will
further the goals of the Downtown Master Plan. The text and graphics related to the different
districts were updated and some of the language regarding outdoor dining was consolidated as
well. The Downtown Alley Design Guidebook in the Alley Section was added to the Plan. Other
changes include shade trees being placed at 20-foot intervals.

MR. MASTINO concluded with reading the Next Steps slide, which will require City Council
approval of the Interim Downtown Las Vegas Urban Form Standards by ordinance.

MIKE GANSON, John S. Park Neighborhood resident, said the residential communities should
be made walkable, and the John S. Park Neighborhood should be considered.
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BRUCE SOARES, Las Vegas resident, questioned potential plans for West Las Vegas, which he
feels has a lot of underutilized land. MR. HOWE answered that one of the key concepts is to
identify the existing landmarks and build the code around them. Since there are so many
developable lots and key landmarks, it would be more appropriate to build the code around the
neighborhoods, streets and sidewalks jn-alsgamiidto recognize all future development follows

| development will follow in the spirit

) as an or
S 0 t;v posipgPwas adopted within the last

60 days. Prior to that, an MglcasqQp Coul®n £ . The nude shows ordinance

allowing modifications has be€ kacC TOT aboUL Luge®rs. These ordinances are part of Tile

19.

CHAIR SCHLOTTMAN discussed with MR. SUMMERFIELD that the new language does not
allow more than what was previously approved by the City Council. The complete context of the
respective code section does now allow any more than what is currently allowed. This
presentation only addresses the way the boundary is changing for inclusion to Area 1. The
language could not be stricken, and this section had to be added, regardless of the ordinance that
was adopted, because the names and boundaries are changing, and the current overlay is being
eliminated. The respective code section will include the new language for enforcement purposes.

COMMISSIONER ROUSH was concerned about not having the opportunity to review the
document and all the changes. She was not happy about some sexually oriented businesses being
allowed to expand. With 53 pages of changes, she would be more comfortable if this matter were
held in abeyance. These are huge changes to the way the Planning Commissioners are used to
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looking at zoning and planning and includes more of an architectural system. COMMISSIONER
QUINN agreed with COMMISSIONER ROUSH, adding that she did not have the opportunity to
even review the agenda until Monday, 9/11/2017, due to her accident. She did not feel prepared
to vote on this matter.

COMMISSIONER CREAR yould appreciate more specifics on

MR. HOWE cl 3. sting Centennial Plan
and the expay ; 3 an Form Zoning
regulations \cRcnnial Plan are

under Titlg o il Jrapiere TN , evelopment

The Intg 25 o Ha 4 & Tecsn% the il Wan as it exists
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However, hqgsk AL : g and Related
Standards. MR} N \ w1l ALe ' fogllated but will require
a waiver procesal' SOOI HIC LA ) ot be required, stating

that the required g R. HOWE said although
the language for the 3 d there is still a
requirement for screening screen is needed in downtown

P landscaping, to which MR. HOWE
additional layers to soften the assumption of a

between the parking lot and a )
replied that it is designed to prov1de a bu er and
car heading in the direction of a person.

CHAIR SCHLOTTMAN asked if this requirement could be eliminated and removed. MR.
SUMMERFIELD said that any action by the Planning Commission is a recommendation to the
City Council and had the discretion to act on this with modifications.

Regarding streetscape standards, CHAIR SCHLOTTMAN recommended not requiring date
palm trees in areas where the goal is to create a pedestrian friendly environment, adding that
shade trees would be a better fit. MR. SUMMERFIELD explained that this document is a
transcription of the Centennial Plan with the intent of making a technical fix to address the fact
that the Downtown Master Plan encompasses a larger area than the original Centennial Plan.
Other than a few corrections, it is not the intent of Planning to make significant changes. As the
individual districts are considered, all the aforementioned elements, such as fencing, screening,
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street trees, etc., will be addressed more specifically. This document serves as a bridge to get to
where the City would like to be; it is not the final document, which will require the
neighborhoods input. Nevertheless, any recommendations by the Planning Commission will be
reviewed by staff.

the Arts Distri
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the document includes the line adjustments that are needed in order to repeal the Downtown
Centennial Plan. It is intended as a technical fix that replaces an outdated document with the
same standards for Area 1 and provides additional guidance as to how to treat the expansion
areas when there is development that does not conform to Title 19. A waiver would then have to
be requested. COMMISSIONER ROUSH emphasized her confusion, despite 25 years of
experience. Therefore, she reiterated her preference to hold this matter in abeyance. She did not
feel comfortable having two concurrent codes.

MR. SUMMERFIELD asked MR. HOWE if holding this in abeyance would impact the timeline.
MR. HOWE apologized for confusing the Commissioners. He said the document works
independently, but at some point the overlay has to be fixed. The biggest hurdle is that any
projects underway will have to proceed with variances for anything that does not meet the
standard vision. He emphasized that it is an interim document to help get to a final plan. He was
not opposed to holding this matter.
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COMMISSIONER CREAR agreed that there is a lot of confusion and felt the Commissioners
should better understand the document before voting up or down. Without understanding the
document, he would have to abstain. MR. SUMMERFIELD offered to set up briefings.

COMMISSIONER ROUSH motioned toad s
abeyance.

and then realized she wanted to motion for

CHAIR SCHLOTTM




