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Case No Z-0037-kk

APN 139-2kL-301-00Y

Location SEC of Washington and Las Vegas Blvd
Applicant B.P.0.E. Lodge #1l4bL&

Subject

Reclassification of property legally
described as that portion of the North half
of the SE AQuarter of Section 27+ Township 20
South+ Range bkl East. lying East of the East
right-of-way line of N Las Vegas Blvd and
the North half of the SW Quarter of Section
2b+ Township 20 Souths Range Lkl East.
excepting the East 574.81'. which includes
Bruce Gardens No. 1. a recorded subdivision.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
June 9, 1966
May 25, 1966
Notice is hereby given that on June 9, 1966, at 7:30

P.M., in the Council Chambers of the City Hall, Las Vegas, Nevada,
the City Planning Commission will hear the application of:

Z-37-66 B,P,0.E, LODGE #1468 FOR RECLASSIFICATION
OF PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS THAT
PORTION OF THE NORTH HALF (N%) OF THE
SOUTHEAST QUARTER (SE%) OF SECTION 27,
TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 61 EAST, LYING
EAST OF THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD NORTH AND THE NORTH
HALF (N%4) OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SWi)
OF SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE
61 EAST, EXCEPTING THE EAST 574.81 FEET,
WHICH INCLUDES BRUCE GARDENS NO. 1, A
RECORDED SUBDIVISION AND GENERALLY
BOUNDED BY WASHINGTON AVENUE ON THE
NORTH, HARRIS AVENUE ON THE SOUTH, LAS
VEGAS BOULEVARD NORTH ON THE WEST AND
BRUCE STREET ON THE EAST,

FROM: R-1 (Single-Family Residence)
and C-1 (Limited Commercial)

TO: C-2 (General Commercial)

Any and all interested persons may appear before the
City Planning Commission either in person or by representative and
object to or express approval of the proposed reclassification or
may, prior to this hearing, file with the City Planning Director
written objections thereto or approval thereof.

In the event this item is acted upon by the Planning
Commission it will automatically be heard by the City Commission at
their next regular meeting.

DJS:da
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City Attorney ‘  ' -~ bon J, Saylor, QiP,~

April a, 19685_,3)

‘Director of Planning . . -

LAS VEGAS COWBOYS - PROFESSIONAL
FOOTBALL BUSINESS LICENSE APPLI-
CATIOR FOR THE ELKS' PROPERTY

We have received a business license application relative to the -
above. The Elks' property is zoned residential with the excep~ . = - -
tion of a small portion, occupied by the Lodge buildinq, which .. -

is zoned conaercial. S '

Historically, the Elks have carriéd'on-cortafn activttiesian S
the residential portfon of the property such as the annual
Helldorado Affair, exhidbition baseball, scheol athletic events, . ..
etc. In each and every case, I believe the Elks or some other
non-profit body was the principal and, therafore, sald uses '
were permitted as part of the Lodge operatﬁan and were not - .
reviewed by the Planning Department in that no business ltcense
was involved. The present license; however, if my understanding
of the operation is corract, deas involve a private body and is’
being cenducted for the purpose of profit. The E£1ks will parti-
cipate, I believe, akly to the extent that they will lease the .
property to the licensee for a lease fee. I do not question

the matter of approving the license as far as the office function
of the business is concerned because it will be located in the

commercial zome; however, in that the football games and. atten- A,"‘"'w

dant commercial functions will be within the area zoned R- 1, I
question the legality of the: licenso. .

Please review the attached copy of the 11canso app?ication and :
advise me accordingly. A )

DIS: Im
Attachment



COMMISSIONER 5. GRANT STEWART . Do . snx.ox, ALY
COMMISSIONER JAMES CORKY - DIRROTOR OP mmm

Aeguest of Joe Burten -
lease of Elks Property

The adeve mwnt involves a guestion of ;animg; monfere, the
City Mamager has zsuggested that I temrd the oueuins :.nfem-_. e

tiok $0 you,
The Elks Club property is zonsd R-1 with the exception of a
small area along lLas Boulevard which is xensd¢ C-1, The

ropbued use is, in faes, , & swcond hand store ration and-
Zmaiawlweu Ldestemamtmunm ina C-M R
sone. In that second hand articles ave invelved, the provisions

of ihe llcsnse section of the City Gode would prevail aod these

provisions atipulate that the sale of second hand articles :!.s
pomwﬂ atly in certain aress of the e¢ity, and the Elks
property is not lesated within the area pressribed. -

