" ACTION: APPROVED

ANNOTATED AGENDA |

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
" MARCH 22, 1983

_CALL TO ORDER:- - . 7:30 P.M. in the Commission Chambers of City Hall,
e : 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.
\“‘ ) ROLL-CALL:f ‘PRESENT: - MACK, BUGBEE TRACY JOHNSTON GUTHRIE, COLEMAN,
e ' - : .KENNEDY o
'ANNOUNCEMENTziri : Sat1sfact1on of Open Meeting Law . .
"‘- MINUTES: : ' : Approva] of the February 10, 1983 and February 22,

1983 City Planning Commission minutes. v

'ACTioN:' APPROVED .-

foEﬁKN—UNANIMOUS

NEM BUSINESS:

1. z-88-81 . Request of REWAISSANCE DEVELOPMENT CO., INC. for'

, . oo ~a Reinstatement and Extension of Time on property
- REINSTATEMERNT _ generally located on the north side of Bonanza

AHD EXTENSION Road, between Pecos Road and Sandhill.Road, R-E

OF TIME . and R-1 Zones (under Resolution of Intent to

~ R-CL, R-3 and C-1).

COLEMAN/6-0-1
(BUGBEE ABSTAINED)

CONDITIONS: .

1 Exten51on of T1me shall be limited to a one year t1me per1od (exp1res
April 20 1984). -

2, Conformance to all ordinance amendments enacted subsequent to the or1g1na]
approval,

STAFF RECOMMENDAT ION: APPROVAL

TO BE HEARD BY CITY COMMISSION APRIL 20, 1983

2. TENTATIVE MAP’ Property generally located on the west.side of
R S Sandhill Road, betvieen.Harris Avenue on the north
.RENAISSAKCE . . - and Bonanza Road on the south, R-1 & R-E Zones
COTTAGES ~ .. (under Resolution of Intent to R-CL).

Owner/Subdivider: Renaissance Deve]opment Co.

ACTION: APPROVED No. of Acres: 81.6 -  No. of Lots: 335

JOHNSTON/6-0-1 -
(BUGBEE ABSTAINED)

CONDITIONS: R o

hl. Approva] of the tentat1ve map sha]] 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 tenta-
tive map, or an extension of time, up to one vear, is not granted for the
tentative map, a new tentative map must be filed.

2;]'Approva]'of the Reinstatement and Extension of Time‘for Z-88-81.

_3;_:Conformance to the cond1t1ons of approva] for Z- 88 8l.

. 4. Mo vehicular access to. Bonanza Road and Sandhi11 Road from the ahutting

1ots.

TR Subm1t a dr1Veway plan conforming to City of Las Vegas standards as requ1red

by the Division of: Traff1c Eng1neer1ng
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6. 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
waltl.

7. A waiver be perm1tted for the length of B]ock 7 which exceeds the design
. requ1rements )

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

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

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL .
,TO BE HEARD BY CITY COMMISSION: APRIL 20, 1983

3. FINAL MAP Property generally located on the southwest corner
' of Sandhill Road and Harris Avenue, R-1 & R-E Zones
RENAISSANCE (under Resolution of Intent to R-CL).
COTTAGES #1 : - Owner/Subdivider: Renaissance Development Co.

No. of Acres: 20.6 No. of Lots: 126
ACTION: = APPROVED

GUTHRIE/6-0-1
(BUGBEE ABSTAINED)
CONDITIONS: |
1. Approva] of the tentative map.
2. Conformance to the conditioﬁs of approval for the tentative maﬁ.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

4, TENTATIVE MAP Property generally located on the south side of
N Bonanza Road, east of Rancho Drive, C-1, C-2, and

BONANZA PARK . C-M Zones (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD46).
CONDOMINIUM Owner/Subdivider: Bonanza Park Ltd.
DEVELOPMENT , [io. of Acres: 2.45 No. of Units: 132

ACTION: APPROVED

JOHNSTON/UNANIMOUS
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 tenta-
tive map, or an extension of time up to one year is not granted for the
tentative map, a new tentat1ve map must be filed.

2. Conformance to the conditions of approval for 7-62-82.
3. Street names to be provided in accord with the City's Street Hame Policy.

4. Subject to all cond1t1ons of City departments and State Subdivision
'Statutes

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL o
“TO BE HEARD BY CITY COMMISSION APRIL 6, 1983

5. FINAL MAP ' Property generally located on the south side of
o : Bonanza Road, east of Rancho Drive, C-1, C-2, and
BONANZA PARK C-M Zones -(under Resolution of Intent to R-PD46)
CONDOMINIUM .  Owner/Subdivider: Bonanza Park Ltd.
DEVELOPMENT - No. of Acres: 2.45 No. of Units: 132
ACTIO APPROVED
UTHRIE7UNANIMOUS
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CONDITIONS:
1. Approval of the tentative map.

2. Conformance to the conditions of approval for the tentative map.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COMMISSION: APRIL 6, 1983

6. VAC-4-83 . Petition of Vacation submitted by DONALD DENZEL
. : to vacate a portion of the west half of Rigel

ACTION: APPROVED Avenue generally located between Sirius Avenue
KENNEDY/UNANIMOUS and Meade Avenue.

CONDITIONS

1. If the Order of Vacation is not recorded within one (1) year after
approval by the City Commission, or an extension is not granted by the
Planning Commission, then approva] will terminate and a new pet1t1on
must be submitted.

AN

2. Satisfaction of the requirements of the various utility companies.

3. Conformance to code requirements and des1gn standards of all City
departments.

4. Vacation shall not be recorded until all of the above conditions have
been met

PROTESTS:. 0
TO BE'HEARD BY CITY COMMISSION: APRIL 6, 1983 TO SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING

S S Em D et MR AD TR AR n Gm PR D e AD T T T TR D GD D S R SR D e . - = " D . - S - W > = M D S e D . .

7. A-3-83(A) K Petition of Annexation submitted by RICHARD G.
A : WORTHEN, ET AL to annex property generally located
on the north side of lestcliff Drive, west of

ACTION: APPROVED 7 Buffalo Drive, conta1n1ng 10 acres.
TRACY/UNANIMOUS ,
8. Z-20-83 o Application of NELLIS LAND COMPANY for reclassifi-

cation of property generally located on the north
- side of Bonanza Road, west of Lillian Street, from
S ~ R-E to R-3.
ACTION: DENIED Proposed Use: Medium High Density Apartments
JOHNSTON/UNANIMOUS - ‘

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL PROTESTS:‘ 85
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COMMISSION: APRIL 20, 1983

9. 1-21-83 - Application of LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA for reclassi-
' fication of property generally located on the north-
west corner of Alta Drive and Rainbow Boulevard,
from R-1 to R-CL and P-R.
Proposed Uses: Medium Low Dens1ty Residential

‘ (Single Family Homes) and Offices
ACTION: ABEYANCE

GUTHRIE/4-3 ‘
(TRACY, COLEMAN, KENNEDY - NO)

ASTAFF RECOHMENDATION APPROVAL ‘ PROTESTS: 26 .
TO BE HEARD AGAIN BY CITY PLANNING COMMISSION APRIL 14, 1983

B e e e --...._-.-.._.u.........-....-......-.-.._..........-..-_—_-....___..__--..__-__--_----_.. ------
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10. Z-22-83 Application of LEWIS HOMES OF WEVADA for reclassi-
fication of property generally located on the
- northeast corner of Alta Drive and Rainbow Boulevard,
ACTION: ABEYANCE from R-1 to R-CL and P-R.

TRACY/UNANIMOUS: Proposed Uses: Medium Low Density Residential

(Single Family Homes) and Offices

STAFF RECONMENDATION " APPROVAL PROTESTS: 26
TO BE HEARD AGAIN BY CITY PLANNING COMMISSION: APRIL 14, 1983 '

11. 7-23-83 . Application of HIGHLAND PARTNERSHIP ON BEHALF.OF
‘ MERCY, INC. for reclassification of property
located at 1124, 1128 and 1130 South Highland
Drive, from P-R to C-1.

ACTION: APPROVED Proposed Use: Ambulance Service Office and
MACK/UNANIMOUS Maintenance Facility for Minor
‘ ~Repairs and Service of the
Ambulances
CONDITIONS:

1. Resolution of Intent shall be restricted to a twelve (12) month time 1limit.

2. Construct an 8' high decorative screen wall along the westerly side of the

‘ north property between the driveway and the north property line that is
set back for a planter with mature landscaping. Said wall shall extend
east at the south end to provide additional screening and then a land-
scaped planter be installed between the wall and the north side of the
existing drive-through structure.

3. The height of the maintenance building shall not exceed 16' except for the
parapet along the north side of the building.

4. Ambulances shall not use the driveway access to Desert Lane. A1l ambulance
access to and from the property shall be from Highland Drive.

5. S1rens shall not be used or tested on this property.

6. Repa1r any damage to the ex15t1ng street 1mprovements as requ1red by the
Department of Pub11c Services.

7. Approval of the parking and dr1veway.p1ans by the Traffic Engineer.

8. 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 land-
scaping and underground sprinkler systems shall be cause for revocation

of a business Ticense.

9. Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to or at the same time application
is made for a building permit, license, or prior to occupancy.

10. A1l mechanical equ1pment air conditioners and trash areas shall be
screened from view from the abutting streets.

11. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and des1gn standards of all City
departments.

STAFF RECOMHEADPTION APPROVAL - . PROTESTS: 34
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COMMISSION: APRIL 20, 1983

o e o el e e e e o m n e o e o o o A A s e A e e A = Sn o < o o i om o e

12, Z-8~82 L Request of EMPIRE WEST COMPANIES for an Extens1on
o ' of Time on property generally located southwest of
" EXTEHSION Charleston Boulevard and Mojave Road, R-2 Zone

OF TIME (under Resolution of Intent to R-4).
ACTION: ABEYANCE S
MACK/UNANTMOUS

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD AGAIN BY CITY PLANNING COMMISSION: APRIL 14, 1983

-——-—_-_—-s.---.-—-»-—..—---—..——-..——..-..-...-..--—__—
- .._—__.-____..__..-—_——-—--—-..---—-
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13. Z-110-80 Request of NEVADA SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION for
' a Plot Plan Review, to use the entrance from Torrey
PLOT PLAN Pines Drive into the Tanglewood Subdivision as a
REVIEW : temporary entrance to the model homes and sales
. office on property generally located northwest of
ACTION: APPROVED Peachwood Road and Torrey Pines Drive, R-PD8 Zone.
"KENNEDY/UNANIMOUS ' ‘
COHDITIONS:

1. Tﬁe use of fhe models shall cease in two years or when the last unit in
this tract is sold, whichever occurs first.

2. Provision of adequate parking in the immediate vicinity.
3. Conformance to the plot plan.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
THIS ACTION BY THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION IS FINAL -

14. 17-57-78 ' Redue§t of BARRY W. BECKER ON BEMALF OF RANCHO

: BEL AIR SUBDIVISION for a Plot Plan Review to
PLOT PLAN allow attached garages 5' from the rear property
REVIEW line where 15' is required on property generally
. located on the southwest corner of Mesquite Avenue
“-ACTION: APPROVED and Rancho Drive, R-PD4 Zone.
MACK/UNANIMOUS
CONDITION:

1. Recording of a deed restriction to the effect that the garage shall not
be converted to livable area within 15' of the rear property line.

" STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COMMISSION: -APRIL 20, 1983

SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA:

1. FIHAL MAP Property generally located east of Lorenzi
: ' Boulevard and south of Lake Mead Boulevard,
“PARK VISTA N-U Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD8).
UNIT NO. 5 Owner/Subdivider: Metropolitan Development Corp.

: No. of Acres: 5.04 No. of Lots: 36
ACTION: - APPROVED )
JUHNSTGN/UNANIMOUS

CONDITIONS:
1. Conformance to the conditions of approval for the tentative map.

2. Provide sufficient dedication and temporary pavement on Marathon Drive
and Gazelle Drive to permit access to Unit #4 at the time of ‘development.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

2. FINAL MAP Property generally located on the east side of
: _ ~ Lorenzi Boulevard, south of Lake Mead Boulevard,
PARK VISTA N-U Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD8).
UNIT NO. 6 o Owner/Subdivider: Metropolitan Development Corp.
, No. of Acres: 7.9 * No. of Lots: 55 '
ACTION: APPROVED. :
h JOHRSTON/UNANIMOUS .
CONDITIONS:

‘ 1. Conformance to the conditions of approval for the tentative mab.

2. A portion of Lorenzi Boulevard abutting Lots 10 and 11, Block 2, of this
subdivision to be vacated before the recording of this final map.

R e e R s s b c r et dr c c e e m - - - - ———— - e - -
- S e e e e e e e - - - -

i\
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3. 7-66-64(34) , Request of B.E. ADDIS BUILDERS for a Plot Plan

Review to construct buildings on property generally
+ PLOT PLAN located on the southeast corner of Builders Avenue
REVIEW and 30th Street, C-1 Zone (under Resolution of
Intent to M).-
ACTION: ABEYANCE
TRACY/UNANIMOUS

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL | |
TO BE HEARD AGAIN BY CITY PLANNING COMMISSION: APRIL 14, 1983

4. 1-66-64(35) Request of B.E. ADDIS BUILDERS for a Plot Plan
. Review to allow outside storage on property generally
~ PLOT PLAN located on the west. side of 30th Street, between

REVIEW o Sunrise and Charleston Boulevard, C-1 Zone (under
Resolution of Intent to M). :
ACTION: ABEYANCE

TRACY/UNANIMOUS

STAFF. RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD AGAIN BY CITY PLANNING COMMISSION APRIL 14, 1983

5. 7-66-64(36) Request of B.E. ADDIS BUILDERS for a Plot Plan
Review on property generally located on the north
PLOT PLAN side of Charleston Boulevard, west of Mojave Road,
REVIEW - C-1 Zone (under Resolution of Intent to M).

ACTION: ABEYANCE
TRACY/URANIMOUS

STAFF RECOMMEWDATIOH: APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD AGAIN BY CITY PLANNING COhHISSION APRIL 14, 1983

6. Z-30-81 , Request of KENHETH S. HUFF for a Reinstatement and
o Extension of Time on property generally located on
REINSTATEMENT the north side of Bonanza Road, between Sandhill
& EXTENSION Road and Lamb Boulevard, R-E Zone (Resolution of
OF TIME . Intent to C-2). '

ACTION: APPROVED 1
KENNEDY/UNANIHOUS

CONDITIONS:

- 1. Extension of T1me shall be limited to a one-year time period (expires
April 20, 1934).

2. Conformance to all ord1nance amendments enacted subsequent to the or1g1na1
approval.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COMMISSION: APRIL 20, 1983

SALES OFFICE Request of R.A. HOMNES for a Sales Office on property
‘ Tocated at 101 Rockmoss Street, R-1 Zone
ACTION: APPROVED .

Immﬁmwmmnmmm_
COWDITIONS'

1. The use shall cease in two years or when the last unit in the tract is sold,
" whichever occurs first.

2. Conformance to-the plot plan.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
THIS ACTION BY THE. CITY PLANNING COdMISSION IS FINAL

o

———————————————————————————————————————————————
—————————————————————————————
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7-100-64(129) Request of KINKO'S COPIES for a Plot Plan Review

8.
on property located at 608 S. 4th Street, R-4
PLOT PLAN Zone (under Reso]ut1on of Intent to C-2).
- REVIEW
ACTION: APPROVED
TRACY/UNANIMOUS
- CONDITIONS: -

1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations amended to provide five (5)
parking spaces off the alley and convert the rear dwelling for storage
use only in conJunct1on with the use of the front building.

2. Approval of the parking and driveway p]an by the Traffic Engineer.

3. Any damage done to sidewalk improvements adjacent to the ‘property during
development will have to be repaired or replaced.

4. Execute a special improvement district agreement for pav1ng the a]]ey,
as required by the Department of Pub]1c Services.

5. Only one off1ce use shall be perm1tted on th1s'pr0perty

6. Landscap1ng and a permanent underground spr1nk]er system shalTl be
provided as required by the Planning Commission and shall be permanently
maintained in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly maintain re-
quired landscaping and underground sprinkler systems sha]] be cause for
revocation of a business license. -

7. Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to or at thie same time app]1cat1on
is made for a building permit, license or prior to occupancy.

8. A]]‘mechan1ca] equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall .be
screened from view from the abutting streets.

9.

Sat1sfact1on of City Code requirements and design standards of all C1ty
departments.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
THIS ACTION BY THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION IS FINAL
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o T . 'FULL BOARD PRESENT
| | AR ~ANNQTATED AGENDA |
CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
 MARCH 22, 1983

MINUTES:

FEBRUARY 10, 1983 APPROVED - COLEMAN/AYES: Unanimous
‘and FEBRUARY 22, 1983 ' :

NEW BUSINESS&

1. Z- 88 81 - APPROVED - CQLEMAN/AYES: Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
) _ Guthrie, Co]eman, Kennedy
REINSTATEMENT AND NOES: None ‘

EXTENSION OF TIME o - ABSTAINED: Bugbee -
: , SPECIAL CONDITION 1. One year extens1on

2. TENTATIVE MAP APPROVED, - JOHNSTON/AYES: Tracy, Johnston, Mack,

, : Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy
RENAISSANCE . NOES: None
- COTTAGES : ‘ - ABSTAINED Bugbee

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.. Approval of Reinstatement
and Extension of Time for
Z-88-81.

_ : . : : 2. Conformance to the conditions
o - S I of approval for Z-88-81.

3. No vehicular access to
. Bonanza Road.and Sandhill
Road from the- abutt1ng Tots.

4., Wall étatement

5. Submit a'driveway plan con-
.forming to City of Las Vegas
standards as requitred by ‘

, - . : “the Division of Traff1c

Lo S S . S o Engineering.

’ 6;' Norma conditions_] thru 3.

: S o - L ~ 7. Waiver will be necessary for .
\\\\\ - . \ o : -~ - the length of Block 7 which -
. : : : L ‘exceeds the des1gn requ1re-
‘ments.
3. FINAL MAP ~ APPROVED - GUTHRIE/AYES: Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
_ T ’ o Guthrie, Co]eman, Kennedy
RENAISSANCE .~ . " NOES: None

COTTAGES #1 .~ .~ PABSTAINED: Bugbee

"+ SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Approva1 of the tentat1ve ,
' . S map.. ,

' ."2. " Conformance to the cond1t1ons
- of approval for. the tentat1ve
_map..

AN
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4, TENTATIVE MAP APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,

: : Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy
BONANZA PARK : NOES: None B
CONDOMINIUM : .

DEVELOPMENT SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. .Conformance to the
: conditions of approval
for Z-62-82. :

2. Normal conditions.

5. FINAL MAP ' APPROVED - GUTHRIE/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
' S Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy
BONANZA PARK P o NOES: None
- CONDOMINIUM : :
DEVELOPMENT : -SPECIAL ‘CONDITIONS: 1. Approval of the tentative
. e ' map.

2. Conformance to the condi-
tions of approval for the .
tentative map.

6. VAC-4-83 ~ APPROVED - KENNEDY/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
: » Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy
NOES: None

SPECIAL CONDITION: 1. One year to record statement.

