CALL TO ORDER:

ROLL CALL:
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

MINUTES:
ANNOUNCEMENT :

OLD BUSINESS:

1. z-118-78

(Abeyance Item
from 1/23/79)

2. Z-121-78

(Abeyance Item
from -1/23/79)

3. Z-30-76
Plot Plan Review

(Abeyance Item
from 1/23/79)

NEW BUSINESS:

1. TENTATIVE MAP

RIDGEMOUNT UNIT 2

2. TENTATIVE MAP
' SUNCREST MEADOWS

_NevadaQSi'ai*e Library
" Doarvumantq Cartion

A GENDA FEB].21979

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

FEBRUARY 8, 1979

7:30 P.M. in the Commission Chambers of City
Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas,

"Nevada.. .

Approval of the Minutes for the City Planning
Commission meeting held December 14, 1978.

Satisfaction of Open Meeting Law

' Application of MEMORIAL MEDICAL CENTER, INC.

for reclassification of property located at
2001 West Charleston Boulevard from R-1 to
C-1.

Proposed Use Eleven Story Office Bulldlng

Application of PALOMINO GARDENS, ET AL for

reclassification of property generally located

on the south side of Palomino Lane, 300 ft.

east of Shetland Road, from R-E to R-PDZ.

" Proposed Use: Detached Single Family .
Dwelling Units

.-

Request of the Y.M.C.A. for approval of a
Revised Plot Plan to allow certain changes
from the approved plan relative to the
proposed building and tennis courts, on
property generally located south of Meadows
Lane and approximately 900 feet west of
Valley View Boulevard, R-1 zone (under
resolutlon of 1ntent to C- l)

Property generally located west of Michael -

- Way between Washington Avenue on the north
- and -Bromley Avenue on the south, R-1 zone

(under resoliuition of intent to R-PD7).
Owner/Subdivider: David Dirks. »
No. of Acres: 11.7+ No. of Lots: 90

Property generally located at the southwest

corner of Craig Road and. Lorenzi Boulevard,

R-1 zone. -
Owner/Subd1v1der Buttrum Construction Co.
No. of Acres: 31L.2 | No. of Lots: 126
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3. TENTATIVE MAP .
WILDWOOD VILLAS

4. TENTATIVE MAP
SUN CITY

5. RESUBDIVISION OF
A PORTION OF
" CHARLESTON HEIGHTS
- TRACT NO. 51-F1

FINAL MAP
6. 2-1-79
7. 7-2-79
8. 7-3-79
9. '7-4-79

10. .. 2-5-79"

11, 2-6-79

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

O

Property generally located on the west side
of Lamb Boulevard between Stewart Avenue oOn
the north and Charleston Boulevard on the
south, R-1 zone (under resolution of intent
to R—PD7) ,

Owner: Ron Rudin Realty

Subdivider: M. L. Enterprises

No. of Acres: 36.8 = ©No. of Lots: 246

Propérty genérally located at the northeast‘

. corner of Oakey Boulevard and Arville Street,

R-E zone {(under resolution of intent to R-1).
- Owner/Subdivider: Jeff Shaw and Jim Hampton
No. of Acres: 2.62 No. of Lots: 10

Property generally located south of Smoke
Ranch Road and east of Maverick Street,
R-3 zone.

Owner/Subdivider: . Becker and Sons-

No. of Acres: 0.6687 No. of Lots: 1

Application of L L L CORPORATION for

reclassification of property located at

829 South Sixth Street, from P-R to C-1.
Proposed Use: Offices (Existing)

Application 6f ROOSEVELT WILLIAMS, AND
DOROTHY SIGNAL for reclassification of
property generally located at. the northwest

.corner of Palomino Lane and Tonopah Drive,

from R-1 to P-R. S
Proposed Use: Medical Office Building

Application of JAMES E. AND KATHERINE B.
ROCHE for reclassification of property

'located on the east side of Dike Lane, 150
- ft. north of Bonanza Road, from R-1 and R-E

to C-1. ‘ _
‘Proposed Use: Parking Lot

 Application of FRANK SALA, ET AL for
'reclassification of property generally

located at the southeast corner of Palomino

Lane and Rancho Lane, from R-1 and C-1 to Cc-1.

Proposed Use: Offlce Complex

) Appllcatlon of INCREASE INVESTMENT CLUB INC.

for reclassification of property located at.

3020 West Charleston Boulevard, from R-A to C—D,f

" Proposed Use:: . Retail Sales of Musical- _
. Instruments and Instruction

Application of JAMES BILBRAY, ET AL for
- reclassification of property generally

located at the southwest corner of Sandhill
Road and Owens Avenue, from R-1. to R-MH..
Proposed Use: Mobile Home Subdivision
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12. 2-7-79

13. 272-63-70

Plot Plan Review

14. 2-49-77

~ Use Review
15. Z-12-67

Review of
Conditions

DIRECTOR'S BUSINESS:

O

Application of A.M. LEVY, TRUSTEE for

reclassification of property generally

located north of Craig Road between

Lorenzi Boulevard and Rancho Drive, from

R-E and C-2 to R-PD3.

Proposed Use: Detached Single Family

Dwelling Units with
Equestrian Recreational
Facilities ’

Request of CHARLESTON HEIGHTS SHOPPING
CENTER for a Plot Plan Review to .allow

a retail commercial building on property
generally located at the southwest corner
of Evergreen Avenue and Decatur Boulevard,
C-2 zone. : ‘ :

Request of NEW HORIZONS for a Use Review

on property located at 1401 South Arville,
C-1 zone.

Request of F.J. PERAZZO, ARCHITECT for a
Review of Conditions to rescind the condi-
tion requiring the six ft. block wall on

property located at 3601 West Sahara Avenue,

C-1 2zone.

1. Discussion on Annexation Policy.

2. Establish policy that requires representation of applicants

at Planning Commission meetings.
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. MINUTES

ﬁﬂ‘. l‘}_ ‘l'<::> . N _ ‘l'

" CITY PLANNING COMMISSION‘
FEBRUARY 8, 1979

CALL TO ORDER: , A regular meeting of the City P]ann1ng Commission was
' ‘ called to order at 7:30 P.M. by -Chairman Swessel.in the
Commission Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.

PRE§ENT: o ' ~ Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Miller, Mr. Guthr1e,~
' o ' Mr. Jones, Mr Kennedy and Mr. Canul

STAFF PRESENT: s Harold P. Foster, Director, Department of
' S _ Community Planning & Development
Don W. Brown, Supervisor of Zoning
~ Howard A. Null, Supervisor of Planning .
Brett Reale, Planning Assistant o
. Linda McIntosh, Personnel & Emp]oyee Relations

ANNOUNCEMENT: = - : MR. BROWN stated that the agenda for this regu]ar meeting
- ‘ of the City Planning Commission had been posted and mailed
. as required by NRS Chapter 241 and affidavits are on file

" in the office of the City Clerk.

MINUTES: S MR. GUTHRIE made a Motion for APPROVAL of the m1nutes of the

. ‘ meeting held December 14, 1978 as corrected: Under Z-100-64
(107), it should read "Mot1on for DENIAL carried unanimously."
Motion for APPROVAL of the minutes as corrected carr1ed unan- . -

‘ _ 1mous]y
OLD BUSINESS: | - , |
1. z-118-78 T ‘Application of MEMORIAL MEDICAL CENTER, INC. for reclassi-
: ' _ - fication of. property located at 200] West Charleston Bou]e-
~ (Abeyance Item . vard, from R-1 to C-1.
- from 1/23/79) Proposed Use Eleven Story 0ff1ce Bu11d1ng
DENIED - f_»  MR. BROWN presented the staff report and stated staff had

- recommended denial. At the previous meeting nineteen persons
‘were recorded as being.in protest and a petition with six
signatures was received. In recommending denial it was felt -
that. the C-1 should not be deeper than one lot in this area as-
" R-1 is abutting this lot on three sides and the proposed use
would not be compatible with the established character of the '
neighborhood.. -The developer did state at the last meeting
he could decrease the number of stories to six. During. the
previous discussion; the developers agreed to get with the .
neighbors to see if there couldn't be a meeting of the’ minds
‘as to the development, and’ 1t was left that way.