It is my underfitanding that ihe proposed funstion is & émr-
eial em rise and would have to be licensed. In order to =
be licensed it must necesmarily eonform to zening requirements.

mm#mmammtatmmcmb

: ' roguating thils matter & few wesks ago, and at -
aat mimmmt the proposed © bion gould not
:;t’mm on the Xiks yrepcrty undey seting and exzsts.ng

38 any queations ar Af you wish to d1scuss this uts-r o o
ua me Puprther, pleass advise, , _ L




ﬁPlannins Department -
= 400; Stewart Avanue

Mr.aJamea Bilbray .
- County Assessor's office
Clark County Court Houao
24 and Carson B
Laa vagaa, Nevada
Ret

~ I have diacuaaed this matter with the COmmittee of
g-the protestants and with Mr, Les Corcoran and, in
\.: view of the fact the Elks have no immediate develop-
¢ ment plans, it has been agreed that it would be
% appropriate for the Planning Commission to hold the:
application in abeyance indefinitely until such tima
‘as the Elks do have a. proposed development, at which .
. time the proteatanta uill be notified and Y Joint“ﬂ

narector orurlanning RN
,%COordinator*or UrbanARanaual




17.

Plot Plan Review

18,

City Planning Commission

Z-106-64

Z-37-66

Abeyance

® ¢

developers have been advised. They have countered
with a letter requesting that they be allowed to
appear before this Board to present their problem,
Mr., Saylor stated that he had fleld-tripped this
area and found that it was relatively cleaned up;
however, previously when it was checked it was very
cluttered. The Planning Department has had many
complaints,

It was generally agreed by the Board that they
would be opposed to any change in the conditions
without first advising the property owners.

JIM STAFFORD, Lee. Brothers Market, appeared stating
that thelr main problem was with Super X Drugs and
they were willing to build a trash enclosure.

Mr. Johnston moved that the condition imposed re-
quiring a completely enclosed trash area be upheld
in conformance with the requirements specified by
the Planning Department.

Mr. Matteucci seconded the motion and it was
carried by a unanimous vote.

Approved application of RUVO AND PERRY for property
generally located on the south side of Sahara Avenue
between Las Verdes Street and Valley View Boulevard,
land use Zone C-1.

Mr, Saylor stated that this 1s for the Venetian
Pizzeria and the plot plan indicated that there
should be landscaping on two corners. One ares

is landscaped and one area is surfaced. They are
now requesting "that this particular portion of
landscaping be held in abeyance until the area
develops and the highway construction is completed.”
Staff feels that the landscaping should be put in,
AL PERRY appeared stating that landscaping is in

at the east end of the building, but that they
would like to walt awhile to put the remainder

of the landscaping in. Discussion ensued as to

how much area this involved and the Board generally
agreed that the landscaping be installed immed-
iately and requirements met as specified by the
Planning Department.

Application of B.,P,0.E. LODGE #1468 for reclassi-
fication of property generally bounded by Washing-
ton; Harris, Las Vegas Boulevard North and Bruce,
from R-1 and .C-1 to C-2,

Mr. Saylor stated that he had contacted representa-
tives of the protestants and also the Elks ILodge
and it was determined that they have no immediate
plans. He said that he informed them that he
would recommend to the Planning Commission that

it be held in abeyance until development plans

are submitted at which time the protestants should
be notified and a joint meeting set up.

Mr. Stewart moved that the application of B,P.0.E.
LODGE #1468 for reclassification of property
generally bounded by Washington, Harris, Las Vegas
Boulevard North and Bruce, from R-1 and C-1

to C-2, be held in abeyance indefinitely pending

Minutes - July 14, 1966 - Page 10
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submittal of development plans at which time the
protestants will be notified and a joint meeting
set up.

Mr. Matteucci seconded the motion and it was
carried by a unanimous vote.

3. 2-41-66 Cont'd CHARLES KELLAR appeared requesting that his ap-
from Pg 3 plication be reconsidered as to a C-1 classifi-

cation for only the front portion of the parcel.
Mr. Gilday moved that his motion of denial be
rescinded.
Mr. Tiberti seconded the motion.
A brief discussion ensued and Mr. Stewart moved
that the application of CORNELIA KELILAR for
reclassification of property generally located
on the south side of Owens Avenue between "J"
Street and "N" Street, be approved by means
of a Resolution of Intent subject to the follow-
ing conditions:

1) That the application be amended to C-1
classification and that the south half
of the parcel be deleted.