APPROVAL: 1 S
OPPOSITION: O -

7. A-3-83(A) APPROVED - TRACY/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
- Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy
NOES: None
8. Z-20-83 . DENIED ~ JOHNSTON/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
‘ - : " Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy
NOES: None

PROTESTS:  Gerald Hasty, 4884 Irene Avenue
John Merchant, 4977 Nettie Avenue
Kathy Townsman, 4815 Harris Avenue
18 persons in the audience
66 on record with staff

9. Z-21-83 ABEYANCE - GUTHRIE/AYES: Bugbee, Johnston, Mack, Guthrie
' NOES:  Tracy, Coleman, Kennedy

PROTESTS: Deborah Brezney, 6901 W. Prairie Way
Tom Schiermbock, 6937 Kim Avenue
Margaret Wright, 6948 Erin Circle
23 persons present in the audience

- 10. Z7-22-83 L .ABEYANCE - TRACY/AYES: Bugbee, Johnston, Mack, Guthrie,
: ' ' : Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy
NOES: - None
’ PROTESTS: O

| AHHOTATED AGENDA -~ CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 22, 1983 - PAGE 2
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11. 7-23-83 °

12. 7-8-82
EXTENSION
OF TIME

13. Z-110-80

PLOT PLAN REVIEW

APPROVED - MACK/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
_ Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy

NOES: None -

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1..

9

PROTESTS: 34 on record with staff
' John Solomon; 1304 Scharmast Lane
Mrs. Callahan, 217 Scharmast Lane
Sandy Tetterman, 1520 E11is Avenue
Dolores Bennerman, 1213 Scharmast Lane
Dr. Ron Barton, 1200 Scharmast Lane

ABEYANCE - MACK/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Guthrie,
Mack, Coleman, -Kennedy

NOES: None

APPROVED - KENNEDY/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, JoHnston, Mack,

Guthrie,
NOES: None

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.

2.

3.

4.

ANNOTATED AGENDA - ' CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 22, 1983. - PAGE 3

~access permitted off of

. - Standard conditions 2 - 5.

- as long as it is a private
~Street. :

Height. of roof line of
building to be 16 feet,
not including. the parapet.

No:access off of Desert Lane
with landscaping blocking
‘access to maintenance
building and all access

off of Highland Drive.

for ambulances. However,

Desert Lane to two other
buildings on premises.

No sirens used within this
property. :

ResO]ution of Intent with
twelve month time limit.

Any damage to existing
street improvements shall
be repaired as required by
Public Services.

Approval of the parking and
driveway plans by the Traffic
Engineer.

Garage doors to be closed
except when ambulances are
exiting and entering
maintenance facility.

8' Wall on Desert Lane.

Coleman, Kennedy

The use of the model shall
cease in two years or when
the last unit in the tract
is sold, whichever oceurs
first.

‘Conformance to the plot plan.

Provide adequate parking in
, immediate vicinity. '

Gate may remain on street




14, 7-57-78

PLOT PLAN REVIEW

SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA:
1. FINAL MAP

PARK VISTA
UNIT NO. 5

2. FINAL MAP

PARK VISTA
UNIT NO. 6

3. Z-66-64(34)
"PLOT PLAN REVIEW

4. 7-66-64(35)
PLOT PLAN REVIEW

5. Z-66-64(36)
PLOT PLAN REVIEW.

6. 7-80-81
REINSTATEMENT AND

EXTENSION OF TIME

ENNOTATED AGENDA - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 22, 1983 - *PAGE 4

APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES:

NOES: None

SPECIAL .CONDITION: 1.

.NOES: None
SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

34

APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AVYES:
NOES: None

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

TRACY/AYES:

ABEYANCE -

NOES: None
ABEYANCE - TRACY/AYES:

NOES: None
ABEYANCE - TRACY/AYES:

NOES: None

* APPROVED - KENNEDY/AYES:
NOES: None

- SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

2.

1.

1.

2.

1.

APPROVED - MACK/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy

Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy

Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy

Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
. Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy : -

Bugbee, Tracy, Jdohnston, Mack,
Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy

-Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy

Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy

"use and not be converted

| Conformance tb all

Garages must remain for that

into 1iving area.by means
of a deed restriction.

Conformance to the conditions
of approval for the tentative
map.

Dedication of Marathon Drive
and Gazelle Drive with
temporary paved access to
Unit 4 to be provided at

the time of development.

Conformance to the condi-
tions of approval for the
tentative map.

A portion of Lorenzi Blvd.
abutting Lots 10 and 11,
Block 2 of this sub-
division to be vacated
before recording of this
final map.

One year time limit.

ordinance amendments
-enacted subsequent to
the original approval.




7. S0-2-83 -
SALES OFFICE

8. 7-100-64(129)
PLOT PLAN REVIEW

* ANNOTATED AGENDA - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 22, 1983 - PAGE 5
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APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Jdehnsten, Mack,
Guthrie,

NOES: None

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.

APPROVED - TRACY/AYES: Bugbée,’Tracy, Johnston, Mack,
Guthrie, Coleman, Kennedy

NOES: None
SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.

. and elevations amended to

. One office usevonly shall be

Coleman, Kennedy

The use shall cease in two
years or when the Tast unit
in the tract is sold, which- |
ever occurs first. o

Conformance to the plot
plan as submitted.

Conformance to the plot plan

provide five parking spaces
off the alley and convert
the rear dwelling for
storage use only in con-
Junction with use of the
front building for office
and copy service use.

Standard conditions 2 - 5.

Approval of the parking
and driveway plan by the
Traffic Engineer.

Any damage done to sidewalk
improvements adjacent to the |
property during development
will have to be repaired or
replaced.

Execute a Special Improvement
District Agreement for paving
the alley as required by
PubTic Services.

|
|
permitted on this property. !




- MINUTES:

March 22, 1983

0LD
1.

BUSINESS:

TENTATIVE MAP

 WEST MEADOWS

- (Abeyance Item

from 4/26/83)'f

FINAL -MAP
WEST ‘MEADOWS

"(Abeyance Item

from 4/26/83)

FINAL MAP -

'CEDAR PARK II.

NEW

AMENDED

(Abeyance Item

from 4/26/83)

» BUSINESS:

TENTATIVE MAP
MARION VIEW

O

/ANNOTATED AGENDA

NOES: None

EXCUSED: - Coleman

COLEMAN EXCUSED

" APPROVED - GUTHRIE/AYES: Unanimous .

ABEYANCE - JOHNSTON/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,
: _ Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy

NOES: None
EXCUSED:

Coleman

ABEYANCE - JOHNSTON/AYES: ~Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston, -

~ NOES:  None

Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy

EXCUSED:  Coleman

APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, dohnston,
' ‘ Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy

NOES: None
EXCUSED:

Coleman

APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,

- NOES:
.EXCUSED:

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.

‘Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy
None .
Coleman

Conformance to the conditions

_of approval for zoning

application Z-58-81.

No vehicular access to Owens
Ave. and Marion Dr. from -

the abutting Tots.

Wall statement.

Waiver be permitted from the
requirement of a minimum lot
frontage of 30 feet on a

cul-de-sac, but that it not_~‘
‘be Tess than 20 feet. _

Permit rolled curb and gutter
with adjacent sidewalks have

5" thick concrete.




2. FINAL MAP-
MARION VIEW

3. TENTATIVE MAP

~ REDROCK HEIGHTS

vy 'TENTATIVE*MAP
PLAZA'S OFFICE "

PARK (A COMMERCIAL - '_” - EXCUSED: Coleman

CONDOMINIUM) -

5. TENTATIVE MAP
 BREEZEWOOD |

- ANNOTATED AGENDA -

- <:> N T <:>

APPROVED - GUTHRIE/AYES: Bugbee, Tragy, Johnston,
B T _Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy
NOES: None ',

- EXCUSED: Coleman

©SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Sidewalks adjacent to rolled
. ' . ' curb to have 5" thick concrete.

2. AporoveT of the tentative map.

3. 'Conformance with the tentat1ve
© “map. .

4. Conformance to the conditions
~ of approval for the tentative
_map. ‘

APPROVED - KENNEDY/AYES: Bugbee Tracy, Johnston,
L j . Mack, Guthr1e, Kennedy
- NOES: ~None _
 EXCUSED: Coleman

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance to the conditions
o . of approval for Z-29-83.
2. No vehicular access to
" HWestcliff Dr. from the
: abutt1ng 1ots :

‘ 3. Na]] statement.

- 4, - Wajver permitted for the
" Tength of Block 1 which
" exceeds the design
~requirements.

APPROVED - TRACY/AYES Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,“
R , - Mack, Guthr1e, Kennedy
- NOES: None ' _

L SPECTAL CONDITION 1. Conformance to the conditions
o _ - of approval for 27108-63. '

- APPROVED - TRACY/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,
I Mack, Guthr1e Kennedy
* NOES: None .
EXCUSED: Coleman

“ASPECIALNCONEITIONS:"1. Conformance to the cond1t1ons
SR - . of approva] for Z- 75 81. '

2. No veh1cu1ar access to Lamb
Blvd. from the abutt1ng 1ots.

o 3. Wa11 statement.
4. Map to be redes1gned as

required by the Dept. of
Community Planning & Develop.

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION M:ETING MAY 12 1983 - PAGE 2




10,

FINAL MAP .
TRISTE COURT
AND REQUEST

FOR WAIVER OF
IMPROVEMENTS

ON TULLY AVENUE -

. 7-39-83

. APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AVES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,
‘ - o Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy

_NOES: -None
EXCUSED: Coleman

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance with the -
: tentative map.

2. Conformance to the
~ conditions of approval
for the tentative map.

~-3. Install curb, gutter and -
sidewalk at time of
development and post a
cash bond equivalent to
cost of pavement, etc.
.W1th the C1ty o

‘ ABEYANCE - JOHNSTON/AYES Bugbee, Tracy, thnston,

. Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy

5/24/83 P.C.Meeting - . NOES: ~ None

TENTATIVE MAP -
LIBERTY VILLAGE

7-34-83

7-35-83

[ R T R T

“EXCUSED: Coleman

~- ABEYANCE - -JOHNSTON/AYES: . Bugbee, Tracy, Johnsten,
T - o "~ Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy -
- NOES: "None- : '
"EXCUSED: ~ Coleman .

'DENIED - JOHNSTON/AYES: . Bugbee, Tracy, dJohnston,
- o . Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy
NOES: " None '
EXCUSED ~Coleman -

PROTESTS '3 on record with staff
: 1 letter from Bonanza V111age Homeowners
29 persons in audience
126 signatures on petitions - =
. Claire Scherer, 1941 Ophir Drive
,G1enn 0'Granda, Pres. Bonanza Village
, o : : Homeowners Assoc.
Wil1iam Sanford, 900 N. Tonopah Drive
Stephan1eHanchett 1077 Comstock Drive -
) Levb%?kl - _

" APPROVED - GUTHRIE/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,

. Mack, Guthr1e, ‘Kennedy
NOES: - None
EXCUSED: Co]eman

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: - 1. Resolution of Intent with
-a twe]ve month-time Timit.

2. Standard conditions 1 through
5.and 7 and 8. . - . - g

3. Install sidewalk and street
" 1ighting on Wilson Ave. and
MC" Street as required by
the Dept. of Engineering
Services. '

. 4. Pave the alley as required -
- by Dept. of Eng1neer1ng _
: Services. o
o A - 5. Pour oil to e11m1nate dust.
PROTESTS: 3 on- record with staff
L Janet Baliadis, 716 North ne Street
. Don Ba11od1s, 716 North "C'" Street -

. nv-;\/ L WY TR ST hf\t‘dl?(‘(‘?f\l ' ll'l-';"?l.f\ '. ..One-.xearnrue,v.lew [2 iV ol sl




11. Z-36-83 | o APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Bugbee, Johnston, Mack, Kennedy.

~ NOES: . Tracy, Guthrie
o EXCUSED: Coleman

© SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Resolution of Intent.
2. Standard conditions 1 - 8.

3. Provision of 6' block wall
along the north and east
property lines.

4. Dedicate 60' of right-of-way
for Westcl1iff Drive, 40'
of right-of-way for Tenaya
Way, and 25' radius corner
e , at Westcliff and Tenaya Way.

5. Install half-street improve-
ments' on .Westcliff Drive
and Tenaya Way.

PROTESTS: Dennis, Murphy, 101 Antelope Way
. ~ Bruce Hershey, 101 Thunder
Brad Smucklier, 1128 Willow Tree
38 signatures on petitions

12. 17-37-83 S DENIED - KENNEDY/AYES Tracy, Mack Guthr1e, Kennedy
e . NOES: Bugbee, Johnston ~
_ EXCUSED Co]eman

PROTESTS: Steve Buff1ngton, 207 Las Vegas Blvd. South
"~ appeared to represent the owners of the
_property immediately to the: south._of th1s
proposed parcel.

13. 7-40-83 APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES Bugbee, Tracy,- Johnston,
' _ ~ Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy
NOES None

'EXCUSED: Coleman

© SPECIAL .CONDITIONS: . 1. Resolution of Intent with
' - ‘ o a twelve month time Timit.

2. Approval of the building
elevations by the Dept.
of Community Planning and
Development.

3. Construction of a 6' . block
wall along the south
property line.

4.  Dedication of right-of-way -
. for Highland Drive and
- Lake Mead Blvd., including
the radius corner at the
intersection of the two
streets.

5. Install full half-street
improvements on Highland
and Lake Mead as required
by Eng1neer1ng Services.

6. Eliminate the middle
_ : - driveway on Highland Drive.
PROTESTS: 0 ' - o
APPROVALS: 2 on record with staff ,
- : Mrs..-Dupree, 1412 Jimmy Avenue
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14, 7-41-83 . APPROVED - MACK/AYES: -Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,
. ] Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy
NOES: None

EXCUSED' CoTeman

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Resolution of Intent
with a twelve month time
Timit.

2. Redesign layout as required
by Dept. of Community
Planning and" Deve1opment

3. Dedicate 30' of r1ght-of—way
. for Rock Springs Drive :
and the radius corner at
the intersection of Vegas
Drive and Rock Springs Dr.

4, ‘Install half-street improve- .
- ments on Vegas Drive and
Rock Springs Drive as
required by Engineering
Services.

PROTESTS 20 s1gnatures on pet1t1on

£ s Brad Smuck1er, 1128 W11Tow Tree
15.. Ci-1- 83 - T APPROVED - KENNEDY/AYES Bugbee, Johnston Mack Guthr1e, '
_ Kennedy :

€1 USE REVIEW , " NOES: None - -
: : "EXCUSED: Tracy,.Coleman _
" SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. No paper 6r temporary signs
o o painted on the walls or
- windows. .

2 2. A1l items be-off-loaded
- 1mmed1ate1y into the bu11d1nq

:3., No rental of ‘items over
five years old.

- 4. A1l items shall be new

C when first rented. -

16. ASOe4-83- T APPROVED .-'TRACY/AYES Bugbee Johnston Mack Guthr1e,
S L : ' S Kennedy, Tracy:
SALES OFFICE- . . NOES: None.

EXCUSED: ijemann~-'

" SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance to the
o _ - - plot plan.

- 2. . Temporary office.use shall
_cease within two years or
whenever the last model
is sold, whichever occurs
first.

DIRECTOR'S BUSINESS . ,

T Ord1nance Amendment ABEYANCE - Mack/AYES Unanimdus _
2.7 Two meed1ngs in APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES Bugbee Johnston Mack, Guthr1e Kennedy

June,. July & Aug. ' . . "NOES: Tracy .
. S 3 ' * EXCUSED: Coleman .
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_____,____,______.__.________,_

SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA:

1.. FINAL MAP - ~ APPROVED - GUTHRIE/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,
' L B - o Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy
LEWIS HOMES : NOES: None. . S

RAINBOW PARK #5 . EXCUSED: Coleman

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance with the
’ g g tentative map.

| 2. ‘Conformance to the condi tions

of approval for the .
tentative map.

2. REQUEST FOR- I ‘APPRovED — JOHNSTON/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,

WAIVER OF , Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy -
STREET . =~ - - NOES: None -
IMPROVEMENTS ~ L EXCUSED: Coleman
JAYLAR CIRCLE '
(PM-18-77)
3. AV-2-83 ~ APPROVED. - GUTHRIE/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,
L ‘ . Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy
ADMINISTRATIVE _ . _NOES: None.
VARIANCE : ' ' EXCUSED: . Coleman _
 SPECIAL CONDITION: 1. Conformance to the
o _ plot plan. :
4. 7-55-81 | 'APPROVED - KENNEDY/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,
o , ' ' o ‘Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy
PLOT PLAN REVIEW . _ NOES:- None S
‘ o - ) EXCUSED: Coleman |
SPECIAL CONDITION: 1. Conformance to the
o A plot plan as-required
"by the Dept. :of Community
Planning & Development.
5. 1-43-77 ~ APPROVED - KENNEDY/AYES: Bugbee, Tracy, Johnston,
’ R ' - Mack, Guthrie, Kennedy

PLOT PLAN REVIEW " NOES: None -
: . ‘EXCUSED: Co]eman

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance to .the plot plan
S . amended to eliminate the
. storage building and
reorient the two front
parking spaces.
2. Conformance to the elevations

3. Standards conditions 2 - 5.

4
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CALL TO ORDER:

PRESENT:

STAFF_PRESENT&

ANNOUNCEMENT:

o i e | et S b

“ REZONING' CONDITIONS:

- - MINUTES:

NEW. BUSINESS°

1. 7-88-81°
| REINSTATEMENT ,
AND EXTENSION
OF TIME -

_APPROVED

ANNOTATED MINUTES --

MINUTES
CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

—

' MARCH 22, 1983

A regular meeting of the City P1ann1ng Ccmm1ss1on was -
called to order at 7:30 P.M. by Chairman Bugbee in

the Commission Chambers at City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue, Las. Vegas, Nevada.

Chairman Bughee
Mrs. Tracy

Mr. Johnstom
Mr. Mack

Mr. Guthrie
Mrs. Coleman
Mr. Kennedy:

Harold P. Foster, Director, Depaﬁtment of Community
Planning and Development

"Howard Null, Chief, PlafningiDivision

Robert C. C1emmer Acting Chief, Zoning Division

‘Rick Williams, Sen1or Planner

John Roethel, Deputy City Attorney
Linda M. Owens Recordvng Secretary

‘MR. EQSTER:‘stated the agenda for this regu]ar meet1ng

of the C1ty P]ann1ng Commission has been posted and
mailed in accordance with-NRS Chapter 241 and affidavits
are on file in the office of the Department of Commun1ty

'.;Q‘Plann1ng and Deve]opment«‘;; ;‘

M& CLEMMER read the norma] cond1twons that wauld app1y

-to any approved rezoning items heard at this meeting

MRS. COLEMAN made af otion for APPROVAL of the Minutes

for the February.104:1983 and February 22,1983 City

Planning Commission: meetings with the covrection on the

~ February 22,°1983 minutes. as follows: On .page 9, Item 10,
. Z~14-83, Legon Street should be spetted LEIGON Street.
AMotton for APPRGNAL earwmedvunanTmaasly

‘Request of RENAISSANCE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY INC for a
 Reinstatement and:Extension of Time.on preperty generally

located on the north side of Bonanza: Road. between Pecos

 Road and Sandhill Road; R-E.{(Residénce: Estates}“and RV on
E @SrngTe-Famv1y~Res1dence 3 Zenes (under ResoTut1on of
. Intent. to R=CL,. R-3 and C 1) g L o .