HANK THORNLEY, 2209 E1.
T application, T
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EERNE R CERT o

BOB ROGGEN appeared in favor of the application and stated .

they thought they had revised and engineered all the problems

with regard to the parking and the height. The height was
-reduced 20' and parking has been increased over the require-

ments. When meeting with the neighbors it was predetermined
- they did not want the project. approved.

CHAIRMAN SNESSEL asked 1f any type of resolution was poss1b1e.'

"~ MR. ROGGEN rep11ed the peop]e want noth1ng on. the property
_except what is there now. ‘

- HANK THORNLEY stated they had attempted to work out a so]ut1on

- with regard to the parking and the height, but there had been
no climate for compromise whatsoever. He added the burden of
compromise had been placed on the applicant who fulfilled that
requirement and met without success. He asked that the appli-
cation be favorab1y cons1dered _ . '

MR. MILLER asked what some of the proposed changes were

MR. ROGGEN stated they had increased the parking by 44 spaces

with one revision and 22 spaces with another revision. The .
- total office space under one p]an wou]d be reduced from 50 000 :

.to 40,000 sq. ft. _ S , .

: MRS COLEMAN asked how h1gh the bu1]d1ng wou1d be

MR ROGGEN stated the he1ght has been reduced 20‘ from 109'A*
MR. THORNLEY stated it had been reduced from 1]]' to 94'

MR. ROGGEN stated the building: wou1d now be conduC1ve w1th
the bu11d1ngs across the street at the. hosp1ta1

Lo . MR. THORNLEY stated that at the last meeting it had been 1nd1-v :
B .-~ cated that 40 doctors would occupy the building but since that '
time research of doctors who would be occupants has revealed .
‘there wou]d on]y be a max1mum of 25 doctors in the building..

,‘MR KENNEDY asked where the cars wou]d ex1t from the bu11d1ng
JOHN SHERMAN stated cars wou]d be enter1ng and ex1t1ng the '

. building off from Westwood and there is a” 32%' driveway. on the"
rear of the . pr0perty which wou]d be used for parap]eg1c pat1ents;*

Coapae
iannidienani

MR. KENNEDY asked if it was st111 proposed the bu11d1ng wou1d
-have a 10' setback from Char]eston :

T‘MR SHERMAN rep11ed that it was and that he had 1nstructed his
* .. people to have landscaping comp1ete1y around the bu11d1ng, on
" Pahor and on westwood ) , , CoL

" MR KENNEDY stated he‘bT1;‘.
the sidealk ;
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. KARL OLM 1133 Pahor, appeared in protest He stated the.

residents of the abutting residential district did not want
. -the south side of Charieston to Took like the north side of
H;Charieston

CHAIRMAN SNESSEL asked those present in protest to stand
Twenty-three persons were present in opposition.

'BERTHA FRANKLIN 1128 Pahor, appeared in protest

. NEIL GALATZ, representing SA, Inc. (Scotch Eighty), appeared
o in protest for that organization -

'HANK THORNLEY appeared in rebuttal.

MR. KENNEDY stated that the buildings up and down Char]eston
all had substantial setbacks. ,

" "CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked if anyone else wished to be heard; there
‘ being no one, he dec]ared the public hearing closed. .

‘ ,MR KENNEDY made a Motion for DENIAL of Z-118-78 because ‘the
' proposed high rise building would not be compatibie with the
: adJacent residential use. - , ,

']Voting was as fol]ows

-"AYES“ Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Co]eman, Mr Miller, Mr Guthrie,w"
IR Mr. Jones, Mr Kennedy and Mr. Canu] ' i .
' "NOES" None L

'r-‘Motion for DENIAL carried unanimously

"CHAIRMAN SWESSEL announced this item would be heard by the . - .
City Commission on March 7, 1979 at 2:00 P. M ‘ i

2. Z-121-78 -~ . " Application of PALOMING GARDENS, ET AL for reclassification

- o - of property- generally located on the south side -of Palomino -
-(Abeyance. Item - Lane, 300 ft. east of Shetland Road, from R-E to R-PD2.
from 1/23/79) -~ Proposed Use Detached . Singie Family Dwelling Units

DENIED ' : . MR. BROWN stated the concern at the Tast meet1ng seemed
. .+« . - to be ingress and egress of the development to Palomino. The
neighbors preferred the ingress/egress to be on the east as o
shown on.the new plot plan. Staff has talked to the Traffic . .
Engineer and he sees no prob]ems with this proposed Iocation
Staff would recommend approval.’

‘ NAM4JAY DOWNEY represented ‘the app]ication.;_: : .
MRS COLEMAN asked what the setbacks for the 1ots would be
MR, ‘DOHNEY replied 35' to 45'*~'"'

:.{MR MILLER- asked 1f ‘the. abutting property owners wou]d be
Ea]iowed to keep their horses due to these setbacks
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MR. FOSTER stated that the abutting property is R-E and this
in question is a proposed planned development which has no
specific setbacks. The setback provision would only apply to
that which is zoned R-E and the people currently having horses
in this zone would not be affected. The people affected would

f L be the ones in the proposed development. _ :

TY HILBRECHT appearéd@in favor .of the application.

MR. DOWNEY stated thie street has been moved to the east of the
. development and would now face a vacant lot and did not change
the comp1exion of the development.

MRS. COLEMAN. stated that C-D on Charleston was only zoned 200'
deep except for Peaceful Acres. She asked if that had been

. rezoned or was a variance obtained.” - ' ,
MR. FOSTEﬁlstated the pfopefty is zoned C-D all the way back.

MRS. COLEMAN stated she had heard there weke‘negotiatjons for
-a p_iece of that' property.- ‘_ : ' S

| MADISON GRAVES stated they had not been negotiating for that
. property. e ‘ e T

MRS. COLEMAN asked if.Mr. Graves had any intention of buying it. |
© ' MR. GRAVES replied he did not. = . e

MR, MILLER asked what w0u1& happen with:fhelrest,of‘the R-E . o
~ that was not included in this application. AU

MR. GRAVES»stated it:wo@]d'probany be P-R or C-D.

MRS. COLEMAN stated that it would be landlocked and would have -
L to be zoned 450' back from Charleston. If this was approved, '
-~ ~the Commission would have to approve other deeper parcels.

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL Stated the Commission was concerned with thie .
possibility of zoning on Char1eston]bging deeper than 200'.

"MR. JONES asked why the R-PD'cou]djnot‘bé exténded'ihtq the -

- adjoining parcel. .- . " e e T

~ MR. DOWNEY stated he did not believe it could be designed to
- accommodate it, and that he did not know how a street could.be "
- put in there. . S B

" . GEORGE KOKOS, 2426 Palomino, appeared in protest.” .
.~ CHUCK SANTLEMAN, 2550_Pa16m1ﬁ6;fappearéd-in.proféét and stated
*.-. he was concerned about looking at another block wall from his

. property. He added he would 1ike to have a row of homes facing
. .. Palomino as a buffer, - = . - . oo oo T
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‘3. 72-30-76

* PLOT PLAN REVIEW -

(Abeyance Item
from 1/23/79):

APPROVED

'~, ANNOTATED MINUTES - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION - FEBRUARY 8 1979 - PAGE 5

E/\\E SALADIN, 721 Shet]and, appe{/\d in protest. -
BILL EPLAND, 2600 Panm1no appeared in protest.

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked those present in protest to stand
E1ght persons were present in opposition.

MR. GRAVES stated they could turn the homes as proposed around

and put the wall in back of them, and keep the ingress/egress
to the east as was shown in the new proposa]

" CHAIRMAN SWESSEL stated he thought th1s was a ‘good buffer

zone for the shopp1ng center.

" CHAIRMAN SNESSEL asked if anyone else wished to be heard;

there be1ng no one, he declared the public hearing closed.

MR. MILLER made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-121-78.

_'Voting was as follows:

i “"AYES" Chairman Swessel, Mr. Miller .and Mr. Canul
"NOES" Mrs. Coleman, Mr Guthrie, Mr. Jones and Mr. Kennedy

Mot1on for APPROVAL failed by a 3/4 vote, therefore. the
application was DENIED

,CHAIRMAN SWESSEL announced this item would be heard by the
’City Comm1ss1on on March 7, 1979 at 2:00 P.M. :

. Request of the Y. M C.A. for approva1 of a Revised Plot Plan

to allow certain changes from the approved plan relative to

~the proposed building and tennis courts, on property gener-

ally located south of Meadows Lane and approx1mate1y 900 feet -

- west of Valley. View Boulevard R-V zone (under resolution of

intent to C-1).

