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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DE VELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000 '

_

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT ___ |
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [:] CONSENT - DISCUSSION

" SUBJECT:

ABEYANCE ITEM - EXTENSION OF TIME - U-0014-99(1) - CAR SPA WARM ‘
SPRINGS VALLEY VIEW ON BEHALF OF CAR SPA, INC. - Request for an Extension
of Time on an approved Special Use Permit FOR THE SALE OF BEER AND WINE FOR OFF-
PREMISE CONSUMPTION at 3650 West Sahara Avenue (APN: 162-05-402-002), C-1
(Limited Commercial) Zone, Ward 1 (M. McDonald). The Planmng Commission (6-0 vote) and
staff recommend APPROVAL

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEEORE: |

" Planning Commission Mtg. ' Planning Commission Mtg.
Hearing Officer Meeting [:] Hearing Officer Meeting ::]
City Council Meeting [T———] City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Commlssmn (6-0vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to condmons
NOTE: THIS ITEM IS CONSIDERED TO BE ROUTINE IN NATURE.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This Application
3. Staff Report

MOTION:
M. McDONALD - APPROVED subject to conditions - UNANIMOUS with L.B.
McDONALD excused

MINUTES:

ATTORNEY BOB' GRONAUER Kummer Kaempfer, Bonner & Renshaw 3800 Howard‘
Hughes Parkway, appeared on behalf of the applicant and stated that his client flew in from
Florida to meet with COUNCILMAN McDONALD. All the issues and concerns have been
resolved.

COUNCILMAN McDONALD asked staff the reason for the inclusion of a note stating “this item
is considered to be routine in nature”. ROBERT GENZER, Deputy Director, - Planning &
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000 -
Planning and Development Department
Item 105 — U-0014-99(1) :

MINUTES - Continued:

Development Department, explained that when Planning eliminated consent items, the note is.
“added to identify the routine nature of these items, which now appear under discussion.

No one appeared in opposition.

There was no further discussion.

NOTE All related discussion of Item 105 [U-0014 99(1) and Item 106 U-0020-99( 1) was held

under Item 105.
(1:53 - 1:56)
31530

‘CONDITIONS:
L The Special Use Permlt shall exp1re on May 10, 2002 unless an Extenswn of T1me has _

been granted.

2. COnfOMance to the Conditions of Approval for U-14-99 and U-20-99.

3. Approval of this Extension of Time does not constitute approval of a business license.
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ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL)
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2, 2000 :
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT .

ITEM DESCRIPTION Abeyanca Item - U-0014-99(1) - Car Spa Warm Spnngs

Valley View on behalf of Car Spa, Inc

.

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM ITE JULY 19, 2000 CITY COUNCH. iA

" MEETING AT TMREQUESTOF COUNCILAIANM McDONALD
** CONDITIONS **

" The Planning Comm1s510n (6-0 vote) and staﬁ' recommend APPROVAL subJ ect to: .

S .The Special Use Perrmt shall explre on May 10, 2002 unless an Extensmn of Tlme has

been granted.

2. Conformance to the Conditions of Approval fof U-14-99 and U-20-99. °

3. Approval of this Extension of Time does not constitute approval of a business license. o
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U-0014-99(1) - Page One |
August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

APPLlCATION REQUEST

' Thls request is for an Extension of Time on an approved Speclal Use Pem:ut (U-14-99), which
allowed the sale of beer and wine for off-premise consumption in conjunction with a proposed _
convenience store and car wash on property located at 3650 West Sahara Avenue

BACKGROUND DATA

12/19/74 The Board of Zoning AdJuSUnent approved a Vanance to allow a service station and an
automated car wash (V-74-74). :

05/10/99. The City Councll approved a request fora Speclal Use Perm1t on this property for the
sale of beer and wine for off-premise consumption in conjuncuon with a proposed
* conivenience store and carwash (U-14-99).

05/10/99 The City Council approved a request for a Speeial Use Permit on this property for a.

service station, a full service car wash, and a minor automotive repaar facility (auto lube)
in con_umctlon wrth a proposed convenience store (U-20-99). -

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

This apphcatlon is related to (U-20-99), which allowed a service sta'uon, a full service car wash,
and a minor automotive repair facility (auto lube). The apphcant’s justification letter states that the
facility is not scheduled to open before May 10, 2000, wh1ch is the reason for the Extension of
Time request. :

This site is currently a vacant lot. The previous Terrible Herbst car wash and convenience store has,
been demolished to make way for the new convenience store with full séfvice car wash, gasoline
sales and an auto lube facility. Gasoline sales are proposed for the south portion of the site, with
the auto lube in the west and the car wash immediately north of the convenierice store. Access to
the site is provided by three driveway cuts to Sahara Avenue and one cut on Valley View
Boulevard. ‘ _
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U-0014-99(1). - Page Two
August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

ZONING AND EXIST]NG LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES'

North ' C-1 (Limited Commerclal) - Retail and commmal uses :

. South C-1 (Limited Commercial) - . Retail and commercial uses .-
 East C-1 (Limited Commercial) ~  Retail and commercial uses
West C-1 (Limited Commercial) - Retail and commercial uses
ANALYSIS
- ZONING

The site is currently zoned C-1 (L1m1ted Commerc1al) The C-1 district is intended to prov1de most
retail shopping and personal services. The sale of beer and wine for oﬂ'—premse consumptlon "
requires a Spec1al Use Perm1t in the C-1 zonmg dlstnct

USE

Staff finds the proposed use is still apbrobl‘i_ate-fot this site.

FINDINGS

" In order to approve a Special Use Permit application, pursuant to Las Vegas Mumclnal Code
Secnon 19A.18. 060 the Plannmg Commission or City Council must a.ﬂirm the following: =~

1. “The proposed land use can be conducted in a manner that is harmonious and . .
compatible with existing surrounding land uses, and with fatare snrroundmg land
uses-as projected by the General Plan » o

Staff finds that the use is hannomous and compaﬁble with emsung surroundmg land uses
and with future land uses projected by the General Plan.

2. .“The subject site is physmally snrtable for the type and mtensity of land use
proposed.” .

Staff finds thaI the subJect site is still physmally sulted for the type and mtensﬁy of land use
: bemg proposed.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000

August2 2000 Clty Council Meeting .

“Street or lughway facilities prov1dmg access to the property are or w1]l be adeqnate )

in size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”

The subject site is located on the northeast corner of Sahara Averue and Valley View

Boulevard. Sahara Avenus is a fully developed one hundred fifty foot (150°) wide primary
arterial and Valley View Boulevard is a fully developed eighty foot (80°) wide secondary
arterial. Therefore, staff finds that the street facilities providing access to the property are
adequate in size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.

. “Approval of the Speciﬂ Use Permit at the site in question will not be inconsistent

with or compromise the public health, safety, and welfare or the overall objectives of
the General Plan.” :

Staff finds that the proposed convenience store will be subject to regular inspections by City
staff for licensing and will therefore not be iriconsistent with, or compromise the public
health, safety, and welfare or the overall objectives of the General Plan. -

' NOTICES MAILED N/A

APPROVALS = 0
PROTESTS - 0
AGENCY COMMENTS
T Comments
: .| Incorporated into
| » A _ ~ Comments Conditions of
Department/Agency Distributed to Received Approval
P&D - Comprehensive Planning || ~ YES 1. NO NO
B&S - Permits/Inspections | _ YBs |[ NO | ' NO
PW - DEVCO [ vEs [ yBS | NO
City Centre Development Corp ’ YES ~ NO NO
Redevelopment Agency " YES 'NO NO
 |Fire Services - Prevention YBS || NO NO -
Metro - Crime Prevention YES [ N0 |[___No
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT |
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] CONSENT [XX ] DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

_ABEYANCE ITEM - EXTENSION OF TIME - U-0020-99(1) - CAR SPA WARM
SPRINGS VALLEY VIEW ON BEHALF OF CAR SPA, INC. - Request for an Extension
of Time on an approved Spécial Use Permit FOR A FULL SERVICE CAR WASH, MINOR
AUTO REPAIR FACILITY, AND A SERVICE STATION at 3650 West Sahara Avenue (APN:
162-05-402-002), C-1 (Limited Commercial) Zone, Ward 1 (M. McDonald). The Planning
Commission (6-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL

'PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. j Planning Commission Mtg.
Hearing Officer Meeting [ ] Hearing Officer Meeting
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting -

RECOMMENDATION: _
The Planning Commission (6-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to conditions. .

. NOTE: THIS ITEM IS CONSIDERED TO BE ROUTINE IN NATURE.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This Application
3. Staff Report

~ MOTION:
M. McDONALD - APPROVED sub_]ect to conditions - UNANIMOUS with L.B.
- McDONALD excused

* MINUTES:
- ATTORNEY BOB GRONAUER, Kummer, Kaempfer Bonner & Renshaw 3800 Howard
Hughes Parkway, was present.
- No one appeared in opposition.

There was no further discussion..

iﬂi




CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000 Pg.

628

a‘-zy o { LW!« V% o | | Agenda Item‘_N‘o'., 106

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
Item 106 — U-0020-99(1)

- MINUTES - Continued: ‘
NOTE: All related discussion of Item 105 [U-0014 99(1) and Item 106 U-0020-99(1) was held
under Item 105.

(1:53 = 1:56)
3-1530
CONDITIONS:
1. The Special Use Permit shall expire on May 10, 2002, unless an Extension of Time has
been granted. -

2. Conformance to the Conditions of Approval of U-14-99 and U-20-99.

3. Approval of this Extension of Time does not constitute approval of a business license.
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CITY COUNGIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2,2000

. DEPARTMENT:. PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Abeyance Item - U-0020-99(1) - Car Spa Warm Spnngs
Valley View on behalf of Car Spa, Inc _ -

Tms ITEM WAS HELD INABEYANCE FROM THE JULY 19, 2000 CITY COUNCIL i
MEETHVGATIHEREQUESTOF CO(HVCILAIANM McDONALD C

*x CON])ITIONS k%
The Planmng Commlssmn (6-0 vote) and staﬂ' recommend APPROVAL subj ect to

1. 'The Special Use Permit shall exp1re on May 10, 2002 unl&ss an Extensmn of Tlme has
- been granted. ' :

2. Conformance o the Conditions of Approval of U-14-99 and (j;20-99.

3. Approval of this Extension of Time does not constitute approval §f a business hcense



CITY GOUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000 Pg. 631

U-0020-99(1) - Page One
August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This requ&st is for an Extension of Tune on an approved Spec1a1 Use Permit (U-20-99), which
allowed a service station, a fisll service car wash, and a minor automotive repair facility (auto lube)
in conjunction with a proposed convemence_store on property located at 3650 West Sahara Avenue.

BACKGROUND DATA

12/ 19/74 The Board of Zomng Adjustment approved a Vanance to allow a service stanon and an | ,
automated car wash (V-74-74). '

© 05/10/99 The C1ty Council approved a request for'a Special Use Permit on this property for the
‘ sale of beer and wine for off-premise consumption in conJunctlon w1th a proposed
~ convenience store and car wash (U-14-99). :

105/10/99 The City Comcﬂ approved a request for a Special Use Permlt on th1s property for a

- service station, a full service car wash, and a minor automotive repair fac111ty (auto lube)-
n conJunctlon with a proposed convemence store (U-20-99). .

‘ DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

This apphcauon is related to (U-14-99), which a]lowed the sale of beer and wine for off: -premise
consumption in conjunction with a proposed convenience store and car wash. The applicant’s
justification letter states that the facility is not scheduled to open before May 10 2000, which is the
reason for the Extensmn of Time request.

This site is currently a vacant lot. The prevmus Ternble Herbst car wash and. convenience store has
been demolished to make way for the new convenience store with full service car wash, gasolme-
sales and an auto lube facility. Gasoline sales are proposed for the south portion of the site, with
the auto lube in the west and the car wash immediately north of the convenience store. Access to
the site is prov1ded by three dnveway cuts to Sahara Avenue and one cut on Valley View
Boulevard. :
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U-0020-99(1) - Page Two . ) |
August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

ZON]NG AND EX[STING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES

North  C-1 (Limited Commercxal) - Retail and c,ommerclal uses
South C-1 (Limited Commercial) Retail and commercial uses
East C-1 (Limited Commercial) _ Retail and commercial uses
‘West C-1 (Limited Commercial) - Retail and commercial uses
ANALYSIS

ZONING

N The site is currently zoned C-1 (L1m1ted Commerclal) The C:1 district is intended to prov1de most
retail shopping and personal services. A service station, a full service car wash, and a mmor
~ automotive repa.lr facility each require a Spec1a1 Use Penmt inthe C-1 zonmg district. - .

USE

. Staff finds the proposed uses still appropriate for this site.

FINDINGS

In order to approve a Spec1a1 Use Permit application, per Lis Vegas Mumclpal Code Secuon y
19A.18.060 the Planning Commission or City Counc11 must affirm the followmg

1. “The proposed land use can be conducted in a manner that is harmonious and
compatible with existing surrounding land uses, and with future surrounding land
uses as projected by the General Plan.”

Staﬂ' finds that the use is harmonious and compatible w1th e:ustmg surrounding land uses
and with ﬁ.lture land uses prOJected by the General Plan.

2. “The subjeéct site is physncally sultable for the type and mtensrty of land use
proposed.” '

Staff finds that theé subject site is still physmally suited for the type and mtensxty of land use .
being proposed.
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U-0020-99(1) - Page Three
August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

' “Street or highway facilities prowdmg access to the property are or w:ll be adequate
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”

The subject. site is located on the northeast corner of Sahara Avenue and Valley View
Boulevard. Sahara Avenue is a fully developed one hundred fifty foot (150°) wide primary
arterial and Valley View Boulevard is a fully developed eighty foot (80) wide secondary

arterial. Therefore, staff finds that the street facilities providing access to the property are

* adequate in size to meet the requiremetits of the proposed use.

' “Approval of the Speclal Use Permiit at the site in questlon w1ll not be inconsistent
with or compromise the public health safety, and welfare or the overall object:ves of
the General Plan.”

Staff finds that the proposed uses will not be inconsistent with, or compromise the public

health, safety, and welfare or the overall objectives of the General Plan.

NOTICES MAILED N/A

 APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0
AGENCY COMMENTS
' C’omments
o | Incorporated into
;. | Comments | Conditions of
- | Department/Agency Distributed to Received ||  Approval
P&D - Comprehensive Plannmg ~ YES o NO= ~ NO N
B&S - Permits/Inspections YES - NO [ w~o 1
PW'- DEVCO | | [ NO.
| City Centre Development Corp f:o R
Redevelopment Agency - NO
| Fire Services - Prevention NO
Metro - Crime Prevention .- NO
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000

"DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT |
DIRECTOR: ~ WILLARDTIMCHOW - [ ] CONSENT [XX | DISCUSSION

SUBJECT: '
 EXTENSION OF TIME - Z-0099-98(1). - TRIPLE FIVE DEVELOPMENT - Request for
an Extension of Time for an approved Rezoning From: U (Undeveloped) Zone [PCD (Planned
Community Development) General Plan Designation] under Resolution of Intent to PD (Planned
Development) on 2.86 Acres on the south side of Craig Road, approximately 990 feet west of
~ Vegas Vista Trail, (APN: 137-01-701-001), Ward 4 (Brown). The Planning Commission (7-0
vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL ‘

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED . BEFORE
~ Planning Commission Mtg. _ Planning Commission Mtg.
Hearing Officer Meeting _ Hearing Officer Meeting
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION: , '
The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subJect to conditions.

o

NOTE: THIS ITEM IS CONSIDERED TO BE ROUTINE IN NATURE.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This Application
3. Staff Report

MOTION:

BROWN - APPROVED subject to condition and the following added condition: This
. rezoning shall expire two years from August 2, 2000 unless development of this site has
commenced or the City Council has granted an Extensnon of Time - UNANIMOUS with
L.B McDONALD excused

 MINUTES: ' _
SHERYL BEAMAN, VTN Nevada, 2727 South Rainbow Boulevard appeaned on behalf of the
applicant and stated that this parcel was recently annexed and would be incorporated into the
overall 58-acre plan. She concurred with staff’s condition.

DAVID PETROVICH, Planning & Development Department recommended that an addmonal
condition be added and MS. BEAMAN concurred.
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- CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
ltem 107 = Z-0099-98(1)

MINUTES - Continued:
No one appeared in opposition.

There was no further discussion. ,
' (1:56 - 1:58)
3-1635

CONDITIONS:
1. Conformance to all applicable Conditions of Approval of Rezoning Z-0099-98 and Site.
Development Plan Review Z-0033-97(9).
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ey COUNCIL MEETING DATE AUGUST 2 2000
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION Z-0099-98(1) Triple Five Development o

- k% CON])ITIONS o
" The Planning Commlsswn (7-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to:,

Plamuug and Development

1. Conformance to all apphcable Condmons of Approva.l of Rezonmg Z-0099-98 and Slte
‘ Development Plan Review Z-0033-97(9)
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** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This request is for an Extension of Time on an approved Rezoning of 2.86 acres on the south side
of Craig Road approximately 990 feet west of Vegas Vista Trail. The applicant’s justification letter
states that they need more time to process the Bureau of Land Management easements for oﬁ‘s1te
1mprovements which has consequently delayed construction on the site. ' :

Th1$ 2.86-acre site was rezoned in order'to be incorporated into a 58 acre, 234-lot smgle-famlly
development within the Lone Mountain Master Plan area. : :

BACKGROUND DATA

-07/14/99. The City Council approved a Rezomng (Z-0099-98) from U (Undeveloped) toPD
(Planned Development)

ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES

North U (Undeveloped) | ‘ " Future Right of Way

East ' U (Undeveloped) under Resolution of Intentto - Undeveloped
. PD (Planned Development) g
South U (Undeveloped) under Resolution of Intent to . : Undeveloped
o - PD (Planned Development) IR v '
West  Clark County S Future Right of Way -
ANALYSIS & FINDINGS
GENERAL PLAN

 The site is des1gnated as PCD (Planned Comm1m1ty Development) on the Northwest Sector Plan of
the City of Las Vegas General Plan. This category allows planned and mixed use developments.
The PD (Planned Development) zomng is compatible w1th this General Plan Designation. '

' ZON]NG

The proposed PD (Planned Development) zomng is. compatible with the PD (Planned
Development) zonmgtothe east and south ' .
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FINDINGS .

Staff recommends that the following findings required for approval of a Rezoning application per

Las Vegas Municipal Code Section 19A.18.040, should also be required for any subsequent

Rezoning Extension of Time. Thus, the Planmng Comm1ss10n or C1ty Council must afﬁrm the
followmg

1.

- “The prop()s'alaconforms to the General Plan.”

- The Lone Mountain Master Plan calls for Medlum-Low Dens1ty Reeldennal on this site

which allows a maximum density of 8 Dwelling Units per Acre. The overall density of

this zoning is 4.03 dwelling units. per acre, therefore the zomng mnforms to the Lone |

Mountain Master Plan de51gnauon.

‘“The uses which would be allo‘Wed" on the snl)ject_ »property- by approving the

rezoning will be compatible with the surrounding land uses and zoning districts.”

