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ANNOTATED AGENDA
CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
AUGUST 9, 1984
CALL TO ORDER: 7:30 P.M. in the Coﬁnci1 Chambers of City Hall,
400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.
ROLL CALL: PRESENT: JOHNSTON, KENNEDY, BUGBEE, COLEMAN, GUTHRIE
EXCUSED: MACK, TRACY

ANNOUNCEMENT : Satisfaction of Open Meeting Law and Reading of
Standard Conditions.

MINUTES: Approval of June 14, 1984 City Planning Commission
minutes.

ACTION: APPROVED
BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS

OLD BUSINESS:

1. VAC-14-84 Petition of Vacation submitted by R.A. HOMES, INC.
to vacate-Coran Lane, a 60' wide right-of-way from

(Abeyance from the east right-of-way line of Decatur Boulevard

7/12/84) easterly approximately 350' and to vacate approxi-

mately the southerly 10' of Madeline Drive.

ACTION: APPROVED
JOHNSTON/ UNANIMOUS

CONDITIONS:

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

2. ResérVation of easements for the facilities of the various utility companies
together with reasonable ingress thereto and egress therefrom.

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

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

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL PROTESTS: ©
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: AUGUST 15, 1984 TO SET DATE FOR PUBLIC HEARING

2. EXTENSION OF Request of TANDEM DEVELOPMENTS, INC. for an Extension
TIME of Time on property generally located on the south-
west corner of Torrey Pines Drive and Balzar Avenue,
TORREY PINES N-U Zone {under Resolution of Intent to R-PD14).
CLUSTERS

TENTATIVE MAP

(Abeyance from
7/12/84)

ACTION: APPROVED
BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS
CONDITION:

S

1. * Extension of time to expire July 6, 1985.

STAFF RECOMMENDATTON: APPROVAL _
THIS ACTION BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION IS FINAL
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3. 1-45-84 \pplication of MIKE BOGICH for reclassification of
property located at 211 S. 11th Street, from R-4
(Abeyance from to R-5.
7/12/84) Proposed Use: High Density Apartments
. (Three Stories)
ACTION: APPRQVED
BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS

CONDITIONS:
1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) month time Timit.

2 1Install sidewalks and street 1ights on 1lth Street and pave the alley as
required by the Department of Design and Development. '

3. Provide 20' rear yard and 5' side yard setbacks and 1imit the project to
45 units as provided in the R-5 district.

4. Conformance to thé plot plan and elevations.

5. Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be provided
as required by the Planning Commission and shall be permanently maintained
in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly maintain required landscaping
and underground sprinkler system shall be cause for revocation of a business
license.

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

7." A11 mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall be screened
from view from the abutting streets. .

8. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all City
departments.

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

10. Repair any damage to the existing street improvements resulting from this
development as required by the Department of Engineering Services.

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

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL PROTEST: 1
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984

4, -7-100-64(119) Request of ILAN SILBERTEIN for a Plot Plan Review to
. construct an additional floor to the existing 10
PLOT PLAN floor office building and to convert the 5th floor
REVIEW from parking to office use on property located at
330 S. Third Street, R-4 Zone (under Resolution of
(Abeyance from Intent to C-2).
7/12784)-
ACTION: APPROVED
COLEMAN/UNANIMOUS
CONDITION:

1. Conformance to the plot plan-and amended elevations.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: - APPROVAL
TO BE HMEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: AUGUST 15, 1984
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NEW_BUSINESS:

1. TENTATIVE MAP Property generally located on the southeast corner
~ of Rancho Drive and Palomino Lane, C-1 Zone.
QUAIL PARK I Owner/Subdivider: Quail Park, A Nevada Limited
(COMMERCIAL Partnership
CONDOMINIUM No. of Acres: 6.3 No. of Units: 27
CONVERSION)
ACTION: APPROVED
JOHNSTON/UNANIMOUS

CONDITIONS:

1. Staff to approve CC&R's relative to parking space allocation prior to
recordation of final map. . _

2. 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 or an extension of time, up to one year, is not granted

for the tentative map, a new tentative map must be filed.
3. Street names to be provided in accord with the City's Street Name Policy.

4. Subject to all conditions of City debartments and State Subdivision
Statutes.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
T0 BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984

2. FINAL MAP Property generally located on the southeast corner
of Rancho Drive and Palomino Lane, C-1 Zone.
QUAIL PARK I Owner/Subdivider: Quail Park, A Nevada Limited
( COMMERCIAL Partnership
CONDOMINIUM No. of Acres: 6.3 No. of Units: 27
CONVERSION)
ACTION: APPROVED
GUTHRIE/UNANIMOUS
CONDITIONS:

1. Approval of the tentative map.
2 Conformance to the tentative map.
3. Conformance to conditions of approval of the tentative map.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONﬁ APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984

3. TENTATIVE MAP Property generally located on the northwest corner of
Cory Place and Mohawk Street, R-1 Zone (a portion
GRANT ESTATES under Resolution of Intent to R-CL).
Owner: Dell R. Nielson and Penny Nielson
ACTION: APPROVED Subdivider: George Grant and John Hayner

BUGBEE/4-0 ~ No. of Acres: 2.51 No. of Lots: 11
( JOHNSTON: ABSTAINED) . :

CONDITIONS:
1. Conformance to conditions of approval for Z-39-84.
2. Conformance to the Floed Hazard Reduction Ordinance.

3. Vacation of the U.S. Government Patent Reservation.
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3. TENTATIVE MAP - GRANT ESTATES (Continued)

4. 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 tentative map must be filed.

5. Street names fo be provided in-accord with the City's Street Name Policy.
6. Subject to all conditions of City departments and State Subdivision Statutes.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: AUGUST 15, 1984

4. FINAL MAP Property generally located on the northwest corner
‘ of Cory Place and Mohawk Street, R-1 Zone (a portion
GRANT ESTATES under Resolution of Intent to R-CL).
‘ Owner: Dell R. Nielson and Penny Nielson
ACTION: APPROVED Subdivider: George Grant and John Hayner
BUGBEE/4-0 No. of Acres: 2.51 No. of Lots: 11

(JOHNSTON: ABSTAINED)
CONDITIONS:
1. Approval of the tenfative map.
.2. Conformance with the tentative map.
3. Conformance to the conditions of approval of the tentative map.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: AUGUST 15, 1984

5. VAC-16-84 Petition of Vacation submitted by CALIFORNIA FEDERAL

SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION to vacate a portion of
ACTION: ABEYANCE. ~ Daisetta Street, generally Tocated west of Lamb

BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS Boulevard and north of Thyme Avenue.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL PROTESTS: O
TO BE HEARD AGAIN BY CITY PLANNING COMMISSION: SEPTEMBER 13, 1984

6. A-16-84(A) Petition-of Annexation submitted by THE BOARD OF
REGENTS, UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA SYSTEM to annex property
generally located on the east side of Torrey Pines

ACTION: APPROVED Drive, between West Charleston Boulevard and Oakey

BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS Boulevard, containing approximately 79 acres.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL

7. I-54-84 Application of WEST SAHARA INVESTMENT CO. for reclassi-
fication of property generally bounded by Sahara
Avenue on the north, Durango Drive on the east, Desert
Inn Road on the south, and Fort Apache Way on the west,

ACTION: APPROVED from N-U to R-1, R-PD3, R-PD4, R-PD7, R-PD12, R-PD23,

‘ BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS P-R, C-1 and C-V.

CONDITIONS:
1. Resolution of Intent.

2. Approval of the plot plans and elevations of each phase of development by
the Planning Commission, except the 44 acre C-1 site for which there are plans.
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7. Z-54-84 (Continued)

3. Standard conditions 2-8 shall apply to the C-1, P-R and R-PD23, and R-PD12
-portions of the development.

4. Provisions of CC&R's for the maintenance of the lake as required by the
Clark County Health-Department.

5. Standard conditions 5 through 8 shall apply to the R-1, R-PD3, R-PD4 and
R<PD7  portions of the development.

A

6. ‘Amendment of the.Major Street Plan to include the major streets proposed.

7. Dedicate 75 feet of right-of-way for Sahara Avenue and 50 feet of right-
‘of-way for Durango Drive, Desert Inn Road and Fort Apache Road and the
radius corners.at the intersection of the above-cited streets as required
by the Department of Design:and Development as related to each phase of
development. :

8. Install street:improvements on Sahara Avenue, Durango Drive, Desert Inn
Read -and Fort Apache .Road-as required by the Division of Land Development
and Flood. Control: of the Department of Community Planning and Development
-as-related to each phase of development.

9. Submit a hydrology study to the Division of Land Development and Flood
Control of the Department of Community Planning and Deve1opment as related
to each phase .of development.

10. Provide CC&R's for the maintenance of the landscaping in the dedicated
public right-of-way.

11. The C-V site in the southeast portion of the development shall be amended
to R-PD12 and the southerly 700 feet of the easterly 700 feet of the
R-PD23 site in the northwest corner of the project shall be amended to
C-V for a net area of 10 acres.

12. Provide conduits for installation of street lights in the future.

13. Close the north driveway of the employee parking area of the Citicorp
site as required by the Traffic Engineer.

STAFFARECOMMENDATIONA "APPROVAL . PROTEST: 1
TO BE HEARD BY .CITY COUNCIL: AUGUST 15,71984

8. TENTATIVE MAP Property generally located west of Durango Drive and
' o south of Sahara Avenue, N-U Zone (proposed R-PD3,
THE LAKES R-PD4 and R-PD7).

OF WEST SAHARA Owner: West Sahara Investment Co.
"PHASE 1  Subdivider: E.L. Collins
No. of Acres: 79.5 No. of Lots: 169
ACTION: APPROVED :
JOHNSTON/UNANIMOUS
CONDITIONS:

1. Approval of zoning application Z-54-84,

2. Conformance to the conditions of approval for Z-54-84,

3. No vehicular .access from the abutting residential lots to any street which
has a width of 80 feet or greater and is located within the perimeter of
‘the development.

4. A waiver belpermittéd:for the length of the cul-de-sac streets.

5. Approval of the hémmerhead“cu1-de45ac design for the private streets in
the R-PD3 and R-PD4 areas.

¥
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8. TENTATIVE MAP - THE LAKES OF WEST SAHARA PHASE 1 (Continued)

6. - Provide emergency access to each residential area as required by the
Department of Fire Services with final design to be approved by the
Department of Community Planning and Development.

7. Provide .paved access along Sahara Avenue from Durango Drive to the most
westerly north/south street and on -both north/south streets from Sahara
Avenue to the interior loop as required by the Department of Community
Planning and Development. -

8. 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 Tot
‘backing up to said wall shall be responsible for the continued maintenance
- of the exterior side of the wall and the ground area at the exterior base
of the wall. : :

9. 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 tentative map or
an_extension of time, up to one year, is not granted for the tentative map,
a new: tentative map must be filed. ,

10. Street names-to be provided in accord with the City's Street Name Policy.
11. Subject to all conditions of City departments and State Subdivision Statutes.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: - APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD. BY CITY COUNCIL: AUGUST 15, 1984

9. Z-55-84 o Application .of SOUTHERN NEVADA MEMORIAL HOSPITAL for
, L reclassification of property located at 901 Rose Street,
ACTION: APPROVED - : - firem R-E to .C-V.

‘COLEMAN/UNANIMOUS Proposed Use: Parking. Lot
1. Conformance to the plot plan.

2. Insta]1astreet,improvemehtsvon-Rose Street as required by the Division of
Land Development -and: Flood Control of. the Department of Community Planning
and Development. '

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL o , PROTESTS: 0
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984 ‘

10. Z-56-84 Apptication of ADELE B. ROBERTS for reclassification
' ' ~~ of property generally located south of Johnson Avenue,
ACTION: APPROVED - . - - between Pecos Road and Gold Bar Court, from R-1 to R-3.
JOHNSTON/UNANIMOUS Proposed Use: Medium High Density Residential
' (Apartments)
CONDITIONS: ‘

1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

2. 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 sprinkier system shall be cause for revocation of
‘a business license.

3. Submitta]'of‘aﬁléﬁdscaping plan prior to or at the same time application is
- :made: for a.building permit, license or prior to occupancy.

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

7




10. '2-56¥84 (Continued)

5. Sati#factionAofJCityvCode requirements and design standards of all City
departments.

6. ApproVél of the parking and driveway plans by the Traffic Engineer.

7. Repairﬁany damage to the existing street improvements resulting from this
- development as required by the Department of Design and Development.

. 8. Provision of.fire'hydrants and water flow as required by the Department of -
: Fire Services. :

9. Provision of a means of access for two-way traffic to this site approved
- by-City Council if it is for joint use. '

10. Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) month time Timit

o o ~ PROTEST: 1
STAFF;RECQMMENDATION: ABEYANCE"UNTIL.ACCESS TO: THE_PROPERTY IS PROVIDED
TO BE HEARD-BY CITY COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984

11. ~Z-57-84 Application of THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT
- COMPANY for reclassification of property generally
located north of Westcliff Drive, south of Washington
/,\7 Avenue, west of Rainbow Boulevard and east of Buffalo
- Drive, from N-U to C-1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22

. .-~ and R-PD24, ‘
ACTION: - APPROVED - Proposed Uses: Commercial, Medium Density Residential
‘ " BUGBEE/3-2:- : and Medium High Density Residential

(KENNEDY,  COLEMAN: NO)
CONDITIONS : ,
1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) menth time Timit.

2. landscaping and.a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be provided
- '3s required by .the Planning Commission and shall be permanently maintained
in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly maintain.required land-
- scaping and ‘underground sprinkler system shall be cause for revocation of
“a business Ticense ‘in the R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22, R-PD24 and C-1 districts.

3. Submittaliof a 1andscaping,p1an'pripr to or at the same time application is
made for-a building permit, license or prior- to occupancy.

4. In R-PD16, R-PD20; R-PD22, R-PD24 and C-1 districts,.all mechanical equip-
ment, air‘conditioners and trash areas shall be screened from view of the
abutting streets.

5. In.RsPDiG, R-PD20, R-PD22, R-PD24 and C-1 districts, satisfaction of City
Code .requirements and design standards of all City depqrtments.

6. In R-PD16,.R-PD20, R-PD22, R-PD24 and C-1 districts, approval of the parking
and ‘driveway plans by the Traffic Engineer.

7. Repair any damage to the existing street improvements resulting from this
- development as required by ‘the Department of Design and Development, in
R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 and R-PD24 and C-1 districts.

8. Provision of fire hydrants and water flow as required by the Department of
- Fire Services in R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22, R-PD24 and C-1 districts.

9. The-plot plans and -elevations of the R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22, R-PD24 shall
be approved by the Planning Commission and the City Council.

10. The plot plans and elevations of the R-CL and C-1 shall be approved by the
Planning Commission. '

11. Some modifications_of'the proposed street plan shall be required at the time
of the subdivision. '

¥
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" 11.. 7:57:84  (Continued) e

12. . Dedicate 60 -feet of right-of-way for Westcl1iff Drive, 40 feet of right-of-
L iway -Tenaya Way and 25 foot property line radius corners at the inter-
:.S€C s of Westcliff Drive and Tenaya Way and Washington Avenue as required
“by the-Department of Design and Development.

13. ‘Conéiﬁﬁct-streetuimproyements on Westcliff Drive, Tenaya Way and Washington
‘Avenue. as required by the Division of Land Development and Flood Control of
,the?Dgpartment*of;cpmmunity Planning and Development.

{
{

14. 'SdbMitwa‘hydrolodyistudy“to the Division of Land Development and Flood
.Contrel:of the.Department of Community Planning and Development for each
_propéséd_parce]. '

15. :The-pdithtl40;feet of-Parcel 1 shall be amended to R-1;
16. ;Provﬁdé‘an east/west: collector between Tenaya Way and Buffalo Drive.

17. ‘Provideé, a 30' paved access along Tenaya Way across the proposed expressway
- to WesteTiff, if authorized by the owners. : S
T _ _ PROTESTS: 21
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:- APPROVAL. SUBJECT .TQ THE NORTH 140' OF THE PARCEL AT
' o : _TENAYA' WAY AND WASHINGTONAVENUE BEING AMENDED_FROM R-CL
'TO .R-1; THE R-PD20" PARCEL AND THE WEST 140' of the R-PD22
: PARCEL BEING AMENDED.TO R-CL, AND THE REMAINDER OF THE
- T - R=PD22 PARCEL. BEING AMENDED TO. R-PD20
TO BE HEARD: BY::CITY COUNCIL:. SEPTEMBER 5, 1984

12. 17-58:84 . . . Application of MARY WILEY for reclassification of
- ° .~ - .property located at 2021 ‘West Charleston Boulevard,
ACTION: “APPROVED - . . from R-1 to C-1

f@ﬁEEEETUNANIMOUS'* Proposed Use: Florist Shop
CONDITIONS: |
1. Resolution of iIntent with a twelve (12) month time 1imit.
2. 'Cdnformance to the plot plan and -elevations..

3. 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 system shall be cause for revocation of
a business license. : B

4.. Submittal-of a landscaping plan prior to or at the same time app]ﬁcation is
*que?foﬁ:a“budeingvpermit,<]icense or prior to occupancy. ' :

5. ;AlemééﬁanicaTwéqdiment,-air conditioners and trash areas shall be screened
: ffﬁom;Viewkfrom?the%abutting-streets;
6. 1S&fi§f&ctionﬂ0f City Code requirements and design-standards of all City
‘departments. : '

7. AppﬁbVélféfﬂfhé parking and driveway plans by the Traffic Engineer.

8.. Repair any damage ‘to the existing street improvements ‘resulting from this

'deve$0pmentaas'requi’ed'by»the:Bepartment of Design and Development.
9. Pﬁoyjsion“dfﬁfiré hydrants and water flow as required by the Department
oszire:Services.. N e

10. Construct a six (6) foot block wall aleng the south property line stepped
‘down to four (4) feet:maximum with the top:. two (2) feet 50% open from the
side of the building to Pahor Drive. :

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL : PROTESTS: O
TO BE HEARD BY CITY: COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984

i

.-—-'—-i—'-'--——-------------—---------------_-—-----—--—------------‘--—‘----— ------
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13.

ACTION: “APPROVED

10.

1-59-84 , .+ Application of HENﬁY«SOBEL for reclassification of

' property generally located on the east side of Jones
" Boulevard, between Charleston Boulevard and Del Rey.
. - Avenue, from R-E to P-R.

BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS Proposed Use: Offices

CONDITIONS:
1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) month time 1limit.
2. Conformance to the p1ot'p1an and elevations.
3. 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 system shall be cause for revocation of
a business license. -
4, Sdbmiffa1 of -a landscaping plan.prior to or at the same time application
-is made “for a building permit, license or prior to occupancy.
- 5. ~AiT mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall be
_s¢reened from view from the abutting streets.
6. SAtisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all City
departments. ‘ |
7. Approval of the parking and driveway plans by the Traffic Engineer.
8. Repair any damage to the existing street <mprovements resulting from this
development as required by ‘the -Department of Design and Development.
9. Provision of -fire hydrants and water flow as required by the Department

of Fire Services. .

Provision of .a 6-foot block wall along the south property line and provision

of .a 6-foot block wall along the east property line set back 10 feet for
‘landscaping and provide interwoven slats .in the chain-link fence extending

above the block wall along the east property line.

11. AT][Tiéhtingf%or{the‘tennis court shall be directed away from the south
‘and “east:property Tines. : : ;

12. ,Insta]Tfstreet"impfoVements on.Red Rock Street and sidewalk on Jonés
‘Boulevard as ‘required by the Division of Land Development and Flood Control
of the Department of Community Planning and Development.

STAFF {RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL | . PROTESTS: O

TO BE ‘HEARD BY-CITY COUNCIL: ‘SEPTEMBER'S, 1984

14, Z7-14-84 Request of WEST COAST HOLDINGS, INC. for a Plot Plan
' Review on property generally located southeast of
S Decatur Boulevard and Coran Lane, R-E Zone (under
ACTION: - APPROVED “Resolution of Intent to R-CL, R-3 and C-1).
JOHNSTON/UNANIMOUS '
"CONDITIONS:
1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.
2. Conformance to the conditions of approval of Z-14-84 pertinent to this site.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL .

TO BE ‘HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984
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15. Z-101-77, o Request of HELEN EPSTEIN ON BEHALF OF LINDA MANOR
L a APARTMENTS for a Review of Condition to retain the
"REVIEW OF existing lava rock and landscaping on property
CONBITION located at 629 S. Main Street, C-2 Zone.

ACTION:- APPROVED
“BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS

CONDITIONE" |
1. ‘Cdnfokmaﬁcevto the revised landscaping plan.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL
_ THIS ACTION BY THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION IS FINAL

16. Z-58-83: . Request of LAS VEGAS RESCUE MISSION for a Plot Plan
o - Review ‘to modify the proposed site plan and to ‘
PLOT: PLAN. install desert landscaping on property generally
"REVIEW .- .. located on.the southwest corner of Wilson Avenue and

o : "p" Street,.R-4 Zone (under Resolution of Intent to M).
ACTION: : APPRQVED .

- 'JOHNSTON/UNANIMOUS
CONDITIONS:
1. The Resolution of Intent shall expire on August 3, 1985.
2. ‘Coﬁformhnce'to the plot.plan and elevations.

3. ,Deserf'1andseapingisha1].be permitted as .determined by-the Department
of Community Planning and Development. '

STAFF ‘RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL |
TO BE HEARD.BY CITY COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984 L

17. 2-50-83 " Request of GREENE-AND SHROFF ARCHITECTS, LTD. for an

) . Extension-of Time on property generally located on
EXTENSION = . " the east.side of Edmond Street, between E1 Parque
OF TIME _ Avenue .and .0"Bannon. Brive, R-E and N-U Zones (under

- Resolution of Intent to R-PD18).

1
i

ACTION: - APPROVED"
BUGBEE/UNANINOUS

CONDITIONS: - ‘ o
1. ‘This extension -shall expire on August 17, 1985. |

2. Conformance to all ordinance amendments enacted subsequent to the origina]l

approval. '
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: ARPROVAL N
TO BE HEARD%BY‘CITY'COUNCLL;- SEPTEMBER 5,. 1984 : 2
18. :Z-17-83 " Request af:PALACE3STATION‘CASLNO~for a Plot Plan Review
S : for a parking structure on property Tocated at 2411
"PLOT PLAN- - _West Sahara Avenue, C-1 Zone. 3
REVIEW .
ACTION: : APPROVED
BUGBEE%UNANIMOUS
“CONDITION: . X | ' !

1. Conformance to the plot plan and: elevations.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:" APPROVAL -
T0 BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: -AUGUST 15, 1984
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SUPPLEMENTAL :AGENDA: ~ -

1. Z-30-84  : Request of 700 SOUTH 9TH STREET PARTNERSHIP for a

. , Review. of Condition on property located at 700
REVIEW OF South 9th Street, R-1 Zone (under Resolution of
CONDITION Intent to P-R). o
ACTION: APPROVED , N
JOHNSTON/UNANIMOUS

CONDITION:

1. Conditions 3 and 4 of the Resolution of Intent shall be amended to:
"Enter an‘Assessment District Agreement to install street Tights and: pave the
alley as required by the Division of Land Development and Flood Control
of the Department of Community Planning and Development."

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

2. Av-6-84 Request of FRED DORIOT, ARCHITECT for an Admini-
_ strative Variance to allow 13 apartment units where
ADMINISTRATIVE only 12 are permitted on property located at 2116

VARIANCE : Paradise Road, C-1 Zone.

ACTION: APPROVED
~ BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS

CONDITIONS:
1. Conformance to the plot plan.
2. Approval of U-49a84.

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

3. Z-51-73 = ~ Request of GREENE & SHROFF ARCHITECTS,'LTD. for a

o * plot- Plan Review to allow an addition to the existing
PLOT PLAN - ..  building and to remodel the existing building on
REVIEW . property located at 3009 West Charleston Boulevard,
. _ .~ . C<D Zone.
“ACTION: APPROVED -
* COLEMAN/UNANIMOUS
CONDITION:"

1. ‘Cdnférménce to the plot plan and elevations.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: - APPROVAL
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984

4, 1Z-5-84 ~ Request of VERNE LEWTON CONSTRUCTION COMPANYifor a

: ©_ Plot Plan-Review to allow two additional fourplexes
- 'PLOT -PLAN - on property located at 1722 West Bonanza Road, R-E
REVIEW - Zone' (under Resolution of Intent to R-3).

ACTION: . APPROVED
JORNSTON/UNANIMOUS

1. Conformance to the plot plan and etevations.

2. Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be 3rovided
as required by the Planning Commissien and shall be permanently maintained
in-a. satisfactory manner, Failure to properly maintain required land-
.scaping and underground sprinkler system shall be cause for revocation of
a business license. - L

¥
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4. 7-5-84° PLOT PLAN REVIEW (Continued)

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

4. A1l mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall be screened
" from view from the abutting streets. '

5. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all City
departments. ' '

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

7. Repair any damage to the existing street improvements resulting from this
‘development. as required by the Department of Design and Development.

8. Provision of fire hydrants and water flow as required by the Department of
~Fire Services. , -

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL ’ ‘
THIS ACTION BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION IS FINAL

5. Z-49-82 ' Request of WEST CHARLESTON CHIROPRACTIC MEDICAL
‘ BUILDING for a Plot Plan Review on property located
PLOT PLAN ©. . at 6212 West Charleston Boulevard, R-3 Zone (under
REVIEW o Resolution of Intent to C-1).
ACTION: APPROVED
"BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS -
CONDITIONS:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.’

