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BILL NO. 2003-96 

ORDINANCE NO. 5645 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND ORDINANCE NO. 5569, PERTAINING TO ANNEXATION CASE 
A-0038-02(A), TO CORRECT THE LISTING OF THE CITY ZONING DESIGNATIONS FOR 
TWO DEVELOPMENT PARCELS, AND TO PROVIDE FOR OTHER RELATED MATTERS. 

Proposed by: Robert S. Genzer, Director of Summary: 	Amends Ordinance No. 5569, 
Planning and Development 	 pertaining to Annexation Case A-0038-02(A), to 

correct the listing of the City zotung 
designations for two development parcels. 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS DOES HEREBY ORDAIN 

AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1: Ordinance No. 5569 is amended by amending Section 7 thereof to read 

as follows: 

Section 7: 	The described territory previously has been zoned in accordance with certain County 

of Clark classifications, and is hereby classified with certain City of Las Vegas classifications, which 

are deemed be the equivalents of the County classifications. The respective County and City 

classifications are set forth in the table below, listed by the parcel numbers used in the legal 

description. Parcels not specifically listed in the table are right-of-way parcels that are not expected 

to require a zoning designation. In the event a zoning designation is required, the Director of Planning 

and Development shall have the discretion to give them a designation consistent with the designation 

of adjacent development parcels. 

COUNTY ZONING 	CITY 	 PARCELS 
CLASSIFICATION 	EQUIVALENT 

Parcels 13, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
39, 40 and 41 

R-E 	 U (TC) 
Those portions of Parcels 27 and 28 with a County 
designation of RE 

Parcels 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, R-U 	 U (CD' 	56 and 57 

Parcels 6, 7 and 62 
RE 	 U (PCD) 	That portion of Parcel 3 with a County designation 

of R-E 

R-A 	 U (PCD) 	Parcels 2 .and 4 
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COUNTY ZONING 	CITY 	 PARCELS 
CLASSIFICATION 	EQUIVALENT 

R-E 	 U (R) 	Parcels 12, 14, 18, 29, 33, 37,42, 43, 44 and 68 

R-E 	 U (DR) 	Parcels 5, 30, 31, 32, 36 and 61 

RE 	 U (ML) 	Parcels 63, 66, 67 and 69 

R-E 	 U (L-TC) 	Parcels 9, 10 and 11 

R-U 	 U (PF) 	Parcel 58 

P-F 	 U (pF) 	Parcels 59, 60 and 65 

R-E 	 U (L) 	Parcel 15 

R-E 	 U (PR) 	Parcel 1 

That portion of Parcel 8 that is within APN 
R-E 	 U (PF-TC) 	125-17-801-003 and that has a County designation 

of R-E 

R-E 	 U(0) 	That portion of Parcel 64 not subject to a County 
Resolution of Intent to C-P 

[Those portions of Parcel 8 consisting of APNs 
125-17-802-003 and 125-17-802-007] That 

[H-2 and] RE 	U (SC-TC) 	portion of Parcel 8-that is within APN 
125-17-802-007 and that has a County designation 
of R-E 	— 

Those portions of Parcel 8 consisting of:  
1) APN 125-17-802-003: and H-2 	 T-C 	 2) That portion of APN 125-17-802-007  
that has a County designation of H-2  

That 3ortion of Parcel 64 subject to a County R-E (ROI to C-P) 	U (0) (ROI to PR) 	 - 	— Resolution of Intent to C-P 

Those portions of Parcels 3,27 and 28 with a 
County designation of H-2 

H-2 	 C-1 	That portion of Parcel 8 that is within APN 
125-17-801-003 and that has a County designation 
of H-2 

SECTION 2: The amendments represented in Section 1 ofthis Ordinance are intended 

to correct errors. Therefore, it is the intent of the City Council that, to the extent legally permissible, 

the amendments be effective as of the 14t h  day of February, 2003–the effective date of Ordinance No. 

5569, and it is so declared. If it is subsequently determined that it is not legally permissible to make 

the amendments effective as of the 14th day of February, 2003, they shall be effective as of the date 

this Ordinance is recorded. 

-2- 
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SECTION 3: If any section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or 

phrase in this ordinance or any part thereof is for any reason held to be unconstitutional or invalid or 

ineffective by any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity or 

effectiveness of the remaining portions of this ordinance or any part thereof: The City Council of the 

City of Las Vegas hereby declares that it would have passed each section, subsection, subdivision, 

paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, 

subsections, subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared unconstitutional, 

invalid or ineffective. 

SECTION 4: All ordinances or parts of ordinances or sections, subsections, phrases, 

sentences, clauses or paragraphs contained in the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Neva.da, 

1983 Edition, in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this  19   day of  hig/t-"I'141Z-; 2003.  
APPROVED: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Yai 	o -7z ,03 
Date 
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The above and foregoing' ordinance was first proposed and read by title to the City Cotmcil on the 

5th day of November, 2003, and referred to a committee for recommendation; thereafter the 

committee reported favorably on said ordinance on the 19 th  day of NoveMber, 2003, which was a 

regUlar meeting of said Council; that at said regular meeting, the proposed ordinance was read by 

title to the City Council as first read and adopted by the following Vote: 

VOTING "AYE": Mayor Goodman, Councilmembers Reese, Brown, L. a McDonald, 
Weekly, Mack and Moncrief 

VOTING "NAY": None 

EXCUSED: 	None 

ABSTAINED : 	None 

ATTEST: 



LV CITY CLERK . 
3 056908 

2296311LV 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN BEFORE NE THIS THE 