- "MR. BROWN stated this item had been held in abeyance S0 the

neighbors might be notified and be present and they were.

' CHAIRMAN SNESSEL dec1ared the pub11c hearing open.

BOB FIELDEN presented a render1ng of the proposed deve]opment

and stated construction would beg1n in 90 days once this matter'

is resolved.

MRS. COLEMAN asked if the but1ding would be painted red.

'MR. FIELD replied that it would.  He added that after the .

previous meeting, Mr. Wawerna had gone out and talked to the ‘

" neighbors and only one resident was concerned about the
_tennis court being located near his property He sa1d that 4

the tennis courts would face Meadows .

o MR. FIELDEN stated the 11ght sources would emit 11ght r1ght
“E~down on.: the court and would not shine. into the ne1ghbors

IR bl

o An unident1f1ed man stated when this matter came up prev1ous]y,- L
" - the intense llghts at Icmen21 Park were nentloned. S




~ vards. He said WTth regard to the court closest to the S
- residential area, the light could be left off if S0 o
required; however, this ‘would result in a loss of 1ncome
- to the YMCA. S

. An unidentified man asked where the parking would be.

| MR. FIELDEN repiied 1t would be east of the facility and there
would be no parking between the building and the re51dent1a1._

MRS COLEMAN asked' 1f the- roof mechanics would be exposed
MR. FIELDEN repiied they would not. ‘
ELIZABETH SCOTT stated she wished clarification about the
- lighting and that had been answered. She asked how thh thev-
~ building would be. . ;

“MR. FIELDEN replied it is - one story with a mezzanine. the ‘Iﬁ
extra 25' is to accommodate basketbail '

MR SCOTT asked if there wou]d be iandscaping

MR FIELDEN repiied there would and that parking is about 35' *f»
-.away from the property iine and there is an existing waTi

MRS. SCOTT asked if there wouid be windows to the south

MR. FIELDEN repiied there wouid be no windows to the south
and west. The only glass opens onto the “shopping center and
’:there is a small entrance on Meadows : .

. An unidentified man asked what the operating hours wouid be
MR FIELDEN stated the facility woqu ciose at 10 00 P.M.

ot - MRS. COLEMAN asked if the Tights on the tennis courts wouid
I . go out at that time o .

_ MR FIELDEN repiied that all the Tights wouid go out except
for the security lighting, which 1sattached to the buiiding
| and directed straight down = ,

- WAYNE PETERSON 401 Bedford, asked if there was going to be
access onto Mayflower : ‘ ‘vw“.f w

t-;‘MR FIELDEN replied there wouid oniy be pedestrian access atj‘ﬂ”
- that location. - He added all of the access will come off the : -
.‘property to. the east which is the shopping center L

o RON EGGERT, 4008 Meadow VaTiey, asked if the property to the,- f,ﬂ ;
east was - owned by. the YMCA e S

JIMR FIELDEN repTied it has been son to the Hon Corporation ” ]
who.will be; ‘developing a- small regionaT shopping center between Lo
ﬁythe YMCA, Vailey View and the bank JRE S S RS
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MR. BROWN stated staff would request that Arizona Cypress be -
planted a]ong the west and south boundaries..

MR.
MR.

FIELDEN indicated this was agreeable.
BROWN stated that if the Planning Commission approved the

plot plan as shown, it should go before the City Commission so
it could hear it also since their mot1on was the tenn1s courts’
be moved away from the west.

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked if anyone else wished to be heard, .
there being no one, he declared the public hearing c105ed

MRS. "COLEMAN made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Plot Plan Review.
under Z-30-76, subject to the following conditions:

1.

Arizona Cypress trees be planted along the west and south
sides of the property.

The tennis courts shall be located as shown on the p]ot
plan.

The 1ighting on the tennis courts shall be directed to

- the tennis courts and away from all residential areas.
~ A1l lighting on the tennis courts sha]] be turned of f no

later than 10:00 P M.
The fac111ty sha11 close at 10-00 P.M.

Landscap1ng and a permanent underground sprinkler systemwc N
shall be provided as required by the Planning Commission: = .
and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory *

manner. Failure to properly maintain required landscaping
and underground sprinkler systems shall be cause for revo-'a
cation of a business license. ; :

Submittal of a 1andscap1ng plan prior to'or .at’.the same.
time application is made for a building permit, license or

‘prior to occupancy.

A1l mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas
shall be screened from view from the abutting streets and
residential areas. : .

.Conformance to the plot p]an as amended to reflect the _

above cond1tions.

Securing all necessary permits and 1icenses and satis-.
faction of City Code requirements and des1gn standards o
of all City departments. _ '

Voting was as follows:

“i"NOES" None ;

""fﬁ;,’“AYES" Cha1rman Swesse1 Mrs. Co]eman, Mr-. M111er, Mr. Guthrie,

Mr. Jones“ Mr Kennedy and Mr. Canu1




.»Q : .O
Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimousiy

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL announced this item would be heard by the
City Commission: onMarch 7 1979 at 2:00 P.M.

NEW BUSINESS:

. 1. TENTATIVE MAP Property generally located west of Michael Way between

: _ . Washington Avenue on the north and Bromley Avenue on the -
- RIDGEMOUNT UNIT 2 "south, R-1 zone (under resolution of intent to R- PD7)
Owner/Subdivider:  David Dirks

APPROVED MNo. of Acres: 11.7+ - No. of Lots: 90

MR. NULL presented the staff report and stated Unit 1 has been
constructed with a single access to Washington Avenue, and in-:
cludes the common recreation area. The overall subdivision

~ design was approved as a plot plan under Z-36-73; therefore,

~this tentative map constitutes a revision to the plot plan.
Staff has the following conditions: a temporary (second) -
access street to be provided to Bromley; a 6' block wall, or °
one similar to the wall design on Washington Avenue in Unit 1
be provided along Bromley; a wall statement; proper sewer
easement(s) and storm drainage; conformance to the conditions

- of. approvai of the zoning case Z-36-73 plus the norma] conditions

. Approva1 is recommended w1th these conditions = -

N DAVID CAUSEY, represented the appiication, and agreed to staff -
FLe e ‘-stipuiations -

~ MRS. COLEMAN made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Tentative Map
of R1dgemount Unit 2, subJect to the foi]ow1ng cond1tions o

1. Approval of the tentative map sha11 be for no more than- \
. twelve (12) months. If a final map. is not recorded on a11 o
or a portion of the area embraced by the tentative map -
_ within twelve (12) months of the approval of the tentative
- - map, or an extension of time up to one year, is not granted_
S for the tentative map, a new tentative map must be filed. -
If a final map is recorded within twelve (12) months of
the original approval of the tentative map, or within the’
extension of time of the tenative map for only a portion -
-~ of the area embraced by the tentative map, the Planning
" Commission may require that a new tentative map be filed -
and approved prior to any further final maps. being approved.

2. A tempoary (secondary) access street be prov1ded to
. Bromley Avenue , R .

3. A six ft. block wai] or a wa]] de51gned 51miiar to the K
‘ one, provided along Washington Avenue, be provided atong*i*
Bromiey Avenue (except for the tempoary access street) .. -
¢, . as determined by the Department of Community P]anning & f‘ﬂ )
L }Deveiopment S SRR T '

"iIf a wal] is constructed~on an exterior boundary street }ffj; g
"i}{fthe CC&R s shaii contain wording to the effect that each”"
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Property owner of'a lot backing up to said wall shall be
responsible for the continued maintenance of the exterior

side of the wall and the ground area at the exterior base
of the wall. ' '

5. 'Proper sewer easement(s) to be recorded as required by
* the Department of Public Services.

6. Al1 storm water drainage shall conform to the requirements
of the Public Services Department.

7. Conformance to the conditions of approval for zoning

2. TENTATIVE MAP_
SUNCREST MEADOWS -
APPROVED

-

-_—

case 7-36-73.