2. Llandscaping 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 system shall be cause for revocation of
a business license.

3. Submittal of a 1andécaping plan prior to or at the same time application is
made for a building permit, license or prier to occupancy. '

4. A1l mechanical equipment, air conditﬁoners(and trash areas shall be screened
from view from the abutting streets. ;

5. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all City
departments. ‘

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

7. Repair any damage te. the éxisting street improvements resulting from this
development as required by the Department of Design and Development.

8. Provision of fire hydrants and water flow as required by the Department of
‘Fire Services. ‘ ’

9. Conformance to the original conditions of approval of Z-49-82.

10. The revised development plan on -the balance of the property shall be
-approved by the Planning Commission. »

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
THIS ACTION BY THE .CITY PLANNING COMMISSION IS FINAL
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6. AR-4-84 Request of MACHAN HAMPSHIRE PROPERTIES, INC. for an
Aesthetic Review to allow a six-story office building

AESTHETIC on property generally located on the southwest corner
REVIEW . of Bonneville Street and Las Vegas Boulevard South,
" C-2 Zone. : '
ACTION: APPROVED
BUGBEE/UNANIMOUS
CONDITIONS:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

2. 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 Tand-
scaping and underground sprinkler system shall be cause for revocation of
a business license. '

w
.

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

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

5. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all City
departments. '

o

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

7. Repair any damage to the existing street improvements resulting from this
development as required by the Department of Design and Development.

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

Install off-site imbrovements as required by the Divisfon of Land Develop-
ment and Flood Control of the Department of Community Planning and
Development. : ‘

(Yo

10. Conformance to requirements of the Traffic Engineer.

11. Dedicate 5 feet of right-of-way for Las Vegas Boulevard South and 15 foot
radius corner at the.intersection of Las Vegas Boulevard South and Bonne-
ville Avenue-as required by the Department of Design and Development.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL )
TO BE HEARD BY CITY COUNCIL: SEPTEMBER 5, 1984 -

7. 1-105-62 Request of HAVLICK, HUGHES AND GILLILAND for a Plot
Plan Review to allow an additional store building
and the exterior remodeling of the existing shopping
center on property generally located on the southwest

ACTION: APPROVED ~ corner of Bonanza Road and Eastern Avenue, C-1 Zone.
JOHNSTON/UNANIMOUS ' '
CONDITIONS:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

2. 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 system shall be cause for revocation of
a business license. '

VSTAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL
THIS ACTION BY. THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION IS FINAL

-—-----»---—-—-—-—_—-—_-_.-_.—--.._—-_‘___—_-_-_-.._____--—-—-—-—-—-—...-_-_-..--

DIRECTOR'S BUSINESS:

1. PLANNING. Consider. cancelling the August 28, 1984 meeting.
COMMISSION . - ;e
MEETING:

ACTION: APPROVED CANCELLATION OF AUGUST 28, 1984 MEETING R

eomiien  JORNS T oM/ U AN MO i cimmmmmemedmmemme—mo—ms—msemommsomss
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MINUTES:
June 14, 1984

OLD BUSINESS:

1. VAC-T4-84

(Abeyance from -

7/12/84)

2. EXTENSION -
OF TIME

TORREY PINES
CLUSTERS
TENTATIVE MAP_

(Abeyance from
7/12/84)

3. 1-45-84

(Abeyaﬁcé'ffbm
7/12/84) © -

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,

ANNOTATED AGENDA
CITY PLANNING COMMISSICN

. AUGUST 9, 1984

Coleman, Guthrie
NOES: None

APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
Coleman, Guthrie
NOES: None :

' SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. One year to record
C statement. -

. 2. Standard conditions.

PROTESTS: O

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy , Bugbee,'
. Coleman, Guthrie
NQES: None

SPECIAL CONDITION: 1. Extension of time to expire
e o | July 6, 1985.

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy,- Bugbee,
. ~  Coleman, Guthr1e »
NOES: HNone

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. 'R01 w1th a 12- month
. time limit.

2. Install sidewa]ks and -
street Tights on 11th
St. and pave the alley
as required by the
. Dept. of Design and
" Development.

3. Provide 20' rear yard and

' 5' side yard setbacks and

1imit the proaect to 45 unit:
~as provided in the R-5

district. !

~ PROTESTS: Dan Piper, 421 South 14th Street
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NEW

7-100-64(119)
PLOT PLAN

" REVIEW

(Abeyance from
7/12/84)

BUSINESS:

3.

TENTATIVE MAP

QUAIL PARK I
(COMMERCIAL
CONDOMINIUM

'CONVERSION)

FINAL MAP
QUAIL PARK I
(COMMERCIAL

CONDOMINIUM
CONVERSION)

TENTATIVE MAP
GRANT ESTATES

APPROVED - COLEMAN/AYES:

AUQUL Ty s

Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
- Coleman, Guthrie
NOES: None

Conformance to the plot
plan and.amended elevations.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.

APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
Coleman, Guthrie
NOES: None

Staff to approve CC&R's
relative to parking space
allocation prior to
recordation of final map.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.

2. Standard‘éonditibns.

Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
Coleman, Guthrie
~ - NOES: None ' '

APPROVED - GUTHRIE/AYES:

" SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Approval of the

tentative map.

2. Conformance with the
: tentative map.

-Conformance to conditions
of approval of the
tentative map.

APPROVED -‘BUGBEE/AYES: Kennedy, Bugbee, Coleman, Guthrie
NOES: None . '
ABSTAINED: Johnston

SPECIAL'CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance to conditions

of approval for Z-39-84.

2. Conformance to the Flood ;
Hazard Reduction Ordinance. i

3. Vacation of the U. S.
Government Patent Reservatiot

l

4. Standard conditions.




7.

ANNOTATED AGENDA

4.

5.

6.

FINAL MAP

GRANT ESTATES

VAC-16-84

A-16-84(A)

7-54-84

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES:
NOES:

CRH4ISSION MEETING -

AUGUS T

[Ygs - Fra 9

7,

Kennedy, Bugbee, Coleman, Guthrie

None

ABSTAINED:

Johnston

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.

ABEYANCE - BUGBEE/AYES:
NOES:

PROTESTS:

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES:
NOES:

.-

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES:
NOES:

Approval of the
tentative map.

Conformance with the
tentative map. -

Conformance to the
conditions of approval
of the tentative map.

Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
Coleman, Guthrie

None

Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
Coleman, Guthrie

None

Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
Coleman, Guthrie

None

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.

Resolution .of Intent

Approval of the plot plans
and elevations of each phase
of development by the
Planning Commission, .
except the 44 acre C-1

site for which there are
plans.

Standard. conditions 2-8
shall apply to the C-1,
P-R and R-PD23, and R-PD12

portions of the development.

Provisions of CC&R's for
the maintenance of the
Take as required by the
Clark County Health Dept.

Standard conditions 5-8
shall apply to the R-1,
R-PD3, R-PD4 and R-PD7
portions of the development.

(see page 4)
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7. 7-54-84 - o 6. Amendment of the Major
' Street Plan to include
the major streets proposed.

7. Dedicate 75 feet of right-
of-way for Sahara Avenue
and.50 feet of right-of-
way for -Durango Drive,
Desert. Inn Road and Fort -
Apache Road and the radius
corners at the intersection
of the above-cited streets
as required by the Dept.
of Design and Development
as related to each phase
of development.

8. Install street improvements
on Sahara Avenue, Durango
Drive, Desert Inn Road and
Fort Apache Road as required
by the Division of Land
Development and Flood
Control of the Dept. of
Community Planning and
Development as related to -
each phase of development.’

9. Submit a hydrology study
to the Division of Land
Development and Flood
Control of the-Dept. of

. Community Planning and
. Development as related
“to each phase of development.

10.

‘ this overal
o~ _— - } -are- devel

his R-PD7 parcel
maximum density of R-

11. Provide CC&R's for the
maintenance of the land-
scaping in the dedicated.
public right-of-way.

12. The C-V site in the south-

east portion of the’
development shall be amended
to R-PD12 and the southerly .
700 feet of the easterly
700 feet of the R-PD23 site
in the northwest corner of

_the project shall be
amended to C-V for a net -
area of 10 acres.

13. Provide eenduits for
installation of street lights
- in~the future. : v

14. - Close the north driveway
of the employee parking .
area of the Citicorp site
as required by the Traffic

"Engineer.. . :

PROTESTS: 1




it S S et e

ANNOTATED AGENDA -
8. TENTATIVE MAP
THE LAKES OF

WEST SAHARA
PHASE 1

9. 7-55-84

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AUGUST 9, 1984 - PAGE 5

APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy,. Bugbee,’
Coleman, Guthrie

NOES:

SPECIAL CONDI

None .

TIONS: 1.
2.
3.
4.

Approval of zonming
application Z-54-84.

Conformance to the
conditions of approval
for Z-54-84.

No vehicular access from
the abutting residential
Tots to any street which
has a width of 80 feet or
greater and is Tocated
within the perimeter of
the development.

A waiver be permiited
for the length of the
cul-de-sac streets.

.‘ Approval of the hammerhead

cul-de-sac design for the
private streets in the
R-PD3 and R-PD4 areas.

Provide emergency access
to each residential area-

‘as required by the Dept.

of Fire Services with final

- design to be approved by

the Dept.- of Community
Planning and Development.

Provide pavéd‘aCCess alohg
Sahara Avenue from Durango
Drive to the most westerly

-north/south street and on
‘both north/south streets

from Sahara Avenue to the
interior loop street as
required by the Dept. of
Community Planning and

- Development.

Wall statement.

Standard conditions.

.‘APPROVED - COLEMAN/AYES:‘~Johnston; Kennedy, Bugbee,

Coleman, Guthrie

NOES:

None .

SPECJAL CONDITIONS: 1.

PROTESTS: 0

2.

Cohformance'to the
plot plan.

:Insta11 street improvements

on Rose Street as required

by the Division of Land

Development and Flood
Control of the Dept. of
Community Planning and
Development.




10.

1.

7-56-84

7-57-84
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APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
- Coleman, Guthrie ,

NOES: None

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1.
2.

3.
PROTESTS: 'Char]es Tarr

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES: Johnston, Bugbee, Guthrie
: o NOES: Kennedy, Coleman '

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: . 1.

2.

joint use.

’Reso]ution'of‘Intehtfwith

. The plot plans and elevations
.of the R-PD16 and R-PD20

‘be approved by the Planning
“Commission.

- pDedicate 60 feet of right-

property line radius corners

Standard conditions 1-8.

Provision of a means of
access for two-way traffic
to this site approved by
City Council if it is for

a twelve-month time limit.

ROI with a twelve-month
time limit. ‘

Standard conditions 2-8
shall apply to the R-PD16,
R-PD20 and C-1 districts.

shall be approved by the
Planning Commission and
City Council.

The plot plans and elevations
of the R-CL and C-1 shall

Some modifications of the
proposed street plan shall
be required at the time of
the subdivision.

of-way for Westcliff Drive,
40 feet. of right-of-way
for Tenaya Way and 25 foot

at the intersections of
Westcliff Drive and Tenaya
Way and Tenaya Way and
Washington Avenue as :
required by the Dept. of "
Design and Development.
Construct street improve-
ments on Westcliff Drive,
Tenaya Way and Washington.
Avenue as-required by

the Division of Land
Development and Flood
Control of the Dept. of -
Cormunity Planning and
Development.

Submit a hydrology study

to the Division of Land
Development and Flood
Control of the Dept. of
Community Planning and
Development for each pro--. -
Eosed parcel. '

A
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i1 -57- : : ‘fhe north 140 feet of

1. 2-57-84 - % parcel 1 shall be amended
to R-1 and. parcel & amended
to R-PD20.

PROTESTS: Ron Ingram, 7016 South Alamosa Way
Petition with approx. 28 signatures 1
Gloria Isaacs, 7208 West Washington
John Tagmar, 7001 South Alamosa Way
James McCall, 3700 Las Vegas Blvd. Scuth

. Elaine Flemming Smith, 1012 Pagosa Way
David Ewing, 1009 Tenaya Way
Barbara Shaw, 7404 Rain Cloud
Vince Martinez, 7100 Alamosa Way

. Rick Knowle, 7216 West Washington

n protest

12. Z-58-84 APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,

Coleman, Guthrie
NOES: None

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Standard conditions 1-8.

2. ‘Construct a 6 foot block

- wall along the south
property line stepped down
to 4 feet maximum with the
top 2 feet 50% open from
the side of the building
to Pahor Drive. :

3. Resolution of Intent with

PROTESTS: O a twelve-month time limit.
13. Z-59-84 - 'APPROVED - BUGGEE/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
: Coleman, Guthrie
NOES: None
. 4 SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. :Standard conditions 1-8.

" 2. Provision of a 6-foot
block wall along the south
property line and provision
of a 6<foot block wall
along the eact property line
set back 10 feet for land-
scaping and provide inter- |
woven slots in the chain-
Tink fence extending above
.the block wall along the !
east property line.

3. Al11 lighting for the tennis
court shall be directed
away from the south and
east property lines.

4. 1Install street improvements
on Redrock Street and side-
walk on Jones Blvd. as
required by the Division
of Land Development and
Flood Control of the Dept.

. of Community Planning and
Development.

5. Resolution of Intent with
a twelve-month time limit.

PROTESTS: 0 | i




" 14,

15.

 16.

-17.

18.

AMNOTATED AGENDA

7-14-84

PLOT PLAN

REVIEW

Z-101-77

REVIEW OF-

CONDITION

Z-58-83

PLOT PLAN
REVIEW

Z-50-83

~ EXTENSION

OF TIME

Z-1 7-é3

PLOT PLAN
REVIEW

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AUGUST 9, 1Y84 - FAGL. ©

 APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
‘ Coleman, Guthrie o
NOES: None

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance to the . -
plot plan and elevations.

- 2. Conformance to the condi-
tions of approval of
Z-14-84 pertinent to
this site.

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
. Coleman, Guthrie
NOES: None

APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
Coleman, Guthrie '
'NOES: None

[

* SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance to the plot
' ' L plans and.elevations.

2. Desert 1andscap1ng shall.
“be permitted as determined
by the Dept. of Community
Planning and Deve]opment

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
Coleman,. Guthr1e ;
NOES: : None

'SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. This extension shall
e - expire 8/17/85.

2. Conformance to all
ordinance amendments
. epacted subsequent to -
the original approval.

o APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES _Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
o .7 Coleman, Guthrie
NOES "None

-

SPECIAL CONDITION:. 1. Conformance to the plot |
- ' plan and elevations.
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SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA: ,
1. Z-30-%4 - APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
. _ Coleman, Guthrie
REVIEW OF - NOES: None
CONDITION
SPECIAL CONDITION: 1. Conditions 3 and 4 of the ROI shall be
: amended to: "Enter an Assessment District
Agreement to install street lights and
pave the alley as required by the Division
of Land Development and Flood Control of
_ the Dept. of Community Planning and
- ' Development.
2. Av-6-84 APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
, _ Coleman, Guthrie
ADMINISTRATIVE NOES: None
AGENDA '
SPECIAL CONDITIONS: - 1. Conformance to the plot plan.
2. Approval of U-49-84. -
3. 1-51-73 , APPROVED - COLEMAN/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
- ' ' "Coleman, Guthrie
PLOT PLAN o . “NOES: None ’
REVIEW: -
SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance to the plot plan and
. elevations.
4, 71-5-84-°~ - | - APPROVED-JOHNSTON /AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
4 : .Coleman, Guthrie
PLOT PLAN - C " NOES: None
REVIEW
SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance to the plot plan and
, - elevations. : '
2. Standard conditions 2-8.
5. Z7-49-82 . APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,
' ' : - Coleman, Guthrie -
PLOT PLAN _ I NOES: None
REVIEW S S .

© SPECIAL CONDITIONS: .1. Standard conditiens 1-8.

:' 2. .Conformance to the original conditions
.~ of approval of Z-49-82.

3. ‘The revised development plan on the
balance of the property shall be
approved by the Planning Commission.




ANNOTATED AGENDA

6. AR-4-84
AESTHETIC
REVIEW

7. 1-105-62

.

* DIRECTOR'S BUSINESS

1. Planning
Commission
Meeting

APPROVED - BUGBEE/AYES:
NOES:

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

1.

- CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AUGUST 9, 1984 - -PAGE 10

Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee,

Coleman, Guthrie
None

Conformance to the plot plan and
elevations amended to provide for the
5 foot major setback.

Standard conditions 2-8.

Install off-site imbrovehents as required
by the Division of Land Development and
Flood Control of the Dept. of Community
Planning and Development.

Conformance to requirements of Traffic
Engineer.

Dedicate 5 feet of right-of-way for

“Las Vegas Blvd. South and a 15 foot

radius corner at the intersection of
Las Vegas Blvd. South and Bonneville
Ave. as required by the Dept.of
Design and Development.

- 'APPROVED - JOHNSTON/AYES: Johnston, Kennedy, Bugbee, .

Coleman, Guthrie

NOES: None--

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: 1. Conformance to the plot plan and

2.

elevations.

Standard conditions #2.

CONSIDER CANCELLING THE AUGUST -28, 1984 MEETING.

APPROVED CANCELLATION OF AUGUST 28, 1984 MEETING - JOHNSTON/AYES:

~ Unanimous




NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
AUGUST 9, 1984

Notice is hereby given that on August 9, 1984 at 7:30‘P.M}‘1n the Council
Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, the City
Planning Commission will hear the application of: S

7-56-84 ADELE B. ROBERTS FOR RECLASSIFICATION

OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED SOUTH

OF JOHNSON AVENUE BETWEEN PECOS ROAD

AND GOLD BAR COURT.
FROM:. R-1 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE)
'T0:  R-3 (LIMiTED MULTIPLE RESIDENCE)
PROPOSED USE: MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL -

' (APARTMENTS)

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED
AS A PORTION OF THE SOUTH HALF (S%) OF
THE SOUTHWEST -QUARTER (SWi) OF THE
SOUTHWEST QUARTER.(SW%) OF SECTION 31,
TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 62 EAST.

Any and all interested persons may appear before the City Planning Commission
either in person or by representative and object to or express approval

of the propesed reclassification; or may, prior to this hearing, file with
the Department of Community Planning and Development, written ob3ect1ons
thereto or approval thereof.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

~ AND DEVELOPMENT
i:L.«W D%

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

HPF : cme ‘

(The information contained above is considered to be accurate; however, :
there may be minor variations involved. A complete detailed legal descr1pt1on
is on file in the Department of Commun1tyP1ann1ng and Deve]opment )

SEE LOCATION MAP ON REVERSE SIDE
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
AUGUST 9, 1984

-~

Notice is nereéby given that on August §,°1984 at 7:30 P.M. in the Councii ™~
Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, ,Las Vegas, Nevada, the City -
P]anning_Commission will hear the application of:

7-54-84 WEST SAHARA INVESTMENT CO. FOR RECLASSIFICATION
' OF PROPERTY GENERALLY BOUNDED BY SAHARA AVENUE
ON THE NORTH, DURANGO DRIVE ON THE EAST, DESERT
INN ROAD ON THE SOUTH, AND FORT APACHE WAY ON THE.
WEST. C
FROM: N-U (NON-URBAN)

T0:  R-1 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE),
R-PD3 (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT),
R-PL4: (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT),
R-PD75(RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT!,
R-PD12 (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPHENT),
R-PD23 (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMEMT),
p-R (PROFESSIONAL OFFICES & PARKING),
C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL) AND
C-v (CIVIC)

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS
SECTION 8, TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, M.D.M.

Any and all interested persons may appear before the City Planning Commission
either in person or by representative and object to or express -approval

-of the proposed reclassification; or may, prior to this hearing, file with

the Department of Community Planning and Development, written objections
thereto or approval thereof. :
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY NING
AND DEVELOPMENT - LA
) 4_—~‘__ﬂ5467/(;2 /”*T\\{EERQ
HAROLD P. FOSTER, BE%%CTOR
HPF : cme

(The information contained above is considered to be accurate; however,

there may be minor variations involved. A complete detailed legal description
ity Planning and Development).

is on file in the Department of Communi

SEE LOCATION MAP ON REVERSE SIDE.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
AUGUST 9, 1984

Notice is hereby given that on August 9, 1984 at 7:30 P.M. in the Council
Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, the City
Planning Commission will hear the application of:

7-55-84 SOUTHERN NEVADA MEMORIAL HOSPITAL FOR RECLASSIFICATION
OF PROPERTY LOCATED AT 901 ROSE STREET.
FROM: R-E (RESIDENCE ESTATES)
70:  C-V (CIVIC)
PROPOSED USE: PARKING LOT

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS
LOT 17 IN BLOCK 4 OF WOODAND PARK.

Any and all interested persons may appear before the City Planning Commission:
either in person or by representative and object to or express approval

of the proposed reclassification; or may, prior to this hearing, -file with

the Department of Community Planning and Development, written objections
thereto or approval thereof. ’

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
ND DEVELOPMENT '

| PR

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

HPF :cme : _ _

(The information contained above is considered to be accurate; however,

there may be minor variations involved. A complete detailed legal description
is on file in the Department of CommunityPlanning and Development.)

SEE LOCATION MAP ON REVERSE SIDE
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
AUGUST 9, 1984

Notice is hereby given that on August 9, 1984 at 7:30 P.M. in the Council
Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, the City
Pianning Commission will hear the application of:

Z-57-84 THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT CO.
FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY
LOCATED NORTH OF WES%CLIFF DRIVE, SOUTH OF
WASHINGTON AVENUE, WEST OF RAINBOW BOULEVARD

N CACT N Hrral nD T
f-\l\u CRo!U Ul Bul |'r'\|_0 DI’\.L\!E.

FROM: N-U (NON-URBAN)
T0: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL),
R-CL (SINGLE FAMILY COMPACT LOT),
R-PD16 (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT),
R-PD20 (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT),
R-PD22 (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT),
R-PD24 (RESIDENTIAL PLANNED DEVELOPMENT)
PROPOSED USES: COMMERCIAL, MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
AND MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS
A PORTION OF THE SOUTH HALF (S3) OF SECTION 27,
TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, M.D.M. (

Any and ail interested persuns may appear before the City Pianning Commission
either in person or by representative and object to or express approval

of the proposed reclassification; or may, prior to this hearing, file with.
the Department of Community Planning and Development, written objections
thereto or approval thereof.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT e

" 4

B
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

HPF : cme .

(The information contained above is considered to be accurate; however,

there may be minor variations involved. A complete detailed legal description
is on file in the Department of CommunityPlanning and Development.)

SEE LOCATION MAP ON REVERSE SIDE
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
- AUGUST 9, 1984

Notice is hereby given that on August 9, 1984 at 7:30 P.M. in the Council
Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada, the City
Planning Commission will hear the application of:

Z-58-84 MARY WILEY FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 2021 WEST CHARLESTON BOULEVARD.
FROM: R-1 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE)
TO: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL)
PROPOSED USE:  FLORIST SHOP

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS.LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS
LOT 1 OF PAHOR TRACT.

Any and all interested persons may appear before the City Planning Commission
either in person or by representative and object to or express approval

" of the proposed reclassification; or may, prior to this hearing, file-with
the Department of Community Planning and Development, written objections
thereto or approval thereof.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING -
ND DEVELOPMENT

~ g N
— /L(‘// kea“)‘LS-
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR
HPF :cme .
(The information contained above is considered to be accurate; however,

there may be minor variations involved. A complete detailed legal description
is on file in the Departmert of CommunityPlanning and Development. )

SEE LOCATION MAP ON REVERSE SIDE
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
“AUGUST 9, 1984

Notice is hereby given that on August 9, 1984 at 7:30 P.M. in the Council
Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Llas Vegas, Nevada, the City
Planning Commission will hear the application of: :

Z-59-84 HENRY SOBEL FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE EAST SIDE OF JONES
BOULEVARD BETWEEN CHARLESTON BOULEVARD AND
DEL REY AVENUE.
FROM: R-E (RESIDENCE ESTATES)
T0: P-R (PROFESSIONAL OFFICES & PARKING)
PROPOSED USE: OFFICES

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS
A PORTION OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER (NW3) OF
THE NORTHWEST QUARTER (NW3) OF SECTION 1,
TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, M.D.B.& M.

Any and all interested persons may appear before the City Planning-Commission
either in person or by representative and object to or express approval

of the. proposed reclassification; or may, prior to this hearing, file with
the Department of Community Planning and Development, written objections
thereto or approval thereof. : : ‘

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT .

<
a 07 Dt
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR '
HPF : cme
(The information contained above is considered to be accurate; however,

there may be minor variations involved. A complete detailed legal description
is on file in the Department of CommunityPlanning and Development.)

SEE LOCATION MAP ON REVERSE SIDE
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MINUTES

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
AUGUST 9, 1984

CALL TO ORDER: A regular meeting of the'City Planning Commission was.called to
' order at 7:30 P.M. by Vice-Chairman Kennedy in the Council Ghambers -
at City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada.

PRESENT:- | s Vice Chairman Kennedy
- Mr. Johnston .
Mr. Bugbee
Mrs. Coleman -
Mr. Guthrie .