Notary Public 

MARY B. SHEFFIELD 
Notary Public $tate of Nevada 

No. 99-59968-1 
My opal. exp. Mar. 8, 2007 

Signed: 

day of 2003 

'RECEIVED 
. CITY CLERK 

2003 NOV 18 A 10.,. 18.. 

AFFP 	DISTRICT COURT 
Clark County, Nevada 

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 

STATE OF NEVADA) 
COUNTY OF CLARK) 	 SS: 

Donna Stark,. being 1st duly sworn, deposes and pays: 

That she is the Legal Clerk for the Las Vegas Review-Journal and the Las Vegas 

Sun, daily newspapers regularly issued, published and circulated in the City of 

Las Vegas, County of Clark, State of Nevada, and that the advertisement, a true 

copy attached for, • 

Was continuously published in said Las Vegas Review. Journal end/or Las Vegas Sun in 

edition(s) of said newspaper issued from 11/08/2003 to 11/08/2003, on 

the following days: NOV. 8, 2003 

- 	 , 
• BILL NO. 2003-96 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND 
ORDINANCENO.S5619, PER-
TAINING TO ANNEXATION 
I.CASE • .:A-II038-02(A1 TO . 
I CORRECT THE LISTING OF 
THE CITY ZONING ,  DESIG-
NATIONS FOR IWO DEVEL-
OPMENT ; PARCELS._ AND 
TOPROVIDE_ FOR OTHER' 
iRELATED MATTERS. 

- 
Proposed bYi; Robert S. 
,Genzer,• Direthir ,  of Plan-
ning and Development • -. 
summary:„ Amends Ordi-. 

No.:5514,•oertafnintt. , 
to ..Annoudion : Cage ;iv -

-0038-02(A). to correct the -
I fisting of the City - zoning', 
''..designations for WM:AE.7 1 
fvelemmet prods., 

At the Special Citt _codnoll 
meeting =4)If NOVEMBER .4. 
2003 BILL NCI. MOMS WAS 

'.116AID BY X.ITE. AND ; . RE... 
.FutRIED..TO'A'RIKKNA: 
MENDING•COMMITTEE: • , . 

.COPIES  OF THE COMPLETE 
ORDNANCE ARE AVAIL-A-
BLE FOR PUBLIC INFORMA-
TION IN THE OFFICE' DIFL 

• THE • trlY. 'CLERK AST 
FLOORACOSTEWARTAVE-
NUEAASVEGASJIMVADA,  
PUEt.November8.2003.:.'„ 
ORevieiv4Olithel , 	. 



Signed: 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN BEFORE ME THIS THE 	c>1 

day of 2003 

Notary Public 

MARY B. SHEFFIELD 
Notary Public Stele of Nevada 

No, 0943968-1 
My °pp'. exp. Mot: 8, 2007 

RC..c, E. 1\ILO  

P 
AFFP 	DISTRICT COURT 

Clark County, Nevada 

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 

STATE OF NEVADA) 
COUNTY OF CLARK) 	 SS 

Donna Stark, being 1st duly sworn, deposes and says: ,  

That she is the Legal Clerk for the Las Vegas Review-Journal And the Las Vegas 

Sun, daily newspapers regularly issued, published and circulated in the City of 

'Las Vegas, County of Clark, State of Nevada, and that the advertisement, a true 

ccipy, attached for,- 

LV CITY CLERK 
3079802 

2 2 9 6 3 1 1LV 

Was continuously published in said Las Vegas Review Journal and/or Las Vegas Sun in 1 

edition(s) of said newspaper issued from 11/22/2003 to 11/22/2003i on 

the following days: NOV. 22, 2003 

BILL NO.2003-96' ; 
ORDINANCE NO. 5645 ..! 

I , AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND! ' 
,ORDINANCE NO. so% PER: ,  
TAMING TO:ANNuATION ■ 
'.,diSE 4070384244), . TO. 

CORRECT THE LISTING OF 
THE CRY ZONING DESIG-
NATIONS FOR TWO DEVEL-
OPMENT PARCELS; AND I 
TO PROVIDE ' FOR 'OTHER, 

1 REIATED MATTERS- s 

I  IROPosed - 17/: Robert S. 
Geromir, Diredor of Plan-' 
dhg and Deallopriamt 
Summary. 	Ordi- 

Ito
nance No. SSE, pertaining 

Annexation Case A-
0138-02(A), to correct the 
listing of the City zoning , 
designations for two de- ' 
Velopment parcels. 

He above and foregoing: 1  
ordinance was find pro- , 
ixsed and read by title to ; 
the City Omomff on the !Rh I 

I 
 

day of November, 2003, ' 
and referred ,to a commit-
tee for 'recommendation; 

; thereafter the committee 
reported favors* on said 
ordinance on the 19th day 
of November, 2003, whICh 
was kmigular meeting of . 
said City Mind; and that 
at said regular meeting 
the promised ordinance 
was read by-title to the 
City Council as amended 
and adopted by the foV 
lowing yam . , 

7VOTING "AYE: Mayor 
Goodman and Council-
members Restier L &MON I 

, 
 

LB.. McDon yr ald. - eew i 
Mack and Moncrief! 

NOTINWIRAMACNE.00- _,. 
EXCUSED: NONE • ! 

COPIES OF THE COMPLETE i 
ORDNANCE ARE AVAILA. 1. , 

BLE FOR PUBLIC iNFORMA= ' 
TION IN THE OFFICE OF 
THE cm( mak, isr 
-FLOOR. 400 STEWART AVE- ' 
NUE, LAS VEGAS. NEVADA. 
PUB: Nov. 22,2003 
LV Review-Joumal 	, 