MR. NULL stated thn f1rst three 1+ems en thws agenda are
all interielated.: Tﬁts {tem consists of a reinstatement

. because the zoning-has lapsed by about seven weeksy however,

it is within: the six-month refinstatement per10ﬂ Further, -

“they wish to have a one-year extension of time. Staff

would have no- ob3ect10ns to these requests

~ MRS. COLEMAN made a Mot1on for APPROVAL of Zm88a81 Reinstate-

ment and ExtensTon of T1me, for a per1od of ohe year

Vot1ng was as foT]ows

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING ~ A VERBATIM TAPE IS ON FILE




1. - 7-88-81 - . “AYES® “Mrs. Tracy, Mr.. Johnston, Mr. Mack"

: Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Kennedy
(Continued) . - "NOES" None

"ABSTAINED" Chairman Bugbee

—— fme——

Mot1on for APPROVAL carried unan1mous1y

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE announced this item would be heard by the -
Board of City Commissioners on April 20, 1983 at 2:00 P.M.

2. TENTATIVE MAP . » Property generally located on the west s1de of Sandh111

- . Road, between Harris Avenue on the north and Bonanza Road
. RENAISSANCE ~on the south, R-1 (Single-Family Residences) and R-E
COTTAGES - : (Res;dence Estates) Zones (under: Reso1ut1on of Intent to
S : R-CL
APPROVED -~ - Owner/Subdivider: Renaissance ‘Development Company
' ' : : No .of Acres: 8I. 6 . No. of Lots: -335

MR. NULL stated the area of this tentat1ve map is 1ocated '
south of Harris Avenue and west of Sandhill Road. Staff:
would recommend the following conditions: 1) Approval:

_of Reinstatement and Extension of Time for Z-88-81, 2).
Conformance to the conditions of approval for Z-88-81,

3) No vehicular -access to Bonanza Road and Sandhill Road
from the abutting lots, 4) Wall statement, arnd:5) .Submit:’

. a driveway plan conforming to the City of Las Vegas standards
as ‘required by the Division of Traffic Engineering, With
these conditions and the normal conditions, staff would
recommend approval. Further; a waiver will be necessary
for the length of Block 7 which exceeds the des1gn require- -
ments - Staff would recommend approva1 of the waiver.

~ RALPH KRAEMER 3160 West Sahara Avenue, appeared to represent :
the applicant. They are in agreement with staff‘s recommenda-'~
tions. . _ . .

MR. JOHNSTON: made a Mot1on for APPROVAL of the"Tentat1ve‘Map )
for Rena1ssance Cottages, subJect to staff s cond1t1ons. Lo

Vot1ng was as fo11ows - _
| "AYES" Mrs Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr Mack,
. Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Co]eman, Mr Kennedy
" "NOES" None'
-"ABSTAINED Cha1rman Bugbee
: Mot1on for APPROVAL carr1ed unan1mously

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE announced th1s item: would be heard by the
.- Board of C1ty'Comm1ss1oners on-April 20, 1983 at 2:00 P.M.

3. FINAL MAP‘ P .. Property genera11y 1ocated on the southwest corner of“y

Sandhill Road and Harris Avenue, R-1-(Single~Family
RENAISSANCET - Residences) and.R-E (Residence Estates) Zones (under
COTTAGES #1 Resolution of Intent to R-CL).
© - Qwner/Subdivider: Renaissance Deve]opment Company.
APPROVED , . No. of Acres: 20 6 . . . No of Lots: 126

'MR NULL stated this f1na1 map is in substant1a1 conform1ty
with the tentative map. Staff would recommend approval with
the following conditions: 1) Approval of the tentative map,

- and 2) - Conformance to the cond1t1ons of approva1 for the o
tentative map

~ ANNOTATED MINUTES - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION?MEETING . MARCH 22, 1983 - PAGE 2




3. FINAL MAP
(Continued)

4. TENTATIVE MAP

BONANZA PARK
CONDOMINIUM
DEVELOPMENT

APPROVED

© 5. FINAL MAP
' BONANZA PARK
© CONDOMINIUM
DEVELOPMENT

" APPROVED -

ANNOTATED MINUTES

"j;ﬁd,"NOES“ Nonei- -
.t;;;'Mot1on for APPROVAL

L conditions.:

- east of Rancho:Drive.

RALPH KRAEMER 3160 West Sahara Avenue, appeared for the
app11cant They are 1n agreement with staff's cond1t1ons

MR. GUTHRIE made a Motion for APPROVAL of the F1na1 Map for
Renaissance Cottages #1, subject to staff's conditions.

Voting was as follows:

- "AYES" Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Mack,

' Mr. Guthr1e Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Kennedy
"NOES" 'None ‘
"ABSTAINED: Chairman Bugbee

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

Property generally 1ocated on the south side of Bonanza
Road, east of Rancho Drive, C-1.(Limited Commercial) C-2 .
(Genera] Commercial) and C-~M (Commercial Industr1a1) Zones
" (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD46). .
Owner/Subdivider: Bonanza Park, Ltd. -
No. of Acres 2 45 - No. of Un1ts —~132

~ MR. NULL stated this is a condominium deve]opment -Staff. -

. would recommend approval with the following conditions:

-~ 1) Conformance to- the conditions. of approva] for Z-62-82,
and 2) Normal cond1t1ons. .

- JAMES RUSSELL :C.Hallace, Eng1neerrng, 1100 East Sahara Avenue,
appeared to represent the developer. They are in agreement
T W1th staff's. recommendat1ons : :

- MR. JOHNSTON made ‘a M0t1on for APPROVAL of the Tentat1ve Map
“ for Bonanza- Park~Condomin1um Deve]opment, subJect to- staff'

""AYE§" Chalrman Bugbe

;Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Mack
T Mr. Guthr1e, M :

Co]eman, Mr, Kennedy R

d{unanimouSTy.,“iszu

ed onﬁthe south side-of Bonanza Road
1. (Limited Commercial), C-2 (General
ommercial. Industrial) Zones: (under _’,"

“Property generally 16

55

Commerc¢ial) and C-M:
. "Resotution. of Intent~
" Owner/Subdivider:: i o o
- No.. of AcreS"'Z No of Un1ts 132 .,i'
. MR NULL stated th1ss 1nal map 1s 1n substant1a1 conform1ty
 with the tentative mapi Staff would recommend approval.with
" the following conditions: 1) Approvdl of the tentative map,
~~and 2) Conformance to the cond1t1ons of approva] for the:
- tentative map. -

JAMES. RUSSELL @ C Na11ace En%Jneer1ng, 1100 East Sahara Avenue,
appeared for the developer, hey are in agreement with

-staff s cond1t1ons.,: _ , _ _ »
MR. GUTHRIE made a Mot1on for APPROVAL of the F1na1 Map for

" Bonanza Park Condominium. Deve]opment, subJect to staff's -
cond1t1ons.‘;: - : . .

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - - MARCH 22, 1983 - PAGE 3




5. FINAL MAP .»Voting was as fo]]ows o
" {Continued) ~'."-"”AYES" Chairman Bugbee Mrs. Tracy, Mr Johnston, Mr. Mack
: Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Kennedy L
~ "NOES" None ‘ o T

Motion forAAPPROVAL carried . unanimously.

6. VAC-4-83 - Petition of Vacation subm1tted by DONALD DENZEL to vacate a
» - portion of the west half of Rigel Avenue genera]1y located

APPROVED ) between S1r1us Avenue and Meade Avenue.

"MR. NULL stated this is a request for vacat1ng 10 feet on.the
west side of Rigel Avenue from Meade Avenue on the north.te
Sirius Avenue on the south. "The utility companies and City
departments have no objection. Staff would recommend approva1
with the following conditions: 1) If the Order of Vacation is
not recorded within one year after approval by the City
Commission or an extension is not granted by the Planning
Commission, approval will terminate and a new pet1t1on will
have to be submitted, and 2) Normal conditions. Staff has
one 1etter in favor and none in opposition.’

DONALD DENZEL, 3011 R1ge1 Avenue, appeared for the app11cat1on.
No one was present in opposition. | ‘
MR. NULL said this is an 80 foot street at the present t1me
and they are requesting 10 feet off the west side, which
would reduce the street to 70 feet wide. ThTS‘1S just-
o - - right-of-way and not am improved street.
~1'MR KENNEDY made a Mot10n for APPROVAL of VAC 4—83
| Vot1ng was as follows: ‘ _ '_ e
' “AYES“ -Chairman Bugbee, Mrs. Tracy, Mr Johnston Mr Mack
' " Mr. Guthrie, Mrs, Co]eman, Mr Kennedy N
‘x"NOES“ None - = -

~ Motion: for APPROVAL carr1ed unan1mous]y

7. A=3-83(A) - : ,Pet1t1on of Annexat1on submltted by RICHARD G. NORTHEN ET AL f

- to annex property generally located on the north side of o
APPROVED- . - © Westcliff Dr1ve, west of Buffa1o Dr1ve, concain1ng ]O acres. .. .

- 'MR. NULL stated the area to be annexed has County R-E zoning
and the City: equ1va1ent wou]d be ‘N-U. Staff would recommend
approval. : ,

~ RICHARD G. NORTHEN,.515 North715th Street,'appeared for the -
app]iCation- . He plans to develop-residentia] housing

| MRS. TRACY made a Motion for APPROVAL of A 3-83(A)
Vot1ng was as follows: , v »
_“AYES"f Chairman Bugbee, Mrs Traey, Mr. JohnSton,'Mr.-Mack, ,

. Mr. Guthrie, Mrsn Co]eman Mr. Kennedy -
"NOES" None . S «

Mot1on for APPROVAL carr1ed unan1mous1y
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8. Z-20-83 | ' ’Abp1icdtion of NELLIS LAND COMPANY for reclassification

: of property generally located on the north side of - _
DENIED Bonanza Road, west of Lillian Street, from R-E (Residence

Estates) to R-3 (Limited Multiple Residences). S o
- ‘ - Proposed -Use: Medium-High Density Apartments - e
'MR. FOSTER stated the Las Vegas Wash Drainage Channel is -
~abutting the property to the west. To the north is a
residence estates subdivision that is almost developed.
The property abuts commercial to the east. Across Bonanza
Road to the south there is more commercial, then a mobile
home park, and a vacant R-E-parcel next to the channel
_with R-CL on the west side of the channel. The pattern
along Bonanza Road is commercial and medium-high density
residential. This proposal is for 23 fourplexes on lots
‘that will be approximately 50* x 173'. They are proposing’
a private driveway along the rear coming off Lillian. There . -
is a side setback problem because of the stairways so the-
lots will have to be adjusted. Staff feels it would be
better to break up the long driveway with a central access
down to Bonanza Road which would delete one fourplex. They -
- are proposing 92 units and this would mean 88 units and. ‘
possibly a Toss of another lot because of adjustments to
the stairways to meet the required setbacks in-the R-3.
Staff feels the proposal is compatible for the area. The
buildings are basically one story with the fourth unit on
the second floor and the two-story portion along the
Bonanza side of the property. This neighborhood will
withstand the increased density as outlined in the General
" Plan. Staff would recommend approval, subject to: 1)
‘Resolution of Intent, 2) Standard conditions 2 through 5,
.3) Conformance to the plot plan amended to.provide side .
setbacks as required by the R-3 zone, 4) Revise the Tot
_ layout as required by the Department of Community Planning:
ewloow o .. and Development,.. 5).. Approval of the joint access by the
S B *City Commission, 6).. Provision of the fire hydrants and
" water flow as required by Eire Services, - 7) Conformance. '
"“to the Flood: Hazard Reduction Ordinance, 8) Install street ;. -
. improvements; on Bonanza and Lillian as required by the - '
- Department of Public Services; and 9) Construct a 6 foot -
“block wall along the north property.line. :Staff has 66

. protests on record.. .. - .. .

BB KEES, 3507 Florrie: Avenue,arid JERRY WEST, 2420 Eilis
~ - Street, appeared for the:application. They.accept staff's.
- recommendations...:: . . .- . - B , : '

" JOHN MERCHANT, 4977 Nettie Avenue, appeared in,protest.'-
This will create additignai‘traffic,‘especiallyvon LiTlian,

~,j1for that area. = .o

© " KATHY TOWNSMAN, 4815 Harris Avenue, appeared in protest. _
" She feels the additional children in-the area would create
. a problem for the persons who own horses in the R-E area.
:.There are no recreational areas for children. "She questioned
how the buildings will be maintained. She would prefer
commercial on this property. DR SRS

- GERALD HASTY, 4884 Irene Avenue, appeared in protest. They.
feel this is an inappropriate population density for the
area, an incompatible lifestyle with the surrounding .
residents, and the possibility of overloaded schools. He -
prefers commercial development on this property..

There were 18 persens.presentiin proﬁest;
" BOB KEES and JERRY WEST appeared in rebuttal: They tried to

keep this development primarily one-story buildings. They ,
will have ampTe green areas and .across the front along Bonanza
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8. -20-83
(Continued)

9. 7-21-83
ABEYANCE -

o 0

there will be.a wrought iron/brick fencing with individual
gates going into each unit. Each building will be in the
$150,000 price range with each unit renting for.around
$400 a month. They meet the code for parking spaces. They
will provide maintenance-free lawn service for the first D
six months after the buildings are sold and then continue.
the service for a fee if the owners request the service..--
They do not plan to have a recreation area. o

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for DENIAL of Z-20-83 because
it is incompatible with the surrounding area. ) o

Voting was as follows:

| "AYES" Chairman Bugbee, Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Mack,
~ Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Kennedy
"NOES" . None-. ‘ o ' .

Motion for DENIAL cdrried unanimously.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE announced this item would be heard by the
Board of City Commissioners on April 20, 1983 at 2:00 P.M.

Application of LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA for reclassification.
of property generally located on the northwest corner of
Alta Drive and Rainbow Boulevard, from R-1 (Single-Family
Residences) to R-CEL (Residential Compact Lots) and P-R
(Professional Offices). ' .
Proposed Uses: Medium-Low Density Residential ,
(Single-Family Homes) and Offices

MR. FOSTER stated that Items 9 and 10 are basically the :
same type of applications. .The increased density requested -
on this application is miniscule as compared to R-1 zoning.
To the west there-is predominantly single-family dwellings.
'The General Plan does allow for increased density im this -
area. The property owners requested a row of R-1 homes be-
placed along the north and west sides of the parcel where =~
R-CL is requested, so: they would back up to the existing =~ -~
R-1 homes. The developer has indicated he is in agreement-
to this change. This change would reduce the number of -
units from 97 to 85, with 22 R-1 lots and 63 R=CL lots. . -
~ The R-1 is existing zoning, so- that would be excluded from .
this- application. -The density.is approximately 6 units
per acre. A 3-acre parcel for P-R is proposed at the
~ corner of Alta and Rainbow. The building will be.one story.
Staff would recommend  approval of the application with the
following conditions: 1) Conformance to the revised plot
plan that has been submitted showing the row of R-1 along
the north and west sides, 2) Resolution of Intent, subject
to a twelve-month time limit, 3) Standard conditions 2
through 5 shall be applicable to the P-R portion only, 4)

. Provision of fire hydrants. and water flow as required by

the Department of Fire Services, 5) Dedication of 20 feet

o of right-of-way for Alta Drive as required by Public Services,

- 6) Install fullestreet improvements.on Rainbow Boulevard - .
and Alta Drive-and street 1ights and sidewalk on Rainbow
Boulevard as required by Public Services, 7) Repair any

~ damage to the existing street improvements resulting from
this development as required by Public Services, 8) The
office buildings shall be for nonmedical uses because of =
the parking situation, 9) Approval of the storm drainage
plan by Public Services, and 10) Approval of the curb cut
locations by the Traffic Engineer. Staff does not have
any protests on record.

ROBERT LEWIS, 5240 South Polaris Avenue, appeared for the =~
application. They are in agreement with staff's recommenda-
tions. S L
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9., Z-21-83 .- There were 23.per50ns in the'audience in protest

(Continued) . DEBORAH BREZNEY, 6901 West Pra1r1e Way, appeared in
protest. Some of the residents in the area met with
Commissioner Lurie and Mr. Lewis a few days ago. The --
property owners do not want any P-R or R-CL on this '

_ property. There are no recreational facilities in
this project. If this is approved, it will pave the
way for other high density in the area. This will be an

- -

b - , increased burden on the sewer and‘water systems,
. : ~ Police and Fire Departments; and increase the traffic
. flow. .

~MR. FOSTER said the R-CL ordinance does not requjre‘a
common recreat1on area.

TOM SCHIERMBOCK 6937 Kim Avenue, appeared in protest

_ MARGARET NRIGHT, 6948 Erin Circle, ‘appeared in protest.
- The Fire Department is too far away from this project.

MR. FOSTER said:the.Fire Department'1nd1cated their

response time to this project would be about 4 to 5 -
m1nutes

MR.. LEWIS appeared in rebuttal stating they feel this is
a good use for this proaect since Ra1nbow and A]ta are
busy streets , ‘ , .
MR.: KENNEDY made a Motion. for DENIAL of Z-21 83.

Voting was as fo]]oWS'

L S "AYES"' Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Guthr1e, Mrs Co]eman, Mr, Kennedy
weed s e UNOESE - Chadrman. Bugbee, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Mack

:VMfMot1on for DENIAL carr1ed by a 4/3 vote

= KfteriTtei: 10 MR;:GUTHRIE made al Mot1on to Recons1den
¥ “1thls app11cat1on,l :

’{;LVot1ng was as_fol

% WAYES" - Chairman Bugbee,‘Mr;VdohﬁStOn,lMPB'MaCk M”‘ Guthr1eF:9
,,;nNOESu Mrs Trac . o]eman,,Mr; Kennedy ' ‘

~ Motion for RECONSIDERATIONKcarr1e, by a 4/3 vote.

}3;MMR. GUTHRIE‘made aAMot1o 'for'ABEYANCE of z 21- 83

'i“AVot1ng was. as fo1lows -

. SAYES" ' Chairman Bugbee, ‘Mr.. Johnston, Mr. Mack M. Guthr1e"
‘ u'"NOES“ Mrs Tracy, Mrs.,Coleman, Mr Kennedy c o

‘,l"Mot1on for ABEYANCE carr1ed by a 4/3 vote.'-;gi'

0. z-22-83- Application of LENIS HOMES OF NEVADA for reclassification

» , ~ of property generally located on the northeast corner of
ABEYANCE - : Alta Drive and Rainbow Boulevard, from R-1 (Single-Family -

. Residences) to R-CL (ResTdentlal Compact: Lots) and P- R
(Profess1ona] Offices),
Proposed Uses' Med1um-Low-Dens1ty Res1dent1a1
, (S1ng]e—Fam11y Homes) and Offlces
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10. Z-22-83- - . MR. FOSTER stated this is the parcel on the northeast

corner of Alta and Rainbow. ~The applicant is requesting

(Continued) . ~ five acres for R-CL and 2.6 acres for P-R on the- immediate
o corner. .The R-1 will be retained a]ong the west side of

Lorenzi. There are 36 lots proposed in the R-CL. The- ~ =7 "~

office bu11d1ng will be one story. The increased density
for the R-CL is slight and the P-R is compatible, so. staff -
would recommend approval, subject to the following conditions: .
1) Resolution of Intent with a twelve=month time limit, 2) -
Conformance to the plot plan and elevations, - 3) Standard
conditions 2 through 5 to be applicable to the P-R only, 4)
Provision of fire hydrants and water flow as required by
Fire Services, 5) Dedication of 20 feet of right-of-way
for Alta and the radius corners at Lorenzi and Rainbow as.
required by Public Services, 6) Install full-street

- improvements on Lorenzi and Alta and street lights and side-
walks on Rainbow as required by Public Services, 7) Any

. damage to the existing street improvements must be repaired
by Public Services, 8) The office building be used for
nonmedical uses only, 9) Approval of the curb cut Tocations
by the Traffic Engineer, and 10) Approval of the storm
drainage p]an by the Department of Public Services. Staff
does not’have any protests on record. '

ROBERT LEWIS, 5240 South’Polaris:Avenue;: appéafed‘for the--
application. They feel they have provided an adequate ‘
buffer along Lorenz1 with the R- 1 houses. ‘

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE asked the applicant if he would be 1nterested
in changing ‘the plot p1an to all R-CL.