EXCUSED: Mrs. Tracy
' Chairman Mack

STAFF PRESENT: Robert C. Clemmer, Chief, Zoning Division of Department of
Community Planning and Development
Robert Genzer, -Senior. Planner '
Rick Williams, Senior Planner
Harry Von Busch, Planner
Val Steed, Deputy City Attorney
Linda Owens, Deputy City Clerk

ANNOUNCEMENT : MR. CLEMMER stated the agenda for this regular meeting of the
_ ' City Planning Commission has been posted and mailed in accord-
ance with NRS Chapter 241 and affidavits .are on file in the
office of the Department of Community Planning and Development.

REZONING CONDITIONS: MR. CLEMMER read the normal conditions that would apply to any‘
‘ approved rezoning items heard at this meeting. .

MINUTES: * MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Minutes fonthé
June 14, 1984 City Planning Commission meeting. Motion for .
APPROVAL carried unanimously.

OLD BUSINESS:

“1. VAC-14-84 Petition of Vacation submitted by R. A. HOMES, INC. to Vacate

Coran Lane, a 60 foot wide right-of-way from the east right-
(Abeyance from of-way line of Decatur Boulevard easterly approximately .

7/12/84) 350 feet and to vacate approximately the southerly 10 feét
of Madeline Drive. , o
APPROVED : -
MR. GENZER stated this item was a requirement of the approved
tentative map for Concord Village Subdivision. It was held”, .
in abeyance at the last meeting because the applicant was not~
present. Staff recommends approval, subject to: 1) If the .
Order of Vacation is not recorded within one year after approvatl
by the City Council or an extension is not granted by the Jo
Planning Commission, approval will terminate and a newgﬁetipioﬁf
will have to be submitted , and 2) Standard conditions.” S

GARY LAKE. R. A. Homes, Inc., 3430 East Flamingo Road,
appeared and represented the application. They are in
agreement with staff's recommendations.

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of VAC-14-84, subject
to staff's conditions. :

Voting was as follows:
"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. §ngee,

Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie
"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

 ANNOTATED MINUTES - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - A VERBATIM TAPE IS ON FILE
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2.. EXTENSION OF Request of TANDEM DEVELOPMENTS, INC. for an Extension of
- TIME Time on property generally located on the southwest
. corner of Torrey Pines Drive and Balzar Avenue, N-U Zone
TORREY PINES (under Resolution of Intent to R-PD14).
CLUSTERS :
TENTATIVE MAP MR. GENZER stated this item was also held in abeyance
. . ~ because the. applicant was not present. Staff recommends
(Abeyance from approval, subject to: 1) Extension of Time to expire .
 7/12/84) © July 6, 1985.

APPROVED DIANA KOVACH.vWaTIace Engineering, 1555 South Rainbow,
appeared and represented the applicant. They are in
agreement with staff's condition. :

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Extemsion of
Time for Torrey Pines Clusters Tentative Map.

Voting was as follows: |
- . WAYES"" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee, -
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie
"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

3. Z-45-84 | App]ication of MIKE BOGICH for reclassification of property

_ located at 211 South 11th Street, from R-4 (Apartment
APPROVED Residence) to R-5 (Downtown Apartment). -

'Proposed Use: High Density Apartments (Three Storiés)

MR. CLEMMER stated this project consists of two buildings
totalling 48 units. There is a staircase in the rear which
is within ‘the 20 foot rear yard setback. : The building is
23 stories high. Half of the parking is subterranean and
half is above grade. The side setbacks on the parking
structure are required to have a Variance. The buildings

- are aesthetically pleasing. Staff would recommend approval,
subject to: 1) Resolution of Intent with a twelve~month
time 1imit, 2) Install sidewalks and street Tights on
11th Street and pave the alley as required by the Department
of Design and Development, 3) Provide 20 foot rear yard
and 5 foot side yard setbacks, 4) Limit the project to
45 units as provided in the R-5 district, and 5) Standard
conditions 1 through 8. They have applied for a Variance
application on the setback deviations. This item will be
heard by the City Council on September 5, 1984 if it is =
acted upon at this meeting. :

ALLEN STEWART, Medallion DeVe1oper, 6060 Boulder Highway,
appeared and represented the owner.

DAN PIPER, 421 South'13th Street, appeared in protest. They
would prefer this area transition to P-R zoning,. :

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of 7-45-84, subject.to
“staff's recommendations. :

'Votihg was as follows:

"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
' Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie .

"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY annouhced this item would be heard by
the City Council on September 5, 1984. L

ANNOTATED MINUTES - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AUGUST 9, 1984 - PAGE 2




Z-100-64(119)

PLOT PLAN
REVIEW

(Abeyance from
7/12/84)

APPROVED

NEW BUSINESS:

1.

TENTATIVE MAP

QUAIL PARK I
(COMMERCIAL
CONDOMINIUM

* CONVERSION)

APPROVED

ANNOTATED MINUTES

Request of ILAN SILBERTEIN for a Plot Plan Review to
construct an additional floor to the existing 10 floor
office building and to convert the 5th floor from parking
to office use on property located at 330 South Third
Street, R-4 Zone (under Resolution of Intent to c-2).

MR. CLEMMER stated this project was approved as a ten

story building a few years ago and has been incomplete ,
for a while. They are proposing to construct an 11th floor on
the building for office use and convert the 5th floor from
parking to office space. That change will increase

the floor area from 19,600 square feet of office area

to a total of 68,600. The parking is acceptable. Staff
would . recommend approval, subject to: 1) Conformance

to the plot plan and amended elevations. If this item

is acted upon this evening, it will be heard by the City
Council on September 5, 1984.

The applicant was not present so this item was held until
later in the meeting whereby the applicant was present,

(This item was heard again*after Item 11, Z-47-84.)

DOUGLAS VINEYARD, 9111 Vineyard Road, appeared and
represented the applicant. Construction will start

in September on this project.. They will be utilizing
parking in the County parking garage and other areas.
MRS. COLEMAN made a Motion for, APPROVAL of Z-100-64(119),
Plot Plan Review, subject to staff's recommendation. - . -

Voting was as follows:

"AYES" 'Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
. Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie :
"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

el

Property generally located on the southeast corner of

Rancho Drive and Palomino Lane, C-1 Zone.
Owner/Subdivider: Quail Park, A Nevada Limited Partnership
No. of Acres: 6.3 No. of Units: 27

MR. GENZER stated this is an existing office complex with
full improvements. Staff recommends approval, subject to:
1) Staff approval of the CC&R's relative to parking space
allocation prior to recordation of the final map, and 2)
Standard conditions. '

CHARLEY JOHNSON, 2300 Paseo Del Prado, appeared and
represented the applicant. They agree to all of staff's
conditions. ’

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Tentative Map
for Quail Park I (Commercial Condominium Conversion), subject
to staff's conditions. '

Voting was as foTTows:

"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie

"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried dnanimouS]y.

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AUGUST 9, 1984 - PAGE 3




2. FINAL MAP
QUAIL PARK I
(COMMERCIAL
CONDOMINIUM
CONVERSION)

APPROVED

3. TENTATIVE MAP
GRANT ESTATES
APPROVED

4. FINAL MAP
GRANT ESTATES
APPROVED

Property generally located on the southeast corner of
Rancho Drive and Palomino Lane, C-1 Zone.

Owner/Subdivider: Quail Park, A Nevada Limited Partnership
No. of Acres: 6.3 No. of Units: 27

MR. GENZER stated staff recommends approval, subject to: 1)
Approval of the tentative map, 2) Conformance with the
tentative map, and 3) Conformance to the conditions of -
approval for the tentative map. '

CHARLEY JOHNSON, 2300 Paseo Del Prado, appeared and
represented the applicant. They are in agreement with
staff's conditions.:

MR. GUTHRIE made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Final Map for
Quail Park I (Commercial Condominium Conversion).

Voting was as follows:

WAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr, Bugbee,
' Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie. '
"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

Property generally located on the northwest corner of Cory
Place and Mohawk Street, R-1 Zone (a portion under
Resolution of Intent to R-CL).

Owner: -Dell R. Nielson and Penny Nielson

Subdivider: George Grant and John Hayner

No. of Acres: 2.5] No. of Lots: 11

MR. GENZER stated this application is for a single-family
subdivision.map. ' There are 5 R-CL lots adjacent to a
proposed R-CL development.to the west. The remaining lots
are R-1.adjacent to R-1 on the east and south. Staff

- precommends approval, subject to: 1) Conformance to the

conditions of approval for Z-39-84, 2) Conformance to the
Flpod Hazard Reduction Ordinance, 3) Vacation of U. S.
Government Patent Reservations, and 4) Standard conditions.

CHARLES BRECHLER, 3433 Losee Road, appeared and represented
the applicant. They concur with staff's recommendations.

‘They will be using on-site retention on the deep R-CL lots

to reduce the f1ood hazard. .

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Tentative Map
for Grant Estates, subject to staff's recommendations.

Voting was as follows:

"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Bugbee, Mrs. Coleman,
Mr. Guthrie ' : ,

WNOES"  None

"ABSTAINED" My. Johnston

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

Property generally located on the northwest corner of Cory
Place and Mohawk Street, R-1 Zone (a portion under Resolution
of Intent to R-CL).

Owner: Dell R. Nielson and Penny Nielson

Subdivider: George Grant and John Hayner

No. of Acres: 2.51 No. of Lots: 11
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4, FINAL MAP

(Continued)

5. VAC-16-84
ABEYANCE

6. A-16-84(A)
APPROVED

~ ANNOTATED MINUTES

MR. GENZER stated staff recommends approval, subject to:

1) Approval of the tentative map, 2) Conformance with

the tentative map, and 3) Conformance to the conditions

of approval for the tentative map. The applicant has requested
the tentative map and final map be heard by the City Council
on August 15, 1984. 4

CHARLES BRECHLER, 3433 Losee Road, appeared and represented
the applicant. .They concur in staff's recommendations,

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Final Map for
Grant Estates, subject to staff's recommendations.

Voting‘was'as follows:

"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Bugbee, Mrs, Coleman,
Mr. Guthrie '

"NOES" None . -

"ABSTAINED" Mr. Johnston

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanihously,‘

Petition of Vacation submitted by CALIFORNIA FEDERAL SAVINGS

‘AND LOAN ASSOCIATION to vacate a portion of Daisetta Street,
‘generally located west of Lamb Boulevard and North of Thyme

Avenue.

MR. GENZER stated this is a portion of what is basically a
paper street.. It was part of a previous subdivision plan
which was never developed. At previous meetings the new
plan was approved and this Vacation was a condition, of -
approval of the tentative map. Staff would recommend
approval, subject to: 1) If the Order of Vacation is not
recorded within one year after approval by the City Council
or an extension is not granted by the Planning Commission,
approval will terminate and a new petition will have to be
submitted, and 2) Standard-conditions.

No, one appeared to represént the application.

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for ABEYANCE of VAC-16-84 because

no one appeared to represent the application. :

Voting was as follows:

BAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
‘Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie

"NOES" None

Motion for ABEYANCE carried unanimously.

Petition of Anmexation submitted by THE BOARD OF REGENTS,

UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA SYSTEM to annex property generally
located on the east side of Torrey Pines Drive between
West Charleston Boulevard and Oakey Boulevard, containing
approximately 79 acres.

MR. GENZER stated this is the site of the proposed West
Charleston Community College. It is completely surrounded
by the City of Las Vegas. -Staff recommends approval.

PAUL MEECHUM, Clark County Community College, appeared and
represented the Uniyersity of Nevada System.
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6. A-16-84(A)

(Continued)

7. 1-54-84
~ APPROVED

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of A<16-84(A),
Voting was as follows:

WAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
: Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie '
"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

Application of WEST SAHARA INVESTMENT COMPANY for reclassifi-
cation of property generally bounded by Sahara Avenue on the
north, Durango Drive on the east, Desert Inn Road on the
south and Fortfpache Way on the west, from N-U (Non-Urban)

to R-1 (Single-Family Residence) R-PD3 (Residential Planned
Deve]opmentg_R—PD4 (Residential Planned Development), R-PD7
(Residential Planned Development), R-PD12 (Residential Planned
Development), R-PD23 (Residential Planned Development), P-R
(Professional Offices and Parking), C-1 (Limited Commercial),
and C-V (Civic).

MR. CLEMMER stated this project is on a squaré mile of land,
It consists of 659 acres and is proposed to contain 5100 units,
which comes to 7.8 units per acre. This site is just south of

"the Peccole property:that was approved for development recently.

Staff feels the project should be cut down in density approxi-
mately 300 units. They are proposing to shift the C-V site,
which is for a school, to the southeast portion of the. R-PD23
parcel. They are proposing C-1 on the corner of Durango and
Sahara, C-1 for the Citicorp development, P-R to the west on
Sahara, C-1 on the southeast and southwest corners of the site,
R-PD23 along the boundary of Desert Inn Road. Staff feels this
is an acceptable zoning pattern if reduced to 4800 units. Staff
would recommend approval, subject to: 1) Resolution of Intent,
2) Approval of the plot plans and elevations of each phase of
development by the Planning Commission, except the 44 acre site

- for Citicorp, 3) Standard conditions 2 through 8 shall apply

to the C-1, P-R and R-PD23 and R-PD12 portiens of the development,
4), Provisions of CC&R's for the maintenance of the lake as
required by the Clark County Health Department, 5) Standard
conditions 5 through 8 shall apply to the R-1, R-PD3, R-PD4 and
R-PD7 portions of the development, 6) Amendment of the Major
Street Plan to include the major streets proposed, 7) Dedicate
75 feet of right-of-way for Sahara Avenue and 50 feet of right-
of-way for Durango Drive, Desert Inn Road and Fort Apache Road
and the radius corners at the iintersection of the above-cited
streets as required by the Department of Design and Development

- as related to each phase of development, 8) 1Install street

improvements on Sahara Avenue, Durango Drive, Desert Inn Road
and Fort Apache Road as required by the Division of Land

Development and Flood Control of the Department of Community
Planning and Development as related to each phase of develop-

‘ment, 9) Submit a hydrology study to the Division of Land

Development and Flood Control of the Department of Community
Planning and Development as related to each phase of develop-
ment, 10) The 16.3 acre. R-PD23 parcel at the southeast

corner of this development be amended to R-PD7 with the

provision that if other parcels in this overall development

are developed at a lower density, the difference can automatically
be added to this R-PD7 parcel up to a maximum density of R-PD23,

- 11) Provide CC&R's for the maintenance of landscaping in the

dedicated public right-of-way, 12) The C-V site in the south-
east portion of the development shall be amended to R-PD12 and

_the southerly 700 feet of the easterly 700 feet of the R-PD23

site in the northwest corner of the project shall be amended
to C-V for a net area of 10 acres, 13) Provide traffic ‘
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7. 1-54-84
(Continued)

8. TENTATIVE MAP
THE LAKES AT
WEST SAHARA
PHASE 1

~ APPROVED'

signals as required by the Traffic Engineér in each phase

of the development, 14) Enclose the north driveway of the
employée parking area of the Citicorp site as required by the
Traffic Engineer. .This item will be heard by the City Council
on August 15, 1984. Staff has one protest on record.

E. A. COLLINS, West Sahara Investment Company, 5195 Las Vegas
Boulevard South, appeared and represented the application.

He was under the impression the installation of traffic
signals would be undertaken by The Department: of Regional
Streets and Highways when the traffic becomes heavy enough

in that area. He would be willing to reduce the density

as recommended by staff. A :

No onerappeared in opposition.
MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-54-84, subject to
staff's conditions, but that the development remain at R-PD23
and the applicant to insta]]'conduits for the traffic signals,
Voting was as follows:
"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,

Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie :
"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

by the City Council on August 15, 1984. ,

'VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this item would be heard

Property generally located west of Durango Drive and south
of Sahara Avenue, N-U Zone (proposed R-PD3, R-PD4 and R-PD7).
Owner: MWest Sahara Investment Co.. :
Subdivider: E. L. Collins _
No. of Acres: 79.5 No. of Lots: 169

MR. GENZER stated this map.involves three distinct.residential
areas around the same lake. The R-PD3 and R-PD4 districts
will have private streets. . The R=PD7 will have public streets.
Staff recommerds approval, subject to: 1) Approval of zoning
application Z-54-84, 2) Conformance to the conditions of
approval for Z-54-84, 3) No vehicular access from the

- abutting residential lots to any street which has a-width of

80 feet or greater and is located within the perimeter of:the
development, 4) A Waiver is permitted for the length of the
cul-de-sac streets, 5) Approval of the hammerhead cul-de-sac
design for the private streets in the R-PD3 and R-PD4 areas,
6) Provide emergency access to each residential area as required
by the Department of Fire Services with final design to be
approved by the Department of Planning and Development,. .7)
Provide paved access along Sahara Avenue from Durango Drive

to the most westerly north/south street and.on both north/
south streets from Sahara Avenue to the interior Toop street
as required by the Department of Community Planning and
Development, 8) Wall statement, and 9) Standard conditions,

E. A. COLLINS, West Sahara Investment Company,_5195 Las Vegas
Boulevard South, appeared and represented the application.

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of the Tentative Map
for The Lakes of West Sahara, Phase I, subject to staff's
conditions. .

Voting was as follows:
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8. TENTATIVE MAP WAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr, Bugbee,
| , " Mrs. Coleman, Mr, Guthrie ,
(Continued) "NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

9. 7-55-84 Application of SOUTHERN NEVADA MEMORIAL HOSPITAL for

reclassification of property located at 501 Rose Street,
'APPROVED from R-E (Residence Estates) to C-V (Civic).

Proposed Use: Parking Lot

MR. CLEMMER stated this parking lot will consist of a

50' x 150' lot.for 15 parking spaces. This application

is in accordance with the City's plan for this area.

Staff would recommend approval, subject to: 1) Conformance
to the plot plan, and 2) Install street improvements on
Rose Street as required by the Division of Land Development
and Flood Control of the Department of Community Planning
and Development. Staff does not have any protests on

record. If this item is acted upon at this meeting, this
item would be heard by the City Council on September 5, 1984.

RALPH BOND, 1800 West Charleston Boulevard, appeared and
‘represented Southern Nevada Memorial Hospital. They are
in agreement with staff's recommendations.

No one appeared in opposition.

MRS. COLEMAN made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-55-84, subject
to staff's recommendations.

. Voting was as follows:
"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Bugbee, Mr, Johnston,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie
"NOES" None
Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this item would be hqgrd
by the City Council on September 5, 1984.

10. Z-56-84 " Application of ADELE B. ROBERTS for reclassification of
. property generally located south of Johnson Avenue
APPROVED between Pecos Road and Gold Bar Court, from R-1 (Single-

Family Residence) to R-3 (Limited Multiple Residence).
Proposed Use: Medium High Density Residential (Apartments)

MR. CLEMMER stated this proposal is for a two-=story four-
plex. This is a landlocked parcel. There is a strip of
‘land 15 feet wide and a 5 foot easement for two-way access
to the site. However, the strip of 1land and easement are
not owned by the person that owns the Tot. This is a sub-
standard lot and there is an inadequate access for a four-
plex to be put on it. The applicant feels that if he is
given additional time he will be able to resolve the access
problem. Staff recommends this item be held in abeyance
until the access problem is resolved. Staff does not have
any protests on record.

BOB SCHOFIELD, 710 South 9th Street, appeared and répresented
the applicant. They are requesting this item be approved,
subject to resolving the access problem, ‘

MR. CLEMMER stated staff would recommend denial for R§3,
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10,

11.

7-56-84

(Continued)

Z-57-84
APPROVED

but approval of a single-family residence on this parcel
due to the access problem. If this item is approved, it
would be subject toy 1) Standard conditions 1 through 8,
2) Provision of a means of access for two-way traffic to
this site approved by the City Council if it is for joint
use, and 3) Resolution of Intent. :

CHARLES TARR appeared in opposition. He owns the property
that the applicant would need for access

and does not intend to sell his strip of land to the. .
applicant. ‘

" MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-56-84, subject

to staff's conditions.

Voting was as follows:

"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr, Johnston, Mr, Bugbee
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie ‘

"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this item would be heard

by the City Council on September 5, 1984.

Application of THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT COMPANY
for reclassification of property generally located north of
Westc1iff Drive, south of Washington Avenue, west of Rainbow
Boulevard and east of Buffalo Drive, from N-U (Non-Urban). to
c-1 (Limited Commercial), R-CL (Single-Family Compact Lot),
R-PD16 (Residential Planned Development), R-PD20 (Residential -
Planned Development), R-PD22 (Residential. Planned Development),
and R-PD24 (Residential Planned Development).

Proposed Uses: Commercial, Medium Density Residential

and Medium High Density Residential

MR. CLEMMER stated this parcel consists of three disjoined
parcels. The density will be 17140 units. Staff feels about
914 units would be the density advocated by the General Plan

by amending Parcel 2 from R-PD20 to R-CL and the west 140

feet of Parcel 3 from R-PD22 to R-CL, Staff would recommend
aproval, subject to: 1) Resolution of Intent with a twelve-
month time 1imit, 2) Standard conditions 2 through 8 shall
apply to the R-PD16, R-PD20 and C-1 Districts, 3) The plot
plans and elevations of the R-PD16 and R-PD20 shall be approved
by the Planning Commission and City Council, 4) The plot plans
and elevations of the R-CL and C-1 shall be approved by the
Planning Commission, 5) Some modifications of the proposed
street plan shall be required by the time of subdivision, 6)
Dedicate 60 feet of right-of-way for Westcliff Drive, 40 feet
of right-of-way for Tenaya Way and 25 feet of property line
radius corners at the intersections of Westcliff Drive and
Tenaya and Tenaya and Washington as required by the Department
of Design and Development, 7) Construct street improvements
on Westcliff Drive, Tenaya Way and Washington Avenue as required
by the Division of Land Development and Flood Control of the
Department of Community Planning and Development, 8) Submit

a hydrology study to .the Division of Land Development and

Flood Control of the Department of Community Planning and
Development for each proposed parcel, and 9) Parcel 2 and

the west 140 feet of Parcel 3 shall be classified R-CL and

. the remainder of Parcel 3 shall be classified R-PD20. The

north 140 feet of Parcel 1 shall be amended to R-1. Parcel 4
shall be amended to R-PD20. Staff does not have any protests
on record. L :
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n.

7-57-84

‘(Continued)

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON, 630 South 3rd Street, appeared and
represented the applicant. They agree with Parcel 1 as
recommended by staff, This property is adjacent to the Oran
K. Gragson Highway, However, they object to reducing the
density because..they feel the expressway is a buffer for
the residential, _

MR. GUTHRIE asked if the property for the expressway has
been dedicated. '

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER DON SAYLOR replied that the City has
a right-of-way withdrawal on file with the Bureau of Land
Management for the expressway. This is a 300 foot right-
of-way. . : '

RON INGRAM, 7016 South Alamosa Way, appeared in protest.
He presented a petition with signatures opposed to this
application. He felt there will not be enough access
out of the area.for the increased traffic.

RICHARD PLASTER, 1908 Bluejay Circle, 'appeared and
represented the application.as the developer. Since
access seems to be a concern of the residents in the
area, he is willing to install a temporary paving strip
along Tenaya, subject to having the right to do it across

the BLM easement. To satisfy the property owners in the

area, he is willing to have R-1 facing Washington Avenue.

GLORIA ISAACS, 7208 West Washington Avenue, appeared in
protest. She asked the price range of the proposed homes.

RICHARD PLASTER answered the R-CL houses will range from
$60,000 to under $90,000 for 1,000 to 1,700 square feet.
They have a 2,300 square foot home on the drawing boards
that will be over $100,000. ' .

JOHN TEGTMEIER, 7001 Alamosa Way, appeared in protest.

He is concerned about flooding in the area.

MR. JOHNSTON asked if there was a detention basin at
Smeke Ranch on Buffalo.

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER DON SAYLOR said that is "Angel Park
Detention Basin, which is just west and parallel to

Durango at Westcliff. Phase I has been constructed.

Rhase 2A is under construction and Phase 2B is under design.

JAMES MCCOLL, Jockey Club, appeared and explained the drainage
problem would be.alleviated, in his opinion.

ELAINE FLEMMING SMITH, 1012 Pagosa Way, appeared in
protest. She wants the homes in this project to be
comparable to her home. '

-DAVID EWING, 1009 Tenaya Way, appeared 1n'pr6test1'He

would Tike to see this project built with R<] homes,

BARBARA SHAW, 7404 Raincloud, appeared in protest,
She wanted to know what view she will have when she
Tooks out her back window across Westcliff.

MR. BUGBEE said there will be R-CL homes across
from her home. ’ .

'VINCE MARTINEZ, 7100 Alamosa Way, appeared in protest.

He doesn't feel a temporary paved strip along
Tenaya is going to help the traffic situation
very much. '
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- 1. 2-57-84

(Continued)

12, Z-58-84
APPROVED

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON apﬁeared in rebuttal, There is a °
parcel dedicated for'a school.in that area, The expressway
will be the buffer between this project and the single-family
fiomes. - '

RICHARD PLASTER appeared in rebuttal. He lives about a mile
from this ‘project. This project will be a first-quality
product because it will affect his property value, He intends

to be building on this project for the next four or five years.

RICK KNOWLE, 7216 West Washfngton, appeared in protest, He
objects to the high density, small size of the lots, and the
price range of the homes. .

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-57-84, subject to
staff's recommendations, but the higher density south of the
proposed freeway and an east/west collector street between

Tenaya and Buffalo.’ :

Voting was as follows:

NAYES" Mr. Johnston, Mr, Bugbee, Mr. Guthrie
"NOES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mrs. Coleman

Motion for APPROVAL carried by a 3/2 vote.

"VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this‘item would be heard

by the City Counc11 on September 5, 1984,

Application of MARY WILEY for reclassification of property
"located at 2021 West Charleston Boulevard, from R-1 (Single-

Family Residence) to C-1 (Limited Commercial).
Proposed Use: Florist Shop g

MR. CLEMMER stated this proposed flower shop is in keeping

. with the staff's practices along Charleston Boulevard to
- allow C-1 for the frontage properties between Rancho.and

Highland. The parking layout is not laid out properly.
There is R-1 housing to the south and staff is requiring
there be a 6 foot block wall to the south property stepping
down to 4 feet on the front and extending to Pahor Drive

4 feet high with the top 2 feet 50% open. Staff recommends
approval, subject to: 1) Standard conditions 1 through 8,
2) Construct a 6 foot block wall along the south property
Tine stepped down to 4 feet maximum with the top 2 feet
50% open-from the side of the building to Pahor Drive, and
3) Resolution of Intent with a twelve-month time limit.

If this item is acted upon at this meeting, it will be
heard by the City Council on September 5, 1984,

GRANT HOLLANﬁ, 3300 Nest'Char1eston Boulevard, appeared
and representedthe applicant. They agree with staff's
recommendations. '

No one appeared in opposition.

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-58-84, subject
to staff's recommendations.

Voﬁing was as follows:

"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr, Guthrie 4

"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.
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13. Z-59-84
" APPROVED

4. 7-14-84

PLOT PLAN
REVIEW

. APPROVED
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generally located on the east side of Jones Boulevard between

" No one appeared in opposition.

"NOES" None

~ on property generally located southeast of Decatur Boulevard

~ If this is acted upon at this meeting, it will be heard on

Application of HENRY SOBEL for reclassification of property

Charleston Boulevard and Del Rey Avenue, from R<E (Residence
Estates) to P-R (Professional Offices and Parking).
Proposed Use: Offices

MR.CLEMMER stated there is P-R to the south and C-1was approved
across the street. Staff feels this is appropriate zoning :for.this
area. The proposal is for an office building containing 10,000.square
feet. There is a proposed tennis court to be used by the
personnel, The parking is adequate. Staff would recommend
approval, subject to: 1) Standard conditions 1 through 8,

2§ Resolution of Intent with a twelve-month time limit, 3)
Provision of a 6-foot block wall on the south property line
and on the east property line set back 10 feét for landscaping
and provide interwoven slats in the chain-link fence extending
above the block wall along the east property line, 4) A1l
1ighting for the tennis court shall be directed away from the
south and east property lines, and 5) Install street improve-
ments on Redrock Street and sidewalk on Jones Boulevard as
required by the Division of Land Development and Flood Control
of the Department of Community Planning Development. If this
is acted on today, it will be heard by the City Council on
September 5, 1984, Staff does not have any protests on record.

HENRY SOBEL appeared and represented the application. He is
in agreement with staff's recommendations.

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-59-84, subject to
staff's recommendations. , S

Voting was as follows:

"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr.’Johnston,'Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr, Guthrie -

Mofion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this item would be heard
by the City Council ‘on September 5, 1984,

Request of WEST COAST HOLDINGS, INC. for a Plot Plan Review

and Coran Lane, R-E Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-CL,
R-3 and C-1) . ‘

MR. CLEMMER stated this was part of the Ann Greta Jones Trust
rezoning that was heard approximately 3 or 4 months ago. One

of the conditions of approval on the R-3 zoning was that this
‘item be brought back for final approval of the development
plans. This consists of 240 two-bedroom apartment units. They
are attractive buildings. The setbacks and off-street parking
are all in order. They are required to build a 6-foot block
wall. Staff would recommend approval, subject to: 1) Conform-
and to the plot plans and elevations, and 2) Conformance to

the conditions of approval of Z-14-84 pertinent to this site.

September 5, 1984 by the City Council,
ED DAVIS, SEA Engineers, 1405 Arville Avenue, appeared and-

represented the applicant. They concur with staff's recommenda-
tions. . :




14,  7-14-84

(Continued)

15." Z-101-77

REVIEW OF
CONDITION

APPROVED

16. Z-58-83

PLOT PLAN
REVIEW

APPROVED

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-14-84, Plot
Plan Review, subject.to staff's conditions. o

Voting was as follows:

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

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

Request of HELEN EPSTEIN ON BEHALF OF LINDA MANOR APARTMENTS
for a Review of Condition to retain the existing lava rock
and Tandscaping on property located at 629 South Main Street,
C"2 Zone .

MR. CLEMMER stated this project was approved in 1977. They
were required to install landscaping along Main Street and
Garces.consisting of Rosemary.and Juniper Tams, Since 1977
they have installed wrought iron fencing, but the landscaping
has died. Staff approached the applicant to reinstall 1and-
scaping as it was originally approved. The applicant is

~requesting a waiver of the landscaping. They indicated they

would leave the lava rock and wrought iron fencing. . The

applicant feels that is sufficient landscaping, but staff

wou]d recommend denial of their request.to eliminate the required
andscaping. :

LEE OSLER, 629 South Main Street, appeared as the manager

of Linda Manor Apartments. The soil will not absorb water into

the ground and rots the grass making it look worse than no

grass at all. This building is across the street from

St. Vincent's Kitchen so there is a problem with trash

being thrown in the yard. '

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-101-77, Review
of Condition.

Voting was as follows:

BAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
' Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie
"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

Request of LAS VEGAS RESCUE MISSION for'a Plot Plan Review

to modify the proposed site plan and to install desert Tand-
scaping on property generally located on the southwest corner
of Wilson Avenue and."D" Street, R-4 Zone (under Resolution
of Intent to M). :

MR. CLEMMER stated this is a request to modify the proposed
development in order to allow a phased development of the
site. The building has been donated and is about 1,000
square feet. When this was first approved it was a large
building on the entire site. Staff would recommend approval,.
subject to: 1) Conformance to the plot plan and elevations,
and 2) Desert landscaping shall be permitted as determined by
the Department of Community Planning and Development. This
Resolution of Intent shall expire on August 3, 1985. This
application also includes a request of an extension of time,
The action at this meeting is final for the aesthetics and
landscaping, but the extension of time will have to proceed
to the City Council on September 5, 1984.
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16. 7-58-83 . EDWARD SCHOMPTON, Directop, Las Vegas Rescue Mission, 414 HWest
Bonanza Road, appeared and represented the applicant, 'They
will have to proceed with their project piecemeal because they
are only supported by donations from the community and not

by the State, etc,

(Continued)

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-58-83, Plot
‘Plan Review, subject to staff's conditions. ,

.Voting was as follows:

WAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie

"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimousy.

17.

Z-50-83

EXTENSION
OF TIME

Request of GREENE AND SHROFF ARCHITECTS, LTD. for an
Extension -of Time on property generally located on the
east side of Edmond Street, between E1 Parque Avenue

and 0'Bannon Drive, R-E and N-U Zones (under Resolution

of Intent to R-PD18). ‘ : :

APPROVED ,
MR. CLEMMER stated their new plot plan was approved in
“June and this is a request for an extension of time.
They will be proceeding very shortly. Staff would
recommend approval, subject to: 1) -Extension of Time
shall expire August 17, 1985, and 2) Conformance to
all ordinance -amendments enacted subsequent to the
original approval. This will be heard by the City
Council on September 5, 1984.

‘ATTY.AALLEN LEAVITT, 229 Las Vegas Boulevard South,
appeared and represented the owner of -the property. -

AMANSHO SHROFF, Greeneand Shroff Architects, Ltd.,

~ 2770 South Maryland Parkway, appeared and represented
the application. They are in agreement with staff's
recommendations.

MR. BUGBEE mmade a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-50-83,
Extension of Time. ' :

Voting was as follows: .

WAYES®" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr, Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr, Guthrie

“"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this item would be
heard by the City Council on September 5, 1984,

Request of PALACE STATION CASINO for a Plot Plan Review
for a parking structure on property located at 2411 West
Sahara Avenue, C-1 Zone, -

18. Z-17-83

PLOT PLAN
REVIEW . : :
MR. CLEMMER stated this is a three and four level parking
structure for 400 parking spaces. The structure is
attractive and located behind the Palace Station Casino
area and extend behind a future bowling alley. Staff
would recommend approval, subject to: 1) Conformance to
the plot plan and elevations.

APPROVED
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18, Z-17-83

(Continued) |

SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA:

1. Z-30-84

REVIEW OF
CONDITION

APPROVED

2. AV-6-84

ADMINISTRATIVE
VARIANCE

APPROVED

JIM VASSAU appeared and represented the application,

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z=17-83, Plot
Plan Review,’ :

Voting was as follows:

WAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie

"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this item would be
heard by the City Council on August 15, 1984.

/

Request of 700 SOUTH 9TH STREET PARTNERSHIP for a Review
of Condition on property located at 700 South 9th Street,
R-1 Zone (under Resolution of Intent to P-R).

MR. CLEMMER stated that when this was approved it was
required that the alley paving and street lights be

"installed immediately. Staff would recommend approval,

subject to: 1) Conditions 3 and 4 of the Resolution

of Intent shall be amended to: "Enter an Assessment .
District Agreement to install street lights and pave ‘the
alley as required by the Division of Land Development

and Flood Control of the Department of Community Planning
and Development." This action would be final.

SANDRA FREND, 3011 Pinehurst Drive, appeared and represented

the application. She is in agreement with staff's condition.

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-30-84, Review
of Condition.

Voting was as follows:

“AYES“ Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr, Guthrie

"NOES" None

Motion fbr.APPROVAL carried unanimously.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this if final action.:

Request of FRED DORIOT, ARCHITECT, for an Administrative
Variance to allow 13 apartment units where only 12 are
permitted on property located at 2116 Paradise Road, C-1
Zone. v ‘

MR. CLEMMER stated he is applying for .a lse.Permit to allow

an R-4 density in a C-1 district. The Code provides that
if there is a 5% deficiency in land area, this Board can

allow the extra unit. In this case it comes to 12.59 units

permitted .and they are asking for 13 units. Staff
recommends approval, subject to: 1) Conformance
to the plot P]ab, and 2) Approval of U-49-84.

FRED DORIOT, 3390 Wynn Road, appeared and represented the

application. He is in agreement with staff's recommendations.
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2, AV-6-84

(Continued)

3. Z-51-73

PLOT PLAN
REVIEW

APPROVED

4. 7-5-84

PLOT PLAN
REVIEW

APPROVED

ANNOTATED MINUTES

MR.. BUGBEE made a-Motion. for APPROVAL of AY-6-84,
Voting was as follows:

"AYES® Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie :
“NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

Request of GREENE& SHROFF ARCHITECTS, LTD. for a Plot
Plan Review to allow an addition to the existing building
and to remodel the existing building on property located
at 3009 West Charleston Boulevard, C-D Zone.

MR. CLEMMER stated this proposal is to remodel an -approved
commercial building in a C-D district. for doctor's offices.

. They are proposing a 2,000 square foot addition on the rear
portion and about 500 square feet of additions on the front
part with remodeling of the front elevations. Staff
recommends approval, subject to: 1) Conformance to the
plot plan and elevations. This will be heard by the City
Council on September 5, 1984. :

'AMON SHROFF, Greene& Shroff Architects, Ltd., 2770 South
* Maryland Parkway, appeared and represented the application.
He is in agreement with staff's recommendations. )

MRS. COLEMAN made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-51-73, Plot

- Plan Review, subject to staff's recommendations. :

Voting was as follows:

MAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie
"NOES" None .

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

~

"Request of VERNE LENTON CONSTRUCTION COMPANY for a Plot
Plan Review to allow two additional fourplexes on property
located at 1722 West Bonanza Road, R-E Zone (under Resolution

of Intent to R-3);

MR. CLEMMER stated this was approved about a year ago. There

was a single-family dwelling and an older triplex on the property.
They are proposing a sixplex on the property and now they

would 1ike to remove the triplex and single-family dwelling

and put in two fourplexes. The land area would support fourteen
units on the property. Staff would recommend approval, subject
to: 1) Conformance to the plot plan and elevations, and 2)
Standard conditions 2 through 8. This is final action on this
item. o :

VERNE: LEWTON, 4347 Helena Street, appeared and represented the
application. They are in agreement with staff's recommendations.

MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-5-84, Plot Plan
Review, subject to staff's conditions. :

Voting was as follows: -

"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie

"NOES" None

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this is final action.
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5. Z-49-82

PLOT PLAN
REVIEW

APPROVED

6. AR-4-84

AESTHETIC
REVIEW

.APPROVED

;"NOES" None !

Request of WEST CHARLESTON CHIROPRACTIC MEDICAL BUILDING
for a Plot Plan Review on property located at 6212 West
Char1e§ton'Bou1evard, R-3 Zone (under Resolution of Intent
to C!-.l . A ’

MR. CLEMMER stated there is C-1 zoning in the immediate

area, ..This will be a chiropractic office with 29 parking
spaces. They will be setting the block wall back as

required in the original zoning case the three foot distance.
Staff would recommend approval, subject to: 1) Standard '
conditions 1 through 8, 2) Conformance to the original
conditions of approval of Z-49-82, Plot Plan Review, and

3) The revised development plan on the balance of the
property shall be approved by the Planning Commission,

BILL FARNSWORTH, 6322 Tera Villa, appeared and represented
the applicant. . '

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of 7-49-82, Plot Plan
Review, subject to staff's recommendations.

Voting was as fo]jows:

"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie

~ Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY announced this is final action. .-

Request of MACHAN HAMPSHIRE PROPERTIES, INC. for an
Aesthetic Review:to allow a six-story office building’
on property generally located on the southwest corner
of Bonneville Street and Las Vegas Boulevard South,

C-2 Zone. 1 '

MR. CLEMMER stated this is.an eight-story building.

On, the ground level is a bank and some parking spaces.
There is one level of sub-terranean parking and three .
levels of parking above grade and four levels of office

. space. The total building will consist of 65,200 square

feet of office space and 217 parking spaces. Staff

would recommend approval, subject to: 1) Conformance

to the plot plan and elevations, 2) Standard conditions
2 through 8, 3) Install off-site improvements as required
by the Division of Land Development and Flood Control of
the Department of Community Planning and Development,

4) Conformance to requirements of the Traffic Engineer,
and 5) Dedicate 5 feet of right-of-way for Las Vegas
Boulevard South and a 15 foot radius corner at the
intersection of Las Vegas Boulevard South and Bonneville

Avenue as required by the Department of Design and Develop-

ment. This will be heard by the City Council on
September 5, 1984.

AL KINGAM, 2785 East Desert inn Road, appeared and
represented the application. ‘

MR. BUGBEE made a Motion for APPROVAL of AR-4-84,
Aesthetic Review, subject to staff's recommendations.

Voting was as follows:
"AYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,

Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie -
"NOES" None :

Motion for APPRQVAL carried unanimous]y.
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7. 1-105-62 ' ~ Request of - HAYLICK, HUGHES AND GILLILAND for a Plot Plan
Reyiew to.allow an additional store building and the

PLOT PLAN : exterior remodeling of the existing shopping center on
REVIEW _Eroperty generally Tocated on the southwest corner of
onanza Road and Eastern Avenue, C-1 Zone.

APPROVED ,
MR. CLEMMER stated this is.a shopping center where the
Lucky supermarket is located. They will remove an
‘Oriental Restaurant and provide a new pad. The number
of parking spaces required is 400 and they are providing
408. Staff recommends approval, subject to: 1) Con~
formance to the plot plan and elevations, and 2) Standard
condition #2. This action is final, .

JIM MEREDITH, 1990 Third Street, Sacramento, California,
appeared and represented the owners. They are in agreement
with staff.

MRL.JOHNSTON made a Motion for APPROVAL of Z-105-62,-P10t
Plan Review, subject to staff's conditions.

*Voting was as f011ows:
_WAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie '
"NOES" None |
; .
Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

1

DIRECTOR'S BUSINESS:

1. PLANNING ' Consider cancelling the August 28, 1984 meeting.

COMMISSION :
"MEETING MR. JOHNSTON made a Motion to CANCEL THE AUGUST 28, 1984
. - MEETING. ' : C

Voting was as follows:

WAYES" Vice Chairman Kennedy, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bugbee,
‘ Mrs. Coleman, Mr. Guthrie

"NOES" None a

Motion for APPROVAL carried unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT:V There being no further business to come before the City
‘ Planning Conmission, the meeting adjourned at 9:55 P.M.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

v \ < v ~———

HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR
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MAYOR BILL BRIARE

COUNCILMEN

RON LURIE

PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN
AL LEVY

BOB NOLEN

CITY ATTORNEY
GEORGE F. OGILVIE

CITY MANAGER
ASHLEY HALL

July 9, 1984

Ms. Maggi Coleman
1720 Villa DeConde Way
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

Re: 'Planning Commission
Oath of Office ‘

Dear Ms. Coleman:

The City Council at a regular meeting held July 5, 1984, reappointed you
a member of the Planning Commission for a term of office expiring July
17, 1988. ‘

Please contact the City Clerk's Office at your earliest convenience to
schedule an appointment to take your Oath of Office.

Sincere]y,

Cand Q__*A-n.:»@t-p
CAROL ANN HAWLEY

CITY CLERK
CAH:mpk

cc: Planning Commission

400 E. STEWART AVENUE » LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 « (702) 386-6011
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August 14, 1984

Mr. James J. Lascari
Tandem Developments, Inc.
869 E. Foothill Blvd., Suite E

Upland, Ca 91786
RE: Extension of Time - Torrey Pines Clusters .

Dear Mr. Lascari: Tentat1ve Map

Your request for an Extens1on of Time on property generally located on the
southwest corner of Torrey Pines Drive and Balzar Avenue (N-U Zone under
Resolution of Intent to R-PD14), was considered by the’ C1ty Planning
Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Comm1ss1on voted to APPROVE th1s item, subject to the following condition:
1; Extens1on of time to expire dJuly, 6 1985. ‘
This action by the Planning Commission is final.

iSincere]y,

?DEPT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING AND

CDEVELOPMENT . e iy
HAROLD P. FOSTER,:DIRECTOR
)

/ //ﬂwmu

/ <ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR
RCC.Tm ' '

400 E. STEWART AVENUE ¢ LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 < (702) 386-6011



Mr. Mike Bogich ' August 10, 1984
Z-45-84 2 Page Two

7. A1 mechanical equipment, afr conditioners and trash areas shall be
screened from view from the abutting streets. ‘

8. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all
City departments. :

9. Approval of the parking and driveway p1ans by the Traffic Engineer.

10. Repair any damage to the existing street improvements resul ting from
this development as required by the Department of Engineering Services.

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

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984 at
2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative
be present at this meeting. '

| Sincerely,

" DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
. AND DEVELOPMENT :
~ HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

" _ROBERT C. CLEMMER |
ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:Tm

™




MAYOR BILL BRIARE

COUNCILMEN

RON LURIE
-PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN by
. . AL-LEVY it y
BOB NOLEN g

CITY of LAS VEGAS

a1
e

* August 15, 1984

o, S T D LS >

Mr. Ilan Silbertein ,
5665 S. Valley View Boulevard, #2
Las Vegas, Nv 89118 - '

RE: Z-100-64 (119)
Dear Mr. Silbertein:

Ydur'request for a -Plot Plan Review on property generally located at 330
S. Third Street, R-4 zone (under Resolution of Inteni to C-2), was considered
by the City Planning Commission on ‘August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the following: condition:

1

1. Conformance to the plot plan and amended elevations.

This item will be considered by the City Council on August 15, 1984 at 2:00
P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, Las
Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative be
present at this meeting.

Sincere]y,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD P. EOSTER, DIRECTOR

</

e

ROBERT C.CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:1m

cc: City Clerk

400 E. STEWART AVENUE e LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 « (702) 386-6011




MAYOR BILL BRIARE

COUNCIMEN

RON LURIE

PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN-
AL LEVY

BOB NOLEN

CITY of LAS VEGAS

CITY ATTORNEY
GEORGE F. OGILVIE

UL T e — ——
CITY MANAGER a2 TN -

ASHLEY HALL ; ‘ SN ey

August 14, .1984

Quail Park
801 S. Rancho Road
Las Vegas, NV 89106

RE: Tentative Map - Quail Park I - Commercial Condominium
Gentlemen:

The Tentative Map for Quail Park I on property generally Tocated at
801 S. Rancho Road, was considered by the City Planning Commission on
August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendafion of APPROVAL,
subject to the following conditions:

1. Staff to approve CC & Rs relative to pérking space allocation prior
to recordation of final map.

2. Approval of the tentative map sh§1l be for no more than twelve (12)
months. If a final map is not recorded on all or a portion of the
area embraced by the tentative map within twelve (12) months of the
approval of the tentative map, or an extension of time up to one year,
is not granted for the tentative ,map, a new tentative map must be filed.

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

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

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984 at
2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative
be present at this meeting. :

Sincerely,

DEPT. OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT
HARQOLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

’ -7
- A~

v ” T X
L ’ (/ - P S .

'ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR
RCC:1im

. « : f
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August 15, 1984 L

Quail Par I
801 S. Rancho Road
. Las Vegas, Nv 89106

RE: Fina]_Map - Quail Park I Commercial Condominium
Gentlemen:

The Final Map for Quail Park I (Commercial Condominium) on property
generally described as 801 S. Rancho Road, was considered by the
City Planning Commission on August 9, 1984. ‘ ' '

The Commission voted to refer this :item with a recommendation of
APPROVAL,‘supject to the following conditions:

”“{ 1. Approval o% the tentati?e map.1

2. Conformance to the tentative map.

3. Conformance to conditions of approval of the teﬁﬁative map.

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5,

1984 at 2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East

Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. ' The Council requires that you
or your representative be present at this meeting.

Sincerely,

1

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT

HAROEP/E/F?E@ECTOR
RgB;%T C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:1m

cc: City Clerk

i -

CLV-7009 - 400 E. STEWART AVENUE ¢ LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 * (702) 386-6011




MAYOR BILL BRIARE

COUNCILMEN . ‘
RON LURIE L A ‘ .
PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN : (@) A '\ g4
AL LEVY b “ .
808 NOLEN . . o
R CITY A"ORNEV 1 ‘I N il
GEORGE F. OGIVIE -

Ty, MANAcm:-"-{é':-«
ASHLEY HALI.-~._ )

v
\‘@\\\\\\\\\‘“\\“\

-y e T T ]
B i Inmu’“I" RREEE O

' [[I[HIII]II [T

August 14, 1984

.Mr. George Grant

- Mr. John Hayner
2437 Sabado _
Las Vegas, Nv 89121

RE: Tentative Map.— Grant Estates

Dear Mr. Grant and Mr. Hayner:

The Tentative Map for Grant Estates an property generally located on the
northwest corner of Cory Place and Mohawk Street, R-1 Zone (under Resolution .

of Intent to R-CL for a portion), was considered by the City Planning Com-
mission on August 9, 1984. ! :

The Commission voted to refer this ifem-with a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the following conditions: -

1. Conformance to conditions of approval for Z-39-84.
Conformance to the Flood Hazard Reduction Ordinance.

Vacation of the.U. S. Government Patent Reservation.

Hw N

Approval of the tentative map shall be for no more than twelve (12)
months. If a final map is not recorded on all or a portion of the area
embraced by the tentative map within twelve (12) months of the approval
of the tentative map, or an extension of time up to one year, is not
granted for the tentative map, a new tentative map must be filed.

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

6. Subject to all conditions of C1ty departments and State subdivision
statutes.

CLV-7009 ' 400 E. STEWART AVENUE ¢ LAS. VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 « (702) 386-6011




TO: George Grant, John Hayner ' August 14, 1984
RE: Tentat1ve Map - Grant Estates - Page Two

S

This item will be con51dered by the C1ty Council on August 15, 1984 at
2:00 P.M. ‘in the Council Chambers .of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requ1res that you or your representat1ve
be present at th]S meeting. :

Sincere]y,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT

HAROLD P. FOSIER,,DT?EEJOR
/f // e

ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR
T

RCC:1m o

‘cc: City Clerk




MAYOR BILL BRIARE

COUNCILMEN
RON LURIE
PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN
AL LEVY .
80B NOLEN -

_ CITYATTORNEY .
GEORGE F. OGILVIE, *
- CITY MANAGER ™~
ASHLEY; HALL -

" August 14, 1984

Mr. George Grant : ¢
Mr. John Hayner : '
2437 Sabado ,

‘Las Vegas, Nv 89121

RE: FINAL MAP - GRANT ESTATES
Dear Sirs:
The Final Map‘for Grant Estates on property generally located on the
northwest corner of Cory Place and Mohawk Street, R-1 Zone (under
Resolution of Intent for a portion to R-CL), was.considered by the City
Planning Commission on-August 9, 1984.

) . !

The Commission voted to refer this item wfth a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the following conditions: .

1. Approval of the tentative map.
2. Conformance with the tentative map.
3. Conformance to the conditions ofdapprovaL of the tentative map.

This item will be considered by the City Council on August 15, 1984 at
2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers, City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative
be present at this meeting. -

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF NITY PLANNiNG
-OPMENT

RCC:1m

cc: City Clerk

CLV-7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE * LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89lbl * (702) 386-6011




‘Board of Regents,

. the public hearing.