- The City Council found, in approving the initial request that the surrounding properties

are zoned PD (Planned Development), which is the samie as this property. Furthermore,

- the surrounding land uses are planned to be similar in dens1ty to th1s property

“Growth and development factors in the eommumty mdicate the need for or |

appropmteness of the rezoning.

The City Council found, in approving the initial request that PD (Planned Development)

Zomng is in accordance with the rest of the Lone M01mta.m Master Planned Commumty

“Street or lnghway facilities prov1ding access to the property are or will be adeqnate
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed zonmg district.”

The City Council found, in approving the mmal request that future street facilities will
be adequate i m size to meet the requirements of the PD (Planned Development) zomng :
district.

NOTICES MAILED N/A

APPROVALS 0

PROTESTS 0
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AGENCY COMMENTS

Comments
Incorporated into
: - o , _ Comments .. || - Conditions of
Department/Agency || Distributed to Received || Approval

P&D - Comprehensive Planming || YES || __NO || _ NO

B&S - Permits/Inspections . || ~ YES “NO - NO

PW - DEVCO YES “YES || NO
City Centre DevelopmentCorp ||  YES || NO ||  NO
| Redevelopment Agency ~YES || No__[[ _NO_
[Fire Services - Prevention -~ YES | "NO . NO
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DE VELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000 '

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT o |
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] CONSENT XX | DISCUSSION

- SUBJECT:
ABEYANCE ITEM - SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW - PUBLIC HEARING -
SD-0033-00 - ASTORIA IRON MOUNTAIN, LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY ON
BEHALF OF ASTORIA HOMES - Request for a Site Development Plan Review FOR A
PROPOSED 118 LOT SINGLE FAMILY SUBDIVISION on 28.76 Acres on the north side of
Iron Mountain Road, east of Fort Apache Road, (APN’s: 125-05-401-001, 125-05-403-001, 125-
05-404-003), U (Undeveloped) Zone [PCD (Planned Community Development) General Plan
Designation] under Resolution of Intent to R-PD3 (Residential Planned Development - 3 Units
per Acre), Ward 6 (Mack). The Planning Commission (4-0-2 vote) and staff recommend

. APPROVAL

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: - APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:

Planning Commission Mtg. D Planning Commission Mtg.
Hearing Officer Meeting [ ] Hearing Officer Meeting
- City Council Meeting City Council Meeting [0 ]

RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning Commission (4-0-2 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to condmons

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This Apphcatlon
3. Staff Report

MOTION:
MACK - APPROVED subject to condltlons and the following Conditions 1mposed on SD-
2-99 from the 3/22/99 City Council Meeting:

11. Complete Fort Apache Road before any issuance of permits for the site.

‘Temporary Goecke paving shall be acceptable for the Fort Apache Road

improvements;

12. A temporary barricade shall be placed on Iron Mountain Road to prevent cut-
through construction traffic;

14. Construction access shall be restricted to Fort Apache Road;

15. Where allowed by the Department of Public Works, streets shall be constructed to
rural standards for street design and low level lighting. Along public streets, cut-
off lights with lower wattage are required to prevent spillover to adjacent
properties;
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ltem 108 — SD-0033-00

- MOTION - Continued: '

20. No excessive grading such as clearing and grubbing shall occur on the west half of
this project until such time as access and water to this portion of the site are
available;

22. Trash cleanup shall be an ongoing process while the models or homes are
constructed, and trash from this project shall not be allowed onto adJacent
properties; .

-~ UNANIMOUS with L.B. McDONALD excused

MINUTES:
"MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing open.

ATTORNEY MARK FIORENTINO, Kummer, Kaempfer, Bonner & Renshaw, 3800 Howard

Hughes Parkway, appeared on behalf of the applicant and stated that representatives from the
Tule Springs Homeowners Association requested that a few conditions from the original Site
Development approved a year ago be carried forward to this application. The applicant is willing
to incorporate Conditions #11, 12, 14, 15, and 22 from the original site plan from a letter dated
4/15/99 from the 3/22/99 City. Council meeting.

LOUISE RUSKAMP, 8500 Log Cabin Way, President, Tule Springs Homeowners Association,
asked that the conditions approved a year ago be continued, in particular the condition that deals
with trash control. She discussed the trash problem with Astoria Homes representatives. Part of
the temporary chain link fence along the northern part of the property on O’Hare Road is lying on
the ground and it needs to be repaired. She presented pictures showing trash from the

construction site consisting of cardboard boxes, ducts from heating and air conditioning vents, -

and empty cement bags. The developér needs to make the effort, not only by replacing the chain
link fence, but also by picking up the trash in the surrounding area. ATTORNEY FIORENTINO
replied that Condition #22 would address that issue. .

COUNCILMAN BROWN verified with ATTORNEY FIORENTINO that the western half of
this project would be serviced with a new water line. He requested that Condition #20 from the
original Site Development Plan be also added.

COUNCILMAN MACK thanked Astoria Homes for working with the Tule Springs
Homeowners Association and that Condition #20 will be incorporated with the other additional
conditions.
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MINUTES - Continued:
There was. no further discussion.

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing closed.

(1:58 - 2:04)
3-1720

CONDITIONS:

Planning and Development

1.

Building setbacks shall be as' follows: Front= 20 feet with front-load garage, 14 feet with
side-load garage; Rear = 15 feet; Side = 5 feet; and Corner Side = 10 feet.

Public Works

2.

City of Las Vegas Petition of Vacation VAC-3-99 and the corresponding Clark County
vacation shall record prior to the recordation of a Final Map for this site.

Dedicate 40 feet of right-of-way adjacent to this site for Fort Apache Road, 40 feet for
Iron Mountain Road, and 30 feet for O’Hare Avenue. Also, dedicate a 20 foot radius on
the southeast corner of Fort Apache Road and O’Hare Avenue and a 54 foot radius on the
northeast corner of Fort Apache Road and Iron Mountain Road. Alternatively, as allowed
by the Master Plan of Streets and Highways as amended [MSH-1-97], on Fort Apache
Road, El Capitan Way and Iron Mountain Road, the applicant may dedicate 30 feet of
right-of-way and grant 10 foot “Public Use Roadway Corridor Easements” adjacent to
such right-of-way for a total public half-street corridor width of 40 feet. Such public use
easement shall be granted and available for any public need in conjunction with but not
limited to traffic, drainage and storm sewers, streetlighting, fire hydrants, walkways, and
sanitary sewer purposes. All required Sight Visibility Restriction Easements and
appropriate corner radii shall be reserved behind and adjacent to such roadway corridor
easement as if the easement area were dedicated right-of-way. '

Construct half-street improvements including appropriate overpaving where legally able
on Fort Apache Road, Iron Mountain Road, and O’Hare Avenue adjacent to this site
concurrent with development of this site. Also, construct widened paving on O’Hare
Avenue adjacent to the *“Not-A-Part” parcel (APN 125-05-402-001) corncurrent with
development of this site. Final improvement requirements shall be determined at the time-
of approval of the Tentative Map. : ’
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CONDITIONS — Continued:

5.

10.

- 11,

A Master Streetlight Plan shall be submitted and approved prior to the submittal of any
construction drawings for this site.

An update to the previously é'pproved Traffic Impact Analysis must be submitted to and
approved by the Department of Public Works prior to the issuance of any building or
grading permits or the recordation of a Final Map for this site. Comply with the

- recommendations of the approved Traffic Impact Analysis prior to occupancy of the site.

Phased compliance will be allowed if recommended by the approved Traffic Impact
Analysis. No réecommendation of the approved Traffic Impact Analysis, nor compliance
therewith, shall be deemed to modify or eliminate any condition of approval imposed by
the Planning Commission or the City Council on the development of this site.

Extend public sewer to the western edge of this site in Iron Mountain Road concurrent
with development of this site. Also, provide public sewer easements for all public sewers
not located within existing public street right-of-way prior to the issuance of any permits
as required by the Department of Public Works. Improvement Drawings submitted to the
City for review shall not be approved for construction until all required public sewer
easements necessary to connect this site to the existing public sewer system have been
granted to the City. ‘

Gated entries shall be de51gned located and constructed in accordance with Standard
Drawing #222a. '

An update to the previously approved Drainage Plan and Technical Drainage Study must
be submitted to and approved by the Department of Public Works prior to the issuance of
any grading or building permits or.the recordation of a Final Map for this site, whichever

. may occur first, as required by the Department of Public Works. Provide and improve all

drainageways as recommended in the approved drainage plan/study.

The design and layout of all onsite private circulation and access drives shall meet the
approval of the Department of Fire Services prior to the issuance of any permits.

The final layout of this site shall be determined at the time of approval of the Tentative
Map. Final right-of-way requirements will be determined at that time..
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. CONDITIONS - Continued:

Planning and Development

12.

13.

) 14v

15.

16.

17.

18.

All development shall be in coriformance with the Site Development Plan and building
elevations. '

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. ‘ :

A landscaping plan must be subrmtted at the same tlme apphcatlon is made for a building
permit.

All City Code requlrements and desxgn standards of all Clty departments must be
satisfied. :

A fully operational fire protection systér_n, including fire -apparatus. roads, fire hydrants
and water supply, shall be installed and shall be functioning prior to construction of any
combustible structures.

Where new ‘water mains are extended along streets and fire hydrants are not needed for

protection of struCtures, hydrants shall be spaced at a maxiniurn distance of 1,000 feet.

~ Fence heights shall be measured from the side of the fence with the least vertical

exposure above the finished grade.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2, 2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Abeyance ltem - SD-0033-00 - Astoria Iron Mountain,
~ Limited Liabillty Company on behalf of Astona Homes

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE JULY 19, 2000 CITY COUNCE
MEETING AT THEREQUESTOF IHEAPPLICANT

*& CONDITIONS *k
The Planning Comm1ss1on (4-0 2 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL sub_]ect to:

Plamung and Development

1. Building setbacks shall be as follows Front = 20 feet with front-load garage, 14 feet with
s1de-load garage; Rear = 15 feet, Slde 5 feet; and Comer Side =10 feet.

Publzc Works

2. City of Las. Vegas Petition of Vacation VAC-3-99 and the corresponding Clark County

vacation shall record prior to the recordation of a Final Map for this site.

3... Dedicate 40 feet of right-of-way adjacent to this site for Fort Apache Road, 40 feet for |

Iron Mountain Road, and 30 feet for O’Hare Avenue. Also, dedicate a 20 foot radius on
the southeast corner of Fort Apache Road and O’Hare Avenue and a 54 foot radius on the

northeast corner of Fort Apache Road and Iron Mountain Road. Alternatively, as allowed

by the Master Plan of Streets and Highways as amended [MSH-1-97], on Fort Apache
Road, El Capitan Way and Iron Mountain Road, the applicant may dedicate 30 feet of

right-of-way and grant 10 foot “Public Use Roadway Corridor Easements” adjacent to

such right-of-way for a total public half-street corridor width of 40 feet. Such public use

easement shall be granted and available for any public need in conjunction with but not

limited to traffic, drainage and storm sewers, streetlighting, fire hydrants, walkways, and
sanitary sewer purposes. - All required Sight Visibility Restriction Easements and
appropriate corner radii shall be reserved behind and adjacent to such roadway corndor
casement as if the easement area were dedlcated nght-of way.

4, Construct half-street 1mprovements including appropnate overpaving where legally able
- on Fort Apache Road, Iron Mountain Road, and O’Hare Avenue adjacent to this site
concurrent with development of this site. Also, construct widened paving on O’Hare
Avenue adjacent to the “Not-A-Part” parcel (APN 125-05-402-001) concurrent with
development of this site. Final lmprovement reqmrements shall be determined at the tlme

of approval of the Tentative Map
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10.

11.

2.

13.

A Master Streetlight Plan shall be submitted and approved prior to the. submJttal of any
construction drawings for this site.

An update to the previously approved Trafﬁc Impact Analysis must be submitted to and -
approved by the Department of Public Works prior to the issuance of ariy building or
grading permits or the recordation of ‘a' Final Map for this site. Comply with the -
recommendations of the approved Traffic Impact Analysis prior to occupancy of the site. .
Phased compliance will be allowed if recommended by the approved Traffic Impact
Analysis. No recommendation of the approved Traffic Impact Analysis, nor compliance
therewith, shall be deemed to miodify or eliminate any condition of approval imposed by

. the Planning Commission or the Clty Comcﬂ on the development of this site.

Extend public sewer to the western edge of this site in Iron Mountain Road concurrent

with development of this site. Also, provide public sewer easements for all public sewers -
not located within existing public street right-of-way prior to the issuance of any permits
as required by the Department of Public Works. Improvement Drawings submitted to the

City for review shall not be approved for construction until all required public sewer

easements necessary to connect this site to the existing pubhc sewer system have been

- granted to the City.

Gated entries shall be designed, located and constructed in accordance with Standard
Drawmg #2222, :

An update to the prev10usly approved Dra.mage Plan and Technical Drainage Study must
be submitted to and approved by the Department of Public Works prior to the issuance of

any grading or building permits or the recordation of a Final Map for this site, whichever

may occur first, as required by the Departmeiit of Public. Works. Providé and i 1mprove all
drainageways as recommended in the approved dramage plan/study.

The desrgn and layout of all onsite private circulation and access dnves shall meet the
approval of the Department of Fire Services prior to the issuance of any permits.

The final layout of this site shall be determined at the time of approval of the Temanve
Map. Final right-of-way reqmrements will be determmed at that time. : :

Plam:J and Development

All development shall be in conformance with the Site Development Plan ‘and bmld.mg
elevations. , _

Landscaping and a permanent underground spnnkler system shall be pmv1ded as required
by the Planning Commission and shall be permanently mamtamed in a satisfactory
manner.
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14.
15.
16.
17.

18.

A landscaping plan must be submitted at the same time apphcatlon is made for a hulldmg o

- permiit.

satlsﬁed.

A ﬁﬂly operatlonal fire protection system, meiudmg fire apparatus roads, fire hydrants and
‘water supply, shall be installed and shall be f\mctxomng pnor to. construction of any
eombustlble structures. - - , _ -

Where new water mains are extended along streets and ﬁre hydrants are not needed for'
protection of structures hydrants sha]l be spaced at a maximum drstance of 1 000 feet.

above the finished grade.

All City Code requrrements and deslgn standards of all C1ty departments must be

Fence heights shall be. measured ﬁ'om the. 51de of the fence with the least vertlcal exposure :
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*+ STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This is a requ&it for a Site Development Plan Review of 28.76 acres located on the north side of
Iron Mountaih Road, east of Fort Apache Road for a proposed 118 lot smgle—famxly subd1v1s10n.
The subdivision will be the third phase of the Iron Mounta.m Estates development.

BACKGROUND DATA

02/19/99 This property was annexed to the Clty ofLas Vegas as part of a larger overall site (A-15-
99). It was ass1gned a zoning class1ﬁcat10n of R-PD3 (Rmdentlal Planned
Development, 3 units per acre).

03/22/99 The subJect s1te was part of a 242 lot, smgle-famﬂy subdivision approved by the City . -
Council as a Site Development Plan Review (SD-0002-99). Modifications to the
development plan for the west:portion of the original approval necessitated the submlttal
of anew Site Development Plan Review (SD-0033-00) _ :

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

Overall Iron Mount’ain Estates:

Site Area " 75 .65 Acres

Dwelling Units - - 259 Homes

Density ~ 3.42 Dwelling Units per Acre _

Open Space Provided ~ 4.60  Acres (includes 1 .06 acres to be prov1ded w1thm a future phase)
" Open Space Required = 4.27 Acres

: Subject_Property:
Site Area 2876  Acres
' Dwelling Units 118  Homes

Density B © 410 ' Dwelling Units per Acre
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Ten—foot wide planters with 24-inch box and 15-gallon trees are shown along Iron Mountam Road,

Fort Apache Road, and O’Hare Avenue. Access to the subdivision is provided by a 54 foot wide .

gated access drive to Iron Mountain Road. All lots will front onto 40 foot wide private streets and
will have a typical size of 60 feet by 110 feet (6,600 square feet) Building elevatlons are shown
with stucco exteriors and concrete tileroofs. = :

Bulldmg setbacks are proposed as:
Front: 20 feet with ﬁ'ont-load garage, 14 feet with side-load garage
‘Rear: 15 feet
Side: : 5 feet

Comer Side: 10 feet

ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES

Nonh County : Ummproved ' ‘
South R-PD3 and R-PD6 - Single-Family Residences under constructlon ,
East County = . Unimproved ‘
‘West R-E _ Unimproved .

' ANALYSIS & FINDINGS

ZONING

Staff finds that the proposal conforms to the intent of the R-PD (Re51denual Planned Development)
zoning dlstnct, which is to allow ﬂex1b1hty to penmt 1mag1nat1ve deﬂgn

SITE PLAN o |

Staﬁ' finds the site plan conforms to the intent of the Zomng Code |

LANDSCAPE PLAN | |

' Staff finds the landscape plan conforms with the Utpén Design Guidelines and Standards.
ELEVATIONS - |

The building materials proposed are typlcal for single-family development within the City.
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FINDINGS ~

In order to approve a Site Development Plan Review a;pphcatlon, pursuant to Las Vegas

Municipal Code Section 19A.18.050, the Planning Commission or City Counc1l must. aﬁirm all

of the following:

1.‘

“The proposed development is compatible with ad]acent development and
development in the area.”

The proposed subdivision is compatlble with the pattern of residential development that
is expected to occur in this area. : 4

“The proposed development is consistent with the General Plan, Title 19A, the

Design Standards Manual, the Landscape, wall and buffer standards, and other .

duly-adopted City plans, policies, and standards.”

The site plan complies with the intent of the Zom'ng Code. The proposed landscaping
conforms with the buffer standards of the Urban Design Guidelines.

' “Slte access and circulation do not negatlvely impact adjacent roadways or

neighborhood traffic.”

' Iron Mountam Road and Fort Apache Road will have a nght-of -way width of 80 feet and

will be adequate in size for this proposed development.
“Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area and for the City.”

Staff finds that the bulldmg and landscape materials are appropriate for the | area and for
the City.

“Bililding elevations, design characteristics, and other architectural and aesthetic
features are not unsightly, undesirable or obnoxious in appearance; create an
orderly and aesthetically pleasing environment; and are harmonious and
compatible with development in the area.”

Staff finds that the buildings are not unsxghtly or obnoxious in appearance, and will be
harmonious with development in the area. .

“Appropnate measures taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and

general welfare.”