MR. LEWIS sa1d he wou]d be 1n favor of amend1ng h1s app]1-
cation to all R CL. :

Y .- MRS. TRACY made a Motion for ABEYANCE of Z-22-83,50 the
B o ~ . plot plan can be revised. :

Voting was as fo]]ows‘ L ‘
"AYES" Chairman Bugbee;. Mrs Tracy, Mr. Johnston Mr. Mack '
' Mr. Guthr1e, Mrs Co]eman Mr Kennedy e
"NOES" None . . | :
~ Motion for ABEYANCE carr1ed unan1mous1y.

'MR. FOSTER announcedzItems 9 and 10 would be heard again
by the City Planning Commission on April 14, 1983 at 7:30 P.M.

11. Z-23-83 ‘ App11cat1on of HIGHLAND PARTNERSHIP ON BEHALF OF MERCY INC_ -

for reclassification of property located at 1124, 1128 and

APPROVED - 1130 South Highland Drive, from P- R (Profe551ona1 0ffices)
: - .7 - to C-1 (Limited Commercial). o
Proposed Use ‘Ambulance Service 0ff1ce and
" Maintenance Facility for Minor
Repairs and Service of the
Ambulances.

MR. FOSTER stated on the east side of Highland Drive is the
elevated Interdtate 15 Freeway. There is existing P-R-to
the north fronting on Desert Lane and R-4 immediately north.
To the south there is a small piece of P-R. There is an
existing driveway off of Desert Lane with parking off that
driveway. There is also an access out to Highland Drive.
They ‘propose. a screening wall with mature landscaping along
Desert Lane,so the 18 foot high maintenance facility would"
be screened from view. Staff feels the height of the
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1-23-83

(Continued)_

M,::fSANDY TETTERMAN 1520 j ’Avenue,

o " protest. She feeTs th:

ma1ntenance building should be lowered as much as poss1b1e.
Staff would like to request all ambulances access from
Highland Drive. The maintenance facility could be moved
farther east on the property so there would be sufficient
turning space to enter the. west side of the building.——The
maintenance facility will have a drive-through arrangement.
Staff would recommend approval, subject to: 1) Lower the
height of the maintenance facility to 14 or 15 feet, 2)
Screening wall along Desert Lane and coming around south
leaving the driveway access to Desert Lane, but no ambulances
use the Desert Lane access, 3) No sirens used on this
property, 4) Resolution of Intent, subject to a twelve-
month time 1imit, 5) Standard conditions 2 through 5,
6) Repair any damage to the existing street improvements
“as required by Public Services, 7) Approval of the parking
and driveway plans by the Traffic Engineer. Staff has
34 protests pr1mar11y from the residential area to the
~ southwest. . :

ATTY. TOM BELL appeared as the owner and president of
‘Mercy Ambulance Company and ROBERT FORBES. appeared as
Managing Director of Mercy Ambulance Company. This is a
1ight preventive maintenance facility. There will not be
any equipment or vehicles outside the building. There

" will be three or four vehicles being worked on inside the
building all the time; however, this facility will not be
open on weekends. The ambulances are dispatched on
emergency calls from the hosp1ta1s and not from this :-:
location. -

DOUGLAS LEE, 3599 Polaris Averiue, architect for the
facility, appeared stating the doors are 12 feet high
with beams on top bringing the total height.of the
. bu11d1ng to approximately: 18 feet. In addition, there:
s & parapet;wall..along-the- north side that extends 2 feet
.. higher that: fs requ1red by the Bu11d1ng Code. . ,

-:MLJOHN SOLOMON 1304 Charmast Lane, appeared:1n protest.
_ - Heis only 1n favor o?’ rofessional offices; on this .
"*'property VA e s ‘

- MRS. CALLAHAN ZT : :harmast Lane, appeared 1n protest
'V:LThey do' not’ want a~garagein:this area, nor: ambu]ances
.’entertng and ex1t1ng on.Desert: Lane., : : .

appeared 1n protest;-'l

.harmast Lane, appeared in-
i17:-pave -the - ‘way for other
therarea.-f . L

- DOLORES BENNERMAN;' 121
"f,;commerciaT‘developmenf

DR RON BARTON 1200.”€h ymast’ Lane, appeared in protest.
He would Tike to have" thls 1tem held in abeyance so the
surrounding prOperty owners can come to the(meet1ng w1tha‘
an attorney. SRR i . : ,

ATTY. TOM BELL appeared 1n rebuttal. They will not have"
any gas- pumps on the premises. There will only be three

: or four ambu1ances enter1ng and ex1t1ng th1s property

' -every day. : . A

MR. MACK made -a Mot1on for APPROVAL of Z- 23 .83, SubJeCt to
- staff's recommendations and specifically no-ambulance
traffic on Desert Lane, the garage doors closed except -
when an- ambulance: is entering or exiting the facility, and
the height of the roof 11ne to be 16 feet, not 1nc1ud1ng
the parapet - , . o

Vot1ng was as Fo11ows. ;i“"

"AYES". Cha1rman Bugbee, Mrs Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Mack,
Mr. Guthr1e, Mrs. Co1eman, Mr. Kennedy
"NOES" None :
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1. 1-23-83 ' Mot1on for APPROVAL carr1ed unan1mous]y

(Continued) ~ CHAIRMAN BUGBEE announced this item wouId be heard by the
o " Board of City Commissioners on April 20, 1983 at 2:00 P.M.

-~ e s

. 12. 1-8-82 | Request of EMPIRE WEST COMPANIES for an Extension of Time

, _ ~on property generally located southwest of Charleston
EXTENSION . Boulevard and Mojave Road, R-2 Zone (under Resqut1on of
OF TIME Intent to R-4). _
ABEYANCE ” MR. FOSTER stated this is the first reduest for an extensiontl

of time. This application is for a three-story apartment
‘building development. The applicant has also submitted a
request for an extension of time on the variance for the
three-story buildings. They have indicated financial
reasons for not developing during the past year. Staff
would recommend approval, subject to:- 1) One year time
1imit, and 2) Conformance to all ord1nance amendments
enacted15ubsequent to the or1g1na1 approval.

No one appeared on beha]f of this app11cat1on

| MR. MACK made a Motion for ABEYANCE of Z- 8 82, Extension -
- of T1me, so the applicant can be present '

Vottng was as follows: _ »
» "AYES" Chairman Bugbee, Mrs. Tracy, Mr.. Johnston,. Mr. Mack,
" Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. CoIeman, Mrs. Kennedy
"NOES" None
Motion for ABEYANCE carr1ed unan1mously

- - CHAIRMAN BUGBEE anriouncédithis item would be heard again
. : L by the City PTanning Commission on April 14, 1983. -

- . 13. Z-110-80 ERR ,Request of NEVADA SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION for a Plot:
- " Plan Review to use the entrance from Torrey Pines Drive
PLOT PLAN REVIEN into the Tanglewood Subdivision as a temporary: entrance
_ "to the model homes and sales office on property generally
APPROVED = ;oggged northwest of Peachwood Road .and Torrey P1nes Dr1ve,
o Lo o R=- Zone, . _ :

. "MR. FOSTER stated the app11cant wouId like to change the
- location of the model homes from Smoke Ranch and 0livewood
. to thernorthwestzof Peachwood Road and Torrey Pines Drive
by.the use of a gate. Staff would recommend approva]
subject. to: <.1) The use of the models shall cease in two
. years or: when the last unit in this tract is sold, which-
ever occurs first, 2) Conformance to the plot ptan, 3) .
Provision of adequate parking in the immediate v1c1n1ty, and
~ . 4) Gate may rema1n on the street as long as- it is a pr1vate
street. . _

) BILL/NELSON,-4360 Walter Avenne, appeared to*repnesent
Nevada Savings and Loan Association. They are in agree-
ment with staff's cond1t1ons - e

MR. KENNEDY made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-110-80, Plot . .
Plan Review, subject to staff's conditions. :

~ Voting was -as fo]lows."~

Ll
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13. Z-110-80
(Continued)
14. 7-57-78

APPROVED

SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA

'Y-EQjT:‘ FINAL AP

a PARK VISTA
UNIT NO. 5

':'i APPROVED

PLOT PLAN REVIEW

. NOES" Nome_ ..

"AYES" * Chairman Bugbee, Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Mack,
Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Coleman, Mr Kennedy
"NOES" None

 Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously. . .

Request of -BARRY W. BECKER ON BEHALF OF RANCHO BEL AIR
Subdivision for a Plot Plan Review to allow attached
garages 5 feet from the rear property line where 15 feet
i§ required on property generally located on the southwest
corner of Mesqu1te Avenue and Rancho Drive, R-PD4 Zone.

MR. FOSTER stated this is a request for 5 foot setbacks for
garages on the remainder of the lots in that subdivision.
The ordinance presently allows a detached garage to come
within 5 feet of the rear property line with a 6 foot
setback between the garages and residences. Staff would

- recommend approval, subject to: 1) The garages remain
as garages and not be converted into living area.

" BARRY BECKER, 50 South Jones Bou]evard appeared to
represent Rancho Bel Air Subdivision. He had no objection to :
a deed restriction stat1ng the garages cannot be converted
into Tiving area T il

. MR. MACK made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-57-78, Plot Plan

Review, with staff's cond1t1on(3f a deed restriction.
~ Voting was as fo]1owS' -

"AYES" Cha1rman Bugbee, Mrs Tracy, M. Johnston, Mr. Mack,
' - Mr. Guthrie, Mrs Co1eman, Mr Kennedy

[P SU

-v‘iMot1on for- APPROVAL carr1ed unan1mous1y

--.CHATRMAN BUGBEE announced th1s ‘ftem would be heard by the
» Board of City Comm1ss1oners on. April--20, 1983. . :

'x‘Property genera]]y‘1ocated east of Loren21 Bou]evard and L
.south of Lake Mead: Boulevard, N-U Zone (under Reso]ut1on R

of Intent to.R-PD8)..
Owner/Subdivider: Metropo]1tan Deve]opment Corp
No.. of Acres: 5. 04 No. of Lots 36

MR. NULL stated this subd1v1s1on does not have any access.
. Theréfore, staff would recommend. the following conditions: 1)
Conformance to the. conditions:-of aoproval for: the tentative
- map; and-2) Provide sufficient’ ded1cat1on and temporary
“pavement, on Marathon: Prive: and.GazélTe Drive;to permit access
oz Unit 4 at. the time of development This; flna:,map is in.

s fsubstant1a1 canformity: wsth the tentat1ve maptand’staff

- ANNOTATED MINUTES -

would® recommend approva1

'JAMES RUSSELL, G iC. wallace Eng1neer1ng, 1100° East Sahara Avenue,
appeared to represent Metropolitan Development Corporat1on
They are in agreement with staff's conditions. L

'MR. JOHNSTON:made a Motion for APPROVAL of the -Final Map for
‘Park V1sta Unit No. 5, subJect to staff S cond1t1ons :

| " Voting was as fo]1ows tf'
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1. FINAL.-MAP . "AYES" Chairman Bugbee, Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr Mack
’ o Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Kennedy
(Continued) - - ~ "NOES" - None

- " Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously. o -

2. FINAL MAP Property generally located on the east side of Lorenzi
Boulevard, south of Lake Mead Boulevard, N-U Zone (under
PARK VISTA Resolution of Intent to R-PD8).
UNIT NO. 6 Owner/Subdivider: Metropolitan Development Corporat1on
No. of Acres: 7.9 No. of Lots: 55
APPROVED
: MR. NULL stated that at one time the east side on Lorenzj_

was 50 feet wide and there was a vacation of 10 feet, but
the vacation did not go all the way to the north property .
Tine so there is a small piece of land that will have to
be vacated. Staff would recommend approval, subject to _
the following conditions: 1) Conformance to the conditions
of approval for the tentative map, and 2) A portion of
Lorenzi Boulevard abutting Lots 10 and 11, Block 2 of this.
subdivision is to be vacated before recording of this
final map.- The final map is in substantial conformity
W1th the tentative map.

JAMES RUSSELL, G. C. Wallace Engineering, 1100 East
Sahara Avenue, appeared to represent Metropolitan
Development Corporation. They are in agreement with
staff's cond1t1ons

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Final Map
for Park Vista Unit No. 6, subject to staff's conditions.

_‘hTVoting.Was as fo]]ows:‘Lﬁu.

"AYES" Chairman. Bugbee, Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Mack, 5
. ~ Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Co]eman, Mr Kennedy L
"NOES" None

- Motion for APPROVAL carr1ed unan1mous1y. :

: 3 Z-66~64 (34) ‘ . Request of B. E. ADDIS BUILDERS for a Plot Plan Review to
: - construct buildings on property generally located on the
PLOT PLAN REVIEW- - southeast corner of Builders Avenue and 30th Street C- 1 '
o _ . Zone (under Reso]ution of Intent to M)
v ABEYANCE., a

“MR. FOSTER stated staff has requested the app11cant to L
reduce the size of the‘building to 8,500 square feet..

- The building will contain retail or service facilities.

. There will be 17 off-street parking spaces and landscaping .
along Builders Avenue. This will be a one-story building. -

'Staff would recommend. approval, subject to: 1) Building. =

will only contain 8,500 square feet with 17 parking spaces
-and Tandscaping, 2) Approval of the elevations by the
~ Department of Community Planning and Development, 3)
. Standard conditions 2 through 5, . 4) Approval of the
parking and driveway plan by the Traffic Engineer, 5)
~ Repair any damage to the existing street improvements
as required by Public Services, and 6) Provision of
fire hydrants and water flow as requ1red by Fire Serv1ces

No one was present on beha]f of the app11cat1on

MRS. TRACY made a Motion for ABEYANCE of Z-66-64(34),
Plot Plan Rev1ew, so the app11cant can be present.

- Vot1ng was as fo]]ows
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3. -66-64(34)

(Continued)

4. 7-66-64(35)
PLOT PLAN REVIEW
ABEYANCE

5. Z-66-64(36)
PLOT PLAN REVIEW
ABEYANCE. -

6. 2-80-81

©REINSTATEMENT
“+2 < AND EXTENSION
o OF TIME -

APPROVED -

~ ANNOTATED MINUTES - -

O

O

"AYES" Chairman Bugbee, Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Johnston Mr., Mack
, Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Co1eman, Mr, Kennedy
“"NOES" None ‘

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously. . -

Request of B. E. ADDIS BUILDERS for a Plot Plan Rev1ew to-

allow outside storage on property generally Tocated on the

west side of 30th Street, between Sunrise and Charleston
--Boulevard, C-1 Zone (under Resolution of Intent to M).

MRS. TRACY made a Motion for ABEYANCE of Z-66-64(35), Plot
Plan Review, so a'representative may be present on behalf
of the application.

Voting was as follows:

"AYES" . Chairman- Bugbee Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Mack,
Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Kennedy
"NOES" ' None

Motion for ABEYANCE carried unanimously.

Request of B. E ADDIS BUILDERS for a Plot Plan Review on
property generally located on the north side of Charleston
Boulevard, west of MoJave Road, C-1 Zone (under Resolutton
of Intent to M) :

Plot
.Plan Review,.so a representat1ve may be present on behalf

MRS. TRACY made a Motion for ABEYANCE of Z-66- 64(36)

f;ﬁw:of th1s~app11cat1on.. e

'Ms.Vot1ng was as follows:

Cha1rman Bugbee, Mrs Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr.. Mack

~WAYES®
' T Mre. Guthrie, Mrs. Co]eman, Mr. Kennedy
“NOES" None

“AMot1on for ABEYANCE carr1ed unan1mous1y

Request of KENNETH S. HUFF for a Rernstatement and Extens1on
of Time on property generally located on the north side of
Bonanza Road, between Sandhill Road and Lamb Boulevard R-

5 Zone (Reso]ut1on of Intent to C-2).- - .

. MR, FOSTER stated th1s is for a m1ni-warehouse type of
'development This is the first request for an extension
“of time. - Staff would recommend approval, Suhjéct to: 1)

One year time limit, and 2)- Conformance to all ord1nance
‘amendments “enacted subsequent to the" or1g1na1 approva1

KENNETH HUFF 615 Park Paseo, appeared for the app]1cat1on.-
_He is in agreement with staff's recommendat1ons ~

| MR. KENNEDY made a Mot1on for APPROVAL of Z-80 81, Re1nstate-A
ment and .Extension of T1me subJect to staff‘s recommendat1ons.

.Vot1ng was as follows:

"AYES“' Chairman Bugbee, Mrs. Tracy, Mr Johnston, Mr, Mack
T Mr. Guthr1e, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Kennedy .
. "NOES" None : _ )
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6. ‘7-80-81

(Continued)
"~ 7. S0-2-83

SALES OFFICE
APPROVED:

8. Z-100-64(129)
PLOT PLAN REVIEW
APPROVED

o 0

Motion for APPROVAL éarried‘unanimous]y.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE announced this item WouId be heard by the -
. Board of City Commissioners on April 20, 1983 at 2:00 P}M.

' Request of R.'A; HOMES for a Sales Office on propéfty
located at 101 Rockmoss Street, R-1 Zone. '

MR. FOSTER stated this “is a subdivision on the north side
of Westcliff. The applicant proposes 6 homes on the west
end of the subdivision. The street improvements have been
put in. They want to have a sales office on the corner lot.
Staff would recommend approval, subject to: 1) The use
shall cease in two years or when the last unit in. the tract
is sold, whichever occurs first, and 2) Conformance to the
plot plan as submitted.

BOB BOLLINGER, 1700 East Desert Inn Road, appeared for.the
application stating they are in agreement with staff's
~conditions. -

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of S0-2-83, Sales
Office, subject to staff's conditions. :

Voting was as follows:

- "AYES" ;Chaifman Bugbee,'Mrs; Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr,.Maék, 
: - Mr. Guthrie, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Kennedy o L
"NOES" None :

Motion for APPROVAL_carried unanimously.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE announced no further action would be tdken
on this item. ' : : : ' :

Request of KINKO'S COPIES for a Plot Plan Review on property

located at 608 South 4th Street, R-4 Zone (under Resolution

of Intent to C-2). o
MR. FOSTER stated there are three buildings on the property
at the present time. They propose to remove the building. .
near the alley and put in five off-street parking spaces,
plus two off of 4th Street on the front.  The house on the
rear of the property will be used for storage only. Staff

" would recommend approval, subject to: 1) Conformance to
the plot plan and elevations amended to provide fiyie parking
spaces off the alley and convert the rear dwelling for storage
ise only in conjunction with use of the front building -for
office and copy service use, 2) Standard conditions 2 through
5, 3) Approval of the parking and driveway plan by the
Traffic Engineer, 4) Any damage done to sidewalk improvements
adjacent to the property during development will have to be
repaired or replaced, 5) Execute a Special Improvement
District Agreement for paving the alley as required by Public
Services, and 6) One office use only shall be permitted on
this property. . : : ,

GERRY ALICIA, 4343 Frésno Drive, appeared for i:he_app]ication°
He is in agreement with staff's conditions. o

MRS. TRACY made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-100-64(129), Plot
Plan Review, subject to staff's recommendatiens.
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8. Z-100-64(129):

(Continued)

ADJOURNMENT =

/1o

'ANNOTATED MINUTES - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - MARCH 22; 1983 = PAGE 15

@ O

Voting was as follows:

‘) - T N

" WAYES" Chairman Bugbee, Mrs. Tracy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Mack, -
Mr.  Guthrie, Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Kennedy :
"NOES" None :

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

There being no further business to come before the City
Planning Commission, the meeting adjourned at 10:25 P.M.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

M g

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR
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CITVSOF LAS VEGAS . . O A O | Date

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM ; . March 22, 1983
TO: \ - —[FROM: )
.SUBJECT: , : o ‘ - | COPIES TO:
' CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING ‘ - SLINDA OWENS
MARCH 22, 1983 | S JOHN ROETHEL

AGENDA ITEM CONDITIONS - CINDY EADE

NEW BUSINESS:

2.