“RCC:Tm

" MAYOR BILL BRIARE

COUNCILMEN

RON LURIE

PAUL J. CHRISTENSEN
AL LEVY

BOB NOLEN

_CITY ATTORNEY
" GEORGE F. OGILVIE

CI'I’Y MANAGER
© ASHLEY HALL

CITY of LAS VEGAS

August 14,‘Iﬂé4w

Mr. Mark H. Dawson Deputy Chancellor
Un1vers1ty of Nevada System
405 Marsh Avenue

Reno, Nv 89509
RE: A-16-84(A)
Dear Mr. Dawson:

The petition filed by the University of Nevada Board of Regents to annex
property generally located on the east side of Torrey Pines Drive, between
W. Oakey Boulevard and W. Charleston Boulevard, containing approximately
79.11 acres, was considered by the City P]ann1ng Commission on August 9,
1984. ‘ ! '

The Commission voted to refer this ifém‘with a recommendation of APPROVAL.
I

This annexation will be forwarded to khe City Council to set a date for '
You will receive notification of this meeting.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPM§$1///—~-jELr
HAROLD.P. EOSTER, DIRECTOR

é ,,zf/ //7 C:;‘z;~*‘v’““"’
" ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

cc: City Clerk
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August 13, 1984

'l’

Mr. Al Collins

Collins Brothers Construction Co.

- 3150 West Sahara Avenue

Las Vegas, Nv :89102
. "RE: Z-54-84
Dear Mr. Collins:

Your request for reclassification of property generally bounded by Sahara

_Avenue on the north, Durango Drive on the east, Desert Inn Road on the

south, and Fort Apache Way on the west from N-U (Non-Urban) to:

R-1 (Single Family Residence)

R-PD3 (Residential Planned Development)

R-PD4 (Residential Planned Development)

R-PD7 (Residential Planned Development)

R-PD12 (Residential Planned Development)
R-PD23 (Residential Planned Development)
P-R (Professional Offices & Parking)

C-1 (Limited Commercial), and

C-V (Civic)

was considered by the Planning Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Planning Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent.

2. Approval of the plot plans and elevations of each phase of develop-
ment by the Planning Commission, except the 44 acre C-1 site for
which there are plans.

3. Standard conditions 2-8 shall app]y to the C:1, P-R and R-PD23,

and R-PD12 portions of the deve]opment and they are attached for
your review.

400 E. STEWART AVENUE * LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 * (702) 386-6011




TO0: Mr. Al Collins : August 13, 1984
‘RE:  Z-54-84 ‘ , Page;ﬂuo~ ‘

4. Provisions-of. CC & R's'for the maintenance of the lake as required
"~ by the C]ark~CQunt¥ HéatthEDep;rIment. o

/5. Standard conditions 5- through 8 shall apply to the R-1, R-PD3, R-PD4
‘ _and R-PD7 portions of the development. o -

6. Amendment of the Major Street Plan to-include the major streets proposed.

7. Dedicate 75 feet of right-of-way for Sahara Avenue and 50 feet of right-
of-way for Durango Drive, Desert Inn Road and Fort Apache Road and the
radius.corners at the intersection of the above-cited streets as required
by the Department of Design and Development as related to each phase

of development.

8.. Install street improvements on Sahara Avenue, .Durango Drive, Desert
Inn Road and Fort Apache Road as required by the Division of Land
Development and Flood Control of the Department of Community Planning
and Development as related to each phase of development. ‘

9. Submit a hydrology study to thé Division of Land Development and Flood
"Control of-the-Department,of‘Community Planning and Development as.
related to each phase of development.

10. Provide CC & R's for'the maintenance of the landscaping in the dedicated
public right-of-way. 1

11. The C-V site in the southeast portion of the development shall be amended
to R-PD12 and the southerly 700 feet of the easterly 700 feet of the
R-PD23 site in the northwest corner of the project shall be amended
to C-V for a net area of 10 acres. .

12. Provide conduits for installation of street lights in the future.

13. Close the north driveway of the employee parking area of the Citicorp
site as required by the Traffic: Engineer.

This item will be considered by the City Council on August 15, 1984 at
2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative
be present at this meeting.

Sincerely,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPMENT -
HAROLD-PT"FOSTER,/DIRECTOR

BERT C. CLEMMER
f% ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:1m
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‘August 15, 1984

Mr. E. L. Collins

Collins Brothers

P. 0. Box 42427, Huntridge Station
Las Vegas, Nv 89116 R

RE: Tentative Map - The Lakes at West Sahara, Phase I

Dear Mr. Collins:

The Tentative Map for The Lakes at West Sahara, Phése I on property

generally located west of Durango Drive and south of Sahara Avenue,

was considered by the City Planning Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of

APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Approval of zoning application Z-54-84.

2. Conformance to the conditions‘of approval for Z-54-84.

3. No vehicular access from the‘abdtting residential lots to any
street which has a width of 80 feet-or greater and is located
within the perimeter of the development.

4. A waiver be permitted for the length of the'cul-de-sac streets.

5. Approval of the hammerhead cul-de-sac design for the private

streets in the R-PD3 and R-PD4 areas.

6. Provide emergency access to each residential area as required
by the Department of Fire Services with final design to be approved
by the Department of Community Planning and Development.

7. Provide paved access along Sahara Avenue from Durango Drive to
the most westerly north/south street and on both north/south
streets from Sahara Avenue to the interior loop as required by
the Department of Community Planning and Development.

PARTY
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&
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TO: Mr. E. L. Collins August 15, 1984
- RE: Tentative_MQRj o Page Two e

8. If a wall is constructed on an exterior boundary street,”the-
CC&Rs 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 wa]]
.and the ground area at the exterior base of the wall. -

9. 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 port1on
of the area embraced by the tentative map within twelve (12)
months of the tentative map, or an extension of time up to one:
year, is not granted for the tentative map, a new tentative map
must be filed.

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

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

This item will be considered by the City Council on August 15, 1984

at 2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers, C1ty Hall, 400 East Stewart

Avenue, Las Vegas, Nv. The Council requires that you or -your representa-
tive be present at this meeting. /

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD P. /EQ§IER——9§RECTOR

/p? /M/ﬂ%w_/

BERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR
RCC:1m

cc: City Clerk
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‘August 13. 1984

Mr. Ralph Bond

Southern Nevada Memorial Hospital
1800 W. Charleston Boulevard-

Las Vegas, Nv 89102

RE: Z-55-84
Dear Mr. Bond: q

Your request for reclassification ,of property located at 1800 Mest
Charleston Boulevard from R-E to €-V was considered by the City Planning

Commission on August 9, 1984. f

The Commission vofed to refer thié jtem with a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the following conditioqs:

1. Conformance to the plot p]an.'

2. Install street improvements on Rose Street as required by the
Division of Land Development and Flood Control of the Department
of. Community Planning and Development.

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984
at 2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart.
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or another
representative be present at this meeting.

J
Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

-

/'(\// ‘Z /j a‘“:,/-/-ﬂ'n-»-,_»_-

/" ROBERT C. CLEMMER
ACTING DIRECTOR
RCC:1m

cc: City C]efku//
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© Ms. Adele B. Roberts

2504. Deerpark Drive

San Diego, Ca 92110

RE: Z-56-84

Dear Ms Roberts

" Your request for rec]ass1f1cat1on ‘of property located generally south of

Johnson Avenue between Pecos Road and Gold Bar Court from R-1 to R-3,
was considered by the City P]ann1ng Commission on August 9, 1984.

Theé Commission voted to refer this item w1th a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the fo]]ow1ng conditions:

1. Conformance to the p]ot plan and eTevations.

2. Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be
provided as required by the Planning Commission and shall be per-
manently maintained in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly
maintain required landscaping and underground sprinkler shall be
cause for revocation of a business license.

3. Submittal of a landscaping p]an prior to or at the same time appli-
cation is made for a bu11d1ng permit, license or prior to occupancy.

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

5. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all
City departments.

6. Approval of the parking and dfiveway p]ans by the Traffic Engineer.
7. Repair any damage to the existing street improvements resulting from

this development as required by the Department of Design and Develop-
ment.

400 E. STEWART AVENUE ¢ LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ¢ (702) 386-6011




TO: Ms. Adele B. Roberts: August 13, 1984
RE: Z-56-84 ‘Page Two-:

8. Provision of fire hydrants and water flow as requ1red by the Depart-
ment -of F1re Serv1ces ,

9. Provision of a means of access for two -way traffic to th1s Slte
approved by City Council if it is. for joint use.

10. Reso]utnon of Intent with a twelve (12) month time timit.,

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984 at
-2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative
be present at this meeting.

Sincerely,
* DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPMENT
"HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

AL (Vo

ROBERT C. CLEMMER
ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:1m
cc: City Clerk v~
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Mr. Thomas T. Beam
~ 1267 Strong Avenue - .
wLas Vegas, Nv -.89102 -

RE:. Z-57-84
Dear Mr. Beam:

Your request for reclassification of property general]y located north of
" Westcliff Drive, south of" Wash1ngton Avenue, west of Rainbow Boulevard,
and east of Buffalo Drive, from -U (Non-Urban) to:

C-1 (Limited Commercial)

R-CL (Single Family Compact Lot):

R-PD16 (Residential Planned Development) .
R-PD20 (Residential Planned Development)

R-PD22 (Residential Planned Development)

R-PD24 (Residential Planned Deve!opmeht)

~ was considered by the'City Planning Commission on August 9, 1984,
The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation .of APPROVAL,
subject to the following conditions:

1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) month time limit.

2. Landscap1ng and a permanent underground sprinkier system shall be
provided as required by the Planning Commission and shall be per-
manently maintained in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly
maintain required landscaping and underground sprinkler system shall
be cause for revocation of a business license in the R-PD16, R-PD20,
R-PD22, R-PD24 and C-1 districts.

3. Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to or at the same time appli-
cation is made for a building permit, license or prior to occupancy.

.

Maey




TO:
RE:

10.
11.
12.
13.

14.

15.
16.

 equip ition nd‘trash areas shall be screened from

’Clty‘Code requ1renents .

Thomas T. Beam - - _ August .14, 1984
Z-57-8¢ . . ‘ Page -Two

PDZ4 and C-l d1s

PDZ4 ‘and C-1 districts, sat1sfact1on of
nd dESIQn 'standards of all C1ty departments

In R~ P016 R~ PDZO R- PDZZ R-PD24 and C-1 districts, approval of the
parking and dr1veway p]ans by the Traffic Engineer. :

Repair .an damage to the ex1st1ng street improvements. resulting from-
this development. as required by. the Department of Design and Develop-

-ment, in R-PD16, R-PD20, R- P022 and R-PD24 and C-1 districts.

. Provision of f1re hydrants and water flow as required by the Depart-

ment of Fire Services in R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22, R-PD24 and C-1 districts.

The plot plans and elevations of the R-PD16, .R-PD20, R-PD22, R-PD24
shall be approved by the Planning Comm15510n and the City Counc1l

’The plot plans and elevations of the R-CL and C-1 shall be approved

by the Planning Commission.

“Some modifications of the proposed street plan shall be required at

the time of the subdivision.

Dedicate 60 feet of right-of-way for Westcliff Drive, 40 feet of right-
of-way for Tenaya Way and 25 foot property line radius corners at the
intersections of Westcliff Drive and Tenaya Way and Washington Avenue
as required by the Department of Design and Development.

 Construct street improvements on Westcliff Drive, Tenaya Way and

Washington Avenue as required by the Division of Land Development and
Flood Control of the Department of Community Planning and Development.

Submit a hydrology study to the Division of Land Development and Flood
Control of the Department of Community Planning and Development for
each proposed parcel.

The north 140 feet of Parcel 1 shall be amended to R-1.

Provide an east-west collector between Tenaya Way and Buffalo Drive.

¢




_,_,_.,..
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T0: Thomas T. Beam August 14, 1984
- RE: Z -57- 84 » . _ . Page. Three

Sincerely,

‘JEDEPARTMENT OF. COMMUNETY . PLANNING

-<-AND -DEVELOP
- "HAROLD_P<"FOSTER,-DIRECTOR
(e 2L e —

ROBERT C. .CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:1m

cc: City Clerk
Foothill Investment Co.
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August 13, 1984 . -

Ms. Mary Wiley
1204 Westwood

Las Vegas, Nv 89102

RE- Z-58-84
Dear Ms. Wiley:

Your request for reclassification of property located at 2021 West
Charleston, from R-1 to C-1, was considered by the City Planning

" Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of APPROVAL, -

subject to the following conditions:
1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) month time limit.
2. Conformance to the plot plan aﬁd elevations.

3. Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be pro-
vided as required by the Planning Commission and shall be permanently
maintained in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly maintain
required landscaping and underground sprinkler system shall be cause
for revocation of a license.

4. Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to or at the same time applica-
tion is made for a building permit, license or prior to occupancy.

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

6. 'Sétisfaction of City Code requirements and desfgn standards of all City
departments.

7. MApproval of the parking and driveway plans by the Traffic Engineer.

400 E. STEWART AVENUE ¢ LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ¢ (702) 386-6011

CITY of LAS VEGAS




TOMs AR o hugust 13,1084

' Id@ ‘Construct .a six foot {6'): block wall a]ong the south property line

. This 1tem w111 be considered by the City Council on. SeptenberIS’ 1984 at

Tepa1r any damage to the. ex1st1ng street 1mproveme_
deve]opment as requ1red by the Department of Desi

t'Prov1s1on of f1re hydrants and water flow as requfr

ed: by jheCDeparﬁnent
o oof F1re Serv1ces. e

steépped down to four feet (4') maximum with the top two feet (2')
50%-open from the side of the building to Pahor Drive:

2:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representatlve
be- present at this meeting.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT :
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:1m
cc: City C]erk”//
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August 13, 1984
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Mr. Henry Sobel
P. 0. Box 23811
Las Vegas, Nv 89126
’ RE: Z-59-84
Dear Mr. Sobel:

Your request for reclassification of property generally located on the
east side of Jones Boulevard between Charleston Boulevard and Del Rey
Avenue, from R-E to P-R, was considered by the City Planning Commission
on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the following conditions: '

1. Resolution of Intent with a twelve (12) month time Timit.
2. Conformance to the plot blan and elevations. |

3. Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be
provided as required by the Planning Commission and shall be per-
manently maintained in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly
maintain required landscaping and underground sprinkler system shall
be cause for revocation of a business license.

4. Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to or at the same time appli-
cation is made for a building permit, license or prior to occupancy.

5. A1l mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall be
_screened from view from the abutting streets.

6. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all
City departments.

CLV-7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE o LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 < (702) 386-6011




T0:
RE:

10.

11.

12.

Mr. Henry Sobel | ' August 13, 1984
Z-59-84 Page Two

Approval of the parking and driveway .plans by- the Traffic'EnQineer.
REpairAany_damage to the existing street improvements resulting from
this development as required by the Department of Design and Develop-
ment. ' -

Provision of fire hydrants and water flow as required by the Depart-

ment of Fire Services.

Provision of a 6-foot block wall along the south property line and
provision of a 6-foot block wall along the east property l1ine set
back 10 feet for landscaping and provide interwoven slots in the:
chain-link fence extending above the.block wall along the east
property line.

A11 lighting for the tennis court shall be directed awéy from the
south and east property lines.

Install street improvements on Red Rock Street and sidewalk on Jones
Blvd. as required by the Division of Land Development and Flood
Control of the Department of Community Planning and Development.

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984 at
2:00 P.M., in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representatives
be present at this meeting.

Sincerely,

'DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD. P. FQ§TER;:91RECTOR

" ROBERT C. CLEMMER
 ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:1m

cc:

City Clerk «~
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August 13, 1984

Mr. Jared E, Shafer
1700 Pinto Lane
Las Vegas, Nv 89106

RE: Z7-14-84
Dear Mr. Shafer:

Your request for a Plot Plan Review on property generally located south-
east of Decatur Boulevard and Coran Lane, on behalf of the Ann Greta Jones

on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the following conditions:

1. Conformance to the p]ot plan and elevations.

2. Conformance to the conditions of approval of Z-14-84 pertinent
to this site.

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984

at 2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative
be present at this meeting.

Sincerely,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPMENIM\
HAROLD P STER},DIRECTOR

\ //c / / 6///‘ Dped oy

Ve ROBERT C.CLEMMER
ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:1m

cc: City Clerk L
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Ms. Helen Epstein

Linda Manor -
629 S. Main Street

Las Vegas, Nv 89101

' RE: Z-101-77 Review of Conditiens

CLV-7009

Dear Ms. Epstein:

Your reduest for alRevieQ-of Condition pertaining to landscaping require-
ments for the 5' planters along Main Street and Garces, -C-2 Zone, was
considered by the City Planning:Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to APPROVE this request, subject to the following
condition: .

1. Conformance to the revised landscaping plan.
The action of the City Planning Commission is final.
Sincerely,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD PiMEOSTER

-~

e[ (o
/e

OBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

ECTOR

&

RCC:1m
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August 13, 1984
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Mr. Edward Hampton
Las Vegas Rescue Mission
414 West Bonanza Road
Las Vegas, Nv 89106
RE: Z-58-83
Dear Mr. Hampton:

Your request for a Plot Plan Review on property generally located on the
south side of Wilson Avenue, between "D" Street and "E" Street, R-4 zone
(under Resolution of Intent to M zone), was considered by the City Planning
Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the following conditions:

1. The Resolution of Intent .shall expire on August 3, 1985.
2. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

3. Desert landscaping shall be permitted as determined by the Depart-
ment of Community Planning and Development. '

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984

at 2:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers of City-Hall,.400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative
be present at this meeting.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD P.-FUSTER3) DIRECTOR

244£i¢</'/f75232§;a»wk,—

ROBERT C. CLEMMER
ACTING DIRECTOR

C:1m
City Clerkp”

400 E. STEWART AVENUE * LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ¢ (702) 386-6011
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vAugUst'13, 1984

Mr. Vincent Lobue

1572 Silver Mesa Way

Las Vegas, Nv 89109
. . RE: Z-50-83

Your request for an Extension of Time on property gehera]ly located east
of Edmond-‘between E1 Parque and 0'Bannon, R-PD18 (under Resolution of
Intent), was cons1dered by the City P]ann1ng Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to APPROVE this item, subject to the following
conditions: :

1. This extension shall expire on August 17, 1985.

2. Conformance to all ordinance amendments enacted subsequent to
the original approval.

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984 at
2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue,
Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative
be present at this meeting.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT

HAROLD W@ RECTOR
//////‘ o

ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

cc: City Clerk

400 E. STEWART AVENUE * LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 » (702) 386-6011
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August 13, 1984

Mr. Frank J. Fertita
Bingo Palace Casino, Inc.
2411 West Sahara- Avenue
Las Vegas, Nv 89102 _
RE: Z-17-83
Dear Mr. Fertita:

Your request for a Plot Plan Review on property generally located on the
northeast corner of Teddy Drive and Kings Way was considered by the City
Planning Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item w1th a recommendation-of APPROVAL,
subJect to the following cond1t1on

1. Conformance to the’ plot plan and elevations.
This ftem will be considered by the City Council on August 15, 1984 at 2:00
P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart Avenue, lLas

Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your representative be
- present at this meeting.

Sincerely,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

S e O

ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR
RCC:1m

cc: City Clerk

© CLV-7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE e« LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 » (702) 386-6011
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 August 13, 1984

=,

'Mr.-JeSSie'R.‘McKeniie, Jr.

700 S. Ninth Street
Las Vegas, Nv 89101

RE: Z-30-84

)

Your request for a Review of Condition on property generally located at
700 S. Ninth Street, was considered by the City Planning Commission on
August 9, 1984. ‘ ‘

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the féllowing condition:

1. Conditions 3 and 4 of the Resolution of Intent shall be amerided to:
“Enter an Assessment District Agreement to install street-Tights and
pave the alley as required by the Division of Land Development and
Flood Control of the Department of Community Planning and Development."

This action by the Planning Commission is final.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPM
HAROLD P-~FOSTER,/DIRECTOR
4

ERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

/

RCC:1m

400 E. STEWART‘AVENUE e LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 = (702) 386-6011
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August 13, 1984

e

Mr. C. Frederic Doriot
Architect

3390 Wynn Road - _
Las Vegas, Nv 89102 _
RE: AV-6-84
Dear Mr. Doriot:

Your request for an Administrative Variance on property generally located
at 2116 Paradise Road was considered by the City Planning. Commission on
August 9, 1984. ‘

The Commission voted to APPROVE this item subject to the following conditions:

. 1. Conformance to the plot plan.

CLV-7009

2. Approval of'U-49-84.
This action by the Planning Commission is final.
Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT

HAROLD P, ER, HIRECTOR

///;/;ERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

-/
RCC:1m

400 E. STEWART AVENUE ¢ LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 < (702) 386-6011
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Mr. Himansu Shroff -

Greene & Shroff, Architects

2770 S. Maryland Parkway, Suite 404
Las Vegas, Nv 89109

RE: Z-51-73

Dear Mr. Shroff:

Your request for a Plot Plan Review on property generally located at
3009 W. Charleston Boulevard, C-D Zone, was considered by the City
Planning Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the following condition:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984
at 2:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. The Council requires that you or your
representative be present at th1s meeting.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT

RCC:1m

‘cc: City Clerk

CLV-7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE < LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 * (702) 386-6011
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- August 14, 1984

‘Mr. Verne Lewton

Verne Lewton Construction
4347 Helaman
Las Vegas,_Nv‘A89120

RE: Z-5-84 Plot Plan Review

Dear Mr. Lewton:

Your request for a Plot Plan Review on property general ly described as
1722 West Bonanza Road, R-E Zone (under Resolution of Intent to R-3),
was considered by the City Planning Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recanmendatioh of APPROVAL,

subject to the following condition(s):
1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

2. Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be pro-
vided as required by the Planning Commission and shall be permanently
maintained in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly maintain
required landscaping and underground sprinkler system shall be cause
for revocation of a business license. '

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

4. All mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall be
screened from view from the abutting streets.

5. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all City
departments.

6. Approval of the parking and driveway plans by the Traffic Engineer. -’

400 E. STEWART AVENUE * LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ¢ (702) 386-6011




T0: Mr. Verne Lewton o < August 14, 1984
RE: 7-5-84 Plot Plan Review ™ ¥~ Page Two

7. Repair any démage to the existing streef improvements resulting from
this development as required by the Department of Design and
Development.

8. Provision of fire hydrants and water flow as required by the Departﬁenf
of Fire Services. : o
This action by the Planning Commission is final.
Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPME

ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:Tm
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August 13, 1984

Dr. Kipling G. Hansen

West Charleston Chiropractic
6212 W. Charleston Boulevard
Las Vegas, Nv 89102 :

RE: Zf49-82 - Plot Plan Review
Dear Dr. Hansen:

Your request for a Plot Plan Review on property generally described as
6212 W. Charleston Boulevard was considered by the City Planning Commission
on August 9, 1984. . -

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation. of APPROVAL,
_ subject to the following ;ondition(s): '

1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

2. Llandscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be pro-
vided as required by the Planning Commission and shall.be permanently
maintained in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly maintain
required landscaping and underground sprinkler system shall be cause
for revocation of a business license.

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

4. A1 mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall be
screened from view from the abutting streets.

5. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of all City
departments.

CLV-7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE * l'AS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ¢ (702) 386-6011




T0: Dr. Kipling Hansen : August 13, 1984
RE: 7-49-82 Plot Plan Review Page Two

6. Approval of the parking and driveway p]ahs by the Traffic Engineer.

7. Repair any damage to the existing street improvements resulting from
this development as required by the Department of Design and
Development.

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

9. Conformahce to the original conditions of approval of Z-49-82.

10. The revised development plan on the balance of the property shall be
approved by the Planning Commission. :

This action by the City Planning Commission is final.

Sincerely,

'DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT

 ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:Tm
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Mr. Al Kingham" .
- MHP Realty & Management Co., Inc.
-2785 E. Desert Inn Road

Las Vegas, Nv 89121

RE: AR-4-84
Dear Mr. Kingham:

Your request for aesthetic review of property generally located on the
southwest corner of Bonneville Avenue and Las Vegas Boulevard South, .C-2
zone, was considered by the City Planning Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Planning Commission voted to refef this item with a recommendation of
APPROVAL, subject to the following conditions:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

2. Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be
provided as required by the Planning Commission and shall be
permanently maintained in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly
maintain required landscaping and underground sprinkier system shall
be cause for revocation of a business license.

3. ‘Submittal of a landscaping plan prior to or at the same time appli-
cation is made for a building permit, license or prior to occupancy.

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

5. Satisfaction of City Code requirements and design standards of alt
City departments. .

CLV-7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE = LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 * (702) 386-6011




ot

TO: Mr. Al Kingham August-15, 1984
RE: _AR-4-84 Page Two

pprdva]'of the parking and driveway plans by the Traffic Engineer.

gbair any damagé to the existing street improvements resulting
«from this development as required by the Department of Design and

‘Development.

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

,9- ”fnstall off-site improvements as required by the Division of Land

‘Development and Flood Control of- the Department of Community. Planning
and Development.

10. Conformance to requirements of the Traffic Engineer.

11. Dedicate 5 feet of right-of-way for Las Vegas Boulevard South and
15 foot radius corner at the intersection of Las Vegas Boulevard
South and Bonneville Avenue as required by the Department of Design
and Development. ’ :

This item will be considered by the City Council on September 5, 1984
at 2:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 400 East Stewart
Avenue, Las Vegas, ‘Nevada. The Council requires that you or your
representative be present at the meeting.

Sincerely,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD P. FOSTER, DIRECTOR

////’/////fxw’_i:>
) /7/2Z<f (/7 éi:é:*°“-~'—~
’ ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:Tm

cc: City Clerk
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August 14, 1984

Mr. Dean Taise
Havlick, Hughes, Gilliland
1990 Third Street
Sacramento, Ca 95814

S,

Dear Mr. Taise:

RE: Z-105-62

Your request for a Plot Plan Review of property generally located on the
southwest corner of Bonanza Road and Eastern Avenue, C-1 Zone, was considered
by the City Planning Commission on August 9, 1984..