Staﬁ' finds that the proposed development will not negatlvely impact the public health,
sa.fety and general welfare.
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-  Comments |
o Incorporated into
o Comments Conditions of
Department/Agemy o || Distributedto Received Approval
P&D - Comprehem'wePlanmng YES. NO ||  NA -
B&S - Penmts/In.speczzons T YES - NO  NA .
PW - DEVCO | " YES [ YES 'YES
City Centre Development Corp YES ~NO - NA
Redevelopment Agency YES “NO NA
Fire Services - Prevention YES |[ NO NA
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" The submitted Traffic (mpact Analysis must be approved by the Departmment of Public

Works prior %o the issuance of any bullding or grading permits, submittal of any
construction drawings, or the recordation of g Final Map for thiz slte. Comply with the
rscommondations of the approved Traffic impact Analysis prior to occupancy of the sits.
The City shal determine traffic signzal contribution requirements basad upon information

provided in the approved Traffic Impact Analysls; such monies shalt be contributed prior

wmmdwmummwcnonﬂumpmmm The Traffic

impact Analysis shall address proposed sccess routes to this site, induding Fort Apache
Road to the south or potential connactions o the proposed Kyle Canyon Imerchange to
the west of this site. The Traffic Impact Analysis shall also inciude a sactian sddressing
Standard - ODrewings #234.1 and #2342 0 determine addtional right-of-way
requirements sdjacent to this she, i any, dedicats al areas recommended by the
approved Traffic Impact Anaiysis. All additionsi rights-of-way required by Standard
Drawing #201.1. for dedicated right-tum {anes and dual i1sl tum (anes, shall be
dedicated - prior o or concurrent with the cormmencemant of on-site develiopment
aciivities uniess specifically noted as not required in the approved Traffic impact
Analysis. Phased compliance wik be aliowed If recommended by the epproved Traffic
impact Asalysis. No recommendation of the approved Trafic impect Analysis, nor

‘mwmmumwmamwmdw

imposad by the Planning Commission or the City Coauncil on the development af this sits.

commeMAmanudbahmwmdpmumm Tompuraty

Goodwpmngslulbeambhhrmmw\oﬂmdhm

Ammmqmmahalboplamdanlmmmrl Roadwptwnc.nmmugh
mwcuonnﬂ\r. ,

mmdmmmmwemmmmmwmpmm
commendaing home construction. ‘

Construction access shail be resticted to Fort Apache Road,

Whers aflowed by the Department of Public Works, streets shall be constructad to rural

standards for street design and low level lighting. mwhﬁcmm.mnﬁghum
mmmmwunwwwumadmpm

Coordinate with the Collection secton of the Dapartmant of Public
Mhhmwmmuﬁdpuhhw:wmﬁmh
allowsble polrt of conrecton at the imersection of Durengo Drive and Brent Lane to this
site prtor 0 the submittal of any public sewer construction planis. The developer shall
mmmrmmacmwwummmmdmmm
n the Iron Mourtain Road sfignment 10 the west edge of this site concurrent with
development of this site. All required public sewer easements necessary o connact this

478
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17,

18.

18,

24.

mbmmmmmbmwupmwedmmafypiumwapmi
~ of sewer construction pians, orﬁwtsmofanyoﬂ-ehepm&suwmwm
Capartment of Public Works.

Gatad entries shail be designed, Wawmhammmsmm

: Mgmumwnwmmwm

ADMPM‘MTMDMWMthIWDMWM
the Departrment of Public Works prior to the issuance of any building or grading permits,
submittal of any construction drawings, or the recordstion of 3 Final Map for this site,
whichever may ocour firat, as required by the Degertment of Public Waorks. Provide and
improve all dreimagewsys recommended In the approved Dreinage Pian/Study. The
developer of this sits shall be responsitie 10 contribute monies for the construction of
neighborhaod or local drainsge improvements. The amwunt of such monies shall be
~determined by the approved Orainage PlaryStudy and shall be contrbuted prior to the
mssuance of any buliding or grading permits, whichever may ocoir first In leu of
monstary contributions, in whols orin part, the developer may agree o construct such

drainage facifity improvements ss are recommended by the approved Drainsge
Plan/Study '

mtmdmummﬂmwmmmaw

n\eDrainmsmdydemﬂicS&ﬂymuhdbycdeAppmmo. 18 and No.
10. respectively, shall contain a section addressing the possibie phasing of the required

infrastructure for the propossd projoct dus to the possible untimeliness of the water line
bmmemtha!fofhbsh

Namvegmdhgsumudemmgmbbhgshallwonmmmwofmm
pmdunulsmm”amwmbmmdmdumavamme

The dn:gnwuyomddmdupmbdrmhﬂonamamadﬂmssmﬂmeetm
spprovel of the Dopartment of Fire Services prior to the issuance of any permits.

Trash deanup shall be an ongoing process while the modals or homes are constructed.
mmmm&mmmummwm

Andavdopmwconfommmmmmasamendedwmmmons.andb

the buildi!‘c Olm

mmwdmmdﬂummamumuwamrm
Map mmmwwudmmmm

Landscaping and & permenent underground sprinkder systam ghal be provided as
required by the Planning Commission and shal be permanently maintained In &
satisfactory manner.

/8
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] CONSENT [XX | DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW - PUBLIC HEARING - Z-0033-97(16) - CITY OF
LAS VEGAS - Request for a Site Development Plan Review FOR A PROPOSED CITY

PARK (METRO PARK) on 24.9 acres on the south side of Gowan Road, approximately 1,320
feet east of Hualapai Way (APN: 138-07-301-005 and 138-07-401-009), C-V (Civic) Zone under
~ Resolution of Intent to PD (Planned Development) Ward 4 (Brown). The Plannmg Commission
(7-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:

Planning Commission Mtg. Planning Commission Mtg. -
Hearing Officer Meeting [:] Hearing Officer Meeting I:]
City Council Meeting [E] City Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION: ‘ o
The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to conditions.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location Map .
2. Conditions For This Application
3. Staff Report

MOTION:

. BROWN - APPROVED subject to conditions - UNANIMOUS with MACK not votmg and

L.B. McDONALD excused

~ MINUTES: ' .
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing open.

CLAIR LEWIS, Architectural Services, Public Works Department, appeared together with
DIRICK van GORP, PBS&J, a consultant for the City of Las Vegas. MR. LEWIS concurred
with staff’s conditions.

COUNCILMAN BROWN ‘thanked both MR.. LEWIS and MR. van GORP for working with the
neighborhood. He discussed with MR. LEWIS the expected Nevada Power substation coming
- forward sometime in the next two to four years and the possibility of it being screened with pine
trees on the eastern portion. He asked whether the City would be able to tap into the water line at
a future time without tearing everything up. MR. LEWIS replied that that would be possible.

674
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
ltem 109 — Z-0033-97(16)

MINUTES - Continued:
No one appeared in opposition.

There was no further discussion.

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearin_g closed.
(2:04 - 2:07)
- '3-1960

CONDITIONS:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to all applicable Conditions of Approval to Rezomng Z-0033-97 and the
Lone Mountain Master Plan Development Standards.

2 This site plan shall be subject to further review by the Planning Commission and/or City
Council in the event that any significant changes to park facilities, parking lots or overall
park layout are contemplated.

3. A landscaping plan must be submitted prior to or at the same time application is made for

a building permit or license, or prior to occupancy, whichever occurs first.:

4, All mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall be screened from view
from the abutting streets (excluding single family de‘velopment).

5. All City Code requirements and de51gn standards” of all City departments must be

satisfied.

' 6 . A fully operational fire protection system, including fire apparatus roads, fire hydranfs

and water supply, shall be installed and shall be functioning prior to construction of any .

combustible structures.

7. Where new water mains are extended along streets and fire hydrants are not needed for
protection of structures, hydrants shall be spaced at a maximum distance of 1,000 feet.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
Item 109 —~ Z-0033-97(16)

CONDITIONS - Continued:

8.

Provide plans showmg accessible exterior routes from pubhc transportation stops,
accessible parking, passenger loading zones and public sidewalks to theé accessible

building entrance(s) with submittal of plans for building permits as required by the
Department of Building and Safety. Accessible routes shall have runmng slopes and

cross slopes in accordance with the applicable code.

Public Works

9.

10.

11.

12.

Construct half-street improvements including appropriate overpaving on Gowan Road
and Conquistador Street adjacent to this site concurrent with development of this site.

A Drainage Plan and Technical Drainage Study or other information acceptable to the
Flood Control Section of the Department of Public Works ‘must be submitted to and
approved by the Department of Public Works prior to the issuance of any building or
grading permits. Provide and improve all dramageways recommended in the approved
drainage plan/study. .

Meet with the Traffic Engineering Representative in Land Development for assistance in
the possible redesign of the proposed driveway access, on site circulation and parking lot
layout prior to the submittal of any construction plans or the issuance of any permits,
whichever may occur first. Driveways shall be designed, located and constructed in

accordance with Standard Drawing #222a.

The design and construction of the access drive and parking facilities servicing this site
shall, to the extent practical, minimize any adverse traffic impacts associated with this
project on the surrounding neighborhood. Appropriate mitigation measures for this site
shall be determined by the Department of Pubhc Works.
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CITY. COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2, 2000 .
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: Z-0033-97(16) City of Las Vegas

** CONDITIONS **
. The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Developmént

‘1. Conformance to all applicable Conditions of Approval to Rezomng Z-0033-97 and the
Lone Mountain Master Plan Development Standards. ' o

2. ThJs site plan shall be subject to further reviéw by the Planning Commission and/or City

Council in the event that any significant changes to park faclhtles parking lots or ovexall
park layout are contemplated.

3. A landscaping plan must be submltted prior to or at the same time apphcatlon is made for |

a building permit or hcense, or prior to occupancy, whichever occurs first.:

4. All mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall be screened ﬁ'om view -

from the abutting streets (excluding single famﬂy development)

5. All City Code requirements and des1gn standards of all City deparlments must be :

satisfied. k

6. A fully operational ﬁre protection systein, including fire apparatus roads, fire. hydrants and

water supply; shall be mstalled and shall be functioning pnor to consiructlon of any

combustlble structures.

7. . Where new water mains are extended along streets and fire hydrams are not needed for

protection of structures, hydrants shall be spaced at a maximum distance of 1,000 feet.

8. Provide plans showing accessible exterior routes from public transponanon stops,
accessible parking, passenger loading zones and public sidewalks to the accessible
building entrance(s) with submittal of plans for building permits as required by the
Department of Building and Safety. Accessible routes shall have running slopes and cross
slopes in accordance with the applicable code .

Public Works

9. ‘Construct half-street improvements including appropriate overpaving on Gowan Road and
Conquistador Street adjacent to this 51te concurrent with development of this site.
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10.
11.

12.
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A Drainage Plan and Technical Drainage Study or other information acceptable to the
Flood Control Section of the Department of Public Works must be submitted to and

approved by the Department of Public Works prior to the issuance of any building or

grading permits. Provide and improve a.Il drainageways recommended in the approved

dramage plan/study

Meet with the Trafﬁc Engmeenng Representanve in Land Development for assistance in
the possible redesign of the proposed driveway access, on site circulation and parking lot

layout prior to the submittal of any construction plans or the issuance of any permits,

whichever may occur first. Driveways shall be designed, located and constructed in
accordance with Standard Drawing #222a.

The deslgn and construction of the access drive and parking fac1ht1es semcmg this site
- shall, to the extent practical, minimize any adverse traffic impacts associated with this

project on the surrounding neighborhood. Appropriate mitigation measures for this site
shall be determined by the Department of Pubhc Works :



" CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000 Pg.

680

- Z-0033-97(16) - Page One
August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

~ #* STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This request is for a Slte Development Plan Review for a proposed Clty park (Metro Park) on 24.9
acres on the south side of Gowan Road, approximately 1,320 feet east of Hualapai Way.

BACKGROUND DATA

| 06/23/97 The City Council approved a Rezoning (Z-0033-97) to PD (Planned Development)

on this site as part of the overall Lone Mountain Master Plan Development..

'~ DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

- Site Area: , ' 724.9 -Acres .-
Parking Provided: 109 Spaces (Including eight handicap accessible)

The proposed site plan depicts access to the park will be via one drive from Gowan Road and one
driveway from Congquistador Street. The par]nng areas are located on the north and south ends of
the park with no internal vehicular connection between the two lots. The north lot contains 54
spaces including 4 handicap accessible and the south lot contains 55 spaces including 4 handicap
accessible. Facilities proposed on the park site include a group picnic complex with covered picnic
tables, tot lot and preteen play areas, a restroom building, tennis courts, a multi-use turf area, a
roller hockey rink, a skate board park and a basketball court. There is also a meandering trail
system that covers a majority of the site that includes 5 family picnic sites, 3 of which appear to be
covered. A significant portion of the east half of the site will be left as a natural desert preservation
area. Landscaping is shown in the parking lot areas and around the facilities proposed for the park
consisting of a combination of turf, trees clusters, shrubs and ground cover and native desert plant
materials. :

ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES

North PD (Planned Development) S Undeveloped

South PD (Planned Development) Undeveloped
East .  R-1 (Single Family Residential) : Single—Farnily Residential
: - R-PD10 (Reﬂdenual Planned Development 10-
10 Units Per Acre) = - Multl-Farmly Residential -

West  PD (Planned Development) 4 o - Private School
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. Z-0033-97(16) Page Two _
~ August 2, 2000 City Council Meetmg

ANALYSIS & FINDINGS

ZONING

Staff finds the proposed park is a permitted use in the PD (Planned Development) zoning distnct
and was designated as a park site in the Lone Mountain Master Plan. The Zoning Code and Lone
Mountain Master Plan do not provide specific minimum standards for park development, which are
to be evaluated at the time of the site plan review. ‘

This site is de51gnated as a planned park on Map 12 of the C1ty of Las Vegas Master Plan Parks
Element. :

SITE PLAN

Staff finds the proposed site plan depicts facilities common to park development and will provide
recreational opportunities for the residents of the northwest. The proposed parking areas are
located in a manner that provides access to the park from both the north and south ends of the site.
Although there is no minimum amount of required parking as established by the Code, staff has
concerns that there-may not be enough parking provided at the times the park is being used at peak
capacity. Therefore staff recommends the lot adjacent to Gowan Road be expanded to add another
row of parking.

The site plan 1s conceptual in nature and no elevations or site details, such as lighting, have been
submitted. Therefore, staff believes this plan is subject to change and recommends that the
Planning Commlssmn and C1ty Council review any substantial changes _ :

The Comprehensive Planning D1v1s10n notes GoWan Road has been designated on' Map 7 of the
Northwest Sector Plan as a C1ty of Las Vegas bike route. Appropnate s1gnage/stnpmg may be
requn‘ed ‘

LANDSCAPE PLAN

Staff finds the proposed landscape plan depicts landscaping commonly found on a park and is
appropriate for this development.

'FINDINGS
In order to approve a Site 'Development Plan Review application, pursuant to Las Vegas

Municipal Code Section 19A.18. 050, the Pla.nmng Commission-or City Council to affirm all of
the followmg
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August 2,2000 City Council Meeting

“The proposed development is compatlble with adjacent development and
development in the area.” : : ~

Staff finds the proposed park will be appropriate with the residential and public use
development in the area and compatible and harmonious with surrounding land uses.

“The proposed development is consistent with the General Plan, Title 19A, th‘e'
- Design Standards Manual, the Landscape, wall and buffer standards, and other

duly-adopted Clty plans, policies, and standards »

‘Staff finds the proposed park will be conslstent with Title 19A, the Lone Mountain

Master Plan and applicable City plans, policies and standards with implementation of the
conditions presented below regarding conformance to the plans as submJtted.

“Srte access and clrcnlatlon do not negatrvely impact adjacent roadways .or
neighborhood traffic.” :

Staff finds the subject site will have access to Gowan Road; an 80-foot wide secondary

arterial and Conqmstador street which conneécts to Cheyenne Avenue, a 100—foot ‘wide

primary arterial.

“Bnlldmg and landscape materials are approprlate for the area and for the City.”

Staff finds the proposed landscapmg matenals are consistent and compatible with
surrounding development in the area. ‘

“Building elevations, design characteristics, and other architectural and aesthetic

features are not unsightly, undesirable or obnoxious in appearance; creaté an
orderly and aesthetically pleasing env1ronment, and are harmonious and
compatlble with development in the area.” ‘

Staff ﬁnds no proposed bu11d1ng elevations for the structures on the site have been
submitted; however structures provided on a park site typically would be compatlble with

the existing development in the area.

“Appropriate measures taken to secure and protect the pnbhc health safety and
general welfare.

Staff finds the proposed park' will be subject to inspection for Certificate of Occupancy, .

and therefore will not compromise the public health, safety and welfare.
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NOTICES MAILED 342 by Planning Depaitment

APPROVALS 0

PROTESTS 0

AGENCY COMMENTS

Departmen/Agency _ || Distributedto ||  Received _

‘11 - Comments

 Conditionsof |

Incorporated into

Approval

NO

P&D - Comprehensive Planning_|[—_ YBS [ NO

B&S - Permits/Inspections

PW - DEVCO

City Centre Development Corp _

_NO

Redevelopment Agency

Fire Services - Prevention
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SOUTH SIDE OF GOWAN ROAD, APPROXIMATELY 1,320 FEET EAST OF HUALAPAL WAY
JUNE 22, 2000 PLANNING COMMISSION
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000 '

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT o
DIRECTOR: ~ WILLARD TIM CHOW [_] consenT DISCUSSION

- SUBJECT:

SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW - PUBLIC I-IEAR]NG Z-0076-98(15) - TULE
SPRINGS PLAZA, LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY - Request for a Site Development
Plan Review FOR A 381,750 SQUARE FOOT COMMERCIAL CENTER on 41.02 acres on the
southwest corner of the intersection of Farm Road and Tule Springs Road (APN: 125-17-702-
002), TC (Town Center) Zone, Ward 6 (Mack). The Planning Commission (4-0-3 vote) and staff
recommend APPROVAL

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:

' Planning Commission Mtg. [1 "] Pianning Commission Mtg.
Hearing Officer Meeting ‘ |:| Hearing Officer Meeting

City Council Meeting City Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION
The Planning Commission (4-0-3 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to condltlons

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION

1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This Application
3. Staff Report’

MOTION:

MACK - APPROVED subject to condmons, adding the following added conditions: .
o The applicant shall install a minimum of six (6) bicycle racks distributed throughout
~ the project site;

e No utility vault exceeding 27 cubic feet in size may encroach into approved
landscaped area along public street frontages. Additionally, no waivers from the

required landscaping or approved signage standard shall be allowed due to the

placement of any utility vault;

e The applicant shall construct a ten (10) foot wide meandermg trail along Tule
Springs Road and shall grant appropriate pedestrian walkway easements to the City
prior to occupancy of this site;

"o The applicant shall obtain an encroachment agreement for all private improvements
and landscaping in the Tule Springs Road public right-of-way; and

iﬂﬂ
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~ CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
ltem 110 — Z-0076-98(15)

MOTION - Contlnued
o deleting from the second sentence in Condition #5 the following words “and a seven-
foot wide sidewalk”;
- UNANIMOUS with WEEKLY not voting and L.B. McDONALD excused

- NOTE:" A Verbatim Transcript is made a part of the Final Minutes.
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing open.
MINUTES:

APPEARANCES:

DAVID FRANK, 5625 South Rainbow, Suite C

ARCHITECT JAMES GRINDSTAFF, 2230 Corporate Circle, Henderson, las Vegas
LOUISE RUSKAMP, 8500 Log Cabin Way

STEPHEN REILLY, 7000 Steeple Court

CHERI EDELMAN, Public Works Department

TIM CHOW, Director, Planning & Development Department

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing closed.
(2:07 - 2:23)
3-2070

CONDITIONS
Planning and Development

1. The impact statement required by Senate Bill 191 shall be submitted to the Planning and |

Development Department by July 17, 2000 for staff review.