2) That the plot plan be brought back to the
Planning Commission for approval.

3) That the Resolution of Intent be restricted
to a six (6) months time limit,

4) Dedication of necessary right-of-way as
required by the Department of Public Works.

5) Signing an agreement and posting a bond
for the installation of offsite improve-
ments as required by the Department of
Public Works.

6) Conformance to the requirements of the
Fire and Building Departments,

Mr. Johnston seconded the motion and it was carried

unanimously.
19. 2-46-66 Staff requested permission for a special meeting
to be held concerning the application of DR, WM,
Request for WILSON for reclassification of property generally
Special Meeting located on the Northeast corner of Rancho Road
Granted and Sahara Avenue, from R-E to C-1l.

Discussion followed and it was determined that a
special meeting would be held on 8/3/66 at 8:30
A.M. in the Conference Room and Notices of Public
Hearing mailed out.

ADJOURNMENT : Upon motion duly made, seconded and carried by
a unanimous vote, the regular meeting of the City
Planning Commission was adjourned at 9:25 P.M,

DJS:au

City Planning Commission - Minutes - July 14, 1966 - Page/11



'.,Planning Departmenﬁ‘
LoO sStewart Avenue

July 15, 1966 "

B.P.0.E. #1468 - ,
900 Las Vegas Boulevard North .
Las Vegas, Nevada

Dear Sir:.

At the regular meeting of the City Planning Com-
mission held July 14, 1966, your request for reclassifica- °
tion of property generally bounded by Washington Avenue, .
Harris Avenue, Las Vegas Boulevard North and Bruce Street,
from R-1 and C-1 to C-2, was again considered. . S

The Planning Commission voted that this item be
held in abeyance indefinitely pending submittal of develop-
ment plans at which time the protestants will be notified
and a joint meeting set up. .

© Very truly yours;

DON J. SAYLOR . = -
Director of Planning
DJS:da '

Z-37-66



- R Planning Department
, .. 400 Stewart Avenue

July 6,71966

Mr. James Bilbray

County Assessor's Office

Clark County Court House

24 and Carson

Las Vegas, Nevada
S Re: 2-37-66 (Elks Club Rezoning)

Dear Mr. Bilbray: :

I have discussed this matter with the Committee of
_ the protestants and with Mr. Les Corcoran and, in
“view of the fact the Elks have no immediate develop-
ment plans, it has been agreed that it -would be
. appropriate for the Planning Commission to-hold the
application in abeyance indefinitely until such time
~as the Elka.do have a proposed development, at which
time the protestants will be notified and a joint
~ meeting set up.

Yours very truly,

DIS ik , DON J. SAYIOR
: ' Director of Planning
Coordinator of Urban Renewal

R~ e
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79

z2-36-66
Approved

Z-37-66

Abeyance

Application of VICTOR S. VOORHIES for reclassifi-
cation of property legally described as the East
150.0 Feet of the West 625.0 Feet of the North
Half (N2) of the North Half (N2) of the Northeast
Quarter (NEi) of ths Northeast Quarter (NEL} of
Section 31, T20S, R62E, MDB&M, and generally
located on the south side of Bonanza Road approxi-
mately 700,0 Feet West cf Lamb Boulevard, from R-E
tO C“eo

Mr. Saylor stated that the Master Plan was amended
to include this area as general commercial. There
have been several union halls built here. The pro-
posed use is for a restaurant., The plot plan shows
adequate parking and landscaping between the two
driveways. Staff recommends approval by means of
a Resolution of Intent subject to being in accord
with the plot plan, dedicaticn of necessary R/W
and installation of offsite improvements.

Chairman Cahlan declared the public hearing open.
No-one appeared to protest. The applicant was
present.

Chairman Cahlan declared the public hearing closed.
After discussion Mr. Gilday moved that the appli-
cation of VICTOR VOCRHIES for reclassification of
property generally located on the south side of
Bonanza Road approximately 700,0 Feet west of Lamb
Boulevard, from R-E to C-2, be approved by means
of a Resolution of Intent subject to the following
conditions:

1) Being in accord with the plot plan.