The Commission voted to APPROVE this item, subject to the following conditions:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

. 2. Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkfer system shall be. provided

CLV-7009

as required by the Planning Commission and shall be permanently maintained
in a satisfactory manner. Failure to properly maintain required 1andscaping
and underground sprinkler system shall be cause for revocation of a

business license.

This action by the Planning Commission is final.
Sincerely,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD P. FOSTER; CTOR

ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

RCC:1m !

400 E. STEWART AVENUE * LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 = (702) 386-6011




)

[ CITY OF LAS VEGAS Date
INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM AUGUST 3, 1984
J0: FROM:
FOSTER CLEMMER
SUBJECT: [cories10:
’ PIANNING COMMISSION MEETING ‘ VAL STEED
| . “"LINDA OWENS
AUGUST 9, 1984 RICK WILLIAMS
AGENDA -ITEM CONDITIONS

OLD BUSINESS:

1. 2Z-45-84

[ P ]

This item was held in abeyance from the July 12, 1984
meeting, as the applicant was not ‘present. There were
several protestants ‘at .the meeting. '

This project is 48 units in three-story structures.
Two . floors of apartments and 1 floor of parking,
partly subterranean. The parcel is 24,500 square
feet, which in the R-5 district allows only 45 units.
They are providing 55 spaces for the 1 bedroom units.
The aesthetics are good. The stairs in the rear yard
and side setback will require a variance. The current
General Plan reflects.an urban neighborhood which

‘would support. the density, but the new General Plan

profile reflects. service cam. whith is questionable
Staff feels that high density residential projects of
this nature and offices or service commercial uses

.are compatible.

Staff recommends apprbval, subject to:

1. ROIL with a I2-month time limit.

2. Install sidewalks and street lights on 1llth
Street and pave the alley as required by the
Department of Design. and Development.

3. Provide 20' rear yard and 5' side yard setbacks
and limit the project to 45 units as provided in
the R-5 district.

Standard conditions 1-8.

PROTESTS: O .
PUBLIC HEARING ITEM CcC: 9/5/84
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Planning Commission Condition’s

‘2.

NEW BUSINESS:

Z~100-64(119)

1.

7-54-84

This. item was held in abeyance from the July 12,
1984 meeting, as the applicant was not present.

This proposal will add 19,600 square feet of
office to the approved 49,000 square feet for a
total of 68,600 square feet by ‘adding 1 story
and using the 5th level of parking-for office
space. This is in the parking exemption area,

Staff recammends. approval, subject to:

‘1. Conformance to the plot plan and amended

elevations.

PROTESTS: N/A
NOT A PUBLIC HFARING cc: 9/5/84

This project is in Section 8, Township 21'South,
Range .60, bounded by Sahara on the north, Desert
Inn Road on the south, Durango on the east, and
Fort Apache on the west. It consists of 659
acres and is proposed to contain 5,100 units.
This comes to 7.8 units per acre, whereas the
site immediately north was allowed at 7.38 units
per acre, which is-anticipated to be actullly
developed at less. density. If this were limited
to 7.4 units per gross acre, the resultant units
would be 4,800 total. The 16.3 acres, R-PD23 site
amended to R-PD7 would be preferable.

Our existing cammercial policies are approximately
1 acre of commercial for every 1,000 persons, and
4,800 units at 2.8 to 3 persons per unit would be
13,400 to 14,400 persons, so we would normally
think in terms of 15-20 acres when 112 acres of
C-1 are proposed and 76.8 acres of P-R.




FOSTER }
August 3, 1984
Page 3

‘Planning Commission Conditions

7-54-84 (continued)

Our consultant on the new General Plan suggested
the 3 acres per 1,000 was not unreasonable when

. all +types of commercial were involved, i.e., not

just neighborhood shopping facilities. That would
be 45 acres with a 14,400 population, the 44.5
acres as an -employment center, and 24 acres of
lake front commercial:would total 114, so 112
acres of C-1 is not out of line.

Staff feels. that Citicorp will draw some residual
employment uses but that the 76.8 acres of P-R is

o0 ambitious and a good portion will ultimately

be developed as residential. Since P-R will

mostly be for the anticipated employment surge
capacity and is a compatible land use to surrounding
areas, staff would not oppose.

Staff feels that this is an ideal situation; i.e.,

'a new town-type situation with its employment center |

and also the lake amenity for- identity and a great
recreational facility which can contribute a major
portion of the recreational needs of the inhabitants.
The potential for diminishment of cross—town traffic
by having the environmentally sound employment
center on the site, yet utilizing and contributing to
the growth of cultural facilities, university, etc.

Utilization and contribution to the expansion of the
sewer, fire and police services that are already in
place is efficient.

Staff recommends approval, subject to:

1. Resolution of Intent.

2. Approval of the plot plans and elevations of each
phase of development by the Planning Commission,

except the 44 acre C-1 site for which there are
plans.
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Planhing Commission Conditions

7-54~84 (continued) 3a

10.

Standard conditions 2-8 shall apply to the C-1,
P=R and R-PD23, and R-PD12> portions of the

‘development.

Provisions of C.C. & R's for the maintenance of
the lake as.required by the Clark County Health
Department.

Standard. conditions 5-8 shall apply to the R-1,
R-PD3, +R-PD4 and R-PD7 portions of th ’
development. :

Amendment of the Major Street Plan to include
the major streets proposed.

Dedicate 75 feet of right-of-way for Sahara
Avenue and 50 feet of right-of-way for Durango
Drive, Desert Inn Road and Fort Apache Road

and the radius corners at .the intersection of the
above-cited streets as required by the Department
of Design and Development as related to each
phase of development..

Install street improvements on Sahara Avenue,

‘Durango Drive, Desert.Inn Road and Fort Apache

Road as required by the Division of Land Development
and Flood Control of the Department of Community
Planning and Development as ‘related to each phase of
development.

Submit a hydrology study to the Division of Land
Development and Flood Control of the Department of
Community Planning and Development as related to
each phase of development.

The 16.3 acre R-PD23 parcel at the southlwest corner
of this development be amended to R-PD7 with the
provision that if other parcels in this overall
development are developed at a lower density, the
difference can automatically be added to this R-PD7
parcel up to a maximum density of R-PD23.
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Planning Commission Conditions

1.

2.

3.

7-54-84 (continued)

Z-55-84

Z-56-84

11. Provide C.C. & R's for the maintenance of the
landscaping in the dedicated public right-of-way.

12. The C-V site in the southeast portion of the
development shall be amended +0.R-PD12 and the
southerly 700' of the easterly 700 of the
R-PD23 site in-the northwest corner of the
project shall be amended to C-V for a net area
of 10 acres.

13. Provide traffic signals as required by the
Traffic Engineer in each phase of development.

14. Close the north driveway of the employee
parking area of the Citicorp site as required
by the Traffic Engineer.

PROTESTS: 1
PUBLIC HEARING ITEM CcC: 8/15/84

This proposal is for the expansion of the parking
area for Southern Nevada Memorial Hospital, which

is in accordance with other precise plans for

this area.

Staff recammends approval, subject to:
1. Conformance to the plot plan.

2. 1Install street improvements on Rose Street
as required by the Division of Land Development
and Flood Control of the Department of Community
Planning and Development.

PROTESTS: 0 _
PUBLIC HFARING ITEM cc:  9/5/84

This proposal is for a 2-story fourplex on a landlocked
parcel which exists. We included the 15' strip
belonging to another on the prospect that it was part
of the plot plan, but the owner of that strip which is
vital to this development will not agree to sell to
the applicant. A substandard (nonconforming) lot can
be used for a single family residence and staff would
be hesitant to allow a higher density development
until the access problems are resolved.

Staff recommends abeyance to resolve access problem.
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Planning Commission Conditions

7-56-84 (continued)

Z-57-84

If approved, subject to:
1. Standard conditions 1 - 8.

2. Provision of a means of access for 2-way
traffic to this site approved by City Council
if it is for joint use. '

PROTESTS: 0 |
PUELIC HEARING ITEM cc:  9/5/84

The project consists of 85.36 acres, of which

4.9]1 acres is proposed commercial. The residential
is 80.45 acres with 1,140 units, which is 14.2 units
per gross acre.

Of the .80.45 acres, 42.45 acres is proposed in the
medium high range of 16 to 24 units per gross acre,
and 38 acres in the R-CL density. The RCL is
proposed adjacent to the existing R-1 developments
both north and south.of the area with the higher
densities along the proposed expressway, which,
from a standpoint of compatibility is good.

The substantial amount (52%) medium high density is
proposed predicated on transfers from the underdeveloped
sites from the new G.P. profiles, and these transfers
amount to 291 units; however, even with the transfers,
the R-PD22 and R-PD24 sites are over density.

Staff feels that if 20 acres of R-PD20 were allowed by
providing a strip of R-CL on the west side of Parcel 3
and intercomnection of the street in the southwest
corner of Parcel 3 with the street pattern in Parcel 6,
20 acres of R-PD20 would be appropriate. The total
units in this project would be 914, with 357 units of
R-CL and 557 units of R-PD20 and R-PD16. This reduces
the density to 11.25 units per acre.
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Planning Commission Conditions

7-57-84 (continued) There are no specific plans of buildings proposed.
Staff recommends approval, subject to:
1. ROI with a 12-month time limit.

2. Standard conditions 2 - 8 shall apply to the
R-PD16, R-PD20 and C-1 districts.

3. The plot plans and elevations of the R-PD16
and R-PD20 shall be approved by the Planning
Commission and City Council.

4. The plot plans and elevations of the R-CL and
C-1 shall be approved by the Planning Commission.

5. Some modifications of ‘the proposed street plan
shall be required at the time of the subdivision

6. Dedicate sixty (60) feet of right-of-way for
Westcliff Drive, forty (40) feet of right-of-way
for Tenaya Way and twenty-five (25) foot property
line radius corners at the intersections of
Westcliff Drive and Tenaya Way, and Tenaya Way
and- Washington Avenue, as ‘required by the Department
of Design -and Development.

7. Construct street improvements on Westcliff Drive,
Tenaya Way and Washington Avenue as required by
the Division of Land Development and Flood Control
of the Department of Community Plamning and
Development.

8. Submit a hydrolegy study to the Division of Land
Development and Flood Control of the Department of
Community Planning and Development for each
proposed parcel.

9., Parcel 2 and the west 140' of Parcel 3 shall be
classified R-CL. The remainder of Parcel 3
shall be classified R-PD20.

10. The north 140' of Parcel 1 shall be amended to .
R-1. )

PROTESTS: 0
PUBLIC HEARING ITEM cC: 9/5/84
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5. 7-58-84

6. 2-59-84

This proposed flower shop is in keeping with our
practices along Charleston Boulevard to allow
C-1 for the frontage properties between Rancho
and Highland. -

The parking layout for 3 of the spaces is.
improper, so modifications will have to be
made as required by the traffic engineer.

The- aesthetj.cs are very good.
Staff réconmends approval, subject to:
1. Standard conditions 1 - 8.

2. Construct a 6' block wall along the south
property line stepped down to 4' maximum with
the top 2' - 50% open from the side of the
building to Pahor Drive.

PROTESTS: 0
PUBLIC HEARING ITEM - cc: 9/5/84

This proposed office project with a tennis court
for use by the office personnel is in keeping
with the P-R pattern established on the east
side of Jones in this area.

The building is attractive. It is 2 story,
contains 10,000 square feet and the required
parking is 25 spaces with 30 provided.

Staff reconmends approval, subject to:
1. Standard conditions 1 - 8.

2. Provision of a 6' block wall along the south
property line and provision of a 6' block wall
along the east property line set back 10' for
landscaping and provide interwoven slots in
the chainlink fence extending above the block
wall along the east property line.

3. All lighting for the tennis court .shall be
directed away fram the south and east property
lines.
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Planning Commission
Conditions

7~59~84 (continued)

7. 2-14-84

8. 2-101-77

4. Install street improvements on Redrock
Street and sidewalk.on Jones Boulevard
as required by the Division of Land
Development ‘and Flood Control of the
Department of Community Planning and
Development.

PROTESTS: 0 '
PUBLIC HEARING ITEM cc: 9/5/84

This is the required review by the Zoning
action and necessitates City Council approval.

The buildings are 2 story and contain 2 bedroom
units. They are attractive. Parking is
adequate.

Staff recommends- approval, subject to:
1. Conformance to-the plot plan and elevations.

2. Conformance to the conditions of approval of
7-14-84 pertinent to this site.

PROTESTS: N/A
NOT A PUBLIC HEARING cc: 9/5/84

Iri 1978 when this project was developed they
installed juniper tams and rosemary ground cover
in 5' planters along Main Street and Garces.
Evidentally, they have been replaced with lava
rock and other landscaping, and staff has required
re-installation of the approved landscaping.

Staff recommends denial. If approved, subject to:
1. Conformance to the revised landscaping plan.

PROTESTS: N/A .
NOT A PUBLIC HEARING P.C. FINAL ACTION
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9. Z-58-83

10. 2Z-50-83

This request is to modify the proposed development
plan in order to allow the phased development of
the site. A building has been donated which is
about 1,000 square feet. ‘It is an attractive
building. They are requesting desert landscaping,
which is appropriate for this area evolving to
industrial uses.

Also, they are asking for an extension of time.

Staff recommends approval, subject to:

1. Conformance to the plot plans and elevations.

2. Desert landscaping shall be permitted as
determined by the Department of Community
Planning and Development.

3. This ROT shall expire 8/3/85.

PROTESTS: N/A

NOT A PUBLIC HEARING PC: FINAL ON AESTHETICS

AND LANDSCAPING

CC: 9/5/84 ON EXTENSION
OF TIME.

This request is to allow an extension of time.
This is the first request. New plot plan approved
in June.

Staff recommends approval, subject to:

1. This extension shall expire 8/17/85.

2. Conformance to all ordinance amendments
enacted subsequent to the original approval.

PROTESTS: N/A
NOT A PURLIC HEARING cc: 9/5/84
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Planning Commission
Conditions

11. 2-17-83

SUPPLEMENTAL, AGENDA:

1. Z-30-84

2. AvV-6-84

This is a 3 - 4 level parking structure for 400
spaces. The structure is not unattractive.

Staff recommends approval, éubject to:

"1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

PROTESTS: N/A
NOT A PUBLIC HEARING cc: 8/15/84

This request is to allow alley paving and street
lights to be provided in the future via an
Assessment District Agreement. Several other
cases have been allowed.

Staff recommends approval, subject to:

1. Conditions 3 & 4 of the Resolution of Intent
shall be amended to: "Enter an Assessment
District Agreement to install street lights
and pave the alley as required by the
Division of Land Development and Flood
Control of the Department of Community
Planning and Development".

PROTESTS: N/A
NOT A PUBLIC HEARING oCc:  9/5/84

The code provides that where there is a 5%
deficiency in land area that the Planning
Commission can allow the last unit. This lot
contains 11,017 square feet (12.59 units) and
R-4 density in C-1 would require an 11,500
square feet lot, which is 483 square feet
more than the lot contains. The 5% is 572
square feet.
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Conditions

AV-6-84 (continued)

3. 2-51-73

4. Z-5-84

" Staff recommends approval, subject to:

1. Conformance to the plot plan.

2. Approval of U-49-84.

This proposal is to ‘enlarge an existing building
with a major addition in thé rear and minor
additions in the front. The existing building
is 1,546 square feet, and the remodeled building
will contain 4,100 square feet.

They are providing 15 spaces, which is sufficient
for 2 doctors' offices.

Elevations are acceptable.
Staff recommends approval, subject to:
1. Conformance to the plot plan and elevations.

PROTESTS: N/A
NOT A PUBLIC .HFARING P.C. FINAL ACTION

This proposal is to-allow 2 fourplex buildings
to replace the old single family residence in
front of the triplex in the rear. The new plan
contains 14 units where 14.28 are permitted.
They are 2 story, 2 bedroom units. Plain looking
building.

Staff recommends approval, subject to:
1. Conformance, to the plot plan and elevations.
2. Standard conditions 2 = 8. -

PROTESTS: N/A
NOT A PUBLIC HEARING P.C. FINAL ACTION
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Planning Commission
Conditions

5. 1-49-82

6. AR-4-84

This proposed chiropractic office con-
tains 5,500-6,000 square feet and
there are 28 spaces provided. The
building is very attractive. They
show the 6' wall setback from Blair as
required in the original conditions.

Staff recommends approval, subject to:
1. Standard conditions 1-8. -

2. Conformance to the original con-
ditions of approval of Z-49-82.

3. . The revised development plan on
the balance of the property shall
be approved by the Planning
Commission. '

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

This proposal consists of an 8 story office
building containing a bank (6,000 square
feet) and a grade parking, one level of
subterranean parking and 3 above grade
levels of parking with 4 floors of office
space. There is 65,200 square feet of
office and parking for 217 vehicles.

The elevations are attractive. Provision
for the 5' major street plan setback is
lacking.

 staff recommends approval, subject to:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and eleva-
tions amended to provide for the 5°
major setback.

2. Standard conditions 2-8.

3. Install off-site improvements as
required by the Division of Land
Development and Flood Control of the
Department of Community Planning and
Development.
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Planning Commission

Conditions

7.

Z-105-62

4. Conformance to requirements of Traffic
Engineer.

5. Dedicate 5' of right-of-way for Las
Vegas Boulevard South and a fifteen
(15) foot radius corner at the inter-
section of Las Vegas Boulevard South
and Bonneville Avenue as required by
as required by the Department of
Design and Development.

PROTESTS: N/A
* NOT A PUBLIC HEARING CC: 9/5/84

In this amendment, they will remove the
Orange Julius building and replace it
closer to Bonanza with a larger 3,000
square feet building. There are 408
parking spaces where 400 are required.

Staff recommends approval, subject to:

1. Conformance to the plot plan and
elevations. ’

2. Standard condition #2.

PROTESTS: N/A

NOT A PUBLIC HEARING P.C. FINAL ACTION
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August 17, 1984

R.A. Homes, Inc.
3430 E. Flamingo Road
Las Vegas, Nv 89121

RE: VAC-14-84
Gentlemen:

Your petition to vacate Coran Lane, a 60 foot wide right-of-way, from
the east right-of-way line of Decatur Boulevard easterly, approximﬁte1y
350 feet and to vacate the .approximately southerly 10 feet of Madeline
Drive, was considered by the City Planning Commission on August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to refer this item with a recommendation of APPROVAL,
subject to the following conditions:

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

o Reservations of easements for the facilities of the various utility
companies together with reasonable ingress thereto and egress therefrom.

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

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

At the August 15, 1984, the City Council set date for the public hearing
on this item.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
AND DEVEL(_)’EMEN.-T~> ’
HAROLD-P.” FOSTER; DIRECTOR

RCC:Tm /,’ ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR
CLV-7009 400 E. STEWART AVENUE ° LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 * (702) 386-6011
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August 17, 1984

Mr. Homer Hansen

California Federal Savings & Loan Assn.
3990 S. Maryland Parkway

Las Vegas, Nv 89109

RE: VAC-16-84
Dear Mr. Hansen:

Your petition to vacate the westerly half of the dedicated Daisetta
Street cul-de-sac, generally located north of Thyme Avenue and west
of Lamb Boulevard, was considered by the City Planning Comm1ss1on on
August 9, 1984.

The Commission voted to hold this item in ABEYANCE because there was no
representation of the application.

This item will again be considered by the City Planning Commission on
September 13, 1984 at 7:30 P.M. in the Council Chambers of City Hall,
400 East Stewart Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. The Commission requires
that you or your representative be present at this meeting.

Sincerely,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY PLANNING

AND DEVELOPMENT
HAROLD P FOSTElE> DIRECTOR

5 WM

éii/ ROBERT C. CLEMMER, ACTING DIRECTOR

400 E. STEWART AVENUE ° LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 ° (702) 386-6011
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ITEM-11. Z-57-84. THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT COMPANY

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:
RICK KNOWLE:
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:

ROBERT CLEMMER:

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:
\

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

VICE CHATIRMAN KENNEDY:

I'm going to make a Motion for APPROVAL with staff's
recommendations for the R-1 on Washington.

What about the tempokary access?

And the temporary access, if it's available.

Are you saying the whole section is’R-1?

No. I'm just -- staff did not recommend that. Staff
recommended that we buffer it and that's exactly the
way I'm moving.

Cast your vote.

On our recommendation then, it would allow south of the
proposed expressway, it would allow the requested higher
density along there, but would you include then the
provision of an east/west collector between Tenaya and
Buffalo as a requirement?

Yes.

Are you including’all of staff's recommendations?

Yes, with the exception of the reduced density, reduced
density on Washington and then they asked for if we did
go with a higher density:to put another street to the
west,whjch I am requesting.

But you're not reducing it down from 1140.to 9147

No.

The motion has been APPROVED by a 3/2 Vote by the
Council.
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7-54-84. WEST SAHARA INVESTMENT COMPANY

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:
E. A. COLLINS:
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

E. A. COLLINS:

COMMISSIONER JOHNSTON:
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:
E. A. COLLINS:

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

ROBERT CLEMMER:
VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:

I'm going to move for APPROVAL with the full R-PD23 and Tet
Mr. Collins buy the street Tights.

I'm not talking about street lights.
traffic Tights. ‘

We're talking about

Traffic lights. I think we'll Teave that an R-PD23.
can see your way fit to do that, Mr. Collins.

You

Well, Mr. Bugbee, my only problem is that if 1 have to put
the street 1ights in now,in addition to everything else,

I'm busted.before I get started. We don't think they will

be required out there in the country until after we have --
our entire tentative map is coming up next on our entire lake.
It's a project itself which we'll spend $8,700,000 to get

169 lots recorded so we don't. think that many people will
require a traffic Tight. However, what I would do is put in
the appropriate conduits and whatever else is needed so the
pavement wouldn't have to be disturbed later to put them in.

Do you want to amend that motion?

That's fair enough. I'm"just going to let it go with the
R-PD23. I think -- my reasoning on this is that, in
development, once you establish a pattern, I've seen some
of Mr. Collins developments, I have some of my own, and
you put up a map and sell the people this is what it's
going to be and that's-the way it stays. You're not
breaking any -- they know what's happening.

I think the concern was the total density out there.

I'm aware of what it is, but, there's a lot of if's, maybe's.

[ think the best way to do it is to take -- let the market
demands take care of the thing within reason. It will probably
work out that it's less density in the final analysis,.but it's
hard to Took ahead on a ten year project Tike this.

Okay. I'm still goihg to make a motion for APPROVAL with the
understanding you're going to put the conduit in for the 1ights
and we'll see what happens. Is that clear enough?

Then the other condition is that you're allowing the R-PD237

Cast your vote, please. That will be heard on August 15,
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ITEM 11. Z-57-84. APPLICATION OF THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT COMPANY
FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF WESTCLIFF -DRIVE, SOUTH
OF WASHINGTON AVENUE, WEST OF RAINBOW BOULEVARD AND EAST OF BUFFALO DRIVE, FROM

N-U TO C-1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 AND R-PD24. PROPOSED USES: COMMERCIAL,

'MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL_AND MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

'VICE CHATRMAN KENNEDY: Item No. 11. ‘Z-57-84. Application of Thomas T. Beam and
. . Foothill Investment Company for reclassification of property

. generally located north of Westcliff Drive, south of Washington _

Avenue, west of Rainbow Boulevard,and east of Buffalo Drive,
from N-U toC-1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 and R-PD24.

- Proposed Uses: Commercial, medium density residential and
medium high density residential.. ' o

- ZONING CHIEF . ) ‘
ROBERT CLEMMER: This project consists of those three parcels on the map on the
: ' far wall where the pencils are pointed. They are disjoined.
The first parcel on the southeast is this proposed C-1 site.
This parcel consists of a proposed R-CL development, R-PD16,
R-PD24, R-PD22 and R-PD20.here. . This is a proposed R-CL
~parcel. On the north side of Washington there are some R-I
homes that front Washington Avenue. On this parcel staff is
recommending that the north 140 feet of this site be amended
to R-1. On this R-CL parcel there are some single=family
homes, but they back up to Westcliff. Staff feels that R-CL
. as proposed here is appropriate. Also, the overall density
we feel in this total project is 1140 units proposed. Staff
feels that about 914 would be the density advocated by the
-General Plan. We would recommend then that this Parcel. 2
here, which is proposed at R-PD20, be amended to R-CL, and
that the west 140 feet of Barcel 3, which is proposed at
R-PD22, be amended to R-CL. There is some street redesign
that is necessary to bring this street through and access
the R-CL through to Westcliff and over to Tenaya. That wall
'shall segregate the higher density, the R-PD20,0n the remainder
of these two parcels heré, or the remainder of this parcel and
- this other parcel here would allow that density to access to
Tenaya.only. Therefore, staff recommends approval, subject
to: It being by a Resolution of Intent with a twelve-month
time 1imit, Standard conditions 2 through 8 shall apply to
the R-PD16, R-PD20 and C-1 Districts. The plot plans and
elevations of the R-PD16, and R-PD20 shallsbe. approved by
the Planning Commission and City Council. The plot plans
and elevations of the R-CL and C-1 shall be approved by the
Planning Commission. Some modification of the proposed
- . street plan shall be required at the time of subdivision.
Dedicate 60 feet of right-of-way for Westcliff Drive,
40 feet of right-of-way for Tenaya Way and 25 feet of
property 1line radius corners at the intersections of
Westcliff Drive and Tenaya and Tenaya and Washington as
. required by the Department of Design and Development.
Construct’street improvements on Westcliff- Drive.s Tenaya
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“¥$éa5$§TP 7.57-.84. APPLICATION OF THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT COMPANY
FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF WESTCLIFF DRIVE, SOUTH

OF WASHINGTON AVENUE, WEST OF RAINBOW BOULEVARD AND EAST OF BUFFALO DRIVE, FROM
N-U TO C-1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 AND R-PD24. PROPOSED USES: COMMERCIAL,
MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL AND MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

ZONING CHIEF ‘ . K . SRR
ROBERT CLEMMER: Way and Washington-Avenue as required by the Division of
: . Land Development and Flood Control of the Department of
Community Planning and Development. Submit a hydrology
study to the Division of Land Development and Flood Control
of the Department of Community Planning and Development
for each proposed parcel and that Parcel 2 and the west
140 feet of Parcel-3 shall be classified R-CL.and the
remainder of Barcel 3 shall be classified R-PD20. The
north 140 feet ofiBarcel 1 shall be amended to R-1. :
Parcel 4 shall be amended to R-PD20. If you actlon this
tonight, it will be heard by City Council September 5. We
have no protests of record.