8. Street names to be provided in accord with the City's
4Street Name Policy. : '

9. Subject to all conditions of City departments and State
Subdivision Statutes. o

Voting was as follows:

"AYES" Chairman. Swessel, Mrs. Co]eman, Mr. Miller, Mr. Guthrie,
Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul ‘
"NOES" None ) -

yr

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously. . -

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL' announced this item would be heard by the °
City Commission on February 21, 1979 at 2:00 P.M. R

Property generally located at the southwest corner of Craig’
Road-and Lorenzi Boulevard, R-1 zone. '
Owner/Subdivider: - Buttrum Construction Co.
No. of Acres: 31.2 No. of Lots: 126

MR. NULL presented the staff report and stated staff has the

- following conditions: no vehicular access to Lorenzi or Craig

from the abutting lots; a wall statement.is required, plus the
normal conditions. ' Staff would recommend approval with those
conditions. Further the length of the Block containing: Lots
86 to 126 does exceed- the 1200° requirement due to the proposed
freeway interchange. ‘ ‘ o ‘

GUY BISSEL, 5115 Industrial Road, represented the application
and agreed to staff stipulations. C ‘ .

MR.- JONES made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Tentative Map of
Suncrest Meadows, subject to the following conditions: ‘

1. Approval of the tentative map shall be for no more than
twelve (12) months. If a final map is not recorded on all
or a portion of the area embraced by the tentative map
within twelve (12) months of the approval of the tentative

map, or an extension of time up to one year, is not granted
for the tentative map, a.new ‘tentative map must be filed.
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AR S If a final map is recorded within twelve (12) months of
the original approval of the tentative map, or within
- the extension of time of the tentative map for only a
portion of the area embraced by the tentative map,. the
Planning Commission may require that a new tentative map
be filed and approved prior to any further final maps
being approved. :

2. There shall be no vehicular access to Lorenzi Boulevard
and Craig Road. from the abutting lots. T

3. 'If-a wall is constructed on an exterior boundary street,
the CC&R's shall contain wording to the effect that each
property owner of a lot backing up. to said wall shall be -
responsible for the continued maintenance of the exterior
side of the wall and the ground area at the exterior base

of the wa]T,

4. Street names to be provided in accord~w1th,the-C1ty{s'
"Street Name Policy. o T
5. Subject to all conditions of City departments and Stdfeﬁ\
. Subdivision Statutes.v? V : T
‘ équ‘jd ‘Voting was as-quIOWSrgﬁ;' | L, :
| "AYES" Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Miller, M}inéuthgi 'y
Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul =~ . . . i7
"NOES" None .-. = * .- T .

Motion for APPROVAL carried:unanimously. ~

~ CHAIRMAN SNESSEL:anhounéed~this item onidvbé heardvﬁiﬁthe'l '
City Commission on March 7, 1979 at 2:00 P.M, - o -

3. TENTATIVE MAP ... Property generally located on the west side of Lamb Boulevard
" e T between Stewart Avenue on the north and Charleston Boulevard
- WILDWOOD VILLAS on the south, R-1 zone:-(under resolution of intent to R-PD7). .
T T Owner: Ron Rudin Realty - o o
~ APPROVED - - _ ' Subdivider: M.L. Enterprises . - A
A ol .~ -No. of Acres: 36.8 No. of Lots: 246 - ..

: MR. NULL presented the staff report and stated staff has the
following conditions: no vehicular access to. Lamb from the
abutting Tots; a 6' block wall be provided on the rear of the

. Tots_that back up to Meadow Green Lane and Corwood Green Lane;

a wall statement:is required, plus the normal conditions. . A .
.- waiver is necessary on the length of Block 2. Staff. does not -
- object. © - T T

CHARLEY - JOHNSON represented- the application and agreed to staff

stipulations. . .. - = = SE T ST

- MRS. COLEMAN made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Tentative Map .
"Tﬂof,Wildwood'V1]1a§;55ubiect”;Q;;thfo]lgwingﬁqudition i

>
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- 1. Approval of the tentative map shall be for no more than
" twelve (12) months. If a final map is not recorded on all
or a portion of the area embraced by the tentative map
within twelve (12) months of the approval of the tentative
map, or an extension of time up to one year, is not granted
- for the tentative map, a new tentative map must be filed.
If a final map is recorded within twelve (12) months of
-the original approval of the tentative map, or within the
‘extension of time of the tentative map for only a portion
of the area embraced by the tentative map, the Planning
- Commission may require that a new tentative map be filed
and approved prior to any further final maps being approved.

2. There shall be nolvehicular access to Lamb Boulevard from’
: the abutting lots. ' .

3. Asix ft. block wall is to be provided on the rear of
those lots abutting Manor Green Lane and Corwood Green Lane.

4. If a wall is constructed on an exterior boundary street,

~° the CC&R's shall contain wording to the effect that each
property owner of ‘a lot backing up to said wall shall be -
responsible for the continued maintenance of the exterior
side of the wall and the ground area at the exterior base
of the wall:. L L

s, ‘Street hames . to be-provided in accord with"the‘city's.;e“ :
- Street Name Policy. - - S Lo
6. Subject to all conditions of City depariments and State
- Subdivision Statutes. W e B

Voting was as“fol]ows:

"AYES"‘Chairman‘$we§se1, Mrs. Coieman; Mf.“Mil]er, Mr, Guth}ie,'
: Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul: . . o
- "NOES" None ' - S

GB L Metfon for APPROVAL carried wnanfiously.
R | MWmmmWMMmumWMmmmumf~

~ City Comnission on March 7, 1979 at 2:00 P.M,

4. TENTATIVE MAP - - Property generally located at the northeast corner of Oakey
- Jooe w4 Boulevard and Arville Street, R-E zone (under resolution of
SUN-CITY- .y ..7-" -intent to R-1). e : R o
St Owner/Subdivider: Jeff. Shaw and Jim Hampton
- -ABEYANCE: . ":.:: "~ -+ No. of Acres:, '2.62° No. of Lots: 10

- MR. NULL stated that thé.app]icants'héveure4ue5téd this item -
~be held in abeyance indefinitely until such time thqt,an adjoin-

}ﬂ;: ing property;sé]é%qan be concluded. -

“ MR. JONES made a Motion foF ABEYANCE of the Tentative Map oo
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“-Voﬁihg waS_as follows:. _
- MAYES™ Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Miller, Mr. Guthrie,

‘ " Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul
_ "NOES" -None : |

Motion for ABEYANCE carried unanimously.

5. RESUBDIVISION OF . - Property generally located south of Smoke Ranch Road and east
‘A PORTION OF-- " -~ ~of Maverick Street; R-3 zone. I ST
CHARLESTON HEIGHTS Owner/Subdivider: Becker and Sons ‘
TRACT NO. 51-F1 No. of Acres: 0.6687 No. of Lots: ' 1

-FINAL MAP . - ~ - MR. NULL presented the staff report and stated this request

T -combines two lots into one lot, Lot 7. Staff does not object.
APPROVED -~ -« ' ' : o .

BARRY BECKER represented the application.

sy MR. JONES made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Resubdivision of a
.- portion of Charleston Heights. Tract No. 51-F1, Final Mgpg

Voting was as follows:. '{ , S o
. "AYES" Chairmah Swessel; Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Miller, Mr. Guthrie, .
o Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mrv Canul o oo

“NOES" None. - R

o Motion for APPROVAL cgf%féd hnéhiﬁbhsiy;  N . ‘;;wf'

Application of L.L L CORPORATION for reclassification of T
property located at 829 South Sixth. Street, from P-R (Pro<. .-
fessional Offices &.Parking) to C-1 (Limited Commercial). =
The above property is legally described as Lots 14, 15, and
16, Block 31, South Addition. . L L T
Proposed Use: Offices (Existing)

S ﬁ'fQV*;.~':g _ MR. BROWN presented the staff repori and stated it would seem N
%, .0 .o, -reasonable that this lot be zoned to commercial and staff would
SO0 recommend. It is.consistent with the zoning in the area.

- CHAIRMAN SUESSEL declared the public hearing open.
.. dn 7o o BERT LEAVITT represented the applicatidn and stated théy aréf-'
LTl 0L Just trying to be legitimate. They .thought the property was.. -
CofS .. - C<1 but it.was not.” He added he felt this would be proper. e
commercial zoning, = . . - S L o
_ CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked 1f ariyone else wished to be heard; .
A~there‘being.no_qne, he_dgc]ared‘the[public hearing closed.