2) That the Resolution of Intent be re-
stricted to a six {6) months time limit,

3) Dedication of necessary R/W as required
by the Department of Public Works.

L) signing an agreement and posting a bond
for the installation of offsite improve-
ments as required by the Department of
Public Works.,

5) Conformance to the requirements of the
Fire and Building Departments.

Mr. Matteucci seccnded the motion and it was
carried by a unanimows vote,

Application of B.P,0.E. LODGE #1468 for reclassi-
fication of property legally described as that
portion of the North Half (N3) of the Southeast
Quarter (SEX) of Section 27,T20S, R61E, lying East
of the East right-of-way line of Las Vegas Boulevard
North and the North Half (N%) of the Southwest
Quarter (SWy) of Section 26, T20S, R61E, excepting
the East 5T4.81 Feet, which includes Bruce Gardens
No. 1, a recorded subdivision and generally bounded
by Washington Avenue on tie North, Harris Avenue on
the South, Las Vegas Boulevard North on the West
and Bruce Street on the East, from R-1 and C-1

to C-2.

Mr. Saylor stated that probably everyone is famil-
iar with this application, that a portion is al-
ready zoned C-1 (approximately 600'x600') which

City Planning Commission -  Minutes - June 9, 1966 - Page 5
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is the specific location of the Elks' building.
The lodge is a charitable institution. Quite
recently an application for commercial zoning was
denied. It became evident that the proposed use
was for a race track. A great number of protests
were entered at both the Planning Commission and
City Commission meetings.

Mr, Saylor felt that almost without exception the
protests were based upon the proposed use rather
than the zoning. The Elks are in a financial
situation where they need to sell some of this
property but they can't get into any operation
with the developer unless it is zoned C-1., Staff
feels that commercial use is quite logical because
of the surrounding land use and recommends approval
of an outright zoning on the Fifth Street frontage
to a 300' depth. Mr. Saylor pointed out that al-
most without exception Fifth Street is zoned C-2.
He further recommended that the remainder be held
in abeyance until plans are submitted. If the
Commission feels that commercial is appropriate
and would be compatible then perhaps some indica-
tion could be given to the Elks that the Planning
Commission would look favorably upon it. There
are two letters of protest on record.

Chairman Cahlan declared the public hearing opern.
GEORGE TATE, 1608 McWilliams, appeared in protest
to this blanket rezoning because there is no basis
for it.

He added that, however, he would be agreeable with
the conditions outlined by staff,

ARNOLD GOOSENECK, 816 North Sixteenth Street,
appeared in protest stating that it seemed that
they were only requesting a rezoning because they
wanted to sell it. He felt that no property should
be rezoned without development plans.,

DARWIN FLANIGAN, 1412 Margaret, appeared in protest,
CLAY McGILL, property owner in the area, appeared
and stated that the applicants did not previously
say that this would be for a race track. He was
in favor of rezoning the frontage but added that
the remainder should have development plans or it
could start a precedence of rezoning without plans.
MADISON GRAVES, Attorney, appeared representing
the Elks and stated that they are not asking for
a specific use whatsoever. He pointed out that

if this 1s rezoned it would still have to have
approval by the BZA for a Use Permit. He stated
that it has already been used for years for
rodeos, etc.

Mr. Gilday felt that the Board should point out
that if this is zoned C-2 it would allow a very
high density use without any further hearings and
that the Board did not want to infringe upon the
property owners to the east and to the south.

Mr. Johnston questioned whether C-2 zoning would
actually bring a greater demand and higher value.
Chairman Cahlan felt that in the event it is
approved it should be subject to review by the
Board of the proposed use,

City Planning Commission - Minutes - June 9, 1966 - Page 6
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Z-38-66

Approved

It appeared that a lengthy discussion would ensue
gnd6the Chairman declared a five-minute recess at
:16 P.M,

The meeting resumed and JAMES BILBRAY appeared

and stated that the Elks have had offers of buying
but the prospective buyer always asked if it was
zoned commercial. He stated that perhaps they
didn't need the entire area zoned C-2, that be-
cause of the freeway something would probably
develop anyway. He stated that the Elks Lodge
cannot continue to pay the taxes and use it only
for charity purposes and that they didn't want to
offend the adjacent property owners.

Mr. Ward asked if they were in agreement with Mr.
Saylor's recommendation.

Mr. Bilbray said "yes" if it goes down Washington
also, that a 7-11 store has shown some interest
there.