ATTY. GEORGE :DICKERSON: For the record, Mr. Chairman and members of the Commission,
George M, Dickerson, 630 South 3rd Street, Las Vegas, for
and on behalf the applicant. I have Richard Plaster, who
has developed this whole concept,who will respond if you
have any specific questions. What we're dealing with and
so that you can orient yourselves, this is the Oran Gragson
Expressway. We're dealing with the property extremely to
the west. You will note that this is the.proposed expressway
that will go -out to Hughes site. It separates and segregates
Parcel 1 from the balance of the total of 85-some-odd acres
encompassed in this total project as submitted. We agree
with Parcel Number 1 as recommended by staff because if
you ook at thesderial photograph, you'll see that that's
precisely what was done with the Lewis Homes to the .north.
They did provide the one row of the R-1 development and
then the balance was R-CL. We have no problem with that
and as far as the'access and the ingress and the egress,
that can all be changed and accommodated to satisfy staff.
Where we differ with staff is in the following respect.

You will note, as I have indicated, that what you're dealing

with is the expressway which is going to go all the way out
to Hughes site. You're putting properties that they're
asking to be R-CL immediately adjacent to that expressway

. and that's why the design here was fashioned in the manner
and I think is equally as valid as far as the concept is
concerned is that which is recommended by staff. We have
no problem with the R-CL and immediately adjacent to the
properties which are to our south. Those are the rear
lots and this will be block walled with our rear lots on.
that street, just as is the situation across the street,
so those properties will not be affected at all. and R-CL
is appropriate because you do have an ingressifegress: -
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ITEM 11. Z-57-84. APPLICATION OF THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT COMPANY
FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF WESTCLIFF DRIVE, SOUTH
OF WASHINGTON AVENUE, WEST OF RAINBOW BOULEVARD AND EAST OF BUFFALO DRIVE, FROM
N-U TO C-1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 AND R-PD24. PROPOSED USES: COMMERCIAL,
'MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL AND MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL. ‘

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: street. You will note on our diagram here that Mr. Plaster
- , :  in fact was, and didfseek ‘approval for Parcel B, which is

in this area right immediately to the street as R-CL, so
that's compatible with this development and, of course,
this has been developed as a 7-Eleven store in place on
this site. What you're dealing with then is interior
properties absolutely adjacent to the expressway. We'll
put the ingress/egress streets..as far as Parcel 6 1is
concerned to conform to whatever staff desires, but we
do feel that the high density that is called for in the
immediate adjacenicy is not incompatible with the total
development of the area. What we have found is is in
our total area as provided and what Mr. Plaster used
is the Community Préfile Number 9 as the proposed Master
Plan for the development as far as the numbers of units.that
would be applicable for the development of this particular
area inthis total concept and you take the total acreage,
which isinvolved and what wé find isrthat the density
which would be allowed under the proposed Master Plan
as ‘Profile Number 9 woild?allow for 1379 units and we
have 1130 under this proposal. Staff's proposal would
reduce that down to 985. What we feel is fis that logic
as far as development is concerned in.immediate. adjacency

 to that expréssway,providingvthe buffer for the interior

" major aerterial which is going to serve this area. iS.
appropriate zoning. As far as accommodating ingress/egress,
we're willing to work with staff in any. regard. If you
have any questions, we'll be glad to respond.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:  Mr. Dickerson, you agree with staff's recommendations as
: , far as --

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: Up on Washington there's no problem whatsoever. We will
' ) ‘agree completely with staff in that regard. I will say
that Mr. Plaster has had a meeting with residents of that
area who were primarily concerned as to what the develop-
ment would be .and agreed that that would be the basis of
the development of Parcel Number 1. '

© COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: — Mr. Dickersén; since this is difficult to see from this
© distance, please tell me what are the different colors
representing this?

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: . Parcel 2,°which {$°the extreme west, is R-PD20, Parcel 3,
which is again to the east, is R-PD22. Parcel 4 is R-PD24
- and Parcel 5 is R=PD16 because it's in immediate adjacency
7 to what we've indicated is already the development here.of
your R=CL.and affords a perfect buffer.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: And,Parcel 6 is -- the orange on the bottom?
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ITEM 11. Z-57-84. APPLICATION OF THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT COMPANY
FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF WESTCLIFF DRIVE, SOUTH
OF WASHINGTON AVENUE, WEST OF RAINBOW BOULEVARD AND EAST OF BUFFALO DRIVE, FROM
N-U TO C-1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 AND R-PD24. PROPOSED USES: COMMERCIAL,
MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL AND MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON<® That's the one I'm saying is no question,  That's R-CL and
' _ : ' really poses no problem to the immediate adjacent properties
of Westcliff and -as far as the interior streets, we're -
certainly willing to work ‘that out with staff, ingress/egress
- streets.so that there can be a total connection with the other
"~ interior parcel. What you see is you're going to have a
natural barrier here with the expressway that will go to Hughes
site. ‘ '
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: “Excuse me, I want to ask one-question,._qu,,on‘Washington

where they‘'ve agreed to put the R-1 buffer zone across there, -
what are we going te do about ingress and egress on Washington?

ZONING CHIEF

ROBERT CLEMMER: Okay. They will need to redesign that. We have a proposed
project --.
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: - Across the street theyicah'gét in and out, but.now I under-

stand that's changed, hasn't it?

ZONING CHIEF.~ . : . o ‘ L o
ROBERT CLEMMER: Okay.  .I think.this needs to be completely redesigned --
" this number of accesses to Washington is -- ‘There's a
.. proposed project here that doesn't include a half street.
Mr. Plaster believes.he can put a street in at this point
across from this street that's here ‘and come in in an "L"
shape and redesign this. I think he's agreed to that.

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: That's. agreeable,

ZONING CHIEF - : )
ROBERT CLEMMER: . Let me ask one question. If you're inclined to allow the
' high density in this area, staff feels that it's almost a
must that we get a collector street between Tenaya and
Buffalo to more or less bisect this high density area so
that the high density traffic doesn't go down through the
Tower "density areas. . o

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: Where would you suggest?

7ONING CHIEF ’ o , e

ROBERT CLEMMER: I think that could be worked out through the subdivision
‘ process with the applicant.

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: It could be a collector, appareht1y2vwe11, I don't know,
This may be able to work out somehow.

- —
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PROPOSED USES: COMMERCIAL,

R-PD20, R-PD22 AND R-PD24.

MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL'AND MEDIUM.HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

' COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:
VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:
COMMISSIONER JOHNSTON:

ZONING' CHIEF
ROBERT CLEMMER:

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON:

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE:

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON:
COMMISSIONER JOHNSTON:

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
DON SAYLOR: '

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER
DON SAYLOR:

© VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:

RON INGRAM:

~ speak against the project?

" 32 signatures against the project.

You have Tenaya on one side and next to that spoke thing is -- ?
I think Buffalo is the next street, isn't it?

Yes. Buffalo is the first street to the west.
Buffalo.occursAabout 660. west of this parcé1vhere._ If this
pattern follows, then no doubt this property in: here would want
the same type of density with possibly agreeing to providing -
access “the same way.

I think he can work with staff on thatz‘cdh‘t you, Richard?

Mr. Dickekson,"iﬁ the property for thaiuexpréSSWéy been

.dedicated as yet?

I don't have an .answer for you; presumably it has .not been.

It was retained by the Bureau of Land Management, I believe.

Would anybody else Tike to speak in favor of this.project?

Don' Saylor, City Hall, 400 Stewart. We have a right-of~way
withdrawal on file with the Bureau of Land Management on: that.
We don‘t have patent to it as yet, but it's. being reserved for
that purpose. ‘ ‘

>.IS that a 300 foot right-of-way?

Yes.

This is @ public hearing. Is there anybody that likes to

T Tive at 7016 South Alamosa Way. It's

T have a petition with
_I have .a couple of
problems with it.. " If this area goes contiguous as R=PD22's
and such and flew Tike they usually do and an expressway goes

Ifm Ron Tngram,
close to.the Washington side there.

‘through there, we're all going to be stuck there; we're not
. going to be able to get out.
_ between Jones and Torrey Pines,

Clarice is. a street that runs
It's about 40 feet wide and
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RON TNGRAM: C L it ¢éhries as muchi traffic a]moﬁt as aneéfitée1f because
o there's no way to get anywhere from_there. S

 COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: - That's way far south, or is that east?

Cpon MR Itisan exaniple Of wha

couple of pictures for you. Washington

t'szgoing to happen heré. T have a

Avenue from the

bridge .over is. one set.. . The other set from the bridge back
towards thevTorrey,Pineé;section._ You just mentioned --

fortunately, you arevaware,thatVthat by
anybody-. . Tt's a.two-lane bridge»and;jt

jdge won't carry
s misaligned. It

doesn't even go straight across. It's on the right side.

On the east side of the bridge it comes

up on the Teft

side of the bridge. Then the expressway -~ the proposed
expressway, it it eyer‘mater1a1izes.js going to close US all

~in there. I think these peop]eﬁhave;mi

" they've got some of the best property i

ssed the fact that
n the valley and

they want:to develop it 'as poorly as’they can.with as high

density gs,possible;aﬁd"giye,upxwhat;3h0u1d

ﬂpiecefof.property.ajl‘know-that these p
property.a short,tﬁme‘agncfrom‘BLM.- Th

:be'aﬁtremendous
eop1elbeughp‘the
at's great!’ What

«staff,hasjrecommended3Tfth1hk,we‘cou]d_probab1y all live

" gith. The R-PD22's are proposed-at the

‘and all these people are going-to need.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: The only decrease that <taff has recommended is a half a . -

mile south, of ‘here, half.a mile south o
opposite side of the proposed freeway.

" they've talked about is buffering you O

core ‘of this area
to,get out. :

f you, .and on the
The only density
n Washington with

an R-1 which. the. developer has agreed to. Everything else

would be at least a half a mile south o
between you. o

f you.and a freeway

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: Maybe if 1 could show on' this diagran he'd understand.

'VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:  You might turn it-around, George, and 1
" Ysee it. MWe've seen it here. _

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: - Show it to them out there, George.

et everybody else

" ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: Okay. Mhat we're talking about is this parcel:of. property

thatﬂyou're concerned with.

RON INGRAM: Right.

. .o
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ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON:

RON INGRAM:

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: .

No problem. We will do precisely what was dene by LewiéjHomes;

. give you'yourstl.on'the<frontagejheretand the rest is R~CL.

What :you have is that that's totally separated then by the . -
prpposed expressway.. The density’with,whichuyou;are,conCerned
has the natural buffer of the expressway, so it can impact your
area. : I : S . L

It certainly would impact our area. ‘It would impact our area

a tremendous amount. Washington is going.to be temporarily
?nadequate to handle the .traffic. Lorenzi is tremendously-
rnadquate‘tojhand1§ztrafchf5tcthis point. Lorenzi 1s an
extension of Rainbow between the present curb in the express-
way and Washington. It's inadequate now. If the bridge is

“realigned, then the apartment building just to the east side

of_the bridge is not going to have access to Lorenzi. There's
going to be no way out of that place. :

1 might.remind you that traffic is.really .not.Planning's

prgylem:f,l.mean, as.things are :developed; the Traffic. .
Engineering people do create -~ there are roads being built

- eyery day in. this city.to Z~.sometimes it's the chicken

RON INGRAM:

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: ..

RICHARD ‘PLASTER:

efore the horse =~ or the .chicken

before the =- or the cart

" before the egg situation,. ut that is necessary because it
takes taxes to do these.

iﬁjhgs;1but_our”b§stTpvoblem here

. TS.ZDning;‘that‘s_what we're here to decide,: not:traffic. -

" or schools or fire or police protection. . Those are all

~‘ gepapatejagenqiesuthat have looked at this and agreed-or
~ disagreed on its existence. ' - 3

" Then what -do you base zoning decisiens on if not traffic

and safety and such?

Basicallys. 1f’it's,60mpaﬁib1e with the area, if it is good
zoning. -They are within the new ‘suggested Master Plan,
actually under it.as far as the density per acre.

1 don't know if this is.helpful -= I'm Richard Plaster, .
1908 Bluejay Circle, but one thing that I have-talked to
some of the neighbors in there and I know they are concerned -
about the access and this I know is not my responsibility; .

1 don't feel it's my primary responsjbj1ity, but I am willing
if the plan as we have submitted it can be approved, is that
upon the development of three-quarters of Tenaya put a
temporary -paving strip, which would mean that there would
be a 'secondary access for these people because I know this

has been a bottleneck and that's an accommodation,_but I'm
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RICHARD PLASTER: - willing to make subject to having the right to do it across
_ o " ° the BLM easement. - I'm not sure what;my.rights,wil1'bevwith
respect to that, but I think one of -your primary concerns
is congestion here and that would tend . to relieve it.
Of course, as this entire area develops, there will be other
ingresses and egresses from that area. : _

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: " What's Tenaya, half or quartef,JMr; Clemmer? Half section
: o ~or quarter section, Tenaya? ' g .

ZONING CHIEF , L |
ROBERT CLEMMER: - "* Half section, eighty footer.

RON INGRAM: -~ = . You prdpﬂse_tﬁen_£q7back up_yohfrdevelobment to Washington,
_ " back it up and not face Washington, : '

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:-  Face. -
RON INGRAM: . You want fo face Washington?

RICHARD PLASTER: - In talking,with;the neighbors in the area, they had what
, L+ I'felt.was.a legitimate concern:that. they: have R-1 lots
“and. they. would like to_have them facing R=1 lots and I:
- don't have a problem with that. _There are.some guestions
- in terms of, would it require ‘the cooperation of the City-
to do that, but_in talking with staff I got the distinct |
impression that they would cooperate in.helping us do that,
- having the R-1 face Washington, so there would be R-1 facing
Washington. ..Béhind thatrrow of-R-1.Tots there would be
R=CL, which.is ‘again, single-family detached units. - The
 entire density of that fifteen acre parcel will be approxi-
mately one hundred.lots, it might be one hundred. and two,
it might be ninety-eight, but that would be the density-
of that fifteen acre parcel adjacent to youy property. .

RON INGRAM:  I'm through. Let somebody else speak. Do you, want to
. ST . .see.thgse‘pictures,?byfihe way? : '

Rt LN .

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: Yes. _

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: T know that's a difficult area.up there and I'have never

- : ) " been in favori-in fact, I voted against it before.of
heavy density west of Tenaya, but this is kind of a = |
peculiar piece of property in here with all these freeways
running all over it. : ' ' :

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: “Come on ‘up, young lady, and speakﬁ_;
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GLORIA ISAACS:

' COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

GLORIA ISAACS:
RICHARD PLASTER:

GLORIA ISAACS:..

"RICHARD PLASTER:

- GLORIA ISAACS:

RICHARD PLASTER:

" My-name is Gleria Isaacs. ,We,Tﬁvelat'7208iweS£ Washington,

which also faces the proposed R=CL with amendment of R-1.
I have never been to these type-of’proceedings- before and -

T don't know if -at this point at the zoning is there any

estimation a§ to.what the proposed value of these homes

would be?

You could ask the developer, he's here.

Would they be in that position to .know that?

We are currently developing some property that is in the
same-general vicinity of Cimarron and Ducharme, which I

am intending to.continue in that area,.and basically,

“the prices on the R-CL would be in the $66,000 to under

$90,000. We do have a plan on the board ranging in size
from 1,000 to 1,700 square feet. MWe have a 2,300 square

foot unit that we have on the drawing-boards which will

. probably be a bit .over $100,000. The R-1 would.be a
‘Comp]ete1yvdifferent;product_and_wou]d be ‘something.

probab1y“very.compatib1elto what'§ion your side-of the

~ street.

I know that tﬁaﬁ‘has"notlbeéh‘erWh up5yet; but does -

your investment company at thispoint deal in R-1 properties?

_ We'do_in‘cértainApart§ of town and I'd have to say that in
“looking at the resales that I was able to see in this area

wherein some sold just under.$90,000 and some just over
$100,000. I would expect -it would have to be in that
price range to be saleable. Of course, it's a function

E{‘of_Who would actually build those houses. We would

develop the Tots and we.may build the houses too, but I
expect to be-in that price range. T o

" The other question I had, T had tried to see what the

quality or type of development that Foothill Investment
is involved with because it's not one of the more popular
ones right here in Las Vegas. I don't mean’ "not populari;
I mean "not well known," S N ' i

The owners of the property, Thbmas Béam and FoothiT]; the
owners of the property are ThomasABeamwand Footh111'Invest—
ment Company. I am intending to be the developer on it.

-1 control ‘the property. = Foothill Investment is, as a
matter of fact, a. subsidiary of Lewis Homes. .It's wholly

owned by Ralph and Robert Lewis. "I used to work with them

so I have a good repore' with them. That's who that company
is. The projects I've been most recently building in town are
called "Accent." They are both on the east and west sides
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RICHARD PLASTER:
- GLORIA ISAACS: -

ZONING CHIEF
ROBERT CLEMMER:

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:
© COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

.ZONING CHIEF
ROBERT CLEMMER:

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:

JOHN TEGTMEIER:

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:

Sy

of toun. B |
_f’Wdu1dvju§tj1fke-foAyofcé myfobinidn.ﬁiWe,did:buy a |

~resale home. We did not buy it new. He is correct,
“we paid $89,500. The homes facing Washington are all

in the similar price range. I don't know if one row .
of R-1 facing is going to protect our property valuer.
very well. You as Commissioners might know whatzl
the trends are, when these types of developments are
put..up:.across the street, possibly. at that density
could go one or two or three rows back, I don't know.

if that's feasible, but I would Tike. to express my
desire that we have homes close to us.that will retain
our property value and our quality of lifestyle and

-our view. Thank you.

MrfCTéﬁher; what is the proposed width of Washington?
eventually?.

: Eightyufeét. .

Eighty feet.

Are theve any plans for a second barrel on that bridge?

I‘uhdersténd just half the bridge is built.

_ It}s'goingAto;be alfodf—1ane bridge,‘éo in answer to

one of your questions, that bridge will be enlarged.

'My~name is JohnTegtmeier. Islive at: 7001. Alamosa:May

at the corner of Alamosaand Rock Springs. Some of my -

_ concerns with this proposed‘deveTopment: Number one .
and probably one of the most important is access, and

1'11 get into that later. -Number two is the problem
with the recent floods and the runoff.that we have in.
the area. Basically, there's. problems with both areas -
that I'm concerned about. Up along Washington, which

is nearest to us. Right now the entire area there

drains to the west side of the expressway and there's

one culvert that goes underneath. It's parallel to

the bridge.that carries Washingten over.: That outlet!s
just on the east side of the expressway and the south
side of that overpass and that was a raging torrent on two
of the three.occasions. What it does is it goes parallel
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JOHN TEGTMEIER: - to Washington on the south side totally overrunning -

' - Lorenzi at that intersection and it carries boulders
and sand all the way to Washington. That's the only
way we have to get to the shopping areas is down
across Lorenzi, through Lorenzi I mean, and over to
Rainbow and Albertson's store. That's one problem
I see. On the othRer side it doesn't concern us as
much but you have -~ with heavy rains you have a
river running across down Westcliff, across Rainbow,
and it carries on down continuing eastward and it
dumps right out onto the expressway.and it covers
the expressway and you can see the piles of dirt
and sand right now, so I'd Tike to see before this
is developed, that they take a very close Took at.
the flooding problems.

COMMISSIONER JOHNSTON: Isn't there a detention basin at.Smoke Ranch on
Buffalo?

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER ‘ .
DON SAYLOR: There is what we call "Angel Park Detention Basin,"
~which is just west and parallel to Durango at
Westcliff and Phase I.has been.constructed; that was
the small portion.. 'Phase 2A is under construction "
and Phase 2B is under design. When that's done it
should protect all of the water shed area that he
is talking about where the flooding now occurs;
the water will not get there.

JOHN TEGTMEIER: ' That is where, is it further up.to the west?

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: = . Could you show him on the map there; there's one
there with a picture.

RICHARD PLASTER: You can see the detention basin. They began work
there. : '

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: Mr. Saylor, while you're here, on Mr. Plaster's
: proposal to put a temporary access down Tenaya,
do you think there would be any problem with getting
" the BLM to grant that?

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

DON SAYLOR:. I should not think so across the portion where we
have the right-of-way withdrawal; I see no reason
why they wouldn't allow that.
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 COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: That's pretty nearly all of it, isn't it, from the corner?

DEPUTY CITY MANAGER ‘ o :
DON SAYLOR: “ About 300 feet across there, so for all practical purposes,
. T mean, 1'm not going to stand.here and ‘tell you "yes"
that he will be able to. S

(GOMMISSIONER COLEMAN: ~ You wouldn't object to 1t, would you?

_DEPUTY CITY MANAGER _ -
DON SAYLOR: No, we have no problem with.that.
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: You would -aséist-him in getting that right-~of-way, wouldn't
. - you? ' : ’ :
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER .
DON SAYLOR: Sure,
JOHN TEGTMEIER: : Onthe pofnt,of'whyythey:mayuneed‘NashﬁngtdnjOVerpass;'és

“the other gentleman: pointed out, if you take a close 100k
" at ‘that, overpass:right now, as-he mentioned, it.comes up

. on the --.if you can picture it, if you're coming up.or
.west on Washington:to.the overpass, .the street is wider

" on the north side.. As you.continue over: the overpass,
it's still somewhat to the open, but if you Took at the
slope off of the road, ‘the approach off of the bridge,
the ramp off of the bridge, it abuts right up to the
retaining wall, the concrete wall on the back side of
the condominium development. It doesn‘t Took Tike there's
any way you can put a second span in there. Right now
that's a big bottleneck. The other thing that's happening
is Vegas Drive and the expressway has been closed from time
to time. It's often closed without any notice. I tried
to get eut of there to go to work the other day and had to
backtrack entirely through the subdivision. The detour
signs pointed towards the outlet: at Vegas and in fact it

. was closed off, so that is a tremendous bottleneck right
there and I don't know if you can resolve that, but

‘Tenaya would help tremendously.

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: I think Tenaya would be an answer for you for the fore-
seeable future anyway. ‘

JOHN "TEGTMETER: " The other concern I have is the continuation of Rock
‘ ‘Springs ‘from this area here of development to Vegas

Drive is a continual Take. There has been water there
ever since we moved in.eleven months ago.and that is
barricaded off and you have to drive through the -
residential. neighborhood -- I believe it's Lewis
development. You can't get out that way either
without driving through the Tow density, I assume it's
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JOHN TEGTMEIER: - R-1 development there, and I'm not sure how long those

people will put up with that.
COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: - - :See',r_ there,you've got a natura1 . ake;.aﬁn'dgM,l{'r.NC@‘L]j»ns is
. S going to build a whble big new one. -
JOHN TEGTMETER: - . Another thingralso is the continuation of Tenaya down -
KA ' the west side has been closed also due to flooding. It

o ' ‘backs up to what amounts to a temporary- berm it Tooks
: : o 1ike. There's a big lake there and that washed out
onto Tenpaya and around north to Vegas Drive and from
there down. That was also closed off.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: I think everybody in town suffered from this last flood
" that we.had. This you can expect it Because of all the

open ground above you and as Mr. Saylor just said, they
are building the retention:to buildings and they should
in fact in the future be able to handle these waters,
but I'm surprised they're as close behind as they’are,
but they are behind and I*11 be the first one toadmit
it. = ' : -

JOHN “TEGIMEIER: There's quite a few -- I.was pointing out the permanent
‘ ; closing”of. Rock Springs .at this . time has: been barricaded
with that 1ight forever. That's not just’due to the
recent flooding. thatls:continual. People water lawns}
- §t runs down Rock Springs from the subdivision. That
would calm down the problem, but Tenaya would help.if
that could be done.