2. The site plan shall be revised to add a pad building adjacent to the northwest corner of the |

north driveway -access to- Farm Road unless required parking cannot be provided for the
- additional building.

3. The site plan shall be revised to depict ljendscape planters of at least eight feet in width
‘ along both sides of all proposed internal drives between parking lot areas.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
Item 110 — 2-0076-98(15)

CONDITIONS — Continued:

4.

10.

1L

The landscape plan shall be clarified to deplct the method for comphance with the
requirement of Title 19A.06.110 regarding 20 percent of the gross site acreage in open
space, recreation area, pedestnan/blkeway facilities, and landscaped areas in public
nghts-of—way

The landscape plan shall be revised to depict landscaping to Town Center Collector

~ standards where abutting a Collector such as the eastern and northeastern boundaries of

the site. These requirements include a five-foot wide amenity zone with minimum 18-
foot height deciduous trees, and a seven-foot wide sidewalk. Within landscape planters,
minimum width of nine feet, shall be a mixture of the four tree species (Mexican Fan
Palm, Rio Grande Ash, Chitalpa, Purple Robe Locust) as identified in the Town Center

Development Standards; the palm shall be a minimum of 25 feet brown trunk height, and

each of the other three species at least 18 feet in height.

The landscape plan shall be revised to depict the required accent paving at all.street
intersections.

Pad building plans shall be submitted to the Planning Commission for Site Developinent

Plan Review (non-public hearing), demonstrating elevations consistent with submitted

elevations for the major buildings, reflecting the varied rooflines, building roofline accent
features and regularly-spaced vertical facade elements. In addition, all of the elevations
shall include elevation materials and colors proposed. ~

The building elevations shall be revised to depict loading dock enclosures, consisting of
solid masonry walls of at least ten feet in height, along the length of loading spaces at the
rear of Major buﬂdmgs A-F.

Wallpack lighting shall utilize ‘shoe-box’ fixtures and downward-directcd lights on the
. proposed buildings. Lighting standards within the parking lots shall be no more than 20

feet in height and shall utilize ‘shoe-box’ fixtures and downward-directed lights.

All mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall ‘be fully screened in
views from the abutting streets.

All exterior lighting shall meét the standards of LVMC section 19A.08.060(C).
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s CONDITIONS Continued:

12.

13.

14

15.

16.

17.

A signage plan for all free-standing and wall signage shall be submitted for approval of
Planning and Development Department staff prior to the issuance of a Certificate of
Occupancy for any building on the site.

Landscaping and a permanent underground sprinkler system shall be installed as required
by the Planning Commission and shall be pefmanently maintained in a satisfactory
manner. Failure to properly maintain required landscaping and underground sprmkler

systems shall be cause for revocation of a business license.

A landscapmg plan shall be submitted prior to or at the same time apphcat10n is made for
a building permit, or prior to occupancy, whichever occurs first.

The applicant shall have constructed a six-foot high decorative block wall, with at least
20 percent contrasting matenals, along the entire length of the western and northern site
boundaries.

The site plan shall substantially conform to plans submitted on June 22, 2000.

The site plan shall be revised to depict a fountain in the center and i in the northwest corner

.of the site and to deplct a trellis between Pads 2, 3 and 4.

Public Works

18.

19.

Dedicate 40 feet of right-of-way adjacent to this site for Tule Springs Road (measured
from the section line), 40 feet for Farm Road, and a 30-foot radius at the southwest corner
of Tule Springs Road and Farm Road. Also, grant a Traffic Signal Chord easement at the
southwest corner of Tule Springs Road and Farm Road. Additional right-of-way
dedications for exclusive right turn lanes, dual left turn lanes, and bus pull-outs shall be
dedicated in accordance with the approved Traffic Impact Analyms for this site.

Construct half-street improvements on Farrn Road and Tule Springs Road adjacent to this |

site concurrent with development of this site. Pavement and median improvements for
Tule Springs Road shall be constructed to normal City standards for an 80-foot
right-of-way; Farm Road shall be constructed to Town Center standards.
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CONDITIONS - Continued:

20.

21

22.

" In accordance with the intent of a Commercial Subdivision, all sites within this

subdivision shall have perpetual common access to all driveways connecting this site to
the abutting streets and a note to this effect shall appear on the Final Map for this site. No
barriers (e.g. curbs, wall, etc.) shall be erected within the boundaries of the overall

commercial subdivision map - site that would prohibit any vehicle on this site from
" utilizing any driveway connecting this commercial development site to the abutting
- public streets or to the parcel to the north. In addition, unless incompatible uses can be
- demonstrated, this site shall provide intersite access up to the abutting parcel to the north

as well.

A Traffic Impact Analysis must be submitted to and approved by the Department of
Public Works prior to the issuance of any building or grading permits, or the recordation
of a Final Map for this site. Comply with the recommendations of the approved Traffic
Impact Analysis prior to occupancy of the site. The City shall determine area traffic
mitigation contribution requirements based upon information provided in the approved
Traffic Impact Analysis; such monies shall be contributed prior to the issuance of any
permits or the recordation of a Final Map for this site. The Traffic Impact Analysis shall
also include a section addressing Standard Drawings #234.1 and #234.2 to determine

additional right-of-way requirements adjacent to this site for bus turn-outs, if any;

dedicate all areas recommended by the approved Traffic Impact Analysis. All additional
rights-of-way required by Standard Drawing #201.1 for exclusive right turn lanes and
dual left turn lanes shall be dedicated prior to or concurrent with the commencement of

‘on-site development activities unless specifically noted as not required in the approved

Traffic Impact Analysis. No recommendation of the approved Traffic Impact Analysis, or
compliance therewith, shall be deemed to modify or eliminate any condition of approval
imposed by the Planning Commission or the City Council on the development of this site.

Sewer service for this commercial subdivision shall be shown in accordance with one of
the following three alternatives, and the appropriate Note shall appear on the face of the
recorded Final Map:

a. Onsite sewers, 8-inches in diameter or larger, are public sewers within 20foot
wide dedicated public sewer easements. :
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CONDITIONS - Continued:

24.

b.. Onsite sewers are a common element privately owned and maintained per the

‘Codes, Covenants and Restrictions (CC&Rs) of this commercial subdivision.

C. Onsite sewers are a common element privately owned and maintained per the
Joint Use Agreement of this commercial subdivision. :

A Drainage Plan and Technical Drainage Study must be submitted to and approved by the
Department of Public Works prior to the issuance of any building or grading permits, or

the recordation of a Final Map for this site, whichever may occur first, as required by the

Department of Public Works. Provide and improve all drainageways recommended in the
approved drainage plan/study. The developer of this site shall be responsible to
contribute monies for the construction of neighborhood or local drainage improvements.
Thé amount of such monies shall be determined by the approved Drainage Plan/Study
and shall be contributed prior to the issuance of any building or grading permits,

whichever may occur first. In lieu of monetary contributions, in whole or in part, the

developer may agree to construct such drainage facility improvements as are
recommended by the approved Drainage Plan/Study concurrent with development of this
site if allowed by the Planning Engineer.

Site development to comply with all applicable Conditions of Approval for the Town
Center Master Plan and all subsequent site-related actions.
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AGENDA MEMO

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUSTZ 2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT :

ITEM DESCRIPTION Z-0076-98(15) - Tule Sprlngs Plaza lelted Llabillty
Company '

** CONDITIONS **
The Planning Commission (4-0-3 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to: -

Planning and Development

1.  The impact statement reqm:ed by Senate B111 191 shall be submitted to the Planmng and |
. Development Department by July 17, 2000 for staff review.. '

2. The site plan shall be revised to add a pad bmlduig adjacént to the northwest vcomer of the
north dnveway access to Farm Road unless reqmred parkmg cannot be provxded for the
additional bu11d1ng.

3.  Thesite planshallberewsedtodeplct landscape plantels of at least eight feetmw1dth .
along both sides of all proposed internal dnvm between parking lot areas: -

4, The landscape plan shall be clarified to deplct the method for comphance with the
requirement of Title 19A.06.110 regarding 20 percent of the gross site acreage in open
space, recreation area, pedoﬂnan/blkeway facﬂmes, and landscaped areas in pubhc
rights-of: way. '

5. The landscape plan shall be revised to deplct landscapmg to Town Center Collector
standards where abutting a Collector such as the eastern and northeastern boundaries of
the site. These requirements include a five-foot wide amenity zone with minimum 18-foot
helght deciduous trees, and a seven-foot wide sidewalk. Within landscape planters,
minimum width of nine feet, shall be a mixture of the fout tree spec1es (Mexican Fan
Palm, Rio Grande Ash, Chitalpa, Purple Robe Locust) as identified in the Town Center
Development Standards; the palm shall be a minimum of 25 feet brown trunk height, and
eachoftheotherthreespem&satleast 18feetmhe1ght. C

6.  The landscapeplanshallberewsedtodeplctthereqm:edaccentpawngatallstreet
: intersections.

7. Pad building plans shall be submitted to the Planning Commission for Site Development
Plan Review (non-public hearing), demonstrating elevations consistent with submitted
elevations for the major buildings, reflecting the varied rooflines, building roofline accent
features and regularly-spaceéd vertical facade elements. In addition, all of the elevatlons
shall include elevation maienals and colors proposed
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10.

11

12.
13.

14,

‘15.
16.

17.

18.

.The building elevations shall be rewsed to dep1ct loading dock enclosures, conmstmg of
solid masonry walls of at least ten feet in height, along the length of loadmg spaces at the -
rear of Major bmldmgs A-F. '

' Wallpack lighting shall utilize ‘shde—boX’ fixtures and downward-directed lights on the
- proposed buildings. Lighting standards within the parking lots shall be no more than 20
- feet in height and shall utilize ‘shoe-box’ fixtures and downward-directed hghts .

All mechamca.l equipment, air condmoners and trash areas shall be fully screened in
views from the abutting streets.

Al exterior lighting shall meet the standards of LVMC section 19A.08.060(C). -

A signage plan for all free-standing and wall signage shall be submitted for approval of

Planning and Development Department staff pnor to the issuance of a Certificate of
Oocupancy for any building on the site. .

Landscaping and a permanent lmderground sprmkler system shall be installed as reqmred
by the Planning Commission and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory
manner. Failure to properly maintain required landscaping and underground sprinkler
systems shall be cause for revocanon of abusiness license.

A landscaping plan shall be subm1tted prior to or at the same time application is made for

a building permit, or prior to occupancy, whichever occurs first.

The applicant shall have constructed a six-foot high decorative block wall, with at least

20 percent contrasting matenals, along the enhre length of the western and northem site

. boundaries.

The site plan shall substantla.lly conform to plans submrtted on June 22, 2000

The site plan shall be revised to depict a fountain in the center and in the northwest corner
of the site andtodep1ctatrell1sbetweenPads2 3 and 4.

Public_ Works

Dedicate 40’ feet of right-of-way "adjacent to this site for Tule Springs Road (measured )

from the section line), 40 feet for Farm Road, and a 30-foot radius at the southwest corner
of Tule Springs Road and Farm Road. Also, grant a. Traffic Signal Chord easement at the
southwest comer of Tule Sprmgs Road and Farmi Road. Additional right-of-way
dedications for exclusive right turn lanes, dual left turn lanes, and bus pull-outs shall be

- dedicated in accordance with the approved Traffic Impact Analysis for this site.
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19.

20.

21.

22.

Construct half-street improvements on Farm Road and Tule Springs Road adjacent to'this .
site concurrent with development of this site. Pavement and median improvements for

Tule Springs Road shall be constructed to normal City standards for an 80-foot
right-of-way; Farm Road shall be constructed to Town Center standards

In accordance with the intent of a Commercial Subd1v1510n, all sites within this-

subdivision shall have perpetual common access to all driveways connecting this site to

the abutting streets and a note to this effect shall appear on the Final Map for this site: No
barriers (e.g. curbs, wall, etc.) shall be erected within the boundaries of the overall .

commercial subdivision map site that would prohibit any vehicle on this site from utilizing
any-driveway connecting this commercial development site to the abutting public streets

or to the parcel to the north. In addition, unless incompatible uses can be demonstrated,

this site shall prdvide intersite access up to the abutting parcel to the north as well.

A Traffic Impact Ana.ly51s must be submltted to and approved by the Department of

‘Public Works prior to the issuance of any building or grading permits, or thé recordation

of a Final Map for this site. Comiply with the recommendations of the approved Traffic
Impact Analysis prior to occupancy of the site. The City shall determine area traffic
mitigation contribution requirements based upon information provided in the approved

 Traffic Impact Analysis; such monies shall be contributed prior to the issuance of any

permits or the recordation of a Final Map for this site. The Traffic Impact Analysis shall
also include a section addressing Standard Drawings #234.1 and #234.2 to determine
additional right-of-way requirements adjacent to this site for bus turn-outs, if any; dedicate
all areas recommended by the approved Traffic Impact Analysis. All additional
rights-of-way required by Standard Drawing #201.1 for exclusive right turn lanes and dual
left turn lanes shall be dedicated prior to or concurrent with the commencement of on-site
development activities unless specifically noted as not required in the approved Traffic

Impact Analysis. No recommendation of the approved Traffic Impact. Analysis, or
compliance therewith, shall be deemed to modify or eliminate any condition of approval

imposed by the Planning Commission or the City Council on the development of this site.

Sewer service for this commercial- Subdivision shall be shown in accordance with 6ne of
~ the following three alternatives, and the appropnate Note shall appear on the face of the

recorded Final Map:

a.  Onsite sewers, 8-mch&s in diametér or larger, are public sewers within 20foot wide
dedicated public sewer easements.

b.  Onsite sewers are a common element privately owned and maintained per the

Codes, Covenants and Restrictions (CC&Rs) of this commercial subdivision;

¢ Onsite sewers are a common element privately owned and mamtamed per the Joint

Use Agreement of this commercial subd1v1s1on
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23.

24.

A Drainage Plan and Technical Drainage Study must be submitted to and approved by the
Department of Public Works prior to the issuance of any building or grading permits, or
- the recordation of a Final Map for this site, whichever may occur first, as required by the

Department of Public Works. Provide and improve all drainageways recommendéd in the
approved drainage plan/study. The developer of this site shall be responsible to contribute
monies for the construction of neighborhood or local drainage improvements. The

amount of such monies shall be determined by the approved Drainage Plan/Study and
-shall be contributed prior to the issuance of any building or grading permits, whichever
may occur first. In lieu of monetary contributions, in whole or in part, the developer may
agree to construct such drainage facility improvements as are recommerded by the

approved Drainage Plan/Study concurrent w1th development of this site if allowed by the
Planning Engmeer :

Site development to comply with all applicable Condmons of Approval for the Town

Center Master Plan and all subsequent site-related actions. -
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** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

‘This request isa Site Developmeﬂt Plan Review for a 378350 square foo't coinmerclal project.
site is 41. 02 acres on the southwest comer of the intersection of Farm Road and Tule. Sprmgs Road,
within the Town Center. The applicant’s justification letter states the opm10n that this proposed

development is the best use of the parcel

BACKGROUND DATA

12/07/98 - The City Councﬂ approved a Rezoning to TC (Town Center) of al 468 -acre pomon |
of the Northwest. The subject site was included in this Rezomng request. ' :

| 05/1 l./OOI - The Plannmg Comm1ssmn approved a Tentauve Map ('IM-OOIS-OO) for a l-lot'
- ' commerc1a1 subd1v1s10n. '

05/25/00 The Planning Commission abeyed the Site DeveIOpment Plan Review to allow the

applicant time to meet with the surrounding neighborhoods. The apphcant had four
meetings with neighborhood groups in the subsequent month. -

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

Site Area: - 41.02  Acres
Building Area Total: 378,350  SquareFeet
Major E, F ' - . 156,100 * Square Feet
MajorA-D 130,400  Square Feet
Retail Line 1,2~ 27,800  SquareFeet .
Retail In-Line A-E . - 42200  Square Feet:
‘Pads1-4 : , - 21,050  Square Feet
FAR: : . 0.212

‘Building Height: - 50  Feet (1 story) -
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Total Parking Required: 1,666  Spaces (including 27 handicap accessible)

Major A - F 1,146 Spaces (286,500/250)
Retail Lime 1, 2 111 Spaces (27,800/250)
Retail In-Line A - E o 169  Spaces (42,200/250) .
‘Pads 2, 4 : ‘ 145 Spaces (5,775/50=116+5 775/200=29)
Pads 1,3 ‘ ' 95 - Spaces (9,500/100) o
Total Parking Provided: _ 1,760~ Spaces (including 41 handmap accessible)
Loading Required: ' 7 - Spaces
Loading Provided: - ' © 7  Spaces

Access to the site will be via a total of eight driveways; the two primary driveways consist of two-
- way divided driveways, one off of Farm Road along the east and one off of Tule Springs Road on
~ the south. Three driveways are also deplcted on the north, connectmg to an approved commercial
development on the adjacent parcel . .

The site plan deplcts commerclal uses located around the penmeter of the site, surro1mdmg
centrally located surface parking. The proposed major’ stores will be located in the northern and -
- Western portions of the site; connected by in-line retail shops. Retail line shops will be located in
. an ‘L’ configuration adjacent to the intersection of Tule Springs Road and Farm Road in the
»southeast corner of the site. Pads for restaurants, including two with drive-through, will be located
in the southern portion of the site along Tule Sprmgs Road. The parking lots will be seéparated by

: mtemal access drives. . .

The landscaping plan depicts a parkway landscape theme including a 30-foot wide planter zone
abutting the street frontages, incorporating a mix of palm trees and deciduous trees averaging 25
feet on-center. The landscaping plan also shows a 10-foot wide planter mcorporanng 24-inch box -
trees approximately 40 feet on-center at the interior lot lines of the site, 8-foot to 10-foot wide
planting * slnps abutting parking areas, and 24-inch box trees w1thm parking lot landscape islands.

The conceptual elevations for the development depict a consisterit Mediterranean design theme
throughout the site, while providing some fagade variation to avoid visual monotony. The building
elevations for the ‘major’ and retail buildings depict a flat roof design incorporating pitched
~ roofline elements and either stone cornices or concrete tile mansard elements. A pedestrian arcade
with columns is shown along the length of the building fronts, and features including arched
entrance and domed roofline feature. Exterior materials will consist of concrete tiles for pitched
roof elements, painted stucco on walls and stucco and stone columns. '
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ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES
North  TC (Town Center) N o Undeveloped
South " Clark County - : . Light Industrial
East . R-E (Residence Estates), U (Undeveloped) ’ : o :
. - [PCD (Planned Community Development)]
- R-E (Residence Estates) under Resolution of Intent to : .
- R-CL (Single Family Compact-Lot) . - Single Family Residential
West - TC (Town Center) _ - Undeveloped
- ANALYSIS & FINDINGS
ZONING

The proposed site plan depicts retail and restaurant uses within the development. The Town Center
Suburban Mixed-Use designation calls for “building and site designs which reflect a mixtire of

- compatible uses having either a vertical or horizontal character (that) will maximize employment
and housing opportunities” [Town Center Development Standards p. 4]. Staff finds the proposed
site plan does not depict any vertical mixture of uses, or a significant hotizontal mixture.