CHAIRMAN CAHLAN stated that "there isn't anybody
in this room that isn't cognizant of the fact that
the Elks have done a fine job., The Elks are in a
very serious financial situvation and the income

is nowhere near the ocutgo. But there must be some
way that this can be worked out so that it can't
damage the surrounding property. They are, per-
haps, the number one civic program in the commun-
ity. They are entitled to a little extra consid-
eration., I would like to suggest that this go
over until the next meeting and see if something
could be worked out., Perhaps a Committee could
be appointed to go into this thing and come up
with an answer. The Board wants to be fair to

all concerned. The property owners are afraid of
what might go in here - this fear has to be dissi-
pated. Sometimes deals are made before the zoning
is approved and I think that the Elks Lodge could
come in with a plan.,"

Mr. Gilday concurred that anything with an area
this size should be planned beforehand. Ferhaps

a meeting could be held with the people to the
east and to the scuth,

ARNOLD GOOSENECK stated that they already had an
organization called the Greater Las Vegas Improve-
ment Association.

Chairman Cahlan requested that he designate two
men to serve on a Committee with a representative
from the Elks Lodge (Mr. Bilbray) together with
Mr. Saylor and contact the Planning Department

for a meeting thereof and that this application
be held in abeyance for thirty days pending sub-
mittal of development plans,

Application of DONALD A, McMILLAN for reclassifi-
cation of propertg legally described as Lots 11,
12, 13, 14, 27, 28, 29 and 30 of Block 19 of Las
Vegas Square and generally located on the west
side of Decatur Boulevard between Nebraska and
Kansas, from R-3 to C-1.

City Planning Commission - Minutes - June 9, 1966 - Page 7



4

Planning Department .
400 Stewart Avenue -

June 10, 1966

B P. ‘E. #1“68 )
900 Las Vegas Boulevard North
Las Vegas, Nevada _

Dear Sir:

At the regular meeting of the 01ty Planning Com- :
mission held June 9, 1966, your request for reclassification
of property generally bounded by Washington Avenue on the
north, Harris Avenue on the south, Las Vegas Boulevard North -

C-2, was ccnsidered.

on the west and Bruce Street on the east, from R-1 and C-1to s

The Planning Commission voted that this 1tem be .
held in abeyance for thirty days pending submittal of devel-.;
opment plans. A -
o
This 1item will again be considered by the Planning
Commission at their regular meeting to be held July 14, 1966, -
at 7:30 P.M, to be held in the Council Chambers of City Hall.

Very truly yours,

DON J. SAYLOR
Director of Planning
DJS:da .

2-37-66



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
June 9, 1966

May 25, 1966

Notice is hereby given that on June 9, 1966, at 7:30
P.M,, in the Council Chambers of the City Hall, Las Vegas, Nevada,
the City Planning Commission will hear the application of:

Z-37-66 B.P.0.E., LODGE #1468 FOR RECLASSIFICATION
OF PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS THAT
PORTION OF THE NORTH HALF (N%) OF THE
SOUTHEAST QUARTER (SEf) OF SECTION 27,
TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 61 EAST, LYING
EAST OF THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF
LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD NORTH AND THE NORTH
HALF (N#) OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SWi)
OF SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE
61 EAST, EXCEPTING THE EAST 574.81 FEET,
WHICH INCLUDES BRUCE GARDENS NO. 1, A
RECORDED SUBDIVISION AND GENERALLY
BOUNDED BY WASHINGTON AVENUE ON THE
NORTH, HARRIS AVENUE ON THE SOUTH, LAS
VEGAS BOULEVARD NORTH ON THE WEST AND
BRUCE STREET ON THE EAST,

FROM: R-1 (Single-Family Residence)
and C-1 (Limited Commercial)

TO: C-2 (General Commercial)

Any and all interested persons may appear before the
City Planning Commission either in person or by representative and
object to or express approval of the proposed reclassification or
may, prior to this hearing, file with the City Planning Director
written objections thereto or approval thereof.

In the event this item is acted upon by the Planning
Commission it will automatically be heard by the City Commission at
their next regular meeting.