JAMES MCCOLL: o My name is James McColl. I Tlive at the Jockey Club,

: : Las Vegas, Nevada, . The reason Vegas. Drive was closed
the other day when this gentleman tried to make his )
exit was because the MMC Construction Company is doing
work for the Water District there in putting a 30 inch
pipeline down and across Vegas Drive, and naturally,
they had to close it off while they were doing their
construction work. That was just a temporary thing.
The situation on Rock Springs Drive where the lake
is that he's referring to is in the process of being
eliminated now through an easement across property
with a 36 inch subterranean conduit pipe that will. -
handie the runeff and the water there which will
then be able to open Rock Springs Drive to the north,
so with those two problems alleviated, the temporary

- closing of Vegas Drive and the future planned work
" on Rock Springs Drive, I would think they would have




TRANSCRIPT = CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AUGUST 9, 1984 - PAGE 14
 ITEM 11. Z-57-84. APPLICATION OF THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT COMPANY

FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF WESTCLIFF DRIVE, SOUTH
OF WASHINGTON AVENUE, WEST OF RAINBOW BOULEVARD AND EAST OF BUFFALO DRIVE, FROM
N-U TO C-1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 AND R-PD24. PROPOSED USES: . COMMERCIAL,
MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL ‘AND MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.: '

JAMES MCCQLL:

JAMES MCCOLL:

MICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:

ELAINE FLEMMING SMITH:

COMMISSIQNER COLEMAN:

ELAINE FLEMMING SMITH:

‘adequate access to the‘yegas:Drive.area and onto the

expressway.

Thank you.

You're welcome,

Ahybody else that has anything else new to add'we‘d,v

1ike to hear it and then:we'd ask the applicant for
rebutta1. '

I'm Elaine Flemming Smith and I Tive at 1012 Pagosa Way..
in the U, S. Homes that will face the proposed area.right
there that maybe is R-C1 now or, I'm not sure of the
numbers. '

Where is it, on Washington?

. - On Washington Avenue. We 1ive about here, To the north

of us it .was changed and they put housing facing our

housing to the east of our housing, I'm not well versed

at speaking at meetings:.like this also, but it distresses
me that the.Zoning Commission would not be concerned with

-one: safety; with two: traffic; with three: education. I

think you're going to have problems in the two schools
that we buffer which is Vail Pittman and Helen Marie
Smith if you have more higher density housing. 1 don't
know where you gentlemen and you live, but this is my
home. I moved there five years ago. I've raised both
of my sons there and I'm.very concerned about that area.
I think one thing. that these two gentlemen are kind of
pushing up that hasn't occurred yet is there is no:
freeway as of yet which runs perpendicular to the
freeway that we do have and I think that's the cart
before the horse. I think that if you look around

as you drive on any freeway systems and you see the
things that abut up against the freeway, as far as
myself being a homeowner and wanting to raise my
children, I'm not sure that I want all those things
that are coming to pass around me. You know, maybe

I was naive to move into an area that was not already --
you know, all the houses there, but ‘I. moved there with
the hope that the surrounding houses would be at least
equal to my housing. I would like to see parks there,
Already we have on the other side of the freeway we
have a Stop-~N'Go Market coming across the street from.
apartments. We have condominiums below us and now
because of the precedent that was probably set by the
homes above us, we now are going to have another bunch
of homes come in that are not equal to.us. You're
going to have higher density housing and with that comes
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ELAINE FLEMMING SMITH: crime; with that comes more traffic. I dontt know what
zoning is concerned with, but 1 would hope it would be
the quality of 1life in our country, and that's what I'm
* concerned about for my children- and for my neighbors,
We have a very nice neighborhood and we dontt mind seeing
another neighborhoed come in next to us which is comparable
to our neighborheod, but what I see coming is, we'll step
£ "~ down to this and rezone this and the next to it is going
to be apartment buildings, and then we'1l make an exception
to that, and then you've got a whole mess in there, I
think that before you allow that to occur, you have to
take some consideration about it. I don't know whether
this gentleman or these people, you know, who are going
to build these buildings, I don“t know where they live,
but I'm sure they're just as concerned about the quality
of 1ife for their children and their neighbors, I think
that, you know, this is great America and the bureaucracy
“will continue, but I think we should be heard and I think
there- are a lot of people who are concerned.and who want
their 1ife as stable as possible and I .see too many -changes
coming and I think:that'the people who are out here would
very much fight the other freeway that's coming. through.
‘I think that one is enough, not two.

DAVID EWING: - My name is David Ewing. I close escrow at 1009 Tenaya
Way Monday. One of the reasons we picked this area to
Tive in was that the area is very well kept and the Tots
are a little better or larger than some of the other areas
in town. We have three children. There isn't all of
that much yard space in our particular yard that we have
and I feel that you're destroying the area out there by
making it high density. I see no reason why they can't
come in there -- I know the reason why they don't want
to come in with R-1 because they can't put as much

"buildings on the land they've got. Let's face it, if
you're a developer, you want to’ put in as many square
feet in the land that you've got. I don't think it's
fair to the people that live across the street and Tive
in the area that are R-1. If they want to make that
where the Washington Avenue sign is R-1 and make it
comparable to the area that they're in, you know, I
have no problem with that. We did a Tot of extensive
Tooking in town, almost two weeks Tooking for a home,
and one of the reasons we --'you know, you get on top
of that bridge Tooking out toward the mountainsj that's
gorgeous out there. I just can't see just putting a
1ot of homes in a small area. That bridge is -- I
don't know how many years it will take to get the other
half of that bridge in there, several I would guess,
but as I say, I'm new to the area, but that bridge

doesn't 1ook all that 01d and it isn't all that wide
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DAVID EWING: ' for people to be driving on-it. That's all I have to say,
' ' thank you. ) S '
VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: . 'Thahk'you1~uAnybOdyge13é Tike to speak on the item?
BARBARA SHAW: I'm Barbara Shaw. . I 1ive at 7404 Rain cloud;, which is

e o ' south. of Westcl1iff.. I'm not here to complain.because
e | . T don't know exactly what's going on, I .don*t know what

the code numbers mean, 1 just would like te know, what
are they going to put in that when I Took out my back
window across Westcliff, what will I see? '

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: A block wall.
 BARBARA SHAW: " No. I can Took-over my block wall,
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: .  They have a b1oék wall over there,foo,
BARBARA SHAW: o But*Wﬁét”s going tévbe on.the other side?.
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: -  R-CL. |
BARBARA SHAW: What is that?
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: Single-family attached, I believe, jsn'f it?
COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: Défached.
" COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: Detached, excuse me.
ZONING CHIEF | ' |
ROBERT CLEMMER: It-can be eithersit can be either attached or detached.
BARBARA SHAW:  And whaf are the R-PD20, 22 and 24, what are‘thOQe?‘
ZONING CHIEF | | o
ROBERT CLEMMER: They could be condominiums or apartments at that density

of 20 units per acre. =
BARBARA SHAW: ' And the R-PD16 1is apartments as well?

ZONING CHIEF , | :
ROBERT CLEMMER: That could be condominium, townhouses, or apartments of
16 units per acre density.’ ] ,

BARBARA SHAW: But what are the builders plans? Are they condominiums,
are they townhouses? ' ’

ZONING CHIEF 2 ,
ROBERT CLEMMER: The developer can answer that. 1 believe it's a townhouse .
development of 16 units per acre density.




TRANSCRIPT - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AUGUST 9, 1984 - PAGE 17
ITEM 11. Z-57-84. APPLICATION OF THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT COMPANY
FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF WESTCLIFF DRIVE, SOUTH
OF WASHINGTON AVENUE, WEST OF RAINBOW BOULEVARD AND EAST OF BUFFALO DRIVE, FROM
N-U TO C-1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 AND R-PD24. PROPOSED USES: COMMERCIAL,
MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL AND MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY. RESIDENTIAL. «

BARBARA SHAW: - But there are no apartments’planned?

RICHARD PLASTER: . I'ma re1ative1y’smq11 developer. . Right now the plans that -
: © T have that are relatively:concrete are on the parcel that's

adjacent to Washington to build that a single~family detached,

- : and on the parcel that's R-PD16 that's I'm planning toc .
s be a .townhouse development, We don't have any further plans
other than that. I can't commit to anything further on the
balance of it. S T

BARBARA SHAW: - ‘_Thank you. That's all I wanted to know,

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: - Thank you. Would the applicant want rebuttal time? Do
‘ you have anything new you could add? We've heard just
about everything. If you've got something new, we'd like
to hear it, -if not, we would Tike to move on with the
. meeting. L ' :

VINCE MARTINEZ: . ‘ My name is Vince Martinez. I live at 7100 Alamosa Way.
T don't believe that.Tenaya is going to help that area
_because’ the way -the freeway is designed as it is right
now. You have.to go.over that bridge or.you have to go
" down Westcliff and. I:personally-don't believe it's going
to help us in.any way, I really don*t. Furthermore, I've
seen a lot of houses 1ike the one R-C, whatever you call
it, that's compact property and to me it's very narrow
and it's very close and where I live-at it's not that
close, period. Say.he wash'tigoing to:put Rl in-front of
Washington or on Washington and just o compact, where
is this going to stop? I don't understand when this is
going to stop? Are you going to go around us now and
surround us with this problem? I don't understand this.
You say that -- Mr. Bugbee here says that the traffic is
not an issue for you, but for me it is a very big issue.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: I didn't say it wasn't an issue. 1 said it was an issue
: ' - that we can't control from here. :

VINCE MARTINEZ: ' To me, zoning could possibly solve that issue by Timiting
the number of households in that particular area. Further-
more, everybody is also complaining about this bridge. That
bridge is a hazard. Now, you put more peopie on that bridge
and it's going to be a bigger hazard. Quite a few have been
hit because of that.bridge.  That's a zoning problem.I
sincerely believe. Okay, now this lady over here asked
about what:you are going to put in R-20, R-22, R-24, and
now we're talking about detached and attached homes. Are
you talking about condominiums and apartments?

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: In the R-22 andR=24 there was nothing said of detached or
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COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: .  attached. That was on the R-CL. This was back in the

interior property wheve she's talking about the higher
density. o : ,
VINCE MARTINEZ: » - Okay. T am just;refevring'to the’whole thing that waé

said.here. It kind of alarms me a little: bit, it really
: : - does. I just-cannot see how Tenaya:is .going to relieve
s this problem.  Also, this gentleman over here «- one of
o the gentlemen here said that he*s been to the houses in
that area. He hasn't been at my house.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: He said he went to 32 houses,

VINCE MARTINEZ: : He hasn't been to mine and I live near Cody Pass, which

I can't see on that particular map right there. You

just drive on Cody Pass. Have you got one here, sir?
Cody Pass is right here. Washington and Cody Pass is
right here, okay? I'm right there.within 300 feet of

- that -- looking at this street.' I'.can look :down that
street.and no one has.come to my:-house yet. ~.That alarms

me too. I'mJjust alarmed by this-whole thing here. I
also too don't accept that flooding:thing. "That water
comes-.down there pretty quick and if all the people that

“live in that particular:area:there is.a Tot of mud. They
closed off the expressway for one day to clean.up the mud.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: Well, you could Took at that map and see where the water
is coming from. You can see the flow down to it; the
flow Tines, those big ditches.

VINCE MARTINEZ: I realize that, sir, but --

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: As.Mp. Saylor did say, they are extending ‘those detention
~ basins on out further to the north. Another thing that
might be of interest to you and the people down there.
that feel you have an isolated 1ittle island out there,
there's 27,000 acres up there that belong to one person,
It will be developed one of these days; I don't know
when, but it will be developed.

VINCE MARTINEZ: ‘T realize that.

COMMISSINER BUGBEE: ". That's everything from you to the mountains and from you
: to almost the Charleston cutoff.
VINCE MARTINEZ: : That's right. I'm mostly concerned about the area I'm -in
right now.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: Well, this is the area you're in.j§




TRANSCRIPT - CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AUGUST 9, 1984 - PAGE 19 .

ITEM 11. Z-57-84. APPLICATION OF THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT . COMPANY

FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF WESTCLIFF DRIVE, SOUTH

OF WASHINGTON AVENUE, WEST OF RAINBOW BOULEVARD AND EAST OF BUFFALO DRIVE, FROM

" N-U TO C-1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 AND. R-PD24. PROPOSED USES: COMMERCIAL,
MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL ‘AND MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

VINCE MARTINEZ: Okay. Anything beyond that it's incredible. 1 can®t
"go to these meetings from that point on,

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: . " Something has to be.done in the area.beyond that you're
’ “in to protect what you‘re talking abeut, .

-BOMMISSIONER COLEMAN: ~ Tt's always difficult when you move out inte an undeveloped
. - area and you look around and you see the beautiful mountains
and the dirt is all free out there and the kids roam about
on the vacant land and you say "Gee, this is marvelous,"
and you don't dream of what's going to happen as the years
go on: This {s what happens:as the years go on, .

VINCE MARTINEZ: Okay. I realize that. The gentleman said you can't keep
‘ it R-1, okay, because if we are going to be surrounded by
this thing, to me, it's going to be hard for me to sell
- my house some day too.. I am very concerned about .this
- and that bridge, 1 think, :is a serious issue here too, a
real serious issue, and.it has to be resolved because "’
they put a telephone pole down at the bottom of that bridge
on the east side and :someone knocked .it over in less than
_a week. ‘It was. for a light fixture there. .You can have
- all these people zooming down ‘that street, down Washington,
and we're going to have this continuous problem. I'd Tike
to see how that's going to be solvedsdtoon.

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: Higher density out there is probably going to cause it to

be solved. _
VINCE MARTINEZ: That might be possibly true, but the way it's going to be

so]ved concerns me,too.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: There's only one way to get all of these things resolved
- and that's to increase our tax base and you increase your
tax:base by putting more housing in there because you and.
I are the people that pay the taxes and when you're sitting
there with a lot of acreage above you that is not paying

anything, not very much can happen up there.

VINCE MARTINEZ: - That's true,“ too. I would just 1ike to see that area remain
, R-1 or become R-1, whatever it may be,’in‘that particular
area. '

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:  Thank you. Mp, Dickerson. |
ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: Yes; and it fsn't in rebuttal at all. I think probably to

assuage some of the concerns about schooling, this area
right here is already dedicated for purpese of a school

A
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ATTY. GEQRGE DICKERSON: - site;'which is right adjaéent to your properties. Finally,

that expressway is going to be an -absolute -buffer between

the concerns of these people and these are the only ones
to express any type of cencern, and .as Don Saylor. indicates,
we can get the'permission of Tenaya, well, then, when they
build the éxpressway, whenever that is, a temporary ingress/
egress could be made permanent at that time, That's all I
have to say. :

" COMMISSIONER. BUGBEE: - Thank you.

COMMISSIONER.COLEMAN: - You tell me_ag&in, My, Clemmer, what you were recommending
' as to reducing this density somewhat.

ZONING CHIEF
ROBERT CLEMMER: ‘ Yes. Staff recommendation is that this Parcel 2 that they
' have asked for an R-PD20, that this be amended to R-CL,
and_on: Parcel 3, where they are asking for R-PD22, we're
. asking. that the westerly 140 feet be .amended ‘to R~CL and
that .the balance ‘be allowed to be developed ‘at-R-PD20 and
.that Parcel ‘4 here be allowed to.be developed at:R-PD20,
and that this parcel 'be. allowed ‘to be developed at R-PD16,
this to be developed.at R-CL, thjSﬁtorbe”deve1oped at R-CL,
except the north 140 ifeet, which would be Timited to .R-1.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: - The density that exists there now does fall within the
: proposed Master Plan.
COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: No.

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: ~  Yes.

ZONING CHIEF ' - . _
ROBERT CLEMMER: The General Plan says approximately 10% of the area should
- be in the R-PD20. range, and this area, this planning district,
goind from:Westcliff Drive and from Buffalo to Oran K. Gragson
Highway would mean about 56 acres of an R-PD20. Even just
what staff has advocated, it's granted that that would be
30 acres of the medium high density classification, and as
you can see on the map, there are other areas that are
- currently zoned medium high, so we're fast approaching our
56 acres of medium high density. Staff feels the General
Plan advocates that we Timit this project to a maximum of

30 acres of the medium high.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: Now Mr. Clemmer you recommended the density out there be
o 914 units? ' k

ZONING CHIEF '
ROBERT CLEMMER: That's correct.
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VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: What does -your arithmetic come up with.on your amendments?
ZONING CHIEF |

ROBERT CLEMMER:  Pardon me, on what?
~ VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: With the amendments that you suggest, what numbers do you

get?

ZONING CHIEF ‘ : ‘
ROBERT CLEMMER: We'1l have 20 acres of R-PD20 wiiich times 20 would be
400 units, 155 units of R-PD16. ‘

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: Does that equal the 9142
ZONING CHIEF A

ROBERT CLEMMER: _ Yes, sir. A

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY.: Oh. If there's no further questions of .the app]icanf_or

staff, I'm going*toldeclarefthis.meeting“c]osed_and‘ca11
for a motion. . : |

GLORIA ISAACS: -1 just-have a.quick question. I have no more comments
S © {o add. I realize’that .you're going to call.for the vote.
If the vote should be "yea" from the Commissioners, what
recourse do the people that still are having concerns have?
You mentioned that there are other -- I mean, the bulldozers
aren't going to pull in tomorrow and break ground, What
recourse do people have at this point?

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: This goes before the City Council on September 5 at .
. - 2 o'clock, I think is the time. -

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: You won't be notified.

GLORIA ISAACS: We will not be notified. Okay, thank you.

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: Mr. Dickerson, would Mr. Plaster consider these.lower
‘ c : densities? :

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: The problem, as I see it, Mrs. Coleman, is that you're
' putting the R-CL right adjacent to that expressway and
it does pose a real problem. See, he's avoided that
in this total plan.

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: Well, maybe he could cut it the other way then.
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ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: - Well, he has. See, he's accommodated the R<CL in the
- Tower corner where. you have ‘it actually adjacent to
Westcliff, I think really it's just as.valid an argu-
ment for the development that he proposes because of
that expressway ‘going to be the problem to contend with.
_If you take the total acreage, the 85 acres, and you :

take the parcels that are. involved and you take the
projected proposed Master Plan, we are below, It would
permit 1379 units and we are 1130.

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: Why do you disagree on the density of the Master Plan?

ATTY. GEORGE DICKERSON: I don't know that we do disagree. "He's saying on the
R-CL.that this is what brings it down.by making those
units,number, if I can orient myself. By converting
Parcel 2 and a portion of Parcel 3 to R«CL, is how you

get down to your 905 units. ' :

. COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: That's not my-question. If you say that you're.in
accordance with -the Master Plan and Mr. .Clemmer says
‘he's .in.accordance with the Master Plan, there is a
‘disagreement, . I want:to resolve that before I vote
_on ‘anything. ‘

RICHARD PLASTER: You are quite right, Mr. Guthrie, there is a disagree-
ment; in fact, the disagreement was within staff because
arweek ago that plan as it exists there, as I am pro-
posing, had staff's agreement, ' I’gdot a call towards
the end of last week when it wasn't possible to do-
anything that you know, well, they decided that it
didn't quite meet the Master Plan. Well, there is
room for disagreement within any document. For example,
in determining the maximum density that would be allowed
under the proposed Master Plan, which,. has not been
accepted yet, in fact, I don't think.it has been
formally been presented to this body. Under that
there are certain areas which are allowed, ranges
of densities. For example, there is-one that has
a medium low density that allowsia range of densities
“from 6 to 12 units to the acre. Normally, under most
zoning ordinances, typically those are constraints
and the density cannot go beyond that. Using that
type of estimation, you come up with the numbers that
I did with respect to the total allowed units. What
I was’ trying to do with this project, as I was conscious --

_ the parcel that is adjacent to Washington, which is
where most of the protestants have come from, the
Master Plan allows.a medium low density, which will
be in-the 6 to 12 units to the acre, so that conceivably

—
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RICHARD PLASTER: ~ could be a condominium or apartment. project to that
density in that area. I felt. that was inappropriate
‘Because’ of the existing R=1 nature, I thought R=CL
will be satisfactery and then after“becoming aware of
the fact there were some people who were concerned, I
felt that the R-1 buffer was not inappropriate, but
the excess units that came from that, and the excess
units that came from creating a Tike buffer along
Westcliff, again, although across a major aerterial
road, still I felt it would be appropriate to deal
with the problem of R-1 on one side of the road and
try and have single-family detached units in the R-CL
ordinance on the other side, so I took the excess
units there and shifted them to the corridor around
the proposed freeway, so that's how I came up with
my numbers. Now, in talking to Mr. Foster, who was
kind enough to call me while he was on his-vacation

. “to talk about this, he said, and I talked to Mr. Clemmer,

and they feel that when.they. talk in terms of . these
densities of 6 to 12 units, .it's really a target of
9 units to the acre for.that. area, so that'at least
resolves that controversy.

COMMISSIONER GUTHRIE: - I understand.

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: You're a conscientious developer, Mr, Plaster, and I
would feel better if I felt you were going to exercise
some control over the development of this whole area,

RICHARD PLASTER: - It was interesting that one of the people -asked me,
: o you know, where the people live. I Tive about a mile

away from this property, I am very concerned with the
quality of the development there and anything that I
do not personally develop, will only be done by people.
who have the highest reputation in the community for
delivering a first-quality product because I think -=- :
I do have abouta-hundred:tots -in’ the: Cimarron/Ducharme area.
I intend to be building on this probably for the next '
four or five years, so anything else that will go on

. would have -an affect on my property values, the value
of the houses.that I would be selling there, so I am
extremely concerned with what would go on and I would
try and make it a very high-quality development,

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: I'm going to a]TOW‘thisconé_gent1eman one more =~ One
mgre'gentleman‘to'speak, if you would, and then we'll

VA
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VICE CHATRMAN KENNEDY:

RICK KNOWLE:

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN:

RICK KNOWLE:

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE:
RICK KNOWLE:

- close,

My name s Rick Knewle. I live'at 7216 West Washington,
right on Washington on this section up here that is pro=
posed on-Washington, Like some of the .people out in the
audience, I've 1ived in that area for over five years,
I bought in that area before there even was a freeway
there that exists now, You are telling us that you're

_going to put a street through on Tenaya and yot‘re pro-
‘posing a freeway:through at the same time., How can you

do both?

The Tenaya ‘Way thing was only a temporary access to allow
the group to go out of there without going onto Washington
until the freeway was built,

I'm really not,cohcerned about the streets because I feel
that will take care of itself because it will have to,

" What- I'm concerned about '1s lots in that.area are anywhere
. from 70 to 75 feet wide to 110 feet' deep:and you're pro-

posing high density housing. The houses in .that area

'conservatively are .worth anywhere probably from $90,000
to $120,000 and you're proposing right across,:azstones

throw from me, you're going to'put high density housing
there”and apartments?

No apartments:

It doesn't matter, my point is that that whole section
should be R-1. They're going to give us a buffer street
and they're going to sell us down the road again., You

put apartments down the street. You put condos down the
street. We already have enough high density. We have
plenty of high density in that area, what was it, 10%?

We probably already have that in that area. Where are

our parks? Where are all this stuff? I think the people
in this community would be -- I can't speak for everything,
everybody, but I would be a Tot happier if this section, -
this total section was R~1. It fits more that requirement
than the other. Westcliff has already got the walls up,
Westcliff where it's conducive to R-CL more than on :
Washington, .but I bought up there with my future in mind.
I've Tived in this state for over twenty years. and I've
worked hard for what I've got and you people are selling

us down the river here, thousands of dollars you're talking
about because some guy wants to cut that hog in:the butt

and split this stuff up and make a bunch of money, Itts




TRANSCRIPT - " CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING - AUGUST 9, 1984 - PAGE .25
ITEM 11. Z-57-84. APPLICATION OF THOMAS T. BEAM AND FOOTHILL INVESTMENT COMPANY
FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED NORTH OF WESTCLIFF DRIVE, SOUTH
OF WASHINGTON AVENUE, WEST OF RAINBOW BOULEVARD AND EAST OF BUFFALO DRIVE, FROM
N-U TO -1, R-CL, R-PD16, R-PD20, R-PD22 AND R-PD24. PROPOSED USES: COMMERCIAL,
MEDIUM-DENSITY RESIDENTIAL AND MEDIUM HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL. -

RICK KNOWLE: ~not fair to-our future, We have families, you know, We
. have -rights;, too, please. :

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: Thank you for-your3commehts;‘ Iﬁm"gotng to close this
hearing and ask for a-mation. ‘ _ .

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: I'm going to make ‘a. MOTION FQR APPROVAL WITH STAFF'S
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE R~T ON-WASHINGTON.

COMMISSIONER COLEMAN: What about the temporary access?

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: - Ahd the temporary access, if it's available,

RICK KNOWLE: You're saying the whole section fhere?for R=17
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: No.  Staff didn't recommend that. Staff recommended

that we buffer it and that's exactly the way I'm moving.
VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: = Cast your vote.

ZONING CHIEF ‘ : .
ROBERT CLEMMER: -+ Okay, on our-recommendation then, it would allow south -
of the proposed-expressway, it would allow the requested
higher density along there, but would you include then
the provision of an east/west collector between Tenaya -
and Buffalo as a requirement? .

COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: Yes.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:  Are you recommending all of staff's?i
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: ‘Pardon? | .

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY{ Are you including all of staff's recommendations? -
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: Yes, with the exception of the reduced density. I'm -

. taking the reduced density off; the recommendation of
the reduced density on Washington and then they asked
for it. We did go with a higher density to put another

- street to the .west, which I am requesting.

VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY:  -But you're not reducing it down from 1140 to 9147
COMMISSIONER BUGBEE: . No. |
VICE CHAIRMAN KENNEDY: Have all the votes been cast? MOTION HAS BEEN APPROVED

BY A 3 TO 2 VOTE. It will be heard on September the 5th
at -the City Council. We'1l take a three and a half minute
recess at this time. :

END OF TRANSCRIPT
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