The State of Nevada Legislature enacted, during the 1999 legislan've session, Senate Bill 191
(SB 191) which requires developments “of a significant impact” (as defined in that legislation) to
submit an impact statément. Upon an initial review of this application, staff has determined that
the “significant impact” threshold has been crossed, therefore, a development impact statement is
required. This statement must be submitted to staff at least 15 days prior to final action on this
apphcauon (August 2, 2000 City Council).

SITE PLAN

Staff finds the site plan presents an orderly placement of buildings, internal access roads and
parking. In addition, the proposed site plan shows consistency with the intent of thé Town Center .
Development Standards regarding placement of buildings up against street frontages with
intervening landscape planters instead of asphalt parking. Staff recommends the site plan be
‘revised to add a pad building adjacent to the corner of the north driveway access to Farm Road, in
 order to-provide design consistency between the two corners of this primary site entrance.

The Town Center Development Standards manual specifically prohibits drive-through lanes except
at the side and rear of fast-food restaurant buildings. Staff finds the site plan depicts two pads with
drive-through lanes on three sides of proposed buildings, and recommends the site plan be revised
to eliminate the drive-through lane from the front side of the two buildings (Pads 1 and 3).
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Staff finds the site plan should be revised to depict the required handicap accessible parking spaces
within 100 feet of the front doors of In-'Line Retail buildings A, C and D. Staff also finds the site
plan should be revised to depict a substanual outdoor plaza to encourage pedestrian gathering,
including seating areas and appropriate landscapmg

- LANDSCAPE PLAN

Las Vegas Municipal Code Section 19A.06.110 requires each development site within the Town

Center to provide a minimum of 20 percent of the gross site acreage of the site in open space,
recreation area, pedestrian/bikeway facilities, and landscaped areas in public rights-of-way. The
landscape plan should be clarified to depict the method for compliance with this reqixirement.

" Staff finds the subm1tted landscape plan depicts the required planters, and overall depicts an
attractive landscape plan for on-site planting. The Town Center Development Standards require
landscaping to Town Center Collector standards where abutting a Collector such as the eastern and
northeastern boundaries of the site. These requirements include a five-foot wide amenity zone

with minimum 18-foot height deciduous trees, and a seven-foot wide sidewalk. Within landscape

planters, minimum width of nine feet, are required a mixture of the four tree species (Mexican Fan
Palm, Rio Grande Ash, Chitalpa, Purple Robe Locust) as identified in the Town Center
'Development Standards; the palm is required to be a minimum of 25 feet brown trunk height, and
each of the other three species at least 18 feet in height. Staff finds the submitted landscape plans
~ do not demonstrate comphance with the required minimum u'ee heights.

: The Town Center Development Standards also require a pavement ‘accent’ pattern be pmv1ded at
each street intersection. The s1te plan must be rev1sed to depict the reqmred accent paving.

ELEVATIONS

Staff finds the building elevations should be expanded to reflect consistent rooflines and regularly
spaced vertical facade elements on all sides of all buildings. The submitted elevations did not
include elevations for the in-line retail or pad buildings; staff recommends elevations be submitted
demonstrating in-line retail and pad building elevations consistent with submitted elevations for the
major buildings, reflecting the varied rooflines, building roofline accent features and

regularly-spaced vertical facade eléments. In addition, all of the elevations must specify the
elevation materials and colors being proposed.

The rear elevations of the larger buildings, along the west and south sides of the site, will be
substantially visible from area roadways. In order to enhance the aesthetics of the development in
roadway views, the building elevations should be revised to depict loading dock enclosures,

consisting of solid masonry walls of at least ten feet in helght, along the length of loading spaces at -

the rear of Major buildings A - F
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Staff finds the adjacent area to the east of the site is planned for residential development
- Therefore, staff recommends conditions regarding outdoor hghtmg on the site, including wallpack

lighting to utilize ‘shoe-box’ fixtures and downward-directed lights on the proposed buildings, and 'V

lighting standards within the parking lots to be no more than 20 feet in height and to uuhze ‘shoe-
box’ fixtures and downward-d:rected hghts _

SIGNAGE

A Master Sign Plan was not included in the submitted materials. The signage for this site must be
in conformance with the adopted signage standards of the Town Center Development Standards.
Therefore, a signage plan for all freestanding and wall signage must be submitted for approval.

FINDINGS
In order to approve a Site Development Plan Review application, pursuant to. Las Vegas

Municipal Code Sectlon 19A.18. 050 .the Planning Comm1ss1on or C1ty Council to affirm all of
the followmg

1. “The proposed deveIOpment is compatible w1th adjacent development and .

development in the area.”

The proposed commemial uses will operate at a level of intensity comparable to the
recently approved commercial development adjacent to the north of the site. Staff finds
this proposed commercial development will be appropriate, in tefms of the type and
intensity of anticipated uses, as neighborhood-serving retail and restaurant uses for
existing and planned residential development in the sm'roundmg area.

2. “The proposed development is conslstent with the General Plan, Title 19A, the .

- Design Standards Manual, the Landscape, wall and buffer standards, and other
‘ dnly-adopted City plans, policies, and standards.” :

Staﬂ' finds the proposed project will be consistent with Tltle 19A and apphcable Town

. Center plans, policies and standards with implementation of the conditions presented
below regarding the site plan, landscape plan, screemng of v1sua1 1mpacts and exterior
lighting. - :

3. “Site access and circulation do not negatively 1mpact adjacent roadways or

neighborhood traffic.”

" Staff finds the proposed project will direct traffic onto planned roads to be built to
Collector standards, and will thereby not negatively 1mpact adjacent roadways or
re51dent1al néighborhood traffic.
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4. “Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area and for the City.”

Staff finds the proposed project will incorporate appropriate Bulldmg and landscape
materials for the Town Center area, with implementation of the conditions regardmg
landscaping, building elevations, and a pedestrian plaza. ~

5. “Building elevations, design characteristics, and other architectura] and aesthetic -

features are not unsightly, undesirable or obnoxious in appearance; create an
. orderly and aesthetically pleasing environment; and  are harmenious and
compatible with development in the area.”

Staff finds the proposed project will create an aesthetlcally pleasing and orderly site plan,
with central parking areas divided by internal roadways, and buildings oriented toward
the center of the site.. Staff finds the landscaping and building elevations will also
provide an aesthetlcally pleasing environment with 1mplementat10n of the conditions
regarding landscaping, building elevations, screening and outdoor lighting. With the
condition below regarding rear loading enclosures, the bulldmgs will provide sufficient
visual screening in v1ews from surrounding roads

6. “Appropriate measures taken to secure and protect the pubhc health, safety and
general welfare.” ,

Staff finds the proposed development w111 be subject to regular. mspec’aons for hcensmg, :

and therefore the development will not compromlse the pubhc health, safety or welfare.

NOTICES MAILED - 331 by Planning Department

APPROVALS 3
[Note: Public 'testixnony received. was in favor for reasons that the proposed commercial
development is a welcomed addition to the area and the applicant has incorporated the

design suggestions of the neighbors for pedestnan aceess, landscape amemtles, and
building treatments.]

PROTESTS 1
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- AGENCY COMMENTS

S Y ) Comments |
. Incorporated into

' - - Comments || Conditions of |
Department/Agency i yprova '

[P&D - Comprehensive Planmng'_
B&S - Permits/Inspections
PW - DEVCO

- | City Centre Development Corp

Redevelopment Agency -~

Fire Services - Prevention -
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Location: Tule Springs/I-95
APN: 125-17-702-002
Date: July 9, 2000
Contact: Perlman Architects
(702) 990-9900

GEOTECHNICAL IMPACT STATEMENT

This site consists of soil type #191, #192, & #610 — Dalian very cobbly fine sandy loam
at 2 to 8 percent slopes. Dalian-McCullough complex at 0 to 4 percent slopes and gravel
pits, respectively.

Attached is an excerpt from the Soil Survey of Las Vegas Valley Area (USDA SCS, July

1985) which describes the characteristics of this soil type. A detailed soil report will be
required to be performed in order to determine the exact nature of the on-site soils.

Z-0076-98(15)
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Wmmmmmsmrmm
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Wmmmmmmm
These drainageways are subject to rare or occasional
mdwmmmmm
during urbanization to accommodate the runoff from the
drainggeways. if drains become plugged during a major
fiood, accelerated erosion and damage to roads,
-and other structirés can OCeIx. :
mmpwnhmzymws,mm
Viig, nonirrigated. it is in horicuttural group 2.

"191~Dalian very cobbly fine sandy loam, 210 8
percant siopes. This very deep, well drained soil is on
fan skirts. it formed in alluvium derived dominantly from
fimestone and dolomite.

Typically, M&Mdmaﬂmsm

mbmmmmmymmm
about § inches thick. The underlying material to a depth
of 60 inches or more is Bight ysliowish brown very

gravelly sandy loam to éxdremely gravelly fine sandy -

E

on erosional fan-remnants and 5 percent Arizo soils,
mmmmmmwmw

Included in this unit are about 10 percent Tences soils

The main imitations for lawns and.
mwmmmmwmu

“soil Topsod is needed for best resulls when _
- landscaping, particutarly in areas used for lawns. Lawn

grasses, shrubs, and trees that are not sensitive to ime-

-induced chiorosis are well sulted to use in

mmmmmmumu ‘
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Location: - Tule Springs/1-95

) APN:  125- 17-702-002
Date: July 9, 2000
Contact:  Perlman Architects

- (702) 990-9900
TRAFFIC IMPACT STATEMENT

Project Descrlptlom
The proposed 41.02-acre (gross) site is located at the southwest corner of the intersection
of Tule Springs and Farm Rd. The project is proposed to be developed under SC-TC
. zoning and will consist of a 66,000, sf grocelystoremthanaddltmnal 263 ,300 s.f.
. commercial/retail space. -

‘Trip Generatlon' .

. The traffic generaxed by the project can be estlmated based on the rates provided by the
. Clark County Traffic Management Division. These rates are based on observed trip-
generation for developments such as this one under local conditions. Vehicle trips are

. defined as a single or one direction vehicle movement with either the ongm or destination .
(exiting and entering) inside a study site. The followmg table summanzes the tnp
genemtlon expected for thls pro;ect :

Area Roadways < ' '

The project will have frontage on Farm Rd. and Tule Sprmgs Rd both of which will be
improved adjacent to the site. Primary access to this site will be prowded via a single
driveway located along Farm Rd. and via three driveways located along Tule Spnngs Rd

Mmmon Measures: o - _ ‘ ' :

As required by Clark County and the City of Las Vegas, all streets adjacent to the site
which are not currently improved will be constructed No further mitigation measures are
expected to be required. ‘ '

7-0076-98(15) |
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Location: Tule Springs/I-95

APN: 125-17-702-002

Date: July 9, 2000

Contact: Perlman Architects
(702) 990-9900

RIGHT-OF-WAY IMPACT STATEMENT

The proposed development is bound to the north by Farm Rd., to the east by Tule Springs

Rd. Right-of-way for Farm Rd. and Tule Springs Rd. adjacent to this site will need to be
dedicated.

These roadways are expected to provide adequate access and circulation for the proposed
development.

Z-0076-98(15)
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Location: Tule Springs/I-95

APN: 125-17-702-002

Date: July 9, 2000

‘Contact: Perlman Architects
(702) 990-9900

DRAINAGE IMPACT STATEMENT

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), Community Panel
325276C1745 D, Clark County, Nevada and Incorporated Areas, effective date August
16, 1995,this site is located within a Zone “X”. A Zone “X” is an area determined by
FEMA to be outside of the 500-year flood plain.

According to the 1996 Flood Control Master Plan Update for Las Vegas Valley (P.B.S. &
J. and VTN Nevada for CCRFCD), there is are no existing or proposed CCRFCD Master
Plan Facility located within or adjacent to the site.

Runoff generated by tributary drainage basins will be routed and through the site in a
manner consistent with Clark County Regional Flood Control District and Clark County
regulations, such that neither upstream nor downstream properties are adversely affected.
The specific mitigation method will be developed when a technical drainage study is
prepared for this site.

Z-0076-98(15)
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Location: Tule Springs/I-95
APN: 125-17-702-002
Date: July 9, 2000
Contact: Perlman Architects
(702) 990-9900

FIRE PROTECTION IMPACT STUDY

Adequate fire protection demand for this site should be met, with the connection to the
existing water facilities that are currently in place adjacent to the site.

Z-0076-98(15)
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'Loeatlon Tule Springs/I-95

~ APN:-
Date:

Contact:

- 125-17-702-002

July 9, 2000

(702) 990-9900-

| 'W‘ASTEWATER TREATMENT REPdRT

| There is an ex1st1ng 8-1nch samtary sewer inain loeaied near the northeast corner of th13

- site at the 1ntersecuonofFarde and Tule Spnngst

Tlns proposed site is. expected to generate an. average day ﬂow of approx:mately 82,040 .

. gallons per day, based upon a design flow of 2000 gallons per day (gpd) per acre for

commerclal development

The Clty of Las has.indicated that the proposed downstream sewer system has adequate -

capacity to convey the expected sewage contribution fr_om this development.

—0076-98(1 5
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" Location: Tule Springs/1-95 )

. APN: - 125-17-702-002
" ‘Date: ~  July9,2000°
* Contact: Perlman Architects
T (702)990-9900

| wATi:R.sur;éLY IMPACT STATEMENT

'Thls proposed development is. located within the 2745 Pressure Zone, as deslgnated by
' theLasVegasValleyWaIerDlsma(LVVW.D) Therelsanemstmg 12-mehwater
main located adjacent to the northern boundary of this. s:te in Farm Rd that should
~ provide adequate service to this proposed development ‘

With the connection to these emstmg 12-mch, tlns development should obtam adequaie
supply from the system.

Theestlmated averagedayquantrtyofwarerthatthrssnewexpectedtoeonmmew
approximately 86.14 gallons per minute. This is based upona L.V.V.W-D. demand
factor of 2. 1 gallons per minute (gpm) per acre for commercial development.

A detmled hydraulic analysis should be completed in order {o ensure thzt adequate -
pressures exist within the system.

I —0076—98(15)
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Location: Tule Sprlngs/l-95 ',

CAPN:. - 125-17-702-002
Date:  July9,2000
Contact:  Perlman Architects

(702) 9909900

‘POLICE SERVICE IMPACT STATEMENT r

. . The proposed development will consist of a 66, 000 S. f grocery store w1th an addmonal

263,300 s.f. of commercial/retail space. ‘Police service will be from Patml Sector “X” m
the northwest area command. Two patrol umts are on duty at all tlmes '

B Pohce service calls for the area average 1 088 calls a month_ Response nme for each
assistance call averages 9.3 minutes. :

Z—0076-98(1 5)
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- Location: Tule Springs/I-95 -
" TAPN:  125-17-702-002

~Date: - July9,2000

- Contact: Perlman Architects
- (702) 990-9900

EDUCATIONAL SERVICE IMPACT STATEMENT .

~ This pro;eét is pfdposéd to be develoﬁed under SC-TC zoninig and consist of a 66,000 s.£ -
. grocery store with an additional 263,300 s.f. of commerclallretall space Thls
development wxll not. reqmre educanonal services. '

T z 0076—98(15)
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CITY COUNCIL MINUTES '
MEETING OF
" AUGUST 2, 2000
' C : ‘ : Page 1
VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT: ITEM 110 — Z-0076-98(15)
~ TULE SPRINGS PLAZA, LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

MAYOR GOODMAN _ Item No. 110. Site Development Plan Review. It's going to
- be a public hearing on Z-0076-98(15), Tule Springs Plaza
Limited Liability Company. = A request for a Site
Development Plan Review for a 381,750 square foot
commercial center on 41.02 acres on the southwest comer
of the intersection of Farm Road and Tule Springs Road.
The Planning Commission and staff both recommend
approval, subject to conditions. It's a public hearing. | now
declare it open. Yes, Sir. ' ' ~

- DAVID FRANK | | | gg?‘ijs %f;?;nrgﬁé \é?tt;r&%r:‘%rii Souncilmen, This is a project
' MAYOR GOODMAN ' Please identify yourself.
DAVDFRANK -~~~ I'msorry. David Frank, 5625 South Rainbow, Suite C.
MAYOR GOODMAN Thank, very good. Thank you. |
DAVID FRANK This project is a project that's been a collaborative effort

. with the Planning staff, the people in the surmounding
community, as well as the City Council's Office. The project
- that we have before you now has been approved by
Planning staff with a certain set of conditions, by which
we're ‘all prepared to accept. | understand that there're
some additional conditions that — need to be imposed on
that | have not seen, relative to, | believe, bike racks, which
we already agreed at record, as well as a utility boxes issue
and a'l meandering pathway, which is already reflective on
our plan. : '

Lastly, on ltem 2, which Planning Commission approved, is
something | still object to, relative to the addition to an
additional building on the site plan. My reason for that was,
. depending on the — parking code, as well as the additional
constraints imposed on us by the — anchor tenant, may in
fact cause us not to be able to get this project approved.
What | wanted to do is accept that condition, with the
understanding that itd be subject to the parking code, as
well as approval by our anchor tenants at that time. |
envision it coming before this Council once again because
we have not cemented our — tenants -on the property, and |
know there’ll be some modifications to this site plan. We've
addressed that with the homeowners and the homeowners
association and they're aware of that as well.

I’'m going to tum this over now to our architect who will
address it in more detail. Thankyou. . :

MAYOR GOODMAN Thank you very much.
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James Grindstaff, 2230 Corporate Circle, Henderson,
representing Periman Architects and the owner. Speaking
immediately on the additional pad, we've added onto the
site plan and we have a package that we will give to staff
today that addresses that issue. Shows an area of, extends
to where the future pad may be added, with the four
conditions of, that parking be adequate, that the tenant
approve it, that the square footage would allow it through
calculations. So, when we've got that added on the site
plan, if you look just above the pen. And, like | said, it will
be submitted to staff today. -

As far as the site plan, we have made several additions
based on conversations that we've had with the residents,"

- some things that they would like to see. Nothing that was

required by condition, but just additional amenities, so that:
we felt we could make this a nicer center. As you know,

 there's a district in Town Center that requires an arcade

area, so that as the sidewalk go through people can go

under the shaded areas of the buildings and have more

pedestrian friendly atmosphere... We've added that along:
the — direct comer of Farm and Tule Springs. If, we did a
quick illustration today, just, if you could zoom on that. Just
to show you exactly what that's going to look like, how the
sidewalk would meander in and out of the two arcades and
then continue on. We feel, and the residents, we got their
support for this design. We think it's very estrian friendly
and that it conforms to everything that Town Center ever
wanted this center to be. So, if there's any further
questions, I'll be glad to answer them. .

Thank you for your presentation. Any questions? All right.
Any folks in the audience like to be heard? - -

Good aftemoon, again, Mayor and Council. Louise
Ruskamp, 8500 Log Cabin Way. I'm not only the Vice
President of the Tule Springs Community Association, but |
am the President of the Northwest Network of
Neighborhoods. And they have brought the plans to both of

- those associations and they have been very well received

by the people. | would like to thank, not only Periman
Architects, but Newmark Merrill for working with the people
and - including some of the suggestions that we made, as
far as making this design really something that we can be
proud of in Town Center. I'm actually very pleased with the
elevations. Today is the first that I've seen them and | think

- it's going to be a very nice project.