MR. MILLER made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-1-79, subject to
- the fo11owing&condition$:;%-,3 L ; LT

-1. _Landscaping and a permanént underground sprinkler systen
- ;5 shall be provided as required by the Planning Commission
- % and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory
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(‘5  ' ,a;Q 1&?ﬂf . mahneﬁ:v Failure to properly maintaiﬁ'required'1andscap1ng

. and underground sprinkler systems shall be cause for. revo-
- .cation of a business license. - . - L

; oo 2. Submitté]_of.a‘]ahdscaping plan prior to or at the samé _
i time application if made for a.building permit, 1icense or
_ prior to occupancy. . RV L
3. Al mechanica]héq01pmeht, air conditioners dnd:tfashfareaQ*
shall be screened ‘from view from the abutting streets.. -
4.. Conformance to the pibt‘ﬁlan.'f"gk»*} e _"f;”
5. Securing all necessary permits and licenses ahd'éatis-
-+ faction of City Code requirements and design standards . . -
of all City departments. - N A A

Voting was as fq]ibws: B o _
"AYES" Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Co]emah; Mr: Mi]]er; Mr. GUthrie,r
o ~ Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. capul . . - :
.. "NOES" None - e
R Motion for APPROVAL carrfed unanimously.  ~

"}_ﬁ!f”CHAIRMAN'QWESSEL'anﬁqunced this itemiﬁbﬁfdfgérhedﬁd*ﬁy'théﬁ
o City Commission on MarChA7,_}979;at12}00j§.u} C e

RECESS: ¢

.-~ Application of ROOSEVELT-WILLIAMS, AND DOROTHYSIGNAL for. =
~ 5: reclassification of property located at the northwest corne. -
of Palomino Lane and Tonopah Drive, from R-1 (Single Family.” =~
Residence)--to P-R (Professional Offices & Parkingg; The: -~ -
above. property is legally described as a ‘portion of. the North'
Half (N%) of the Southeast Quarter (SE%) of Section 32, Town-:
ship 20 South, Range 61 East, MDB&M.. - . Loy
Proposed Use: Medical Office Building:®

7. z-2-79 T
_ DENIED [

VLA T MR. BROWN presented the staff report and stated across the -
AT s o0 street-extending easterly P-R; there is additional P-R to the’

- 77w east and C-1 on south, with R-E to the west. Staff feels that

- this request is not'in keeping with the development of the = .
area inasmuchas.the one parcel zoned P-R has already been zoned

-~ 1s adjacent to Tonopah, is oriented. eastward. The commercial .

- 1s south of Palomino. Staff thinks Palomino should be the : -

-+ north boundary 1ine and Tonopah be the west boundary 1ine for- -

. commercial or P-R uses ‘in this area and recommends denial.

. CHAIRMAN SWESSEL declared the public hearing open.” . -
“ IRV WALLER, 3585 Eastern, represented the application, and
.-stated the property to the west has been ‘approved for a
childrens nursery and that directly to the east, across -

the street, is some doctors.offices.
T AR e Cne Ceewets 00T om0 B T
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'CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked how many office buildings were planned

MR. NALLER stated only one office building, which would be ;ilf
- 55 sq. ft. in size.. -

MR. MILLER asked if the children's nursery had been rezoned
for that use. S

MR.. BROWN stated that a var1ance had been applied for and
' approved ‘ . :

C.H. LOFTLER, 612 South Tonopah appeared in protest He i
stated he objected to the type of building proposed and that
this size would not be conducive to medical offices. He asked
if the whole area would be medical facility developed ‘

. CHAIRMAN SWESSEL stated the Commission hoped the medical
. development is stopped at Tonopah, and that it is supposed
- to end there for the foreseeable future.

A.H. MAYNOR, 611 South Tonopah, appeared in protest

ED HENDRICKS, architect, stated that ‘under the P R a large, 2
building could not be put on the property.: -The development
was designed this way for parking access and a surplus of‘
parking 'The idea 1s to keep the density down._ﬁ O

" CHAIRMAN SNESSEL asked 1f anyone else w1shed to be heard
- - there being no one, he declared the public hearing closed‘ﬁ

;'MR JONES made a Motion for DENIAL of 7-2- 79 ‘because’ the pro-'wﬁ'

posed use would not be compatible with the res1dential area '

north of Palomino Lane and west of: Tonopah Drive i
Voting was as follows: ." o A |

- . AYES" Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Miller, Mr. Guthrie

ST . and Mr. Jones t . : S

""NOES" Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul S ‘

" “Motion for DENIAL carried by a. 5/2 vote .

.CHAIRMAN SWESSEL announced this 1tem would be heard by the allgi'
City Commission on March 7, l979 at 2: 00 P.M. ‘ S

8. 2-379 - . * . " Application of JAMES E. AND KATHERINE B..ROCHE for reclasS-*,L o)
ST - fication of property located on the east side of Dike Lare,

‘}APPROMED{fQ;j'.ngK 150 ft. north of Bonanza Road, from R-1 (Single Family

~ "~ 'Residence) and. R-E (Residence Estates) to C-1: (Limited _2 ff S

“Commercial). The above property is legally described as a.
portion of the Northeast Quarter (NE%) of the Southeast = -
Quarter (SE%) of Section 29 Township 20 South Range Gl

.. East, MDB&M. S
";PVOPOsed‘USe,H;

, ! ‘ he staff report and stated;the plot plan”i;' '
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is as shown. The applicants want to buy an additional lot:". -
~ Staff has talked with the realtor who is negotiating the deal-;
“who stated, in view of the fact that the fellow selling the -’
property has a house on the north 55', McDonald would only . - -
. want the south half for parking and do not object to onlys . = .
.. rezoning the south part of this lot. Staff would recom-, .
.ment the south 55' be rezoned to commercial. Lo

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL declared the public hearing open. ~~ . "

BETTY SCHAPELL répresented the app]icatioh and‘agreéd}to ‘*'}*:l
staff stipulations. ; ' - a R

‘CHAIRMAN~SWESSEL‘aSkéd if énydhe else wished. to be heard; .- -
there being no one, he declared the public hearing closed. -

MR. GUTHRIE made a-Motion for APPROVAL of Z-3-79, subject to
the following conditions: - o -

1. Resolution of Intent to be restrictedfto”a twélVé (12)7i“;]&
month time 1imit. - AR B

2. The north 55 feet of this application be deleted.” -

~ 3. Asix ft. block wall: shall be constricted on the north
'side of thi§;property approved for C-1 zoning;g,“ﬁi_ E

and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory -7 .
manner. " Failure to properly maintain'required'Iandscapinggﬁ;
and underground sprinkler systems shall be cause for revo=-'.
cation'Of'a‘bUSineSSfIicense,v‘ ' L Wi

5. Submittal of‘éﬁlandscaping-p]an'prfor fo or éfnihe Samé” T
A o time application is made for a building permit, license or-
R R o prior to occupancy. A & e T

6. . Conformance to the plot as amendesto7ref1e§; the ab@vg;;g
- conditions. .. - .. | o ST
ERUL A 2 Securing all necessary pérmifS-énd-11¢énses and satisfac: .
e tion of City Code irequirements  and design standards of all -
City‘departments.;j ) L e S

,1a rvotihg4WaS’as f01]°ws{ f;'f§fji1; -

PR

‘"AYESPAChairmaﬁf$we§§ei, Mrs; Coleman.“M?. Miliek,sz. Gutﬁ}fé;f 1
e o Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and-Mr. Canul. - v ... -
... "NOES" None - = - .. S e

s Mofion foftAPPRQVAL éafhiédﬁdhqaimbus1y,iif;{ 5&l _;ﬁ“g? 8

 CHAIR

g

MAN swsssEﬁféhﬁoﬁhcééifﬁféiitem:WA&id°Be‘Hé&rd;ﬂ&ffhéffj'f
ComissTon on Narch 7, 1970 oz ou'd be heard by the .
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9. Ze4-79. : "'%fi.f' App11cataon of FRANK SALA, ET AL, for rec1a551f1cat1on of
S E © - property located at the southeast corner of Palomino Lane
APPROVED . o . and Rancho Lane, from R-1 (Single Family Residence) and

C-1. (Limited Commerc1a1) to C-1 (Limited Commercial). The,
above property:is legally described as a portion of the
. Southeast Quarter (SE%) of the Southeast Quarter (SE%) of .
Section 32, Township 20 South, Range 61 East, MDB&M.
Proposed Use: Office COmpIex

MR. BROWN presented the staff report and stated the p]ot pIan :
~ is-as shown. Staff would recommend approval-with the following

conditions: decorative block wall be set back along Palomino

behind the landscaping; no ingress/egress to Palomino Lane; -

a regular block wall on the east side of the property be

built adjacent to-the R-1. With those conditions and the

normal cond1t1ons staff would recommend approvaI

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL declared the public hearing open

FRANK SALA, 3150 West Sahara, represented the application, and
stated the proposed complex will be one-story and will be a-
condominium office building. It will have full grown trees A'
and be a first class proaect - He stated he agreed to staff

: cond1tions .