3.

4.

5.

Tentative Map - Renaissance ,Cdttages

< Approval of Reinstatement and Extension of Time for Z-88-81.

_~"Conformance to conditions of approval for Z-88-81. .

~ No vehicular access to Bonanza Road and Sandhill Road from the
abutting lots. : ' ' " o

~Wall statement.. . =~ ' ~

/ Submit a driveway plan conforming to City of Las Vegas standards as
equired by the Division of Traffic Engineering. :

Esrmal éqncggions 1 -03 C-, - / e,// ( /A" W—/'( .

Final Map - Renaissance Cottages #1

;/A proval of the tentative map: _ 7
/égnformance to the conditions of approval for the tentative map.

Tentative Map — Bonanza Park (Condaminium Development )

: /;onformanCe to the conditions of approval for Z-62-82.
No

rmal conditions 1 - 3.

Final Map - Bonanza Park (Condominium Development)

/?\péroval of the tentative map. ' - :
£ Conformance to the conditions of approval for the tentative map.

'VAC-4-83

Staff has received a letter indicating all property owners adjacent

to Rigel Avenue, between Meade Avenue and Sirius Avenue, wish to have
the entire street vacated. If the adjacent owners are in agreement,

the Planning Cammission can enlarge the area of the petition and renotify
theé owners, utilities and City departments. The Traffic Engineering
‘Division does not want to reduce the street width below 60’ until there
is a definite determination of the use for the property east of Rigel
Avenue. Staff recammends that Rigel be reduced to 60' and tre complete
vacation not be considered until such time a definite use is proposed
for the property east of Rigel Avenue. . o S '




- B , <::>4‘ | L <::>

FOSTER

AGENDA ITEM CONDITIONS

MARCH 22, 1983 - o

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

MARCH 22, 1983 '
PAGE TWO

TO
RE

7. A-3-83(A)
10.4 acres |

R-E (County zoning)
N-U (City equivalent)

SUPPLEMENTAL:

1. Final Map - Park Vista Unit No. 5

/ Conformance to the conditions of approval for the tentative map.
' Dedication of Marathon Drive and Gazellie Drive with temporary paved
access to Unit 4 . to’ be provided at the time of development.

.2. Final Map - Park Vista Unit No. 6

A portion of Lorenzi Boulevard abutting Lots 10 and 11, Block 2 of

//onformance to the conditions of approval for the tentative map.
this subdivision to be vacated before recording of this final map.

HAN: Ccme




CITY QF LAS VEGAS :

(:i) Date

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM | March 21, 1983

_TO:.

HAROID P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

' FROM:

1 ROBERT C, CLEMMER, ACTING CHIER
" ZONING DIVISION

SUB] ECT

S
' COPIES TO:
_ o cmoYy
PIANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF . ’ JOHN ROETHEL

~ MARCH 22, 1983

&£ITY CLERK'S OFFICE '

NEW BUSINESS:

1. Z-88-81

8. 2-20-83 -

'I’hls expired 2/3/83. This is the first request for an

extension under this file, but .there was a previous action.
which was similar. They have not given-a reason for the
delay. - ' '

Staff recommends APPROVAL. subject to:

1. The Resolution of Intent shall expire April 20, 1984.

: 2. Conformance to all ordinance amendments enacted

subsequent to the original approval.

PROTESTS: Q

NOT A PUBLIC HEARING. SET FOR C.  C. APRIL 20, 1983.

This proposal is in N-29-E and there is 15 acres on
Owens Avenue and an anticipated 10 acres on Nellis
and this site which is 6.6 acres brings the total to

. 32 acres within the 10% range of the General Plan.
‘The population estimates of the General Plan will not

be exceeded by this proposal. This prOjeCt consists of

.. 92 units or a fourplex on each of 23 lots. The parking
_is prov1ded at 1.5 spaces per unit. '

The. joint access to the parking bays on each lot will have

"to be approved by the City Commission. The building setbacks

are not proper as the stairway comes within 3.25' of the

.side‘ property line where 6.5' are the required setbacks.

- The design of the subdivision is not prbper as it creates a

triangular parcel [Part of VAC-9-77 (Marco St. )] which is
not moorporated

o
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9.

2-20-83 (continued)

7-21-83

Y

- The buildings appear functlonal but not unattractive,
SO are aesthetlcally acceptable. The only negative
is that there is R-E to the north and the proposal
is.4-5 times as dense. The design modifications will possibly
reduce the project to 21 or 22 lots. Assuming 22, the net

1 density would be 17.2 units per acre. The 40" ‘setback
requirement-along the channel is recammended by Dennis
Jesnson, flood control protection measures.

Staff recommends APPROVAL subjeqt ‘to: '

' /1/ Resolutlon of Intent with a twelve (12) month
time llm1t.

/2’. ,Standard -oonditions 2—5

/ -Conformance to the plot plan amended to provide
" .side setbacks as required by the R-3 Zone.

A< Bmend the lot layout as required by the Department
of Community Planning and Development.

,5/ Approval of the joint access by the City Commission.

,G/Provmlon of fire hydrants and water flow as
requlred by the Department of Fire Services.

A+ Conformance to the Flood Hazard Reductlon provisions
as required by the Department of Public Services.

/8./ Install street J.mprovements on Bonanza as required by
the Department of Public Services.

/9/ Provide a 6' block wall along the north property line.
! p S e ! e -

“SET FOR CITY COMMISSION APRIL 20, 1983.

Under separate cover, you have the reports on schools,

fire response time, police and recall Lorenzi carried
approximately 1,000 T.P.D.. This project consists of -

97 R-CL lots and a P-R development. The lots are all

over 42' x 100' and the models submitted will fit the

lots. They are-30' x 60' and 32' x 50', a combination -

of 2 and 3 bedroom units (detached). They are aesthetically
good-and have 2 car garages. There are one and two story
plans. ‘

They range in size fmm 1,600 to 1, 900 sgq. ft. J.ncludlng
garage and patios.

. This entire site on the northwest corner of Rainbow &
" Alta is 20.2 acres gross. The net area is 17.1 acres
on which they intend to develop 97 lots which is 5.6 units .
per net acre of the overall site. The net area excluding the
- .P-R is 14.1 acres which is 6.9 units per net net. . :
' . If this site were entirely developed as R-1, there would
be 101 units as opposed to thelr proposed 97 units w1th
~ three acres of P-R. ‘
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: This neighborhood is L~34-N and contains 295 gross acres.
8 : The design population for this neighborhood is 5,340
2-21-83 (continued) people. There are currently 991 single family dwelllngs
which have 3.3 persons per household which will comprise
a population of 3,270 people and there is no other develop-
" able property a51de from this 20 acre site so that this
R-CL proposal is entirely within the General Plan and
probably could be said that we could adwvocate a higher
deh51ty in order to use the available public facilities :
in the neighborhood to the best advantage, but I would not .
go so far as to say that. e :

This project will have a population of 320 people for a

total population of 3,590. The P-R plan is a one story
44,000 sq. ft. building with 119 spaces provided allowing

a maximum employee count of 79 and should be limited to
nonmedical related offices as the parking demand for medical
related offices would probably average 7 spaces per office

x 19 offices = 133 spaces required. The revised plan of R-1
lots on the north and west reduces the density (net net) to

6 units per acre (85 units on 14.1 net acres).

Staff recommends APPROVAL subject to:
~T. Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) month time limit.
_ Conformance to the tevised plot plan and elevat{/rasé e/

/3/ Standard conditions 2-5 shall be applicable to the P-R
only. ‘

/4./ Provision of fire 'hydrante and water flow astrequired
: by the Department of Fire Services.

Approval of the R-CL site plan by the Department of
Community Planning & Development with detached single
family dwellings set back 20' from the front property
lines and 15' from the rear property lines.

/ Dedlcatlon of 20' of right-of-way for Alta Drive as
required by the Department of Public Services.

)/ Install full street improvements on Boulevard
and Alta Drive and street lights and sidewalk on Rainbow
Boulevard as required by the Department of Public Services.

 Any damage to the existing street improvements resultlng
from this development shall be repaired as requlred by
the Department of Public Services.

_49. The office building shall be allowed nonmedical related
offices only.

)6: Approval of the storm dramage plan by the Department
of Public Services. A

| - . | o Approval of the curb cut locatlons by the Traffic
L S ' Englneer. '

PROTESTS: 0 o A o
PUBLIC HEARING. = SET FOR CITY COMMISSION APRTT. 20. 1981
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()

10. 2-22-83 As” aboye, you haye back—up under Separate coyer.

The same buildings are proposed in these R-CL sites as

in 2-21-83. The office building in this site has the
same type of parking problems, i.e. 35,000 sg. ft., one
story with 98 spaces allowing a maximum of 65 employees
and 19 medical offices would require 133 spaces usually,
although, these 19 offices are smaller and may fall into
the 114 space range.

The overall site including the cuxrently developing R-1 is
identical, i.e. 20.2 acres gross of which this proposal is
for 9.44 acres gross, 5 acres net R-CL and the P-R is 2.6
net acres. If this 9.44 gross acre site were developed R-1,
it would yield 47 units, whereas, they are proposing 36 R—CL
units and 2.6 acres of P-R. This neighborhood is L-35-N.
There are 1136 single family units at 3.3 persons per family
equals a population of 3,748. There are 12.8 acres of R-3
which at 2.8 persons per household would yield 681 population.
There are 8 acres of R-E vacant which as R-CL would allow
211 people. There are 5.7 vacant acres of R-1 which would
have a population of 94 people for a total of 4,734 people,
and adding the populatlon of thlS proposal, 118 people would
' glve 4,852. :

Staff reoomends APPROVAL subject'to:
,3/ Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) month time limit.
27 Conformance to the plot plan and elevations. |

3. Standard conditions 2-5 shall be applicable to the
P-R only.

A Provision of fire hydrants and water flow as required
by the Department of Fire Services.

5. Approval of the R-CL site plan by the Department of
Community Planning and Development with detached single
family dwelling set back 20' from the front property
lines and 15' from the rear property lines.

Dedication of 20' of right-of-way for Alta Drive and
the radius corners at Lorenzi Boulevard and Rainbow
_ Boulevard as required by the Department of Public Servmes.

/' Install full street improvements on Iorenzi Boulevard
and Alta Drive and street lights and sidewalk on Rainbow

Boulevard as required by the Department of Public Services. '

Any damage to the existing street improvements resultlng
from this development shall be repaired as required by the
Department of Public Services.

/{ The office building shall be allowed nonmedical related
offices only.




PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING Cmacn 22, 1983 - O | . Page 5

. <t & ) )
2-22-83 - (continued) . /1:0/ ‘Approval of the curb cut locations by the Traffic

. . AL, Approyal of the stom drainage plan by the Department,
B - of Public Services. . o ‘ :
PROTESTS: 0 . . '
PUBLIC HEARING. SET FOR CITY COMMISSIQN APRIL 20, 1983.

/ - '
11. 2-23-83 - ~ C-1 Zoning for this site is not .jnappropriate as there is
. o C-1 to the north and on the tiie - company property several
lots south. Highland is access to the industrial area to
the southeast under I-15. However, Desert Lane is residential
- and in past zoning actions access has not been allowed to
expand and residential characteristics have been maintained
under the P-R provisions. The proposed maintenance building
‘with 18' high roof line and (3) 12' high overhead doors is
‘completely out ‘of character with west side of the site.

The applicants-have indicated that they might shift the

building and screen it if required, but they needed access

to Desert Lane. They indicated ambulances could infrequently
. be dispatched from this location, but they would refrain from

‘using sirens until they got to the major streets. Staff is

not opposed to a change to C-1 if the P-R restraints are kept

on the Desert Lane side, but would be opposed otherwise.

The notice included the ambulance related use so a further

Use Permit is waived. It is recommended that they reduce the

overhead door height toward 8' with a 14' overall building height

The side of the screen wall along Desert Lane would be a function

of the height of the overhead door. If they can use an 8' -door

a 6' screen wall would suffice. However, if they need 9', 7',
~10', 8' wall, etc... ' :

_ Staff would recommend APPROVAL subject to: |
' /1./ Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) month time limit.
| / Standard conditions 2 - 5.

3. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations amended to
o ~ shift the building toward Highland Drive sufficiently
S P to allow access from Highland Drive only and provision
- /I‘/A . of an opaque residentially designed screen wall set back
@/ ' .from Desert Lane with landscaping between said wall
and Desert Lane and access to the maintenance building
‘east of the screen wall. Further, the maintenance building
west exposure should be designed to be aesthetically
. compatible with the screen wall and the overhead doors
and building height might have to be lowered to accomplish

/ Sirens shall not be used within this property.

o /5, Rgpai; any damage to existing street improvements as
iy v Tequired by the Department of Public Services, . . ./
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Page 6

7-23-83 (continued) . Approval of the parking and driveway plans by the
Traffic Engineer. _

_ /T No -access from Desert Lane from this maintenance facility.

“SET FOR CITY COMMISSION APRIL 20, 1983.

12. 2-8-82 : This will expire April 7, 1983 and this is the first request
: ' - for an extension. The height Variance extension is in, as
well. They cite financial holdups vhich are being resolved.
A Staff recommends APPROVAL subject to:
' /1/ The Resolution of Intent shall expire April 7, 1984.

_X._ Conformance to all ordinance amendments enacted subsequent
to the original approval.

PROTESTS: N/A ‘
NOT A PUBLIC HEARING. ~ SET FOR CITY COMMISSION APRIL 20, 1983.

13. Z-110-80 In their letter they propose to change model locations ‘from
' ' Smoke Ranch and Olivewood to the northwest of Torrey Pines
and Peachwood. These are private streets. The tract to the
east are back up lots.

Staff recommends APPROVAL subject to:

7 The usé of the models shall cease in two years or when
-~ the last unit in this tract is sold, whichever occurs first.

: / Conformance to the plot plan.

_/4/.1 Proyision 6f adequate parking in the immediate vicinity.

PROTESTS: N/A | 15
NOT A PUBLIC HEARING.  SET FOR P. C. FINAL ACZAON.

14. 2-57-78 - This is an R-PD4 subdivision with private streets. It has been
' ' _set-up similar to an R-1 development. We have had several special

rear setback authorizations, however, they were supported only

when adjacent to the open space of the water district operating

property. .

The proposed situation of the garage to within 5' of the rear
property line would only be possible in the R-1 Zone if a
breezeway 6' wide were kept between the house and the garage.
This is, therefore, not a problem if the garage can be restricted
from ever being converted to livable area fram this accessory use
allowed in the rear yard area. :

staff recommends APPROVAL subject to:
. Recording of a deed restriction to the effect that the
garage shall not be converted to livable. area within the
rear 15' of the lot. . ‘

PROTESTS: N/A
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. SUPPLEMENTAL:

3. Z-66-64(34)

4. 2-66-64(35)

5. 2-66-64(36)

FLANNLNG UUMPLLODLUN MOGCLLNG UE IRAOdl &&p LIQJ

‘ sul:nutted

o = 5

This proposal has been reduced by the applicant to a maximum
floor area of 8,500 sq. ft. including several proposed mezzanine
offices. It w111 allow 17 spaces at 1 per 500 sq. ft.. '
Landscaping- is needed on Builders Avenue. It will be used for
shops or reta:.l.‘ There are no elevations.

Staff recommends APPROVAL subject to:

.‘ 1. Conformance to the plot plan amended to reduce the

building to 8,500 sq. ft. provision of 17 parking
~ spaces and prov:.smn of landscaping along Builders
* Avenue. '

2. Approval of the elevations by the Depar'tment of Community
. Planning and Developnent.

‘ 3. Standard condltlons 2—5.

4. Approval of the parking and dr:.veway plan by the
Traffic Engineer.

p.. - Repair any damage to the existing street improvements
' as required by the Department of Public Services.

6. Provision of fJ_re hydrants and water flow as requ:Lred
by the Department of Fire Services.

PROTESTS: N/A

NOT A PUBLIC HEARING. SET FOR P. C. FINAL ACI‘ION.

This proposal is to allow the existing exterior storage use to
continue. There is a 232 unit apartment complex to the west
in a C-2 Zone and a 50' use restriction applies limiting that
area to vehicle parking only. The fencing and gates exist to .

- the front property line and there is landscaping inside on the’

south portion, but not on the north. .The applicant agrees to
landscape and 1rr1gate to the north 10' inside the gate storage
area.

Staff recomnends APPROVAL subject to:

‘ l. Conformance to the plot plan.
2. Vehicle parking only is authorized' on the WEst 50°'.

- 3. Provision of additional landscapmg on 'the north side

of the entry with irrigation system extended from the
south . planter.

PROTESTS: N/A .
'NOT A PUBLIC HEARING. SET FOR P. C. FINAL ACTION.

S ,'ThJ.s is a one story 4,200 sq. ft. building to be used for auto

and office or anothér retail use. There is adequate
parking and landscapmg No buJ.ldJ.ng elevatlons have been
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2-66-64 (36) (contmued)
R Staff recommends APPROVAL subject to:
/ Conformance to the plot plan.

_7” Bpproval of the building elevations by the Depart:nent of
|- Community Planning and Development.

—/Standard ¢onditions 2 - 5.

/ Approval of the curb cuts and parkmg plan by

: ‘the Traffic Engmeer
Proyision of fire hydrants and water flow as requu'ed
by the Deparmen of Five Services.

/ Repair any damage to the existing street improvements as

a result of this development as required by the Department
of Public Services.
PROTESTS: N/A | |
NOT A PUBLIC HEARING. SET. FOR P. C7 FINAL ACTION.

k:

‘6. 2-80-81 . . This éxpired February 17, 1983. This is the first
) ' : ' . request for an extension of time. No reason stated.
The R-CL request of Hunters from last Plannlng Conmlss1on

’ 1s mmedlately north.
Staff recomnends APPROVAL subject to:
/ This Resolution of Intent shall expire April 20, 1984.

"Conformance to all ordlnance amendments enacted subse—
quent to the orlglnal approval.

PROTESTS: 'N/A - ' , -
NOT A PUBLIC HEARING. SET FOR CITY COMMISSION APRIL 20, 1983.

7. S0-2-83

This is the custanary sales office for tract home sales. , -
There is no off-street parkmg area shown and usually this

is provided. . Shey will hold a nearby lot open
in case the need ari‘aes

_f reconmem]s APPROVAL' subject to.

'I‘heuse shallceasemtwoyea.rsorwhenthelastmlt
m the tract lS sold, whlchever occurs flrst.

/2/ Conformance to the plot plan.