They've not only added some of these extra features, but
they've added in what the citizen have proposed, as far as
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the Town Center trail, which goes along Tulé Springs Road.
And | appreciate them putting forth that extra effort, even
‘though it's not required at this time for them to include that

~ into their project:
- MAYOR GOODMAN Thank you very much. Anybody else like to be heard?
STEPHEN REILLY | Good afternoon. I'm Stephen Reilly, 7000 Steeple Court,

live in Elkhomn Springs, just to the east. And, | guess I've
been to at least four meetings with David Frank and Mr.
-Grindstaff. And | remember at the first meeting, must have
been at least three months ago, he said that he would like to
hear our concemns and when this is all said and done, we,
he would promise to build a center that we would frequent
and he would like to have us come to the meeting and voice
our support. He made, he kept his end of the deal by
presenting a ver¥1 nice project and I'm here to say a few
good words for him. | — tell you what? In, those four
meetings with Mr. Frank and his staff, he approached us
with a spirit of cooperativeness I've never seen before and
-also a keen sense of humor, which made the meetings
actually pleasant. So, lfd‘é';js't like to say thank dyou to Mr.
ev

Frank and Mr. Grindstaff, e Alkana and build it and we
will come. C
DAVID FRANK " Thank you. , ‘ A
MAYdR GOODMAN - Anybody else like to be heard? All right. ‘We'll close the

public hearing. Councilman Mack?

COUNCILMAN MACK , Thank your, Your Honor. Once again, | want to thank the
. ' applicant for working with the neighborhood and the
neighborhood groups. As you can see, it well received and
we appreciate and we know this is not your first and last
project in the Northwest. And we hope that you continue
your efforts. Your Honor, | move for afgpmval of this item
110 with staff conditions and the following additions.
Number 1. A Site Pian shali be amended to show a -
meandering sidewalk along the Tule Springs Road.
Number 2. A minimum of six bicycie racks shall be
provided throughout the site. Number 3. No utility vauit
exceeding 27 cubic feet In size may encroach Into
approved landscaped area a_longr public street
frontages. Additionally, no waivers from the required
landscaping or approved signage standard shall be
allowed due to the placement of any utility vault. '

And then, Cheri, | think you had two additional Public Work
conditions that — ‘ ‘ , §
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CHERI EDELMAN, PUBLIC

WORKS

- COUNCILMAN MACK
- JAMES GRINDSTAFF

COUNCILMAN MACK
JAMES GRINDSTAFF

CHERI EDELMAN, PUBLIC
' WORKS

JAMES GRINDSTAFF

COUNCILMAN MACK

Yes, we do, and they're bbth related to the meandering
sidewalk. Grant appropriate public, excuse me, grant

- appropriate pedestrian walkway easements to the City prior -

to occupancy of this site. And the second one would be,

- submit an encroachment agreement for all private

improvements and driveways, and landscaping in the Tule
Springs public right-of-way. : :

Is thét — agreed upon by thé applicant?

We'd like to discuss, we just like to address a couple: of
those issues. The meandering sidewalk issue, the one thing -

-that we wanted to do and Public Works did address it, was
~ensure that that was a public ‘rjg]ht—of-way. We understand

that right up into the point where, as you saw on our

+ illustration, the sidewalk would go under — the arcade and

we understand thats part of our sidewalk. ~ Also,
understand, we can do one of two things. We can allow -
that, and this may be the best with that, is to allow our
covering over that to be part of an encroachment into the —
public right-of-way. In other — words, beyond our property
line. And that may work out best because then you '%uys
ce':n keep the sidewalk and | think, that may be in our best
interest. L .

_ Cheri, do you have anything —

Just the sidewalk. The structure will still be ours. Ifs~

~ That gets pretty difficult to try to separate that out. Again,
- that's why we ask for the pedestrian easement and the

encroachment agreement for the landscaping that's in the
public right-of-way. So, we would prefer to keep it the way
we conditioned it.

That's fine. Also to address the first condition that was
listed on the list, not yours, Councilman Mack, but the staff.
RSB191 has already been submitted and it was in your
backup material. On Number 5, if we could have that either
removed or amended the way thé condition was written.
We have already supplied the 10-foot wide trail, as opposed
to just a seven-foot wide sidewalk. So, | don’t think that
condition’s really necessary or if necessary then we just
need to amended it to show that we're showing, we're going

to be showing the ftrail, not just a standard sidewalk.

Because it mentions the amenity zone, the sidewalk and in
lieu of that we're putting the trail. _ : ‘

Staff, do you have an opinion on that? Mr. Chow?
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' TIM CHOW, DIRECTOR,
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

COUNCILMAN MACK

JAMES GRINDSTAFF

COUNCILMAN MACK

TIM CHOW, DIRECTOR, =
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

COUNCILMAN MACK
JAMES GRINDSTAFF

COUNCILMAN MACK
JAMES GRINDSTAFF
COUNCILMAN MACK

JAMES GRINDSTAFF

TIM CHOW, DIRECTOR,
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

COUNCILMAN BROWN

’ That’II be fine.

Okay So, we will allevrate Condition. #5 is that what we're
going to do?

And then, just also to address what we had talked about
earlier, then on the future pad. Let me, if | could read the
exact verbage in. We want it to read the future pad
conditions would be center capable of accommodatin
square footage. Two; ample parking for additional pad.
Three; Tenant interest and location and four approval of
anchor tenant. Excuse me, approval by anchortenant

I'm going refer to staff on that one also

Councilman, | think we want retam the - landscaping
portion. We = have no problem with the substitution. It's
just that we want to adhere to the Town Center Standards,
as far as the quality of Iandscapmg

- Okay.

We have no problem with that. We'll — ensure that it's
probably above and beyond that. But we'll do exactly the
minimum.

Okay. So, we'll do the substitution as Mr. Chow has stated.

‘Thank you.

And then for Condrtron Number 2. Mr. Chow did you hear
his plea? Can you repeat that again, please? '

Sure We just on the future pad condition, we would be
willing to accept Number 2 if these following conditions were
added. Number 1; Center capable of accommodatin

square footage. Two: Ample parking for additional pad.

Three: Tenant interest in location and four Approval by
anchor tenant. o

| think, Councilman, we would I|ke them to work the parkmg
and the square footages out so that they work and meet
code. | don't think we care about the size of that building,

so they can adjust that acoordmgly However, we would
like, | think, to mamtam the existence of that structure. Size,
however we can, we're flexible on that.

R (inaudible) They want put somethlng here and just for

balance? Can | ask this question?
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“TIM CHOW, DIRECTOR,
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COUNCILMAN BROWN
MAYOR GOODMAN
" COUNCILMAN BROWN

TiM CHOW, PLANNING &

DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

COUNCILMAN BROWN
TIM CHOW, PLANNING &

DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

COUNCILMAN BROWN
COUNCILMAN MACK
DAVID ERANK
COUNCILMAN MACK
DAVID FRANK

And you can adjust the parking aocordinglly.

Your Honor, may | —
Yes, Councilman Brown?

Just in talking to Councilman Mack. | just want to
understand this a little bit better because the condition
doesn't read that well. We're — asking a new pad be
mandated on this site plan? |Is — that for some kind of
footprint balance, aesthetic balance? And could you point
out on the site plan ' map- where it's — okay, that's where we
thought it was. | asked this, as far as perhaps as a
precedent for future site plans that we review. Are we going
to get that detailed, as far as mandating where certain future -

“site pads have to go?

Not precisely, Councilman. We would like it in the vicinity
and we're flexible about size. But we think this has been a
consistent request that staff has requested, has made in the
past couple of years. . ‘ ‘ ‘

Is it, again, is it for the balance of —

Is to bring the buildings out to the sidewalks, to not, avoid
the appearance of a sea of parking from the streets. And
again, we are flexible in terms of the size and precise, and
the location, but generally in that area. o

Okay. Thank you. |

So -, with that -

May | address Council on that issue?

- Sure.

A little historical background. This property is adjacent to an
8-acre parcel, which, I'm going to point out right here. So,
asking us to put a building to the adjacent property line and

the size is not determined, | think it would impact our

development. We don't know, if in fact, a tenant will go
there. And | rather not have an empty building. We don’t
know really, | mean, if | put a kiosk there, am | satisfying
staff's conditions? To put a building against a property that
we don't even know what's going to happen, | think is —, as
a condition of this, having of this project to be approved, |
think is not appropriate. | think the original reason. the
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COUNCILMAN MACK

TIM CHOW, DIRECTOR,
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

COUNCILMAN MACK .

DAVID FRANK

COUNCILMAN MACK

DAVID FRANK

MAYOR GOODMAN
COUNCILMAN MACK:
MAYOR GOODMAN

DAVID FRANK

building was discussed there was from the homeowners, as
to the field of parking of having too much parking in front of
one of the anchors. If in fact we don’t have enough parking,
then we're going to have problems there.

What I'd like to do, is again, is reserve this item with the
conditions, which we talked about. We don’t know what's
going to happen to the adjoining property, which is eight
acres. We don’t know about the ingress/egress with that

property, although we have agreeg' to allow reciprocal
parking, provided that those conditions are imposed on the
adjoining -pro;)eﬂy as well. However, by imposing the —
requirement for us to build a building of — undetermined
size, | think is inappropriate and | personally feel that to

‘build a building just to satisfy the conditions for a project of

this size, is not really something that | would agree fo. If |
put a kiosk there, am | satisfying it? If | put a 10,000 square
foot building there am | satisfying it? | think that right now,
since we don't know what the ‘adjoining property’s going to
look like, | don’t think we can really, | don't it makes sense.
Thank you. : :

Mr. Chow, if you have any further comments?

Councilman, | think that the applicant could come in for a
review of condition, if at the time it looks like it's not feasible,

- not practical, then we would entertain that at that time.

And that's a simple process. So, I'd like to maintain Mr.
Chow’s position and carry through that condition. And
if — time being you need to come back and have a
review of conditions, we'd ook at that time.

Okay. Are we going to add, though, the conditions which,
the other conditions which we recommended. That is, it still
must meet the parking code and what have —

Yes.

Okay. Thank you. Thank you.

Is that your motion?

| have my motion.

All right. Thank you very much. All right vote on the motion, -
please. Post, please. Motion cames. (Motion carried
unanimously with WEEKLY not voting and L.B.
McDONALD excused). o '

Thank you very much.
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MAYOR GOODMAN

. ROBERT GENZER, DEPUTY:
DIRECTOR, PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

MAYOR GOODMAN

" DAVID FRANK

JAMES GRINDSTAFF

MAYOR GOODMAN

ROBERT GENZER, DEPUTY

~ DIRECTOR, PLANNING & - -
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

'MAYOR GOODMAN

fac

All nght Good Iuck

Your Honor, if we oould ask the appllcant to provide us w1th |

.. a copy of those additional conditions that they requested

: Would you do that, please?

_Yes I—

Yes, and I've actually, as Councilman Brown has the oopy,l

I've actually addressed it on the snte plan and I'll gwe ‘the .
‘ package to staff rightnow. - A

Very - Fme Mr. Genzer, should those be placed with the
Clerk or wrth yourself? :

We - wﬂl ‘both need them; | believe. But we can oertalnly | 1

| make coples if they’re not avallable for both of us.

" Okay I II direct you to do that then. Thank you.

-END OF DISCUSSION
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000

"DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT |
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] CONSENT [XX ] DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

"ABEYANCE ITEM - VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - V-0018-00 - TONOPAH
PARTNERS, LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY ON BEHALF OF LIGHTS OF LAS
VEGAS, INC. - Appeal filed by Laurich Properties from the Denial by the Hearings Officer of
a request by Tonopah Partners, Limited Liability Company on behalf of Lights of Las Vegas, Inc.
for a Variance TO ALLOW A FREE-STANDING-GROUND SIGN TO BE 25 FEET TALL
WHERE 12 FEET IS THE MAXIMUM HEIGHT ALLOWED, AND TO ALLOW THE SIGN
TO BE 132 SQUARE FEET IN SIZE WHERE 48 SQUARE FEET IS THE MAXIMUM SIZE
ALLOWED.BY THE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR THE LAS VEGAS MEDICAL
DISTRICT at 2100 West Charleston Boulevard (APN: 139-32-804-013), P-D (Planned
Development) Zone, Ward 5 (Weekly). The Hearings Officer and staff recommend DENIAL.
NOTE: THIS APPLICATION WAS MODIFIED AT THE JULY 19, 2000 CITY
COUNCIL MEETING FROM A REQUEST FOR A VARIANCE TO A REQUEST FOR
A WAIVER

PROTESTS RECEIVED BE'FOHE APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE

Planning Commission Mtg. _ Planning Commission Mtg.
BZA Meeting [ | BZA Meeting I |
~ City Council Meeting City Council Meeting [0 |
RECOMMENDATION: | |
The Hearings Officer and staff recommend DENIAL.
BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map
2. . Conditions For This Application - Not. Apphcable
3. Staff Report
MOTION:

M. McDONALD - Motion to bring forward and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 102 [1616
Luning Drive], Item 111 [V-0018-00], Item 113 [V-0031-00] and Item 114 [U-0077-00] to
8/16/2000 and Item 119 [U-0020-95(1) to 9/6/2000 - UNANIMOUS with L.B. McDONALD
- excused '

MINUTES: .

There was no discussion. ;

(1:08 - 1:10)
3-1
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CIW COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2,2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT :

ITEM DESCRIPTION Abeyance Item - V-0018-00 - Tonopah Partners, Limited
Llabllity COmpany on behalf of nghts of Las Vegas, Inc.

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE JULY 19, 2000 CITY COUWCE
MEETING BECAUSE THE APPLIC'ANT WAS NOT PRESENT . '

ok CONDITIONS -
The Hearing's Ofﬁcér and staff recommend DENIAL If approved, subject to:
1. All development must be in conformance with the plot plans and elevations.

2. Clty Code requlrements and desxgn standards of all C1ty Departments, whmh are not
affected by approval of this Vanance, must be satisfied, .
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APPLICATION REQUEST

Th1s is an appeal filed by Launch Propertles ﬁ'om the Demal by the Hearmgs Officer of a request
by Tonopah Partners, Limited Liability Company on behalf of Lights of Las Vegas, Inc. of a
request for a Variance is to allow a free-standmg ground sign to be 25 feet tall where 12 feet is the-
maximum height allowed and to allow the sign to be 132 square feet in size where 48 square feet i is
the maximum size allowed within the Las Vegas Medlcal D1stnct ‘

The apphcant states in the1r justification’ letter that they are losmg revenue by not havmg a large
51gn within the Las Vegas Medrcal Dlsmct. ' : .

. NOTE: Followmg the pubhc hearlng conducted by the Hearings Officer it was determmed

- -by staff that this applicaﬁon should in fact be a waiver of the design standards of the Medical
District plan as opposed to a Variance, because the signage requirements do not come from
Title 19A. Therefore, the City Council should consider whether or not a waiver is justified in
this case, rather than whether or not the applicant has submitted sufficient justlﬁcatlon for
the grantmg ofa Variance, ‘ ‘ '

'BACK(_;_RQUND DATA

© 05/27/97 ~ The City Council approved a Rezomng (Z-20-97) to P-D ('Planned Development) on
‘ ' this site as part of a larger request.

12/21/98°  The City Council approved a Slte Deve10pment Plan Review [Z-20-97(15)] to allow
' a 14,216 square foot drug store (Sav-On) on this site. ‘

SITE DETAILS

- Current Zoning: P-D  (Planned Development) ’
Existing Land Use: Commerc1a1 (Sav-On drug store)
Site Area: 1.50 - Acres '

Existing Building Area - 14,216 Square Feet
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August 2, 2000 C1ty Council Meetmg

- ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTY

'Notth: -P-D (Planned Development) Office

East:  P-D (Planned Development) " Hospital (UMC) -
South: - C-D (Designed Commercial) . ‘Office
: R-E (Residence Estates) . Unimproved
C-1 (Limited Commercial) Residential Care Famhty, Oﬁce, o
S - * Funeral Home
West:  P-D (Planned Development) = = - Retail Commercial

" ANALYSIS

Y The apphcant is proposmg to construct a. 25 foot hlgh, 132 square foot freestandmg ground sign

along the Charleston Boulevard frontage. The property is curréntly zoned P-D and lies within the
Las Vegas Medical District Neighborhood Plan area. As described on. page 111 of the Urban

Design Guideline sectlon of the Las Vegas Medical District: Neighborhood Plan and depicted in
Figure 39 on the same page, the specifications for freestanding ground signs allow such 51gns tobe

a maximum of 12 feet hlgh with a maximum signage area of48 square feet per s1gn.

| ~ Staff n,ot&s that along this portion of Charleston Boulevard there are a number of signs that exceed

the maximum signage allowed within the Las Vegas Medical District borders. However, most of

these properti&s were constructed well before the implementation of the Medical District Plan had
begun. Consequently, these properties have been gmndfathered in and would no longer be
approved by today’s standards.

* FINDINGS
B The requested signage area of‘132 square feet is a 175% increvalls'e in the ailbwable'signage area.
The.re’qu,ested,‘ sign height of 25 feetis a 1‘08% inqeaSe in the allowable sign height.
| The applicant has noted that the jus’tiﬁCation‘fof this waiver is because they are losing nevenne
Staff ﬁnds ﬁo extraordinary circumstances associated with the site to justify -a QéiVer to the

signage requirements. - In fact, the high visibility ‘of this site on Charleston Boulevard is an
- advantage that other sites do not have. Staff finds that every new development within the Las

Vegas Medical District will be reqmred to conform to the same mgnage reqmrements Therefore,

staﬁ" recommends denial.

—_
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NOTICESMAILED 59 by ity Clerk
APPROVALS 0

" PROTESTS = - 0

. [Note The Hearmgs Omcer rev1ewed th15 request with the understandmg that the apphcant was .

seeking a Variance to increase the ‘height and size of the sign. As such, the Hearings -

- Officer determined that the hardship being cited by the applicant was financial i in nature,
therefore the Vanance a.pphcanon was demed.] ‘ :
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KUMMER KAEMPFER BONNER & RENSHAW

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
Jsurftt C. RENSHAW TIHIMAY . AMIUK
THOMAR K. KUMMER Reverd PLOOR NikKI L, Rasiu
CIBUSTOPHER L. KAEMIFER 3800 HOWARD HUX HES PARKWAY GREGORY S, GH BIERL
MicHAI. J. BONNER LAY Viuas. Nevapa 89109-0907 ROILRY 1. GRUNALEK
KATHLEEN JANE ENGLAND “» JerEmY B, HILKAN:CK
JOHN N. BREWER KRISTINA 8. THOLMAN
GIRALGD. WA e (T02) 792-7000 GAVIN C. JANGAKD
Sinkwoon N. Coox A Faxe (702) 796-T18) MARK S. KATY
JouNC. lm R ”'M_l".l . NVU\WG&KILCOH RowwT . Kim
MARK H. FIXmENTINO ' . MICHAR 1. KLING
JoIN A. CURTAS August 1, 2000

L. JOE CCOPPEDGE
DAVID A. BARKSDALLR

ANNIL Y. Kung

KURT C. LAMALTR
KATHLEEN 8. NIGGLMYIXR
DA, D, Nokk

Or CounNseEL ANGRE A TURRICIANO QLTH
H. GREOORY NAYKY - RUSSELL M. ROWE
JAMES H. BILBRAY

ELIZAMITI A, SAVAQ)
LYSSA M, SoneonLia 1
JaMis E. Smyt i
« E GREOG R, VieRMIIYS
TROY A. WALJIN

382-4803 o . )

ANTHONY A. ZMAILA

Ms. Barbara Jo Roocmus

City Clerk

City of Las Vcgas o
400 . Stewart, 1* Fl.