- C.H. LOFTLER, 612 South Tonopah appeared in protest

CHAIRMAN SwESSEL asked if anyone: else W1shed to be heard
there being no one, he declared the pubI1c hearing cIosed

f 'MR. JONES made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z 4- 79, subJect to
- the following cond1t1ons 4 . ,

_1.. Resolution of. Intent to be restr1cted to a twe]ve (12)
month time Timit. S .

""f- ig i 2. No access be allowed to Pa]omino Lane

3. A six ft. decorative block wa]] shall be erected a10ng ,
Palomino Lane and set back sufficient to provide for land-
scaping as required by the Department of Commun1ty
Planning and DeveIopment

Y Landscaping and a permanent underground spr1nk1er system
... _shall'be provided as required by the: _Planning Commission
and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory
manner.. Failure to properly maintain required 1andscap1ng
. and underground sprinkler systems sha]l be cause for revo-’
- cation of a bus1ness license, ™~ .7 ;u(.,_a _ ‘

-'y' Submitta] of a 1andscap1ng pIan pr1or to or at the same -
... time application 1s made for a bu11d1ng permit Iicense or
P prior to occupancy PR T el

ng ﬁ'he easterly

A6 ft. block walt. shall be constructe;' .
* he,residential zone

ftZISIde of this deve10pment adJacent
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7. Al mechanical'eouipment, air conditioners and trash areas

shall be screened from view from the abutting streets.

8. Conformance to the plot: p]an as amended to reflect the
‘ above conditions. .

9. Securing all necessary permits and licenses. and satisfac-
' tion of City Code ‘requirements and des1gn standards of all
C1ty departments._ :
Voting was as follows:
"AYES" Chairman.Swessel, Mrs. Co]eman Mr. M111er Mr. Guthr1e,
Mr. Jones, Mr Kennedy and Mr. Canul
- "NOES“ None :
Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously

CHAIRMAN MILLER announced this item would be heard by the
City Commfssion on March 7, 1979 at 2:00 P.M.

10. Z-5- 79 S

- App]ication of INCREASE INVESTMENT CLUB, INC. for rec]assifi-
- ~cation of property located at 3020 West Charleston Boulevard,
APPROVED »jj from R-A (Ranch Acres) to C-D (Designed Commercial).. The

S v above property is legally described as the west 105 feet of
N the east 525 feet of the south 320 feet of the Southwest :
Quarter (SW%) of the Southeast Quarter (SE%) of the Southwest, :
gugr;er (SW%) of Sect1on 32 Townsh1p 20 South Range 61 East, ;
DB& : ;
Proposed Use: Retai] Sales of Musical Instruments
~ and Instruction - : -

" -MR. BROWN presented the staff report and stated the p]ot p1an
< 1s as depicted ‘with the existing building and eight park1ng ‘
' spaces. Everything is in order and staff would recommend
“approval subject to the normal conditions p1us bu11d1ng ele-
vat1ons be1ng subm1tted for staff approva] L

CHAIRMAN SNESSEL dec]ared the public hearing open
“WM. BENNETT and LARRY SHELMS represented the . app]ication
- MR 'BENNETT. stated they have not been se111ng anything because
PR they do not have a business Ticense. He added they would be
.-+ also be teach1ng at this Tocation, but would not use amplifiersn

| : -CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked 1f anyone else w1shed to be heard,v.fn
. there: be1ng no’ one, he dec]ared the pub]ic hear1ng c]osed

' MR. KENNEDY made a Motion’ for APPROVAL of Z- 5- 79, subJect to‘~'. |
the fo]]owing cond1t1ons , . B

: 35_1;, Reso]ut1on of Intent to,be}?esﬁricted to a twelve (12)
' fmonth t1me Timit.

2. LvE]evat1ons of "the bu11d1ng sha11 conform‘to thzlrequire-ffﬂf
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ments of the Department of Commun1ty P]ann1ng and
Deve10pment \

- 3. Landscap1ng and a permanent underground spr1nk1er system
shall be provided as required by the Planning Commission
and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory -

‘manner. Failure to properly maintain required landscaping
and underground sprinkler systems shall be cause for revo-
cation-of a business 11cense ‘

4, Subm1tta1 of a 1andscap1ng p]an pr1or to or at the same
time application is made for a building perm1t 11cense or
. prior to occupancy _

5. All mechan1cal equipment, a1r‘cond1t1oners and trash areas.
shall be screened from view from the abutt1ng streets

. 6. Conformance to the plot plan :
7. Securing all necessary permits and licenses and satisfac— |
tion of City Code requirements and des1gn standards of all
City departments. =~ . 3
f Voting,was as follows: = A - ,
'yi"AYES" Chairman Swessel Mrs. Coleman, Mr Mil]er, Mr..Guthr1e,,

- Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul
. “NOES" None -

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimous]y

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL announced this item would be heard by the
City Commission on February 21, 1979 at 2:00 P.M. .

11, ‘2-6;?5' B ~~'App]1cat1on of JAMES BILBRAY, ET AL, for. rec1ass1f1cat1on of

o oo . _property generally located at the southwest corner of Sandhill:
_..DENIED T Road and Owens Avenue, from R-1 (Single Family Residence) to :*

R-MH (Mobile Home Residence). The above property is legally -
described as a portion of the Northeast Quarter (NE%) of the
Northwest Quarter (NWk) of Section 30 Township 20 South,
Range 62 East, MDB&M. :

- Proposed Use Mobile Home Subdivision -

‘MR. BROWN presentedfthe staff report and stated staff does ,
not know which way the parcel will go. .Should.a bridge be con-
structed over the Las Vegas Wash and extend to Sandhill south,

"~ then this parcel would be oriented toward the west and R-1. ,
If it is not extended south, staff feels the orientationumu]d _
‘be to the east.where other mobi]e home parks are’located and
the Wash would be a natural boundary. In R-MH zon1ng, the fi'?
density is the same as R-1 and lots are 6500 sq. ft, If -
approved, in addition to the normal conditions,. Public Serv1ces

.. recommends a block wall along the Wash and with this use, a. 6'

; 'i}fvblock wa11 must comp1ete1y enc]ose the deve]opment

o ST CHRTRMAN SWESSE" dec]ared‘the public hearingnl
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- JOHN SHELTON, 4240 Carnation Lane, represented the‘
"application. ‘

MRS. COLEMAN asked when determination of the bridge construc-
tion would be made; ) :

MR. FOSTER stated Public Serv1ces does not know and a deter-
mination will have. to be made by the City Commission whether
_they want to remove Sandhill from the Major Street ‘Plan.