PROI'ESTS' : N/A o
NOI‘APUBLICHEARING sm'mnp. C..FJNAL ACTICN. N
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8. " 2—100—64(129) ) C/I‘wo dwellings exist on this p@ﬁy and they propose
‘ . - removal of one but the layout is based on: retention of
both with five parking spaces, three of which are too tight.
o : _ Two offices would require a minimum of 12 spaces. Retention
R . .of the rear building for residential purposes would not
WL o conform to the C-2 requirements. _

They have residential occupancy' and will use _it‘in conjunction
with the use of the front building for storage purposes, -and

. they will redesign the parking to provide five spaces off the
alley.

Staff recommends APPROVAL subject to:

Conformance to the plot plan and elevations amended to

provide five (5) parking spaces off the alley and convert
- the rear dwelling for storage use only in cohjunction with .

use of the front building for office and copy service use.

Lo
et
v e
T AP

£

Standard conditions 2 - 5.

Approval of the parking and driveway plan by the
‘Traffic EngJ.neer.

Any. damage done to -sidewalk nnprovements -adjacent to

the property durlng development will have to be repalred
or replaoed

‘Execute a special Jmprovement district agr,eeme.ht for paving
the alley, as required by the Department of Public Services.

,\\.{ \\\‘

One office usé only shall be permitted on this property.

-PROTESTS N/A . '
‘NOT A PUBLIC HEARING. SET FOR P.C. FINAL ACTION.




-EXCERPT - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING i MARCH 22, 1983 - 7:30 P.M. - PAGET
NEW BUSINESS, Item No. 10, 7Z-22-83, Application of LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA for reclassifi-
cation of property generally-located on the northeast corner of Alta Drive and Rainbow

Boulevard, from R-1 .to R-CL and P-R, Proposed uses: Medium Low-Density ‘Residential.
{Single- Fam1]y Homes) and Offices ' '

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: Ttem 10.

HAROLD FOSTER: - This is the parcel on the northeast:corner of Alta and Rainbow.
It's essentially, as pointed out earlier by the developer, he
"does have a recorded subdivision on the north portion of the.
site.. He's asking for five acres of R-CL and 2.6 acres of
P-R on the immediate corner. It lays out essentially in this
fashion -- recorded subdivision is on the north. He is pro--
posing to retain the R-1 along the west side of Lorenzi where
he'11l have a row of R-1. They'11 be across from the existing
R-1 on the east side of Lorenzi. There is 36 lots proposed
“in the R-CL. It's a one-story office building as shown on
this particular site.. It's a similar type of arrangement as
proposed on the northwest corner. Staff, in eva]uat1ng this,
again finds that the increased density for the R-CL is
relatively slight and we also felt that because of the major
intersection;there that P-R was appropriate, so we recommended
approvdl with the following conditions, if approved: Resolution
of Intent subject to a twelve-month time 1imit.. Conformance
to the plot plan and elevations. Standard-cond1t1ons 2 through
5 to be applicable to the P-R only. Provision of fire hydrants
and water flow as required by Fire Services. Dedication of
20 feet of right-of-way on Alta and the radius corners at
Lorenzi and Rainbow as required by Public Services. Install
full street improvements on Lorenzi and Alta Drive and street
Tights and sidewalk on Rainbow as required by Public Services.
Any damage to the existing street improvements must be repaired
as required by Public Services. Office building be used for
non-medical uses only. Approval of ‘the curb cut locations by
the Traffic Engineer. ‘Approval of the storm drainage plan by
the Department of Public Services. While we have no protests
on record, apparent]y these same people are here to protest
on this one.

COMMISSIONER-COLEMAN: Mr. Foster, may I ask, what is the proposed width of Alta at

that 1ntersect1on?
HAROLD FOSTER: . .  Eighty feet. It's a secondary street.
COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: Eighty ‘feet.
- CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: - - Yes, sir. This is a~pub1ic hearing to be conducted in the

same manner as the last hearing.

ROBERT LEWIS: ~ Robert Lewis, 5240 South Polaris. There is not a whole Tot
T different about this proposal than the one on the other side
of the street. Our feeling is that we have provided an
adequate buffer along Lorenzi where we have R-1 houses that
would match the existing R-1. Most of the houses that are
being produced right now are R-CL type houses, that"s what
the marketplace is demanding. That's, I believe, why the
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ROBERT LEWIS: : City enacted .an ordinance allowing -it. Our feeling is that
‘ it's a real compatible use, particularly with houses that -
are -going to be that close to Rainbow Boulevard, which 1is
a busy street.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE : There seems. to be a major objection against th1s poss1b1e
: potential commercial, or P-R in there. Would you look at
this thing as all R-CL? '

ROBERT LEWIS: Yes, I-would.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: ~ Can that be done at this hearing, Mr. Foster?
HAROLD FOSTER: » ~ Yes, it CoUid be. The P-R oould be amended to RQCL. '
COMMISSTONER GUTHRIE: "~ I don' 't object to the R-CL because in that'par£1cuTar area .

- along the Expressway I think R-CL is compatible. It's Just
that great big hunk-of P-R that turned fy head the other way,
but I would have to see how the innerface would be. I think
you did a pretty good job of blending the R- 1 with the R-CL,
but just a b1g chunk ‘of R- CL --

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: - | I wou]d think they "d- have to ‘run ‘another culs de sac. in there.

COMMISSIONER TRACY: | dongt th1nk we should do that at this meet1ng because we
: should allow the man an opportunity to go back and revise

-his plan and if he can make it something that's agreeable,

more agreeab]e at Teast to the people who live there 't

would give him a chance. to come back with something that's

redrawn'because I wouldn't vote for something sight unseen.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: Wouldn® t we haVe to, if it.were zoned he would still have

to come in front of us with a map, wou]d he not?

COMMISSIONER TRACY: I wouldn't vote for something unless I saw 1t I'd'want to
: see what he would do with the area and how he would come
around A]ta etc.

HAROLD FOSTER: You could hold-it until.the next Meetfng'and he could submit

a plan.
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE : _ - If that's aqreeab]e w1th you, I'11 entertain a mot1on to hold

this in abeyance

COMMISSIONER TRACY: o I move to hold this in ABEYANCE and to allow Mr. Lewis to
C revise the map. This is a suggest1on that you also get with
that neighborhood group again and show them your revision
before you come back. :

ROBERT LEWIS: "I would be happy to do that. Do you want me to do it on both
' - sides of the street? , ‘ . ’
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- COMMISSIONER TRAC?: ‘ You might as well get everybody you can because that will just
, . save you time, if you can get some consensus before you come
, in here. ‘ _
ROBERT LEWIS: . .~ . Is it possibte to.bring up,thefotheh'ohe and tab]e that one

also until we bring something back?

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:- . Mr. Foster may I.ask you someth1ng7 I‘know I sound Tike a
T broken record but for years we've’ been talking about the
bridlé trail, the horse thing, and I keep getting answers
Tike “yes, it*s being worked on" or somethlng, but Angel
Park has always come -into it and is.there any plan to come
down that area of Rainbow with a horse trail?

“ “HAROLD FOSTER: , . It was pr1mar11y to go somewhat north, northeast over. to
: . Floyd Lamb. State Park and tie in in that: fash1on, sort of
a per1phery ‘type. of r1ng around the urban area that would
tie. in with Horsemen's Park and maybe use the’ -drainage
channels and some of the major power line easements on
these transmission 1ines and use those types and it wasn't
intended to have a bridié trail through this urban area.

- COMMISSIONER TRACY: : I haVe a quest1on, but that isn"t really Mr. Lew1s 'S prob]em.
: ‘ : " There is a bike -- the ¢ity, state, whatever it is, bike
path -- what happens when they deVelop all that? Where
do they move the bike path?

HAROLD FOSTER: - Bas1ca11y, the bike path is just in the improved street
: ‘ : T section and it's just a marked $ituation that there is a
. bike path and that's how most of it is through the &ity,
-except for that separate path that s along Charleston that
'goes out to Redrock Canyon

COMMISSIONER TRACY: . _‘Okay, because there s a -- it's marked "B1ke Path" and.
: ‘ . there's an asphalt piece, a paved asphalt piece, that's
separate from the street.

~ HAROLD FOSTER:= - It w111 still remain marked as."Bike Path" and they 11 have
’ ‘ ' to go on the paved sect1on

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: - . If the Cha1r may1ntercede there is a mot1on on the floor.
. o I'd like to bring it out and the motion is to hold this in

abeyance for you to come back with a new map. Cast your
votes, please. That motion has carried.

. 'END OF EXCERPT

/1o
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CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: Item 9, 7-21-83."

HAROLD FOSTER: - This is an application of Lewis Homes of Nevada for reclassifi-
- : cation of property generally located on the northwest corner
‘ of Alta and Rainbow from R-1 to.'R=CL .and P-R. The proposed .
uses. are medium-Tow density residential, which are single-
family homes and offices. This item and the next item,
which is Z-22-83, are very similar and by the same applicant.
They are just across Rainbow from each other.. I'11 give you
some general’icomments.about the area that will apply to both .
of them and then the particulars and then we'll go on an B
application by application basis. You remember Tast fall
they did apply for R-CL zoning on both of these parcels.
They were denied. There Nave been some applications to the
“south by other owners for some higher density and some P-R
and those were also denied. The one to the southeast of
Alta and Rainbow was deniéd in-part in the fact that that
particular neighborhood -- if that would have been approved,
it would have been exceeding the designed population for
that neighborhood. On these two neighborhoods.where these
two- applications are -involved, the neighborhood actually
splits at Rainbow and we're Tooking at the one neighborhood
from Alta north, each of Rainbow, up to the Expressway, and
so forth. That neighborhood is essentially low-density
residential. There's some multi-family further east, but
the increased density that is requested on this application
is relatively miniscule and essentially that same situation
exists on the parcel on the west side of the northwest
-corner of Alta and.,Rainbow where they're asking for the R-CL.
Again, the number of units per acre is so slight from what
you would have on an R-1 basis that it makes no impact on
the overall neighborhood, and as you can see, to the west
is predominantly single family and in each neighborhood
the ‘General Plan does allow for some increased density.
The application concerning Z-21-8371is the one that is being
pointed to; it's-on the northwest corner. They're asking
for P-R on the immediate corner; it's a three-acre parcel.
On the remaining site they were asking for it all to be
rezoned to R-CL, which’is some 14 acres. However, the
developer met with a group of representatives from the
neighborhood a week or so ago and at that time the property
owners: requested that a row of R-1 be placed along the north
and west sides of the parcel where he's requesting the R-CL,
so that it would back up to the existing R-1 and the developer -
indicated he was in agreement to doing that. That change
reduced ‘the number of units from 97 that he had proposed
on the R-CL to 85 total, 22 would be R-1 lots and then the
63 are R-CL. The R-1 Tots,’the existing zoning, is R-1 so
what.you'd be doing is essentially excluding those from the
application and just considering the remaining -pottion for
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HAROLD FOSTER: the R-1 and the P-R. The density is about 6 units per acfe.
o - As you know, normally on R-1 you get around 4 to 5 units per

-acre, so we're just increasing density here,.if it is approved,
by 1 or 1% units more:per acre. They have submitted a plot
plan.  Again, this gray indicates the 3 acres proposed for
P-R. The orange shaded portion is for the R-CL, which is
essentially 40' x 100', which are 4,000 square foot lots,
and the row of R=1 along the west and north sides of the
parcel. This is the plot plan showing @_Schematic-. .-
design of possibly how the P-R parcel would be developed;
the building shaded in red with parking along the west and
north sides; a lot of landscaping.at the intersection of -
two major streets. At the meeting when the developer met
with the property owners, there was quite a bit of discussion
as to whether itcwould be more desirable te have P-R here
versus R-CL and some of the people there preferred te have
the P-R rather than the R-CL, just figuring because ofcthe
major intersection here it 'would be undesirable, both from

" a traffic and a noise standpoint, “for the residents as well
as possibly aesthetically they felt that maybe a nice Tand-.
scaped one-story office building would be more compatible.
Staff is inclined to agree with that. We feel that the
‘s1ight increase in density requested under the R-CL is
compatible with the area based on the fact that this parcel
is bounded by two majorstreets, and Rainbow being a very
wide primary street, we would therefore recommend approval
of the application, subject to the revised plot plan that -
has been submitted showing the row of R-1 along the north
.and west sides, Also,that it be by a Resolution of Intent,

- subject to a twelvé-month time limit. They have submitted
some elevations. They haven't decided how the units would
exactly set on the-R-CL lots. I think Tast time they
indicated the setbacks wouldressentially be the same as the
'R-1, which would be 20' in:the front and 15' rear. Possibly
the developer can comment on that. Standard conditions 2~
through 5.be applicable on the P-R portion, which has to do

- with landscaping and so forth. Provision of fire hydrants
and water flow as required by Fire Services. Dedication of
20' "of right-of-way for Alta as required by Public Services.
Also, install full-street improvements on Rainbow and Alta
‘and street- 1ights and sidewalk:=on Rainbow as required by
Public' Services. Repair any damage’ to existing improvements
as a result of the construction on this property. The office
buildings shall be essentially for non-medical use because
the parking-is so much greater for medical offices. They do
not have that so it would have to be just for general office
use. Approval of the storm drainage for this plan as required
by Public Services. Approval of the curb cut location:by the
Traffic. Engineer. Thus far we have not received any written
protests on record. The property owners that met with the
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‘HAROLD FOSTER: developer and staff and Commissioner Lurie were going back to
- - . a much larger general meeting and I don't know what occurred
“at that meet1ng, there's probably someone here to comment on

it. , A
CHATRMAN BUGBEE: This' is-a“piblic hearing. Is the applicant here?
ROBERT LEWIS: I'm Robert Lewis. My address is 5240 South Polaris, Las Veéas,

_ I'm representing Lewis Homes of Nevada, the applicant. I'm - ,
in agreement with what staff has recommended and w111 be happy -
~ to answer any quest1ons _ ‘ I

COMMISSIONER TRACY: I have one question and I'm not sure to direct it to you or
, o to Harold. VYou indicated that there's. not going to be that
"much increase in houses per acre. What I counted on Wallace's
_ zon1ng map here is 52 un1ts and what I show on another plot -
- plan. s 32 units, so we're ta1k1ng about a 20 unit difference.
- Is that r1ght7 How many. acres is' t?

HAROLD FOSTER: - This whole parce] is 17 acres. and if you subtract the 3 acres
' o o ‘ ‘from the P-R, you have 14- acres.

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: - When did you meet with the property owners?

ROBERT LEWIS: Last Wednesday. - ' “ _

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: . I congratulate you for doihg that; It saves a ]bt of ppob]emé

: _ for us when that happens ‘ B '

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: What protect1on w111 ‘the houses have that back up to Ra1nbow7

' _ROBERT'LENIS: ‘~We re going to construct a 6 foot wall along Rainbow and,

in addition, the elevation of Rainbow is siightly higher than
what our housesiare going to be, in some cases, so there will
have to be more than a 6 foot: wa]] protection, in certain

cases. . .
. COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:  Nould a wall statement be required on that, Mr. Foster?
HAROLD FOSTER: * Yes, on the subdivision map. |
COMMISSIONER TRACY: : I haQe another question. “This is something that really

bothers me about developers in this town. I have a copy
~. here of a map that your sales office is giving for this
particular. deve]opment at the north end. What it shows
on here are allR=1's. There is no indication whatsoever
that there's any kind of smaller lot size at all. When
asking the question about, if there was a possibility
that these would be' changed in size -- the assurance the
sales office gave is that this is exactly what's going
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COMMISSIONER TRACY: -

ROBERT LEWIS:

COMMISSIONER TRACY:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

ROBERT LEWIS:

COMMISSIONER TRACY:

to be here. .They are all R-=1 Tots. When further asked

what 75 going between -- this is the north half.-- what
was going on the south half, the answer was, "Probably
houses, we're not really sure. We don't know, if they
are houses, what size they're going to be." 'I'm not sure
why you would set up a sales office with this kind of a
map and then come in and ask for a change because this

is this afternoon that this map is being given out and I
want to take you personally to task, along with other
home developers -who do this. I don‘t think that's fair.

‘because people going to the neighborhood may think this

is what they're getting and that's not what they're getting
at all. - , .

You're mistaken. That map is recorded. That"s exactly
how it's going to be built. '

. That's not what this Tooks Tike. This gees Fight onto-

Lorenzi. This is Lorenzi. right here. These are the R<1's.
and these are the R-CL's right behind the: row of R-1"s,

That's a recorded map; there just aren‘t any houses there .
yet. .

Tt's existing zoning. You asked the question ofiwhat's going
to happen to the south. The reason they don't know is because
that's why we're appearing here tonight. ‘

‘I understood that part of it, but what I was trying to figure

out is-why this particular thing was given out, but now that
jt-was explained;~I.take back what I just said to you because
obvidusTy this matches. My concern was when I saw existing
R-1 and Celeste, there are. homes between Celeste and the
property that you have that I think Sproul or you developed
anyway. [ assume thatithat was what those were because it

says it's bordered by Celeste, so you've answered my question.

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

ROBERT LEMWIS:

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

Thank you.

I have a question. The R-CL's will be.detached units. They

will not be the duplex type, will they? :

No, they'11 be detached units.

Do you have any elevations of what they"'re going to 1ook'11ke
yet? . :
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ROBERT LEWIS: : I don't have them with me They'd look similar. to the ones
, that we're building on-East’ Charleston right-now.
COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: . You have a pretty good idea of what they're going to look

' Tike. : ‘ -
ROBERT LEWIS: - . Yes. We know almost exactly what they‘re going to look like.

When we met with some of the neighbors, one of the conditions
they asked for is that we not build any of them less than
1,100 square feet of livable area, and that's & condition
that's agreeable. ‘ ]

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: Did all the neighbors get to see the elevations? Do they
: : know what it's going te look Tike? ’
ROBERT LEWIS: I think so.
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: You say on East Charleston, you're talking about the stuff
- just on the other side of Nellis, aren®t you?
- ROBERT LEWIS: Yes. | | ‘ | 4
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: " I've been down there. They're a nice looking attractive

unit. I'm going to allow you some time for rebuttal. Is
there someone here, a spokesman? I'd Tike to see hands
first of the people opposing this. Twenty-six. Do you
have a spokesman? - - :

DEBORAH  BREZNEY: My name is Deborah Brezney. My address is 6901 West Prairie

' Way.- I Tive on the south side of Alta-in the Sproul Homes
division.  In our area of Alta and Rainbow we have a cross
section of a citizen$ awareness group concerning rezoning.
We have discussed Z-21-83 and Z-22-83 at our meetings. We
sent a small delegation to meet with Commissioner Lurie and
Mr. Lewis at the Teen Center Wednesday evening. We indicated
we did not want to accept anything but R-1, but we would
Tisten to any compromise Mr. Lewis may have. Mr. Lewis did
not come with a compromises He asked us what we would Tike.
We told him we did not have to compromise. The property was
R-1 and he would have to make the compromise. He indicated
he would put in a few more R-1's west of Rainbow replacing
some R-CL's as was indicated earlier. We reported back to
our main group Thursday evening. We had a unanimous vote,
no P-R, no R-CL. P-R: we asked Mr. Lewis what feasibility
studies have you done on P-R? "None," he said. What marketing
analysis have you done on P-R, we asked? "None," he said.
How do you know it will go, we asked? "Well, I Just have a
feeling," he answered. When will you start construction on
PiR, we asked? "In about a year," he answered. Vacancies
presently abound with vacant P-R's in this town. Why build
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.DEBORAH BREZNEY: more? There are no P-R's.on ATta PqR can be. rezoned te
‘ commercial at a later time and then what are we leoking at.
in a residential neighborheod: a tavern, an-arcade, a car
wash? A1l usefull services but not in a res1dent1a1 area.
What will we tell the residents in a year, we asked, if
you decide to come back and have this property rezoned
commercial? "You will have more residents to help you
fight in the R-CL division,"“"he-answered. R~CL; R-CL has
-only been in existence for a year and a half,. adopted
September 16, 1981. Reading from part of the ordinance it
states: “A1l developments shall provide common.recreation~
facilities or other common facilities when deemed necessary
by the City.Commission.” There are no recreational facilities
in this.project. The.R<CL‘siare small in size. They cannot
be enlarged because there is no property in. order to enlarge
them.- The property does not allow for 1mprovements, such as
‘a pool.. We feel investors:may purchase some R-CL's-and
rent them out as a tax writeoff. Seme builders and developers
are currently reducing prices on homes and they are even
offering to buy down mortgages to lower levels in order to .
move existing unsold.inventories. Precedent: medium density
R-CL-and P-R will ultimately lead to another proposal by a
“developerion the southeast corner .of Alta and Rainbow to
possibly high density and P-R, such as Metropolitan proposed
recently. Then, that will Tead to the southwest corner of
Alta and Rainbow. That might include apartments and P-R.
Our Commissioner Lurie has indicated that Spanos.has contacted
.him concerning that property. .Rezoning of other properties
in the area: . West Coast Holdings --.would you 1ike to see
this notice? You have seen it, January, 1983.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: Just tell us about it.