DJS:da




CITY PLANNING COMMISSION -- CITY HALL -- LAS VEGAS, NEVADA

APPLICATION FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY
TO THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION:

Pursuant to Section 25, Chapter 1, Title XI, of the Las Vegas City Code, as amended,
the undersigned owner of property herelnafter descrlbed ereby presents his appllcatlonC questf
Ing that certaln property be reclassified from the Ral ‘Use District to a ¢o CIAL
Use District, as established by Section 4, Chapter I, of the Las Vegas City Code, as amended.
Also accompa.nymg this application 1s the prescrlbed feeof $§ <=2

The property herelnbefore referred to and in relation to which said changes are hereby
applied for, 1s described as follows, to wit:

__Emﬂ_#azll:l__u,_s_ﬁ_ﬂ Section 27, Township 20, Range 61 E

Which is parking entrance area consisting of 3,93 Acres,
—__ Parcel #2-11-2 Pt $2, Section 27, Township 20, Range 61
Elk's Club building on part of 583 Acres,

Parcel #2-12-3 Pt N2, sw*, Section 26, Township 20, Range 61
— Acreage 55,1;7 Acres.
Parcel #2-12-li Pt N2 su o Section 26, Township 20, Range 61
Elk's Club, SellL Acres1
OWNER'S AFFIDAVIT
(owner shall mean owner of record only)

STATE OF NEVADA) _
COUNTY OF CLARK)

I, B,P,0,E, LODGE # 14,68,

belng duly sworn, depose and say that [ am (we are) the owner (s) of property involved In this
application and that the foregoling statements are and answers hereln contained and the information
herewith submitted are In all respects true and correct to the best of (my), (our) knowledge and
belief.

Signed: (In_Ink) Malling Address Phone No. :
(LU /Zidbiy cn asrman Based of Trustess 900 Ias Vegas Bonlevard No.
¢ 385«3191

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

X.3) NOTARY PUBUC STATE CF NEVADA
COUNTY OF CLA "K

T T I

Notary Public In and for salcyCounty and State MONDSARNTA TR O 26 Ao

SEE REVERSE SIDE for Plot Plan Specifications and further informational requirements.
FOR PLANNING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

This 1s to certify that the foregoing has been Inspected by me and was flled with the office of the
Las Vegas City Planning Commisslon 1n accordance with the provisions of Section 25, Chapter 1,

Title X1, of the Las Vegas City Code.

Filing Fee $ &S 2= Recelved by: W
Recelpt No. : 9¢ &9 &
Case No. L Z-37- 6 6. Date: . Sjl /(9(0

re il
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PLOT PLAN SPECIFICATIONS FOR RECLASSIFICATION

Two (2) coples.
Minimum Size - 17 x 11 Inches.
Legible.

Completely dimensioned, Including boundary dimenslons, dimenslons of
bulldings, distances from bulldings to property lines.

Address and street name of property.

Off -street parkmg lay -out showing spaces driveways, turn- around areas,
etc., fully dimenslioned. ¢

Must be drawn to scale, with scale Indicated.

Show north-point.
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DRAFT NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING DRAFT

June 9, 1966

May 25, 1966

Notice.is hereby given that on June 9, 1966,
at 7:30 PM, in the Council Chambers of the City Hall, Las Vegas, Nevada, the City
Planning Commission = . ] merrt- will hear the application of':

Z-37-66 B.P.0,E. LODGE #1468 FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF
PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS THAT PORTION

OF THE NORTH HALF (N4) OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER
(SEL) OF SECTION 27, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE
61 EAST, LYING EAST OF THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY
LINE OF LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD NORTH AND THE NORTH
HALF (N}) OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER (SWi) OF
SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 61 EAST,

Witich v %ﬂ%&s@&B@ULEéARDLIV-J No. | gtz

EXCEPTING THE EAST 574.81 FEE@4AND GENERALLY frEcoRpED
5(} D/V/.)/O”ﬁ'

B2

-

BOUNDED BY WASHINGTON AVENUE ON THE NORTH,
HARRIS AVENUE ON THE SOUTH, LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD

NORTH ON THE WEST AND BRUCE STREET ON THE EAST,

‘ FROM: X R-1 (Single-Family Residence)
0€V\ and C-1 (Limited Commercial)

TO: C-2 (General Commercial) A

Any and all interested persons may appear before the

City Planning Commission/Board—of—Zening—Adjustment either in person or by

.representative, and object to or express approval of the proposed reclassification/
; , or may prior to this hearing file with the-City Planning

Director written objections thereto or approval thereof .

DON J. SAYLOR
DJS:ds ’ Director of Planning