MR. SHELTON stated he had submitted a ]etter requesting this
portion of the road be removed from the Master Street Plan.
In conferences with Public Services, there is no definite
plan for a bridge and this was the reason for the rezoning
request. '

MR BROWN. stated there are two letters of protest

DENNIS ARMSTRONG, 1400 Stevens, appeared in protest, and
. stated this area is zoned for rural homes and to place a mobile
. home park in the middie of it would be bad planning It wouid
aiso devalue the property. '

T I KING, 1515 Stevens, appeared in. protest He asked if this ;'
v ;~~wou1d.be an adult or family park . g -

\ 7\f:tTMR SHELTON stated it wou]d be a family park

) ‘MR KING stated this would have an impact on the school C.Cf:'
, ._FRonnow e . ] | ,

o =SAM BONLER 3904 Cull Canyon, appeared in protest

lCHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked those present in protest to stand
Fourteen persons were present in opposition

"~ MR. SHELTON appeared in rebuttai

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL asked if anyone else wished to be heard;
',there being no one, he dec]ared the pubiic hearing c]osed

" MR.MILLER made.a Motion for DENIAL of Z-6-79 because the

proposed mobile home development would not bevcompatib]e4with S
the homes in this area. c - S o

':Voting was as fo]]ows

"AYES" Chairman Swessel ‘Mrs.. Co]eman, Mr Mil]er, Mr Guthrie,;
o Mr. Jones, and Mr Kennedy - :
-"NOES" Mr Canul o

. R Motion for DENIAL carried by a 6/1 vote

.CHAIRMAN SNESSEL announced this item wou]d be heard by the '
: City Commission on February 21 1979 at 2 00 P M 5
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Application of‘A:Mi'LEVY;'TRUSTEE, for reclassification of
property generally located north of Craig Road between Lorenzi

12 2779

- APPROVED-" .- - - * Boulevard and Rancho Drive, from R-E (Residence Estates) and
. n.d oo mst 00 C-2 (General Commercial) to R-PD3 (Residential Planned
Development). The above property is legally described as a §
.. portion of the South Half (S%) of .the Northwest Quarter (NWy):~ -
- of Section 2, Township 20 South, Range 60 East, MDB&M. Donio.
: Proposed Use: .Detached Single Family Dwelling Units with = -
© . .. .. Equestrian Recreational Facilities S

MR. BROWN presented the staff report and stated the plot.plan:
is as depicted. The houses are around a riding range and 64’ -
stables on the interior, with corrals, a clubhouse, etc. .-
There will be a bridle path around the . periphery. Staff would
recommend approval subject to the normal conditions, ‘compliance
with Clark County Health Department requirements and a block

wall on the north side - the Tocation to be worked out. _
CHAIRMAN SWESSEL declared the public hearing open. . ;'._?f
G.C. WALLACE,AbepréSeﬁt&d'iﬁé,app]iéétion. and stated the
applicant would agree to staff-conditions. He stated a lot of .
. people'would Tike‘to see this type of development. "He said . -
,.-j,'the‘develbper'has?taken:a,very,pdsitive approach and has.come’, -
" up with ‘a good design. . R L. TR
MRS COLEMAN asked what ‘size the homes-would be, . ‘
- JERRY CHUCK stated they would be frori'1200.to 1800 sq. ft. " .
| MRSL'COLEMAN.askgdjhowfmanyﬂa¢res were involved. . -

MR. CHUCK stated approkimately 50 acres for residential, -
splitting off the commercial. =~ = . .

the bridle path abutting his property, which has been.desigké"
_nated as a Power Company.easementf *~ » Ty

ROBERT STROUT, 6517 Péihfed‘Desert,:appeared in protest to - -

- ”i;_"FiVé persons apprdaéhed the Cdmhissidn QUéétioninQ thé
>+ application. e ‘

MR. WALLACE stated that the developer was agreeable to staff - -
o~ stipulations of building a fence on_.the north property Tine, . . -
- %  with the exact’location to'be agreed ‘upon. ~He stated they = -

would rather have the option of going on the north property - -
‘lines and:utilizing the 15" asement- for the bridle path.. =~ .-
- This would keep riders on the south side.. . : - - U
-~ .An_unidentified lady asked how many horses per house would be - |
- allowed. The developer. had stated only one would be permitted.
MR, CHUCK stated it would average out to one horse per-house" "~
~over-a period of time. - He added that going:in with e horse.
» would not be feasible.: ' . [ A0 il 2 g AR
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MR BRONN“éaid‘étaff'r§COMmendation is for no more than qu".
. ..horses per house; average is not a consideration. : o

T CHATRMAN SWESSEL asked” if anyone else wished t6'be heard;
"~ there being no one, he declared the public hearing closgd.r

© MR. CANUL made a motion:for APPROVAL of Z-7-79, subject to

the fo]lowingucondition§}'j o] o s

1. Restution'of_Intenfﬁfo‘befreétricté&’tb~a twelve (12)
-~ month time Timit. . - o R

2.‘ No dwe111ng.bnit shailuhavé more tﬁan'two horses stabled
- within the development. L

3. o boarding of horses. by persons not 1iving within this'
development shall be permitted. R -

The bridle péfh énd'eqdestfjan aréﬁisha11 conform to fhej-
requirements of the Clark County He;Ith District relative

to dust and cleanliness. -

5. A six ft. block wall shall be constructed on the north-
property.1ine as required by the Department of Communi ty
Planning qnqugvglopmént;lg;g SRS _

- - Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system -
shall be provided-as required by the Planning Commission:
and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory;
manner. Failure.to:properly maintain required landscaping
andAundergroundPSprink1er'systems‘shaJIVbe cause. for revo-

- cation of a business Ticense. -

.Li'SubmiftaT.bﬁgéﬁigndécap%nglpian pridk‘ibfdk‘af the same
time application is made,fqr a building permit, license-or

prior to occupancy. - .

j8."Coﬁforméhcé.f0'thé p]ot'pian-asfamendéd tofféflect,the above
' conqitions.-_;. - LTI el
B .9. Securing éll'hécésséry,pérmits aﬁd;]icenseé'and satiéfac;
-+, T'tion of. City- Code requirements and design standards of
... all City departments. . ..~ - -~ 7 . . .

Coleman; Mr. Miiler, Mr. Guthrie,
ey NP dones and M. Canul” - U T
o QNOES"_Mr. Kenpedxg N o
i Notion for APPROVAL carried by 6/1 votel . .
. CHAIRMAN SWESSEL announced this. itém would. be heard by the ks
~on March 75,1979 at 2:00 P.M.. "~ - e

o } “AYES“,Chairman.SWéSsel, Mrs,
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13, Z-63-70 -+~ Request of CHARLESTON HEIGHTS SHOPPING CENTER for a.Plot
, ) e " Plan Review to allow a retail commercial building on property'
PLOT PLAN REVIEW - 1located at the southwest corner of 'Evergreen Avenue and Decatur.
: R S Boulevard, C-2 Zone, .. o T S
APPROVED ' e

'MR. BROWN présentedjthe.staff:reportfahd stated the.p]ot»plant
s as depicted. Everything: is in order and staff would recom-
mend approval. il ' L - :

BARRY BECKER represented .the application.

- MRS. COLEMAN made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Plot Plan Review
under Z-63-70, subject to the following conditions: . '

1. Landscaping and a pérmanent‘underground'sprinkler sysytem
. shall be provided as required by the Planning Commission
and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory -
manner. Failure to properly maintainlrequiredAléndscaping,
- and underground ‘sprinkler systems shallbe cause for revo-
- cation of a business license. I i T

b e 20 submittal bfﬂaf]aﬁdscébiﬁgrpian?p}%or[tb_bi at the ééme?
ST time application if made for a building: permit, license or o
L S prior‘to]qccupancy.i L P S £ s

PRRPCIERRNN TRV mechanical equipment, air conditioners and- trash areas  *

‘.. shall be screened from view from;;hé‘abuttingfStreeﬁsag*;:, 7 :

?ﬁ,f{ f};igai.'d. Confdrmanceii&ifhé;pldtfpian;: B A
R T SécuringfalliheCésééﬁy'penmitéfihd 1fcéﬁses_andfséfisféé;_
g tion of City Code requirements and design standards of all

City departments, .~ . - . - T

V_Vofing Was ag‘fo11°wsgg;

':fi"ﬂ";”"i_' "AYES“'Chéirmén!SheQSéf; Mr%.MCo]emang,Mr.AMii]er,‘MF.,Guthrie,
R <o Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul. . . - LT
- "NOES" None o T T LT

'5.;§1E:M_'fj N " Motion for«AEPROVAL‘carhjedfiuhahﬁmoyéjy._::':;:;f-fiwa i'. o
: CHAIRMAN SWESSEL anriounced this iten would be héard by the .=

R T .~ City Commission on March 7, 1979 at 2:00 P.M, "
14Q'12;49-z75}?[‘ 5 Request of NEW HORIZONS for a Use Rev

_ ‘ '1ew on property located .
Lo cuTih oo T at 1407 South Arville, C=1 Zone. - v e
SRR LR MRt'BROWNZprésentedgthefstaff‘repdrt‘and'stated'the'applicants y
. RBEYANCE. © v havea school. and want to .get approval of that use in this -
R S location. Itﬁwas(nofza permitted use on.the initial plot plan. -
B < .If'the'P1anning;CommissjohAthinks:the(added

.~ enough, . the neighbors' will be notf
It can be-acted on:at -

public hearing, .