DEBORAH BREZNEY: Okay. -West Coast Holdings recently bought €ounty property
. and had it annexed into the city, that's just above the

Hush Puppy, in order to build a high-density complex there. -
‘The staff, according to the newsletter, the staff of .the
Planning Comm1ss1on indicated at their recentimeeting that
this zoning change, if approved, would be a precedent to pave
the way for other high density uses of land in the area. If
this were to happen, the Tist of adverse affects on our
ne1ghborhood would be extensive indeed, 1nc1ud1ng increased
crime and traffic congestion and noise. Also, there is a
mobile home park that has been approved on the General Plan
in our area. Problems: we have no public transportation
in our area.- We have no parks in our area. We have no
recreational facilities in our area. This would put an-
increased burden on water and sewer systems and increased
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DEBORAH BREZNEY :

burdens on P011ce and Fire Departments, increased traff1c
flow in our-area. Broken pr0m1ses some Sproul’-and. Lewis'

. sales people have told buyers in the past that there would

_ kept R-1 through petitions, letters of protest, telephone P

be a park, and in some cases, an elementary school at Alta

and Rainbow. None exist! City Hall has told us that that
area.atJAJta'and Rainbow was zoned R-1 and now for the third

time in seven months we are resisting a possible zoning change.

We asked ourselves, who or what do we believe anymore ard why
check. zoning when you move into an area. Thousands of people

have demonstrated in the past that they want Alta and Rainbow N
calls, and/or personal visits to commission meetings. We
againaask:that the preperty be kept R-1. In closing,:I woild

like to read a zoning erdinance,19.02.070, short title; “The
- ordinance as codifiediin this title shall be known as and may

be c1ted as the zoning .ordinance of. the City of Las Vegas,

“ Nevada.” ‘'Purpese: A. This title is adopted in order to

conserve and promote the public, health,ssafety, morals and

= general.welfare of the C1ty and the present and. the future

inhabitants of the city.- B. This title is adopted in con- .
formity with and in consonants with a Comprehensive General
Master Plani of the City of Las.Vegas as adopted by the Board
of City Comm1ss1oners on March 2, 1960 and February 5, 1975.
In this regard this. title is. des1gned to improve the safety

" and convenience and lessen congestion of the: pub11c streets

to provide adequate protection against ftre, Pqn1c and other
dangers, to provide adequate 1ight .and-aiy, te prevent the
overcrowding of land, to avoid undue concentration of popu-

Jation, to facilitate the adequate provisions of transportation,

water, sanitary sewage, storm. drainage;- schools, parks,
recreation and other public conveniences and necessities,to
maintain the character of?land uses din. the various property
districts, to conserve the value of land and buildings and
protect investment in same and to encourage the utmost

: property uses of thesland.” Thank you:

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

~ DEBORAH BREZNEY: . -
. COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:
DEBORAH BREZNEY:
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:
~ HAROLD' FOSTER:

~Mr. Cha1rman, 1et me just comment on one po1nt that was

Ma am, what was the purpose of the read1ng of the ord1nance7
Do you- fee] this is in- conf11ct with that ordinance?

‘Don't you?

I asked you.
Yes. -

We wene'very en1ightened'by-your'speech Thank you.

“made here. The R-CL ordinance does not require a common

area or recreation area. When we adopted the R-CL ordinance
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Boulevard, from R-1 to R-CL
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(Sing]e-Fami]y Homes) and Offices

© TOM SCHIERMBOCK:

HAROLD FOSTER:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

in that same ordinance is adopted the. new R-CL district, as .
well as we amended the R-PD sectior, the same ordinance. It
says if you develop a development like an R-CL in the R-PD
zone, thenwyou have to have recreation area. It ‘does not.
require it for the R-CL district as requested here.

Thank you for the clapification. Yes, sir.

I m Tom Sch1ermbock 6937 Kim Avenue. This {s the th1rdvt1me

we've ‘been fepe., Ne ve been all through about the p011ce

. business and you've heard about f1re, schools, se let's not

CHATRMAN BUGBEE:

TOM SCHIERMBOCK:

go over that who1e th1ng

Let me state the Commission’s pesition here. Police, fire,
schoolsis not really our problem. We have agencies that
handle those. Zon1ng 1s our problem.

Zon1ng is to 1mpr0Ve not degrade a nelghbonhoodg ‘that*s

what I understand. this is supposed. to be about. He brought

up R-CL before, approx1mate]y four months- ago,-we fought
that.  All he has done is played with the numbers. ~ He's .
cut out a parcel there for P-R, squeezed in the R- CL R-CL

is still approximately 7 units per acre, right, isn't that --
I think that's what it is.. R-1 is roughly 4.6 units per
acre. You.are not improving a neighborhood by increasing
from 4 to 7. We were living there first. He is a speculator.
He bought land in.order to make money on it. We bought
property there because it's our homes, it's our investment.

‘We. should have some kind of say what goes in that.area. You

have over. 1,000 Tetters.. You've received many phone calls,
petitions, you know what the people in that area want. We
want R-=-1, R=1 only. ' If you're representing the people,
that's the choice, it's R-1. It's not Tike there"s only
one person com1nq up here argu1ng From the Tast two
times that I've been up here, you've gotten over 1,000

“.petition s1gners, letters, phone calls, you know what the
" people want 1n the area, if’ you re represent1ng us.

COMMISSIONER JOHNSTON:
TOM SCHIERMBOCK:

COMMISSIONER JOHNSTON:
TOM SCHIERMBOCK:

I don'"t think I've ever seen a pet1t1on w1th 1 OOO signatures
on it, never.

The last time we were up here how many pet1t1oners d1d we
have?. -

About 300.

' Three;hundfed, and the time befoneﬁthat,hhow manyh@fé*there?
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OMMISSIONER JOHNSTON: ~ It's not the same item.

TOM SCHIERMBOCK: - Yes, sir, it's all concerning this same parce] of land. Yeu
‘ . know what the peop]e want Thank yeu.

MARGARET WRIGHT: My name is Margaret Wright. T Tive at 6948 ErTn~Ciré1e.

' "You said the Pldanning Board is not cencerped with fire
services.to our area. Well, sir, I have Jjust been
researching-the ISQ standards. Our city is fortunate
right now to have.a Class II city which saves a let of
us people-aalot’.on our fire insurance rates, However, -
s1r, if you continue these rezonings like you are doing
in this area, number 1, first of.all, I'm going to quote
R-2 zoning, I mean, R-] zoning. Right_now-you.have rezoned

- enough property up in our area that we are in vielation or. in
disagreement with the ISO standards.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: You're talking about ingurance standards.

MARGARET WRIGHT: \ USIO0, which is the U-L standards. One of the things in
my research states that the P]ann1ng Commission and the
P1ann1ng Board is supposed to take this under adyisement.
It is the responsibility of the Planning Board. As a Board,
I think you have our safety in concern because that's one
of the reasons for government.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: : The Fire Department has been able to pretty well keep up
' with the development in this city.

MARGARET WRIGHT: S1r, I d1sagree with you "The ISO stapdards state: Number 1,
There shall be two eng1ne companies ‘within a certain d1stance.
Now, this area that you're talking about now, if you refer
back to the City Manager S Journa] on ISO standards, you will
find that the first arriving engine company should be no more
than. two miles away and the second arriving engine company '
should be no more than two and a half miles away, ladder-
truck and so on., The th1ng is, right now it is not. Our
closest engine company is more than two miles away and the
second arriving engine company is more than four miles away.

- Now, it states in the ISO standards -- this is for R-1, not
- R-CL, which allows for cleser spacing of houses, which allows

for such things as zero lot line. Let's face it, R-CL is
nothing more than tenement-row hous1ng

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: wa1t a minute, we have Spanlsh Daks. ;tWai:\you .
, - can't c¢all tenement-row” hous1ng, which 1s zero-Tot 11ne

MARGARET WRIGHT: : R1ght but the th1ng is.as far as fire protection there 1s
: no. d1fference
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CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: . I don't follow your argument. Your argument then is that.
. we're going to change the fire standards because there's
inadequate fire protection. Mr. Foster, did you research
the fire situation on this recommendation?

HAROLD FOSTER: Yes, we have. Deputy Chief of Fire Services, Chief Judd,

' indicated that the equipment that is available at the Jones
and Upland station is 1.7 miles away and the response time
would probably range from about 4 to 5 minutes. Also,
Captain Gunner indicated it would range from about 3.3'3/4
minutes to 4.5 minutes, so they're essentially in the same
range.” That's essentially no different than any of the area
around it for R-1 homes, and essentially we have R-1 homes
here with a few more with the increased density.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: I'm going to assume that Planning has done their homework
, : and if you have something beside fire protection, I'lT
Tisteny if not, I'm going to say "thank you."

MARGARET WRIGHT: I really dovreqUesf that he check the run reéords of Engine 6.

- CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: I'm going to accept what he said, thank you. Any*questions ‘
= . of the Commissioners? = Mr. Lewis, would you Tike a minute
for rebuttal? : :

ROBERT LEWIS: I don't really have a rebuttal. Qbviously, I didn't have
a meeting of the minds of people, but we feel that this is
a good use for this property, given that Rainbow and Alta
are both busy streets. )

COMMISSIONER TRACY: Irhave one question about Alta, and I've heard this about
. Alta until I'm really tired of.hearing’this about Alta,
and that is that there is commercial property on-Alta.
Just for the record, I want it to show that there is ne
commercial property on Alta from just slightly west of
Decatur all the way. up through -the. Sproul Development.
" There are R-1 houses that face Alta. The.only exception
to that is a Mormon church at the corner of Jones and Alta.
Everything else has R-1 facing Alta, so I would appreciate
it -if there's not reference made to how busy Alta is because
it may be a busy street, but there are certainly lots of
R-1's that are facing it and I think that that's-a really
poor comment to make about Alta. - There's no problem with
Rainbow, but everybody knows Rainbow is busy and there's
- nothing that faces it, but Alta, there is nothing on it
and as far as I'm concerned you're establishing something
new by putting a P-R on Alta when there is nothing except
R-1's facing Alta on both sides.of it, so please leave Alta
out of that. ’
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NEW BUSINESS, Item No. 9,

Z-21-83,

Application of LEWIS HOMES OF NEVADA for reclassifi-

cation of property genera11y 1ocated on the northwest corner of Alta Drive and Rainbow

Boulevard, from R-1 to R-CL and P-R. Proposed Uses:

Medium Low Density Residential

(Sing]e-Fami]y Homes) and Offices

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

COMMISSIONER KENNEDY:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

C@MMISSIOiER GUTHRIE

" CHATRMAN BUGBEE:

. HAROLD FOSTER:
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY
"JOHN ROETHEL:
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

"COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

“CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

HAROLD FOSTER:

/10

Any other questions, Commissioners? I'11 e]ose the public

~ hearing.

Looking for a motion?
Yes.

I don't feel this is the proper:zoning for this area. We

turned seme down not too long ago, about twoe meetings ago, .
on P=R: on.Ra1nbow and Alta, so I'm going to move for DENIAL.

The motion has passed. The motion was for DENIAE. It will

. be hear'd again on the 20th of next month in these chambers.
at 2 P.M.

(NEM1ONM§HBRDATTHE”HME)

I move that the. prev1ous motion (Item No. 9) be erught back
to the next meet1ng, be brought back out SRS,

-We'll have to br1ng it back out and vote on 1t

You have to make a mot1on to resc1nd your action now and
move for reconsideration.

Move for recons1derat1on.

‘I Understand_you (Commissioner Guthrie)vmade a motion for

reconsideration.
For reconsideration.

Vote on the motion, please. That motion has carr1ed Now

your main motion, Mr. Guthr1e
I move we ho]d 7-21- 83 in ABEYANCE unt11 the next meet1ng --

For a new plot_p]an for R-CL. Cast your vote, please. That
motion has carried. 7

This. W111 come back before this Commission at your next
meeting at 7:30 P.M. on-April 14 here in these chambers.

You will receive no further notice on it. You're being

"notified now.

'END OF EXCERPT
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NEW BUSINESS: Item No. 8, Z-20-83, Application of NELLIS LAND COMPANY for reclassifiz .
‘cation of property generally located on the north side of Bonanza Road, west of Lillian
Street, from R-E to R-3. Proposed Use:. Medium High Density Apartments »

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: . Item'8, .7-20-83.

HAROLD FOSTER: . Application of Nellis Land Company for reclassification of. .
: _ ~ property. generally Tocated on the north side of Bonanza
Road, west of Lil1fan, from R-E to R-3. The proposed use
s medium-high density apartments. You can see the subject
property on the screen to your right. ‘It's on the north = -
side of Bonanza. The Las Vegas Wash Drainage Channel is- the
- wide strip abutting the property to the west. To the north
we have an R-E, which is a half-acre residence-estates sub-
division and it's pretty well developed on that basis .and
then the property abuts commercial to the east that fronts
on Nellis. Across Bonanza to the south we have more
commercial and then.a mobile home park and a vacant R-E
parcel next to the channel and then there's some R-CL on
the west side of the channel, so basically the pattern
along Bonanza Road is getting away from the -- or somewhere
inbetween the commercial and the higher-density residential
in this area. The proposal is for some 23 fourplexes on lots
that will be approximately 50' x 173' in depth in size. They
~are proposing .a-private drive’along“the rear-coming off Lillian
and then it would come: out to Bonanza to the west. This
would be the typical lot.layout showing the fourplexes. These
are actually two lots. There.is a fourplex proposed on the
front shaded in red, landscaping around it, and all the access:
would be from this private drive to the parking area in the
" rear. ~They have a 5.5 foot setback on one side. " They have
stairways-leaving only 3.5 foot. They do-have a setback
- problem which they're going to have to adjust the lots. Staff,
in evaluating this proposal in terms of the site plan, we feel
it would be better to break up this long driveway with having
- a central .access down to Bonanza Road at this point and then
possibly cul-de-sacing this drive and then also letting this
go out to Lillian. The applicants are in agreement. They 1
would lose a lot. They propose 92:units and this would mean * -
possibly 88 and possibly the Toss of aneother lot, making the
“adjustments for these stairways to meet the. required setbacks :
in'the R-3, if it is approved. Staff, in-evdluating the = |
 request,Ffinds that the proposal is compatible in the area.
We do recognize the fact that it does back up to the R-E
-area to the north. The buildings are essentially one story,
but one of the units, the fourth unit, will be on the second
floor and the two-story portion of the building will be along .
the Bonanza side of the property, and then from that plot plan
it showed there was some 70/80 feet from the building.from the
~ parking area back to the property 1ine;then you know you have
- at least a 50 foot setback from the homes in the R-E area,
so you're approaching 120/130 feet setbacks between buildings.
Staff. feels that there should be some protection afforded. there.
We would recommend a 6 foot block wall all along this north
* 1ine where this accessway is proposed. In evaluating the
population density for this neighborhood, as recommended
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NEW BUSINESS: Item No. 8, .Z-20-83, Application of NELLIS LAND COMPANY for reclassifis .-
cation of property genera11y 1ocated on the north side of Bonanza Road, west of Lillian
Street, from R-E to R-3. Proposed Use:. Medium H1gh Dens1ty Apartments . :

HAROLD FOSTER:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

BOB KEES:
- JERRY WEST:
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

BOB KEES: -

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:

' HAROLD FOSTER:

CHATRMAN . BUBBEE :

" GERALD HASTY:

JOHN MERCHANT:

by the Genera1 Plan, it will withstand the 1ncreased dens1ty
that's proposed here. They're not building to the maximum
density as would. be allowed in the R=3 zone, which would be
about 24" units per acre. They're at-about 17 ‘units per
acre. ~ There's approximately 5 acres’iinvolved. Staff would
recommend approval, subject te it being by Resolution of
Intent, standard conditions.2 to 5, conformance to the plot -
plan amended to provide the side setbacks as required by the
R-3 zone, revise the Tot layout as required by the Department.
of Community Planning and Deve]opment approval of the joint
access by the City Commis$ion, that is for that common access-
way along the rear of the properties, provision of the fire
hydrants and water flow as required by. Fire Services, con-

- formdnce to the Flood Hazard Reduction Ordinance, install

street improvements on Bonanza and Lillian-as required by .

. the Department of Public Services, and then also,:construct

a 6 foot block wall aleng the north property line. From the
advertised pub11c hearing we have 66 protests on record, one
was a petition with 65 signatires and a separate one. Most
of them are from the R E area to the north.

- Thank you. Th1s is a public. hearing. We' 11 hear from the
-applicant and then if we have people against this application

I'would T1ike to have two or three of your spokesmen as we
have a long agenda ton1ght Yes, sir.

‘I m Bob Kees, 3507 F1orr1e Avenue

I m Jerry West, 2420 E111s AVenue North Las Vegas

‘Please sign-in.  Yes, sir., Do you understand staff7 Do you.

have. someth1ng you-want to ta]k about?

We understand staff's recommendations and we accept them and |

go a]ong w1th those approvals.

What is the depth of this property ‘off of Bonanza?

One hundred'seventy-three feet.

- . Anyone e1se before I let the protectors speak? Thank you.
“Is there someone here to speak against this? Yes,. sir,.

come -forward. - You'l1 .have a rebutta1 ‘action after we've
heard from the protestors

Gerald Hasty, 4884 Irene, and we have two other speakers
I wish to introduce, Kathy and John. John will go first,

John Merchant 4977 Nettie Avenue. ' I.11ve one bTock and

one lot off of Li11ian, which. is the main 'southeast access.
to the junior high sch001 just to the north.of -- in the
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NEW BUSINESS: Item No. 8, Z-20-83, Application of NELLIS LAND COMPANY for reelass1f1-_fnf§

~ cation of property genera1]y 1ocated on the north side of Bonanza Road, west of L1111an
- Street, from R-E to R-3. Proposed Use:. Medium H1gh Density Apartments

" JOHN MERCHANT: e1bow on Harris as 1t turns north there 1s a junior high

: ' school there. The traffic .on Lillian:at school. commencement
and school excess is a major problem at .the> present time.
In:the yellow area across the Wash, I understand, is going

to be deve1oped with additional mu1t1 dwelling units and yet

there is no access across the Wash on Harris. They would
have to go up to probably Nash1ngton or down to Bonanza
and then back through Lillian. I feel that in spite of
what the Master Plan and tentat1ve may indicate, the area

~would be supersaturated with == any: traffic on Li1ﬂian
makes 1iving in.my lot nearly impossible. The densit
‘I'm glad to hear the Planning. Department has’ 1nd1cated
not, to come off of the rear property Tine adjacent to the
Wash on the west -- to enter in‘onto Bonanza Road. Bonanza
Road is a difficult access from the north on Lillian at
best conditions. If you have 92 units, 138 off-street
parking provided, it's true they don't all come and go

" at the same time, but it would inundate the area, and I
certa1n1y hope it stays in R-2..It has been said that the
going price of the land of approx1mate1y $60,000 an acre,
or $30,000 a half acre, is not a great deal of difference
in the cost of the land than what it is for the single-
family R-E.