Las Vegas, NV 89101 .

Re:  V-0018-00
Tonupah Partiers, LLC

Dcar Ms. Roncmus:

This office represents the appii@m in the ébove-referenccd matter. We respectfully request
this mauer be continued from the prescntly scheduled City Council hearing of August 2, 2000 until
August 16, 2000. The additional time is needed to address staff's issues with the proposed sign.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sinccrch.
KUMMIR KAEMPILR BONNER & RENSHAW
L TR GartoanA
~ Robert J. Gronauer '

RIG/mli
cc.  Councilman Lawrence Weekly

BARMONI (313 sMHoid lir CloceTanonsh ane

Lz o -9y ol
HY319 ALID
CEINEREL

—
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2,2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT __
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] CONSENT @ DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

ABEYANCE ITEM - VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - V-0024-00 - JULIAN
SUAREZ - Appeal filed by Julian Suarez from the Denial by the Hearings Officer of his
request for a Variance TO ALLOW AN EXISTING ADDITION TO A SINGLE FAMILY
HOME TO HAVE A ZERO FOOT SIDE YARD SETBACK WHERE FIVE FEET IS THE
MINIMUM SIDE YARD SETBACK ALLOWED at 800 East St. Louis Avenue (APN: 162-03-
810-002), R-1 (Single Family Residential) Zone, Ward 3 (Reese). The Hearings Ofﬁcer and staff
recommend DENIAL .

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:

Planning CommissionMtg. [1____ | Planning Commission Mtg. [0 |
BZA Meeting [ ]BZAMeeting [ ]
City Council Meeting — City Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION:
The Hearings Officer and staff recommend DENIAL.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This. Apphcatmn
3. Staff Report

MOTION:

REESE - Granting the Appeaj, thereby APPROVING the Vanance subject to conditions

and an added condition that the applicant obtain a Building Permit and pay a 5% fine -
UNANIMOUS with L.B. McDONALD excused

MINUTES:
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Heanng open.

JULIAN SUAREZ, 800 East St. Louis, was present.

COUNCILMAN REESE stated that the item was held in abeyance to ascertain whether or not the
building structure was safe. PAUL WILKINS, Director, Building and Safety Department,
explained that the structure is not safe as it violates the Building Code because it is built up to
and abuitting the property line. The structure is moderately sound, but he is not sure whether
there is a footing under the.wall that is closest to the block wall.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
Item 112 — V-0024-00

MINUTES - Continued:

TODD FARLOW, 240 North 19" Street, expressed his concern about Variances that come
“forward after the structure has been built. The approval of this Variance would send a message

to those people thinking of doing the same thing. MR. SUAREZ stated that he only replaced the
structure, which has been in existence since 1962. MR. FARLOW agreed with COUNCILMAN
. REESE that there should be a cut-off date because some of these structures were built before
some of the current owners bought the homes.

COUNCILMAN BROWN raised the issue that even though the structure is safe, it still violates
the code and was concerned about fire safety and the City’s liability. DEPUTY CITY
. ATTORNEY STEVE GEORGE replied that there would be no liability attached to the City if the
Variance is approved. The citizens may challenge the decision of the Council in court by
waiving of Writ of Mandamus. However, as far as the liability from damage to the structure or
personal injury there would be no liability on the City. COUNCILMAN BROWN noted that
according to the backup this is a self-created hardship, financial in nature and the Variance
process in not available to this Board if that is in fact the reason. From a legal perspective, the
Council would be granting a Variance where it has no grounds to grant a Variance. DEPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY STEVE GEORGE affirmed that that determination would be ‘made by the
City Council if that were a self-imposed hardship.

COUNCILMAN REESE noted that even though the structure abuts the property line, the existing
structure beautifies the area. He understands the safety issues, but similar Variances have been
granted in the past. He added that the applicant would need to apply for a Building Permit and
-pay a 5% fine.

‘COUNCILMAN McDONALD asked the City Manager and the City Attorney’s Office whether it
would be possible to hold Variances dealing with illegal structures from coming forward until
after the workshop dealing with this issue has been held. There is a possibility of one being

scheduled ' for September. He asked members of .the audience for their input during the

discussion of this issue regarding the implementation of some type of policy and procedure.

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY STEVE GEORGE advised COUNCILMAN McDONALD that it

could be done.

- ANTHONY HODGES, 3640 Las Vegas Boulevard, stated that the grandfathered clause does not
cover anything that is illegal and there should be some cut-off point. However, the Council

should not wait until next year to do this.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
Item 112 'V-0024-00

MINUTES - Continued:
There was no further discussion.

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing closed.
~ NOTE: COUNCILMAN REESE directed the City Manager’s and City Attorney’s Office to look

at ways of grandfathering what is already there. An Ordinance should be drafted that after
- January 1, 2001 any structure found by a Code Enforcement Officer to be illegal has to be torn

down at the owner’s expense without coming before the City Council. The City does not have.

the time or the resource to tear down these illegal structures at this time. There has to be a cut-
. off date with the new Ordinance and start addressing some of these problems. The City has to

take a pro-active stance on these illegal structures and he asked the Mayor.and Council for their
input on how to best address this on-going issue. :

- NOTE: COUNCILMAN McDONALD requested that staff research the issue regardlng ﬂlega]
structures and bring it before the City Council workshop in September.

(2:23 - 2:35)
3-2870
- CONDITIONS:
1. All development must be in conformance with the plot plans and elevations.

2. City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments which are not
affected by the approval of this Variance must be satisfied.

3., Submit complete plans to the Building and Safety Department for review and permits.

4. Ifthe Building énd Safety Department requires removal of the garage addition, which is
the subject of this request, this Variance shall become null and void.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2,2000
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: Abeyance ltem - V-0024-00 - Julian Suarez

AGENDA MEMO

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE JULY 19, 2000 CITY COUNCIL
MEETING AT THE REQUEST OF COUNCILMAN REESE.

" #* CONDITIONS **

The Hearings Officer and staff recominend DENIAL. Ifapprovéd, subject to:

1.

2.

All development must be in conformance w1th the plot plans and elevations.

~ Submit COmplete plans to the Building and Safety Deparu'nent for review and permits

City Code reqmrements and design standards of all City Departments wh1ch are not h
+ affected by the approval of this Variance must be satlsﬁed. :

If the Bmldmg and Safety Department requlm removal of the garage addmon, whlch is

the sub_]ect of th1s requ&st, this Vanance shall become null and void. -
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V-0024-00 - Page One S
August2,2000 City Council Meeting -

** STA FFL REPORT *eok

| kAPPLICATION REQUEST

This is an appeal ﬁled by Julian Suarez from the Denial by the Hea.nngs Oﬂicer ofa requ&et for a
Variance to allow an existing carport su'ucture to be zero feet from the s1de property line where five
 feet is the minimum allowed. :

The applicant was cited for a code violation on May 5, 2000 for constructing the cmort Wlthout a
bulldmg permit, This actxon prompted the applicant to apply for this Variance requ&st.

The applicant mdlcates that the Van_ance is justified becanse he needs the carport to use as storage

. space, to store an antique car and to shield his property from debris from his neighbors mulberry -
mea . R h : . - T

BACKGROUND DATA

No historical Zoning Data could be obtained for this parcel:

The sing1e4falnily residence was constructed in 1963.

SITE DETAILS

‘Current Zomingg ..~ R (Single-Family Residential)
. ExisingLandUse: © =~ = Single-family dwelling

Site Area: - R '0.20 Acres .

Dwelling Area: - 2,045  Square Feet (apprommately)
- Existing Addition Area:” . - 425  Square Feet (approximately)
ANALYSIS

The existing carport addition encroaches into the site’s stde yard setback by 5 feet ' The apphcant‘ ,
states that the elevations will match the original single-family dwelling in both color and materials’
- and will be open in the front and back. However, the addmon is built up to and abuttmg the

property line.
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V-0024-00 - Page Two .
. August 2, 2000 Clty Council Meeung

Section 19A.18.070B of the LVMC states:

“BC

~ Scope and Limit‘ation_s'

Pursuant to NRS Chapter 278 and this subchapter, the Planning Commission, a Hearings
Officer who has been appointed for that purpose or the City Council, has the authority to
grant Variances as 1t determines appropriate: However, the Variance process is not

available to:

1L
2
3.

Permita use in a zoning district in which the use is not alloWed°

~ Vary any minimum spacing requirement between uses;
‘Relieve a hardship Wh1ch is solely personal self-created or financial in
nature 2 . .

Section 19A.18.070.L. of the LVM(C states:

“L.

Section 19A.08 of the City of Las Vegas Zomng Code prov1des thzt in the R-1 zone, the

Deteirminations

1.

. In order to approve a Variance application, the Planning Commission,

Hearings Officer or City Council, must determine that the Variance is

warranted both under State law and this subchapter. The minimum State -

law standards are set forth i in Subsectlon 2 below.

- Where by reason Of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or éhape ofa

specific piece of property .or by reason of exceptional topograpmc
conditions . or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or

condition...the strict application of any zoning regulation would result in
peculiar and exceptional practical difficulties to, or exceptional and undue .

hardships upon, the owner of the property, a Variance from that strict
application may be granted so as to relieve the difficulties or hardship; if
the relief may be granted without substantial detriment to the public good,

- without substantial impairment of affected natural resources and without

substantially impaiting the mtent and purpose of any ordinance or

resohmon

‘minimum s1de yard setback requxred is five feet.
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'V-0024-00 - Page Three
. August 2, 2000 City Council Meetmg

The Crty of Las Vegas Bmldmg and Safety Depar!ment requires. that permanent structures that

are ‘within three feet of the property line must have one-hour fire resistant construction.

Furthermore, exxstmg construction must conform to the Uniform Building Code (UBC) If the

existing addition does not conform to the UBC, it must be modlﬁed or removed.
1'Staff finds no extraordmary circumstances associated with the s1te and notes the negative
aesthetic impact of theé side yard encroachments on the neighborhood, and the related safety
issues. Therefore, staff cannot support this request, and recommends denial. :

Sectlon 19A.18.070.K.2 of the Las Vegas Mlmlclpal Code states:

2. “Penalty If a structure- whlch is the subject of a Vanance application has been or is

being constructed without a building permit and is in violation of this Title, the City Council, in |

- granting this Variance may impose a penalty in an amount that does not exceed ten percent of the
value of the structure as determined in accordance with the City’s Administrative Code.” -

NOTICES MAILED 162 by City Clerk
APPROVALS 0

PROTESTS 1

[Note The Heanngs Officer denied the request on the basrs of the carport bemg a self-lmposed
hardshlp, and due to the negative aesthettcs of the structure ]
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000 '

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - V-0031-00 - WILSHIRE PLAZA DEVELOPMENT
COMPANY - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW THIRTY-SEVEN (37) PARKING
SPACES WHERE SIXTY-FIVE (65) ARE THE MINIMUM PARKING SPACES REQUIRED
FOR A PROPOSED BANQUET FACILITY at 5243 West Charleston Boulevard Suites 2 and 3
(APN: 163-01-501-007), C-1 (Limited Commercial) Zone, Ward 1 (M. McDonald). Staff
recommends DENIAL. The Planning Commission (7-0) voté recommends APPROVAL

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE:  APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE: |
" Planning Commission Mtg. _ Planning Commission Mtg.

Hearing Officer Meeting . _ Hearing Officer Meeting :|
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION: '
Staff recommends DENIAL. The Planning Commission (7-0) vote recommends APPROVAL.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This Application - Not Applicable
3. Staff Report

MOTION

M. McDONALD - Motion to bring forward and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 102 [1616
Luning Drive], Item 111 [V-0018-00], Item 113 [V-0031-00] and Item 114 [U-0077-00] to
8/16/2000 and Item 119 [U-0020-95(1) to 9/6/2000 - UNANIMOUS with L.B. McDONALD
excused

MINUTES:
There was no discussion.
(1:08 - 1:10)
3.1
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~ AGENDA MEMO

ciTYy COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2, 2000 ,
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: V-0031-00 . - Wilshire Plaza Development CQﬁpa_gy

~** CONDITIONS **
. Staff recommends DENIAL.
' The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) recommends APPROVAL subj ect to: '

1.  The Variance approval is subj ect to the approval of an off-site parking agreemem meetmg

the requirements of Municipal Code Section 19A.10. 010(H), demonstrating to the .

satisfaction of the Planning and Development Director that a minimum of 42 off-site .

parking spaces will be available for use by banquet patrons at any time a banquet is
booked on the subject s1te

2. The Variance approval is subJect to the approva.l of the Speclal Use Permxt by the City
Council. ;

| 3. | If this Variance is not exercised within on_ev yearﬁom date of appr‘oval by the Cit'y Councﬂ :

it will bec"ome' void mﬂess an Extension of Time is g‘ra'ilted by the City Council.

4 This Variance shall bé rewewed by the C1ty Councﬂ one year fmm the date of C1ty

~ Council approval
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V-0031-00 - Page One
- August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

The applicant has requested a Variance to allow thtrty-seven parkmg spaces where 51xty-ﬁve are

required for a proposed banquet facility at 5243 West Charleston Boulevard Suites 2 and 3. The
‘applicant’s justification letter states that the emsung parkmg within the commercial center w111 meet
the needs of the businesses on the site. '

BACKGROUND DATA

 06/22/00 . The Planming ‘Commission recommended approval of a request for a Special Use
Permit (U-0077-00) for a banquet facility within an existing building on the site.

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

The parking required by Title 19A.10.010 for the ex:stmg uses in the commercial center, plus the
proposed banquet facility, and the exlstmg parking is as follows. :

- Total Parking Required: . 222 Spaces (including 7 handlcap accessible)
Beauty Shop (4 chairs) 12 Spaces (4X3=12)
Retail (7,500 sq. ft.) 30  Spaces(7,500/250=30)
Office (4,970 sq. ft.) ' 17 Spaces (4,970/300=17)
Churches (3,800sq. ft) 38 Spaces (3,800/100=38)
Restaurant (1,625 sq. ft.) 53 Spaces (1,084/50=22+541/200=3)
Cleaners (1,625 sq. ft.) ' 7  Spaces (1,625/250=7)
Bangquet Facility (5,600 sq. fi.) 65  Spaces (5,600/90=63+2)

Total Parking Provided: 137 Spaces (including 2 handicap msible)

ZONING AND E)ﬂSTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES ‘

North ' C—l (L1m1ted Commerclal) ] Office A
South R-1 (Single Family Residential) - Single Family Residential
East C-1 (Limited Commercial) ' ~ Retail Commercial ‘

West C-1(Limited Commercial) Office
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V-0031-00 - Page Two
August 2,2000 City Council Meeting

ANALYSIS & FINDINGS

- Section 19A.18.070.B of the Las Vegas Municipal Code states the fSlldwing:

“B. Scope and Limitations

Pursuant to NRS Chapter 278 and this subchapter, the City Council has the authonty to
grant Variances as it determinés appropriate. However, the Variance process is not .

available to:
1. Permit a use in a zoning district in which the use is not allowed;
2. Vary any minimum spacing requirement between uses;

3. Relieve a hardship which is solely personal, self-created or ﬁnanc1a1 in

. nature.”
Section 19A.18. 070 L of the Las Vegas M1m1c1pal Code states the followmg

4L, Determmatlons

1. In order to approve a Variance application, the City Council must
determine that the Variance is warranted both under State law and this
subchapter. The minimum State law standards are set forth in

Subsection 2 below.

2. Whe‘re by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a
specific piece of property...or by reason of exceptional topographic
conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or condition...
the strict application of any zoning regulation would result in peculiar and
exceptional practical difficulties to, or exceptional and undue hardships
upon, the owner of the property, a Variance from that strict application
may be granted so as to relieve the difficulties or hardship, if the relief
may be granted without substantial detriment to the public good, without
substantial impairment of affected natural resources and without
substantially impairing the intent and purpose of any ordmance or

resolu’aon

Title 19A 10. 010(F) Table 1 requires that the parking for a banquet facﬂlty use be calculated at
~ the rate of one space for every 90 square feet of gross floor area plus one space for each employee.
The applicant is proposing to operate a 5,600 square foot banquet facility, and is thereby required to
provide 65 parking spaces. However, the proposed facility will be within an existing commercial

center that is already deficient by 43 parking spaces per Municipal Code requiremerits for the o

current uses, including the requifement for the existing wedding supply business, which at the ratio
of one space for every 250 square feet of gross floor area is required to provide 23 parking spaces.
Adding the proposed banquet facility use increases the total parking required by the Municipal
Code to 222 parking spaces for the commerc1a1 center -85 spaces more reqmred than the 137 total

- parking spaces existing.
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V-0031-00 - Page Three .
- August2,2000 City Council Meeting

Staff finds that there are no physical hardships associated with the subject parcel, as the pmposed.
banquet facility will create additional demand for parking without the ability to provide the

required additional parking, thereby exacerbating- an existing parking space shortfall. The .-

existing uses in the commercial center include two churches and a beauty shop, uses
‘characteristically generating peak parking space demand on weekends when the proposed
banquet facility would also generate peak parking demand. Further, staff finds no unique or
- .extraordinary conditions exist on the subject property, which is flat and of a normal size and
shape for the existing development. Therefore, staff finds that the requ&sted Vana.nce to parkmg .
requirements is not warranted and should be denied.

NOTICES MAILED - 184 by City Clerk-

 APPROVALS 8

PROTESTS 1

[Note: The Planning Commission noted that no owners of other stores in the shopping center -
appeared in protest of the requested parking Variance (indicating that there must not be a

" demonstrated parkmg shortage occurring on the subject site at the present time) and
determined that since the proposed banquet facility would operate during times primarily

~ other than when the majority of other businesses in the same shopping center are closed,

there would not be a parking shortage created as a result of granting the requ&sted parking
Variance. However, the. Comm1sswn did add a condition for a one year rev1ew of the-

Variance.]
- AGENCY COMMENTS
) “Comments
o || Incorporated into
, . , ‘ o - Comments || Conditions of
Department/Agency || ‘Distributed to Received Approval
_|P&D - Comprehensive Planning || - YES || NO  |[[ ~ NO

B&S - Permits/Inspections ||  YES ||  NO - NO

PW - DEVCO ‘ [ YES | YES | NO

CztyCentreDeveIopmentCorp b YES |[[ NO — N0

Redevelopment Agency il YBsS - NO || NO

Fire Services - Prevention || _ YES _ || _ NO — NO
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FROM : WESTMARK COMMERCIAL GROUP FAX ND. : 7924582911 Pug, B1 200 @3:48PM P2
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000 Pg. 770

. WESTMARK
SOMMERCIAL GROU

August 1, 2000

City of Las Vegas

Atin: Chris Glore, Senlor Planner ' .
Planning & Development Department Via Faesimile: (702) 385-7288

‘ Current Planning Division
400 Stuart Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

RE: AUGUST 2, 2000 COUNCIL: HEARING - ITEMS U-0077-00 AND V-0031-00

Dear Chris:;

On behalf of tha applicant for the above-referenced items, and on behalf of the praperty owner
of Wilshire Plaza, | respectfully request to have these items held over until the ne::t Council
Meeting. Due to our Inabllity, at present, to have the owner of the property be abl2 to issue a
written approval and acknowledgment of his support for the above items to be heurd.