R e
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MR. MILLER made a Motion for ABEVANCE of the Use Review under
Z-49-77 so that the :neighbors could be:notified. of the added
use of the school. TR TR

Voting was as follows:

"AYES" Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Miller; Mr. Guthrie,.
., Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul.- oo o
~ "NOES" None C T

‘ Motion‘?or ABEYANCE carried unanimodsly.'-

T8 Z12:67 . Request of F.J. PERAZZO, ARCHITECT for a Review of Conditions

L o ‘to rescind the-condition.requiring the six ft. block wall on
REVIEW OF CONDITIONS property located at 3601 West Sahara Avenue, C-1 zone.

DENIED = - : MR. BROWN presented the staff report and stated that on the
L o - original approval, it was specifically stated  that on the south
side would be a 6" block wall.. This is just eastof the S

- existing Safeiay store and west of the proposed new Safeway o

.~ Store. Staff does not see any reason why' this. wall should be .
rescinded and would recommend the plot plan be COmpliediwith;_k§j

“ "F. PERAZZO represented the application. and stated the wall was
. required at the. time of the original zoning. There. is now C-1
behind this-lpcatibn‘and»commgrcial deyelopmentfisfproposqu,:{if.

'MRS. COLEMAN said.part of théfprbblém.ih_ghe'feé: is that the |
'+ applicant's loading area is located there as well as trash. .. .
- and other unsight}y_itémsi. The wall does offer sdme;prptgction& 

~ MRS. COLEMAN made a Motion for DENIAL of the Review of Conditions’
" Uinder I-12-67 because' the fence is needed for screening purposes.

-%: a o }Voting»waS‘as'foilowég

‘["AYES"IChaiﬁman.SwesSel, Mrs. Co]emén; Mr.AGﬁthrie; Mr;,dpnés;hfi’ff
' Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul,:i. S ey 4 L

g .'"NOE’S"‘ Mr. Mﬂ]er R

Motion for DENIAL.carried by a 6/1 vote: ~ -

CHAIRMAN SWESSEL announced ‘this {tem would be heard by the ..
City Commission on March-7,. 1979 at 2:00 P.M, T

16.. FINAL MAP' . " .- Property generally located on the south side of:Alexander ~ - .
L EmS L T pead bétweenfTorrgyﬁPines.Drive on, the west and Maverick S
- BIG SKY RANCH- * . Street on the east, R-E zong, "7 U UL oo
- ESTATES UNIT #4. .- .Owner/Subdivider:. Steve 'S. Mitler, Inc. .=
" FASII " No. of Acres: 19.18 :.- “ “No. of Lots: . 33 _

S - Property gerieral] Iocated east of Tenaya. Way-between Carmen . .
oulevard. on ‘the :nor haaﬁgﬂWa§hjngtdn.Ayenqe;0” the ‘south;, R-1
* Owner/Subdivider:; Charle .and:Carma “Brow

No._of Acres: 8914~ Mol of Lots: 42

V.0 . 1A74. . PAAE. Aa L.

L UNIT NO. 3
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18. FINAL MAP = Property generally located on the southeast corner of .. -

- . Tenaya Way and Carmen Boulevard, R-1 zone. C S
RAINBOW WEST . - . Owner/Subdivider: Charles and Carma Brown
UNIT NO. 4 =~ . - . No. of Acres: 14.089 - No..of Lots: 63

19. FINAL MAP- Property generally located morth of Sahara Avenue and o :
' . o .west of Rancho Drive, R-T zone (under resolution of intent S
RANCHO SERENO - to-R-PD7). : o * L o
UNIT NO. 3 .~ Owner/Subdivider: Villa Bonita Oeste -
, S R ‘No.. of Acres: 10.025  No. of Lots: - 60

20. FINAL MAP . . Property generally located on the edst side of Marion
S . .- Drive, north of Stewart ‘Avenue, R-1 zone. .
PARKWOOD ‘UNIT - , Owner/Subdivider: Metropolitan Nevada Corp.
NO. 8 .. No. of Acres: 12.715 No. of Lots: 61

21. FINAL MAP ;. " , Property generally located on the .southeast corner of Marion
L ‘. -+ . -Drive and the Cedar Avenue Drainage Channel, R-1 zone. o
. PARKWOOD UNIT -+ - Owner/Subdivider: Metropolitan Nevada Corp.
NO. 9 - . 7" No. of Acres: 14.276 No. of Lots: 61

ITEMS 16 THROUGH -~ MR. NULL Stated with regard to the six Final maps, every-. .

21 -APPROVED-~. - - thing is in.order and the only condition staff would require - o

I e e ST | conformance to the conditions of approval of the tenta= - -
. tive map. = T RS

~7 5 MRY KENNEDY made a_Motion for APPROVAL of Item 16 through'2l,- .
- - subject to the following condition: - - . o Ty

1. Conformance folihg\conditionﬁ'of appfbva1:othhg-w'__;fw
tentative map.. . .. ... o oo E

- ~ Voting was as, follows:

A | "AYES" Chairman Swessel, Mrs. Coiéman,'ME} Miller, Mr. Guthrié;h
R . Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr. Canul. - T
S o "NOES" None ' L

f,li MotiQn foh‘APPROVAL,carriedfdnqnimbusly. o

22, MI-3-79 .0 7 Request of M C MEDALLION CORP. for an Administrative Variance, .

Cooo Lo~ "l to allow a deviation from the front and rear yard setbacks on, "

- . APPROVED. . = property legally described as Lots 3 and 12, Storybook Village, .
T R-12zone., .. . - . . - o Lo,

MR. BROWN presented the staff report aﬁd1$té£ed“£héi°5f,fhéf?{f‘ 
- last meeting approval was given for.Lots. 7 and 6, Staff would .- |
now recommend that Lots 3 and 12 be approved subject to relo-;: "

" cating the houses on the property satisfactorily acccording to: .-

' Communi ty P]anningl&‘Deye]opment.[;] R

| JERRY OLZ represented the app]i
 stipulations. o

to the following condition
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1. The houses on Lots 3 and 12 shall be relocated as
- “required by the Department of Community Pianning and-
Deveiopment ‘ . .

; ’Q;;i ¢ﬁ:§gh' 2. Conformance to the plot pian as rev1sed to refiect the
T RO : above condition. : _ e . ;

| 3. Securing a11 necessary. permits and iicenses and satis-
- faction of City Code requirements: and design standards
~of all City departments B L

- Voting was as fol]ows o
'"AYES" Chairman Swessel Mrs Coieman Mr. Miiler, Mr Guthrie,
. Mr. Jones, Mr. Kennedy and Mr Canui : , .
"NOES" None b

'Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously

 DIRECTOR'S BUSINESS: . G TimEL Tte e S
1. DISCUSSION ON:° - " Afterd discussion, it was‘determined that staff would ‘get a.

. ANNEXATION POLICY *.".° Tegal opinion from the City Attorney as to the possibility of H
ek per i T rezoning upon:approval of annexation;. also the possibility of

.. amending the wording ‘of:the .ordinance from: "comparable" to’ g;.
-~ "compatible". and also fea51bi11ty of determining if sufficient i
E sewer capacity 1s available upon approving annexation requests'l

2. ESTABLISH POLICY THAT - After a discussion, it was the concensus of opinion (no- .
- - - REQUIRES REPRESENTA- = formal vote being taken) that all: applicants or authorized -
- TION OF APPLICANTS AT representatives are required to be: present at ‘the time the-- . -
PLANNING COMMISSION ;. rezoning. request is .heard and-each case would be Judged on. ;,wgk

. MEETINGS - o . ts merits 1f an applicant 1s not present.ﬁ};; - X o ;
3. AMERICAN.PLANNING'H It was the concensus of opinion that none of the Pianning :

- ASSN.  CONFERENCE ~~ Commissioners wished to attend the planning convention in.
' ~ Miami and if the community is .interested in attracting this
¥ convention that proper funding would be through the Las Veqas
: v,-Convention and Visitors Bureau,

ADJOURNMENT;: B 45:?":{ ; There being no further business to come before the City
o i s xR oo oo Planning Commi551on, the meeting was adjourned at 11: 36 P M

:},MDEPARTMENT oF COMMUNITY PLANNING.- 1

S t?::.H ROLD:PJJFOSTERifDirégtorg u,;}
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