KATHY TOWNSMAN: .~ My name is Kathy Townsman. I Tive at 4815 Harris Avenue.

: - We also have a house at 4851 Harris Avenue. We -have a
house under construction at 4815 Irene and we have a-
vacant lot. We have been in this area since 1971 and
with the property that we have acquired, I am sure you

can understand we.like it. We Tike it because it is
half-acre lots. It's zoned for horses and the majority
of us in this area do have horses. We feel with this

- project going -in, back1ng ‘up to our R-E property, with
additional children in the area will pose a problem with

- us ‘and our horses. They are very attracted to children.
Some of us have two pools in the area. This proaect
does not have any recreational facilities planned, no
pool. We can see no recourse for these children in that
area for recreational purposes at all, except maybe to
perhaps prevaid upon us to furnish our animals, perhaps
our poo]s, etc. There actually isn't any close pub11c
pools: in the area. There's no movie theatres. There's
no bowling alleys. We feel that the streets would be
overloaded. The schools would be overloaded. I'm also
.concerned about parking in that area for recreational -
vehicles and boats for these tenants. I understand :

. that these‘are going~to be built FHA. " It's my understanding
that they're -going to sell ‘these units to individual
owners, hopefully to owner occupants, which means that
the owner-will occupy one unit and they will rent-out
three others. Now with 23 units, I happen to work for
a mortgage company, 23 bu11d1ngs to sell.to an owner/.
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"~ KATHY TOWNSMAN:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: .

KATHY TOWNSMAN:

GERALD HASTY:

occupant, I feel is being a Tittle over-optimistic. I
just think that it would take quite some time to sell
that many units to owner/occupants, which means that
there would be investors in there. Also, I'm concerned
about the maintaining of these apartments.

Wouldn't you call an owner/occupant an investor too.

An ownerloccupant does:occupy:one of the un1ts,|and if
they're selling FHA they get the maximum loan. On

'$150,000 sales price, the maximum FHA is’ T42-séts. For

an investor- type loan on that, the maximum Toan on a
$150,000 selling price,would be $121,200, if my figures
are right. I just don't feel that,"the way.we were: Tead
to beliéve, that all these units are going to be strictly
owned by an individual. - I'm concerned about the rental

- prices in there.. My one house, which is a small two

bedroom, one bath house, but it has a pool, it has a
spa, it's on a half acre, it's zoned for horses, it rents
for $700 a month, and I have no problem getting it. It's

~a cute house. It's well maintained and I have no prob1an

renting it. I'm concerned about my property values. With -
the apartments supposed]y going over there in the yellow
area, I feel that that's enough. - I think we could use:
-some more commerCia]-faci]ities in that area. That

would be an-ideal spot. There's a Lucky shopping area

-with a.Llucky Supermarket, K=Mart across the street. We "

have a lot of fast-food restaurants in the area. We
could use a nice restaurant. We could use a barber shop,
more real estate offices, insurance offices. We could
even use another bank. FIB there on the corner of Harris
and Nellis has more business .than they can handle. You
‘can't get in or out of the place, plus the intersection
at Harris and Bonanza is 1mposs1b1e, I mean, Harris and
Nellis, is impossible. You're taking your 1ife in your
hands. I wish you would check the accident reports on

‘that particular intersection, it's terrible. That is.

basically my only concern. We would Tlike to keep this
compatible with our.area. We are willing to accept
commercial. We are rea]]y quite upset with these
apartments going.ip.: We.just feel our area would be
much better. This 1s the third time I've been here on
zoning changes. There is just one Tittle area left in

" that whole area that was all R-E at one time. We've -

been there for ages and we would like to see it compatible
with us. Thank you.

Gerald Hasty, 4884 Irene Avenue. Three main concerns that
we have is that we feel it is an inappropriate popu]ation

~density in that area, incompatible lifestyle with us in °

that area, the poss1b111ty of overloaded schoo1s We* have

T T YT T
!
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GERALD HASTY: . : . ~seen it already in the Lewis Home areas, which is indicated
SO A A ~ in the yellow north of the area.there, having a lot of -

' -~ traffic even on Irene Street, which is just in back of the
proposed property. The only access to a junior high school
at that point is either through Harris Street or Lillian,
which the buses make free use of. The students, as they
cross Bonanza over to the.junior high school, are going
through ‘the Wash at this time and getting over onto Margo-
to access to the junior high school. I don't know what
.the plans are in the future for additional schooling for
the yellow area over there, but it was pointed out, again,

the only access that they would have would be Lillian, Harris
or Monroe.in which to get to the area. The street on
Washington does not go through yet, so we're putting a
“large burden onto that intersection as it is and we feel
this. is just an increase where you would have a continual
traffic pattern at all hours of the day béing as how many
people work at different hours within the day. A higher
risk of -crime has been voiced in our meetings with each
other over this. This is a problem that everybody will
say "high risk of crime." We in our neighborhood have
seen it occur. It has happened to us as the population
‘has increased in the area and we are concerned:ithat it
will become more bothersome. Privacy encroachment: each
-of us are there because we like our privacy that we have. -
We 1ike the ‘setbacks we have from. each other and we feel
Tike having to Took over a 6 foot wall both into an.
apartment complex, because these are being rented by
renters at Péast three out of four, and an apartment
complex is an encroachment on our privacy.and that con-
cerns us. Now, incompatible lifestyles: we have our
animals in that area. We're concerned about those.
Many of us have horses; some of us don't have horses,
but we don't mind it. As it stands now, we are allowed
three horses into that area, three dogs or three cats.
We'd hate to see that jeopardized and it is possible on
down the road. We just have our gut feeling. We don't
like the idea. We have our fears and our concerns. We
have seen some.of the areas that:<has-:been encroached
in already as it has been taken over and we feel like
it has been a detriment to our neighborhood and further
“encroachment of this nature will be further degrading
that. Each of us there have made a long-term commitment
and many of us have already been there for quite some
period of time and would hate.to have to consider a
“change in-the way we feel and do things in that neighbor-
hood. Thank you. = :

© COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: I have a questfon; what:1s]your preference for develop-
_ - - ment of that property? ‘ _ '
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GERALD HASTY: The general consensus among us g6ems= to be commercial. One
' . of the reasons why we are not objecting to that is because

that's not necessarily a twenty-four hour operation. They
are not neighbors moving in%o.: our neighborhood. We feel
Tike that particular area could use further commercial
development. Previous to Lucky's going in and Smith's Food
King down on Stewart and Nellis and Alpha Beta at Lamb and
Bonanza, our nearest shopping was Lucky's located at Eastern .
and Bonanza, which was quite some distance. We have no
objection to being able to have services closer to us,
especially now days as many of us have to watch our gas
dollars. We have currently in there a video rental store,

" which.is a nice neighborhood business and causes little
trouble. We have Jack's Bar.right on the end. That's
Tess favorable. The beer cans are ending up on Lillian

~and Irene, but we can accept that. The bar closes at a
reasonable hour and so causes less trouble that way we
feel. We have a bakery that closes laterithan the normal.
ten o'clock, but it is closed and shut down for ‘the night,.

" at least until the next day. Apartment dwellers would not
give us that rest but commercial would. There is a bakery
going in. There used to be an ice cream parlor there.
Unfortunately, they were unable to make a go of it.

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: ~  You answered my question.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: © "One question®I'd like to follow through with you on that
is one of the major objections with all three of you has
been an increased traffic flow during the daylight hours
with the children going to school. I'm certain that a
commercial center a-quarter of a mile long in there,
small shops, -is .going to put a tremendous amount of
constant traffic there. :

GERALD HASTY: ﬁ} But the traffic will be .going in and out of the commercial
' “ - property off of Bonanza. It will not be coming and over-
flowing into our properties and streets of Lillian, Nettie,

Margo -- ‘ .
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: " Why do you feel the apartments will be overflowing into.
‘ ~ your streets?' o H :
GERALD HASTY:  - Okay. The standard allowed parking.faéi1ity is 1.3 spaces
‘ per unit, - 7 : ' '
HAROLD FOSTER: - : One and a half spaces per unit.
GERALD HASTY: ~ One and a half spaces per unit and we feel that's insufficient.

~In a meeting we had with the developers we asked them,.
"Okay, where would the visitors park?" and the answer to
that was Bonanza. Well, if they don't want to park on
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GERALD HASTY:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

GERALD MASTY:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

GERALD HASTY:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:

GERALD HASTY:

* CHATRMAN BUGBEE:-

Bonanza or if Bbhahza gets cut off from parking, then that

- leaves them Irene and Lillian.which to park on, if there
" isn't enough space within that 1.5. It's very common for

people tp use up- that 1.5 consisting of one or two auto-
mobiles, maybe a motor home, maybe a camping trailer, so
we feel like it would take very little time. This has been

‘my observation up and down through the area where this is

standard. There is a series of condominiums downﬂpastvLamb
off -of Hawaiian, I believe it is, Hawait, anyways just-off-af-
Bonanza, and the parking in there is very difficult.

wou1d'you feel more comfortable if the parking were four

- spaces per unitzor higher density parking is.a problem?

I can't.really see it spilling into your neighborhood.

Well, that knocks down that argument, yes, but that's just

one of many arguments that we have and we just feel Tike it's--
we just don't want it, it's as simplé as that. We have

these concerns. Okay, so you can allow more parking, but

‘'we still have the same number of families. Out of those

families there's going to be a certain number of children
and we don't see where adequate egress to the Tocal schools

" is being done and we still have the complaints about privacy

encroachment. . We did.not elect to Tive in a high~density
housing area. We elected to Tive in a low housing. area

_and at the times that each of us. bought, some of.us ten,,

twelve, fifteen years ago, it was indicated to us that .

that's what it was going ‘to be, nice ranch estates.

That's 6ne-of the problems with developments, you know;
th@t's one of the problems with the growth of a city.

That's correct.and we're saying "please leave us .a.piece

~of it left." We're stuck there. We have already made

the commitment. The builder, at this time, has only made
a proposal..They have less to lose at this point than we
do. They have lost their time. We have made a commitment

to that area.

Any other questions, Commissioners?
I'd 1ike to know how many people are here, other than you.

P1éa$e~stahd up. These are people that felt -- that took

| work off, took off from other engagements, to be here, plus

we have the petition that was alluded to earlier of people
that were concerned enough. to sign it. We also have the
letters that you have received and recorded. We feel
strongly about this.

Thank you. ~I'Tl a110w the applicant some ﬁebutta] time.
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BOB KEES:

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

BOB KEES:
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

JERRY WEST:
BOB! KEES: - -

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:

JERRY WEST:

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:

JERRY WEST:
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

When we planned this project, we knew that we were backing

up into R-E zoning. Of course, R-E zoning is basically all
over Clark County. We kept it under a Tow profile, and that
was the reason why we tried the best we could to keep the
one-level -unit, and in order to make the four-family dwellings
out of it, we moved the upstairs unit to the front so we'd
give it a 1ittle more decoration. Again, we have gone along
with what staff has recommended in order to approve the
property the way they recommended it. Also, along the front
we're having rolling green areas. Across the front -of Bonanza,
all the way along the.front, we're having a very beautiful
wrought-iron brick-type fencing with individual gates going
into the units, keeping the tenant parking to the back, as
recommended again by staff and the only parking along Bonanza
will be the visitors that may come into the area.

" How are you sure of that, sir?

We're not.

You will have no access then with this rolling fence to the
units. What will be your access off of Bonanza, a series of
gates along that fence?

There will be service gates on every --

We have a photograph here of a project we did before giving

a general idea as to what the front of this is going to Took
Tike. We're trying to make it as nice as possible. These
will be four-family dwellings, individually owned. Each Tot
and unit will be individually -owned by an owner. They are
going to be in the price range of around $150,000. This

means .that these people who are buying these projects are ,
going to be paying back approximately $1,900 a month, roughly.
We're not Tooking to come in with lTow density or high density
with lTow-~income families. We're looking for the high-income
owners which are going to have to be charging somewhere in
the neighborhood of $400 to $425 a month. This will eliminate
a lot of the children in the area. - :

What are the size of the units? How is the breakdown on each—-? 
Two bedroom/one bath with a hookup for washer and dryer in
each unit. There will be approximately 837 square feet in
each apartment. :
Each apartment is two bedroom/one bath.

Yes, ma'am, with a hookup for a washer and dryer in each unit.

The owneré apartment is two bedroom/one bath?
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JERRY WEST:

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

BOB KEES

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: -

~

HAROLD FOSTER:

COMMISSIONER~GUTHRIE:

BOB KEES

S BT

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:
JERRY WEST:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE
JERRY NEST

| CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

~ COMMISSIONER MACK:

BOB WEES

' CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE.

b BOB KEES: "

- COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

" time zzzhasithirty:feet.

That's correct.

.what is the park1ng? Are you at the minimum, one and a half

spaces per unit?

Yes, in the back s1de we're providing one and a half; that's
basically all that the land would allow at this particular
time, one and a half per unit.

How will the access be? I'm not sure I understand that.--
staff S proposaI for the access.

- It WTII be a centraI access off of Bonanza that w111

circulate through to Lillian and thén this, instead of
coming south to Bonanza, it would cul-de-sac.

So you'd have ene entrance off of Bonanza, as well as one
off the end off of L1111an?

Yes, sir, keeping a minimum flow as far as the traffic
problem is concerned. They can go in and out e1ther
direction they want.to.

What's the width of your access route?

Twenty. feet, with sixty feet, on Lillian at the present .
when we develop it, Lillian
will then be sixty feet wide.

Up to your property line.

Up to our property line, that‘s correct.

Then T assume Lillian is only going to be deVeIoped on

the east side.
That's correct, sir.

Do you own the property now or do you Just have it in
escrow’ cont1ngent upon zoning?

‘Wehave .it ingescrow contingent upon getting rezoning.

" Any otherdquestions7

Yes. When did you pIan to start construct1on if th1s
is approved?

Immediately upon approval.

You have ybUr financing and everything?
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_JERRY-WEST: _~ We have several pre-qualified buyers that are interested
- at the present time based upon the previous buildings that
I've built, or that have been constructed, and we have to
pre-qualify the buyers and then get construction Toan-and
then start building. We won't build until we have the --
all the buyers ready and qualified. - :

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: - Are the buyers go1ng to move into these7
BOB-KEES: . - The ones that want to move in will move in, that's correct.
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: ‘ Any other questions?

COMMISSIONER MACK: I'm concerned because I don't see any swimming pools or
o " recreational areas for the kids, that's the only thing
I'm concerned about. If you do have children in there,
where are they going to play?

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:* Isn't theYe a school right down the street?

*BOB KEES: I ™ - There are just as-many facilities for the existing children
’ o there as there's going to be here. Again, you've got to

remember that because-of the pr1ce that these units are going
to be constructed, and they're going to be constructed with
good quality and h1gh sales: pr1ces as far as fourplexes are

_concerned, you're probably not go1ng to get: that many children
“because a family with children is not qo1ng to be able to
stand the rent that these owners are going to have to charge
on these. Now, there wds a question earlier, and I just
happened to remember it, about the maintenance of it. The
maintenance on this unit is going to be free. The land-
scaping is going to be manicured, The lawns are going to be

- cut free of no cost. : : "

COMMISSIONER. TRACY: - Who will be providing that serv1ce 1f these are owned by
_ o individual peop1e7 . :

BOB KEES: : ' Mr. West is going to provide this serv1ce from hereon out.
: because he will probably wind up representing some of the
owners in try1ng to establish some of the tenants in the

units.

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE: I don't understand this. Is this someth1ng you're wr1t1ng
into the deeds that you've got permanent maintenance or is
th1s JUSt a voluntary service?

BOB KEES: ' . It's a voluntary service.

JERRY WEST: . For the first six months I giveiiimaintenance free. After
r ' that I -- the front lawn because of the -- on the front I
want to.put twenty feet of rolling green grass. Inbetween,
as per the pictures I've shown, I have lava rock and sprinklers
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JERRY WEST:

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

COMMISSIONER TRACY:

JERRY WEST:
COMMISSIONER TRACY:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

COMMISSIONER TRACY:

CHAIRMAN : BUGBEE :
COMMISSIONER TRACY::
JERRY WEST:
CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

on automatic timers. These are easily maintained buildings,
with the exception of the lawn, and I would handle out of the
sales of these things. I would provide for the first six
months maintenance-free lawn service. After that it would

be a question between the owners of the building either to
maintain them or I would continue to maintain it -- I'm a
Ticensed real estate broker here in the state of Nevada and

I would do the landscaping if they're out of state.

Then it's really not free. I'm talking about 1990, 1995.
I didn't think you were going to do that out of the goodness
of your heart.

You'll only be doing that for the owners:that agree to
purchase your services, is that correct?

To everybody~for the first six months.

No, I'm talking about after the first six months you would

be doing it if they purchased your services. I have the
same concern that Mr. Mack does and one of the problems
with schools and using those facilities is that they usually
Jock their fields on weekends and I think that's a real poor
thing to teach Kids to climb the fences in order to use
something that obviously they're locked out of to begin

with. I don't think the school is an answer to your lack

of recreational facilities. Being familiar with fourplexes
in this town, they do attract a good deal of families and

I still would 1ike you to answer Mr. Mack's question. What do
you propose to do as far as a recreational fac111ty for these
peop]e? "The pictures that I have here, and I'm assuming
you're bu11d1ng somewhat on the same manner, it's all
buildings and parking Tot. I don't see any place where

kids can play, except on the small sidewalk or in the

parking lot, so what are your plans for that?

I think we're being redundant on that because he did not
indicate any recreational areas in his proposed p]ans o
obv1ous]y he has not.

Mr. Chairman, I'm being redundant. I'm repeating Mr. Mack's
question because it wasn't answered. :

He has no answer. There are none on the plans.

That never entered your thoughts in planning”this then?

"That's correct.

"I'm going to close this hearing and call for a motion.
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COMMISSIONER JOHNSTON:

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:

COMMISSIONER TRACY:

CHAIRMAN BUGBEE:

/10

I'T1 make a motion for DENIAL because I don't feel it's
compatible with the area.

I think they're too completely incompatible Tifestyles
and that's one place I disagree on our Master Plan
judgement of what goes where because I cannot see
apartment Tiving.right next to horse country, it just
doesn't work, and I'm certainly against it.

I'm against it because I agree with Mrs. Coleman that
you need to have some kind of buffer zone with this and
I think it needs definitely some more planning.

Cast your vote, please. The motion to DENY has carried.

This will be heard again on the 20th at the City Commission
at 2 o'clock.

END OF EXCERPT