Your help In tpls matter will be greatly appreciated. Thank you.

Sincerely,
( m =

Executive Vice President g

& Corporate Broker 5 Sz
N o

ECB/ms ’QE
> Mnm

To

) =
)

COMMERCIAL REal FETATE SERVICES » LICENSED REAL ESTATE 13RCKER
3737 PECOS - MCLEOD ¢ BTE. 101 =« LAR VEGAE, NV 881£:1
(7021 458-2011 ]

| 3
FAX: (702 468-8104 / / 7[_
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] cOoNSENT - DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

SPECIAL USE PERMIT RELATED TO V-0031-00 - PUBLIC HEARING - U-0077-00 -
WILSHIRE PLAZA DEVELOPMENT COMPANY - Request for a Special Use Permit
FOR A BANQUET FACILITY at 5243 West Charleston Boulevard Suites 2 and 3 (APN:
163-01-501-007), C-1 (Limited Commercial) Zone, Ward 1 (M. McDonald). Staff recommends
DENIAL. The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) recommends APPROVAL

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. _ Planning Commission Mtg.

. Hearing Officer Meeting [ | Hearing Officer Meeting N
City Council Meeting l 0 _| City Council Meeting [C]

. RECOMMENDATION
- Staff recommends DENIAL. The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP ﬁDOCUMENTATION:

1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This Application - Not Apphcable
3. Staff Report

- MOTION:

M. McDONALD - Motion to bnng forward and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 102 [1616
Luning Drive], Item 111 [V-0018-00], Item 113 [V-0031-00] and Item 114 [U-0077-00] to
8/16/2000 and Item 119 [U-0020-95(1) to 9/6/2000 - UNANIMOUS with L.B. McDONALD
excused

' MINUTES

There was no discussion. .

- (1:08-1:10)
3-1




r.L::D I N [k T —
. — (.o |
m ."E O, :O O, 30 | O ¢
) B el boTe] pefe:
g _%D E Aol e e
D ! , og [10 { <0 | O,
] EED e | AT oy oo
m ._.m‘\ — _J Oy 10 O./fO 04
o b Q4> _Ao._m.o//o.
m o4 Y,0 o_m.o __
nUolE Su— - Og [0 1 OO
S L Tit —|TpC|©
N w G ;O (ON' j
25 T _1_. BW ==X 0 O...
B ol - pipe = o,m.o oo O
o o e Ol ofzho .
IR A t— N A LR o) |
3 blo 0 (1] ‘ 1S JHIHSTM
O b~ I , ,
£ 3 T e i
o E s ) Jo ‘nnl.l.,ll.i!l ﬁ \ -O q —A,
bojgoloololc | 0| o ofo| o] & o Mo
- [®) L[« O O!N._ : |
r,ﬂlml 0 .,W -0 | O~ £ O[__
s O[O fzf=0o & = ; ;O O__G
=0t oo | Rt -
o TN [E e > 10 1.04¢
=31 | o_# ~oloe| =10 19 {ou
Lo o\ O|o0 ] 10 1 01
o|o|o 10 L2
olo ) o K O mML nNu 10\ L
== — 1S =~ -
olo|olo _L o m © -=rl T : - ,
O—P 1 -O [ ] L8 ! On
o CxoO| T (8 ‘ﬁ
oloplofjofo[ 5 1 c 1 O i0 | O 4
| mfomf J Lo Q! [ . 10 |01
- i
o= (oo O | ¢ RT
5=1 =6 o _O O 1
o) 10 O 4
o~ [=ol218 O $
o= =004 1O w ! 3 Dm ._.rummwz_._
o -| [=o d ! =T )
oo =9l ol o |5 ] _ | N ~ T

400 | ‘Feet_
114

[

200

U-0077-00

750 FT

ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL)

-RADIUS:

CASE:




1 CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000 Pg.

773

Gviy of LM chM
AGENDA MEMO

CITY COUNCIL MEETINGADATE. AUGUST 2, 2000 |
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
. ITEM DESCRIPTION: U-0077-00 - Wilshire Plaza Development Company

** CONDITIONS **
Staff recommends DENIAL.
The'Planning Commission (7-0 vote) recommends APPROVAL, subject to:

Plamung and Development

1. If this Specml Use Permit is not exercxsed within one (1) year after the approval this
Special Use Perm1t shall be void unless an Extension of Time is gmnted by the C1ty
'Councll :

2. A Variance apphcatlon for parlqng shall be approved by the Clty Counc11 pnor to the

- issuance of any pérmits for the site.

3. Doors at the rear (south) side of the subject busmess space(s) shall remain closed durmg the
duration of every banquet event, except for loading/unloading and other 1mmedxate access
needs. . :

4.  This Special Use Permit shall be rev1ewed by the City Council one year ﬁ'om the date of

City Councxl approval
Public Works |
5. Dedicate an additional 5 feet-of right-of-way for a total radius of 25 feet on the southwest
corner of Charleston Boulevard and Wilshire Street prior to the issuance of any permits.
This condition shall not be enforced if the applicant provides evidence of existing signage
or other private 1mprovements within the area reqmred for dedication. :
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U-0077-00 - PageOne
August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

- APPLICATION REQUEST

This request is fora Special Use Permit for a proposed banquet facility within 5,600 square feet of

space in an existing commercial center at 5243 West Charleston Boulevard. The apphcant ‘

considers the proposed banquet facility to be an appropriate act1v1ty in conJu.nctxon with the exrstmg
wedding supply | business in the same locatlon.

BACKGROUND DATA

06/22/00 The Planmng Commission recommended approval of a request for a Vanance (V -
‘ 0031-00) to the minimum parking reqmred for a banquet facility on the site. A

ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES

North C-1 (Limited Commercial) B Office
South R-1 (Single Family Residential) -+ Single Family Resrdentxal
East ~ C-1 (Limited: Commercial) ~+ Retail Commercral
West - C-1 (Limited Commercial) - Oﬁice ‘
' ANALYSIS & FINDINGS
. ZONING

Staff finds the proposed banquet fac1hty will be w1thm the range of uses permitted with Specml Use
Permit approval in the emsung C-1 (Limited Commerclal) zonmg of the site.

USE

Staff finds the proposed banquet facility use will be potenually mcompatrble with the ex1stmg
~ adjacent single-family residential uses ad_]acent to the site. The proposed banquet facility use will
likely include live and/or amplified music as part of the wedding banquet activities, and will
thereby generate adverse noise 1mpacts on the adjacent residences especially in the evemng houts



U-0077-00 Page Two
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' August 2,2000 City Council Meetmg

' -FINDINGS

" In order to approve a Specml Use Perm1t apphcauon, per Las Vegas Mumclpal Code Section

19A.18.060 the Planning Commission or City Council must affirm the following:

1

“The proposed land use can be cohducted in a manner that is harmomons and

compatible with existing surrounding land uses, and wnth fnture surrounding land .
-uses as pro]ected by the General Plan » :

Staff finds the proposed banquet facility use will not be compatible with surrounding
residential uses, in that its activities will likely include live and/or amplified music and will -

thereby generate adverse noise impacts on the adjacent residences. In addition, the existing =
~commercial center does not irieet the parking requirements of Municipal Code Title 19A for
the uses already on the site, and cannot accommodate the additional off-street parking
required for the banquet facility use. . Parking shortfalls on the site will likely result in_
parking on street in the surrounding area, creating adverse 1mpacts on the residential

nelghborhood especlally in the evemng hours ’

‘A “The subject site is physieally sultable for the type and mtensrty of land use

proposed.” '

Staff finds physical constramts to the proposed banquet faclhty use on th13 site, in: that all '

necessary off-street parking cannot be accommodated on-site for th1s use.’

“Street or highway facilities provndmg access to the property are or will be adequate
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.” .

: Staﬂ' ﬁnds the proposed banquet ﬁwlhty on this 81te w111 be adjacent to Charleston ‘
~ Boulevard and Wilshire Street; both fully—developedstreets adjacenttothe site. ‘

_“Approval of the Special Use. Permit at the site in question wﬂl not be inconsistent

with or compromise the public health safety, and welfare or the overall objectwes of '

the General Plan »

_ Staff ﬁnds the proposed banquet facility will be subject to City mspect:lons for Busmess

license and will therefore not comprormse the public health, safety and we]fare
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U-0077-00 - Page Three - :
August 2,2000 City Council Meeting

NOTICES MAILED 184 by City Clerk

APPROVALS 7

PROTESTS 0

[Note: The Plannmg Commission determmed that the proposed banquet fac1hty is a use
compatible with the other uses in the shopping center; based upon the ﬁndmgs made in
' support of the related parking Variance request (V. -0031-00) |

AGENCY;COMNTS |

i Comments |
, Incorporated into |
N _ Comments ~ Conditions of
o Depm-tment/Agemy || : Distributedto || = Received || . Approval
| P&D Comprehensive Planning || ~ YES =~ '|[ © NO ' NO
B&S - Penmts/Inspecnons ~ YES | NO || . NO
| City Centre Development Corp [ Yes |[ w~No ‘ NO
Redevelopment Agency | YES || - NO || - NO
[FireServices — Preveniin [ W85 || %o ][ N0
[Metro- Crime Prevention — |[— YBS ][ N0 - ][ _NO
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(3(17 aag Las V% | ~ : .Agencia ltem No. 115

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 3 |
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW - [_] CONSENT j DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - V-0032-00 - CITY OF LAS VEGAS HOUSING
AUTHORITY - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW A MINIMUM LOT SIZE OF TWO
THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED SQUARE FEET (2,600) WHERE SIX THOUSAND FIVE
HUNDRED SQUARE FEET (6,500) IS REQUIRED FOR A PROPOSED 75-LOT
RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION on 8.88 acres on the northwest corner of the intersection of 28th
-Street and Sunrise Avenue (APN: 139-36-303-003), R-2 (Medium-Low Density Residential)
Zone, Ward 3 (Reese) [Previously noticed as Ward 5 (Weekly)]. The Planning Commission (6-
0-1 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL

- PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. l:l Planning Commission Mtg.
Hearing Officer Meeting l:l Hearing Officer Meeting
City Council Meeting - [0 ] city Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION
The Planning Commission (6-0-1 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map
2. ’Condmons For This Application
3. Staff Report
!
MOTION:
REESE - APPROVED subject to condltlons UNANIMOUS with L.B. McDONALD
excused :

‘MINUTES
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Pubhc Hearing open.

JON MULKEY, WLB Group, 2551 Green Valley Parkway, and MEL LACQUEMENT, Zoning
~ and Development Consultant, 208 Campbell Drive, appeared on behalf of the applicant and
concurred with staff’s conditions. MR. LACQUEMENT stated that this is a joint venture

between the Housing Authority and the Community Development Center of Nevada. The.

- existing duplexes will be replaced with new duplexes, which will revitalize the area.

R
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% 06 LMV@;M | o ' | Agendé Item No. 115.

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
Item 115 - V-0032-00

'MINUTES Continued:

COUNCILMAN REESE noted that this is a great project and would greatly benefit the
surrounding area. He verified with MR. LACQUEMENT that there would be at least 18 feet
minimum setback from the front door to the sidewalk. -

No one appeared in opposition.
There was no further discussion.
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing closed.
NOTE: All related discussibn for Item 115 [V-0032-00] and Item 116 [V-0034-00] took place
under Item 115.

(2:35-2:37)

3-3490

CONDITIONS:

Planning and Development
L. A Tentative Map and -a Final. Map(s) apphcanon for the 75-lot subdivision shall be

approved by the Planning Commission and the Final Map(s) recorded prior to the

issuance of any permits, any site grading, and all development activity for the site.

2. If this Variance is not exercised within two years from date of approval by the City
Council it will become void unless an Extension of Time is granted by the City Council.
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Co AGENDA MEMO

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2,2000 '
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION V-0032-00 C|ty of Las Vegas Housmg Authonty

e CONDITIONS o
The Plannmg Comxmssmn (6-0 1 vote) and staﬁ' recommend APPROVAL subJ ect to

Plamung and Development

1. A Tentatlve Map and a Fmal Map(s) apphcatlon for the 75-lot subdmsmn shall be
approved by the Planning Commission ‘and the Final Map(s) recorded pnor to the
- issuance of any permits, any site gradmg, and all development activity for the 51te

2. If this Variance is not exercised w1thm two years from date of approval by the City -
Council it will become v01d unless an Extensxon of Time is granted by the C1ty Council.
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'V-0032-OO - Page One
August 2, 2000 Clty Councll Meetmg

** STAFF REPORT **

'APPLICATION REQUEST

This request is for a Vananee to allow minimum lot size of two thousand six hlmdred (2 600)

square feet for a proposed 75-lot residential subdivision, where R-2 (Medium-Low Density

Residential) zone standards require six thousand five hundred (6,500) square feet as the minimum
_lot size. The applicant’s justification letter §tates that the proposed reduction of minimum lot sizes
~will allow the developer to use the e:ustmg streets and utilities for the development of affordable
- owner-occupied housmg .

BACKGROUND DATA

06/22/00. The Planmng Commxssmn recommended approval of a request for a Vanance (V -
0034-00) to minimum setback requuements for the proposed residential bulldmgs on
the subject site. ,

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

“The applicant is proposing to sub-divide the 8.88-acre site into 75 lots, with minimum lot sizes of
approximately 2,600 square feet and typical lot sizes of approximately 3,100 square feet. The
proposed housing product will be zero-lot-hne smgle-famﬂy res1dence

ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES

‘North R-1 (Smgle Fa.mlly Reﬂdentlal) tmder ROI - "
" To C-V (Civic), C-V (Civic) - ~~ Junior High School
South R-2 (Medium-Low Density Residential). =~~~ Vacant =
“Fast C-1 (Limited Commerclal) o Office
West - CV (Cmc) _ . s Park
ANALYSIS & FINDINGS

Section 19A.18. 070B of the Las Vegas Mumclpal Code states the followmg
“B. Scope and Limitations -
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V-0032-00 - Page Two
. August 2 2000 Clty Council Meetmg

Pursuant to NRS Chapter 278 and this subchapter, ﬁe City Council has the authority to
grant Variances as it determines. appropnate However, the Variance process is not

" availableto: -
1. Permitause in aZoning district in which the use is not allowed;
2. Vary any minimum spacing requirement between uses;
3.  Relieve a hardship which is solely personal, self-created or financial in
nature.”

Section 19A.18.070.L. of the Las Vegas Municipal Code states:
” - “L. Determinations

1. In order to approve a Variance application, the City Council must
" determine that the Variance is warranted both under State law and this

subchapter. The minimum State law standards are set forth i in Subsectlon ’

.2 below.

2. Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a
specific piece of property...or by reason of exceptional topographic
" conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or

* condition...the strict application of any zoning regulation would result in -

peculiar and exceptional practical difficulties to, or exceptional and undue
hardships upon; the owner of the property, a Variance from that strict
application may be granted so as to relieve the difficulties or hardship, if
the relief may be granted without substantial detriment to the public good,

. without substantial impairment of affected natural resources and without
substantially impairing the intent and purpose of any ordinance or
resolution.”

~ Title 19A.08. 040(C) — Table 2 Residential District Development Standards requires a minimum
 lot size of 6,500 square feet (0.15 acre) and-allows 6 to 12 dwelling umits per acre within the R-2
(Medium-Low Density Residential) Zone. The proposed lot sizes, typically approximately 3,100
“square feet, will result in' a density of approximately 8.45 units per acre on the site, which is
within the density range allowed in the R-2 (Medium-Low Density Residential) Zone, and is

comparable to the densities of some new single-family residential subdivisions in outlymg areas -

“of the City. Staff finds evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance associated with this
site, in that the applicant is proposing to develop in-fill owner-occupied housing where rental
duplex units were originally developed (and have recently been demolished), and by utilizing the
existing developed streets and utility infrastructure, cannot configure lots of at least 6,500 square

feet for each single-family residential unit. Therefore, staff finds that the requested Variance to .

the minimum lot size requirements is warranted in this case and should be approved
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V-0032-00 - Page Three
August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

NOTICES MAILED 70 by City Clerk-

APPROVALS . = 1

' PROTESTS = 2

AGENCY COMMENTS

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000 Pg.

Cpm)nents. _
_Received

" Comments

Ihéorpqrdted into
Conditions of -

|Departmentdgency || Distibutedto ||

Approval

P&D - Comprehensive Planning || YES

- NO

B&S - Permits/Inspections

NO

__NO__

PW - DEVCO

City Centre Development Corp__] [

Redevelopment Agency
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: WILLARD TIM CHOW . [ ] CONSENT - DISCUSSION

SUBJECT: "
. VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - V-0034-00 - CITY OF LAS VEGAS HOUSING
AUTHORITY - Request fora Variance TO ALLOW A FIFTEEN FOOT (15 SETBACK IN
THE FRONT YARD WHERE TWENTY FEET (20 IS THE MINIMUM SETBACK
REQUIRED; AND TO ALLOW A ZERO FOOT (0) SETBACK IN THE SIDE YARD WHERE
FIVE FEET (5) IS THE MINIMUM SETBACK REQUIRED; AND TO ALLOW A TEN FOOT
(10 SETBACK IN THE REAR YARD WHERE TWENTY FEET (20" IS THE MINIMUM
SETBACK REQUIRED IN CONJUNCTION WITH A 75-LOT RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISION
on 8.88 acres on the northwest corner of the intersection of 28th Street and Sunrise Avenue
(APN: 139-36-303-003), R-2 (Medium-Low Density Residential) Zone, Ward 3 (Reese)
* [Previously noticed as Ward 5 (Weekly)]. The Planning Commission (6-0-1 vote) and staff
recommend APPROVAL A

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:

Planning Commission Mtg.  Planning Commission Mtg.
Hearing Officer Meeting E::] Hearing Officer Meeting

City Council Meeting [0 ] city Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION: .
The Planning Commission (6-0-1 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to conditions.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This Application
3. Staff Report

fmonon

REESE - APPROVED subject to conditions - UNANIMOUS with L.B. McDONALD

excused

MINUTES:
- MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Heanng open.

JON MULKEY, WLB Group, 2551 Green Valley Parkway, and MEL LACQUEMENT, Zoning.

and Development Consultant, 208 Campbell Drive, were present

iﬂi
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department -
Item 116 - V-0034-00

'MINUTES Contlnued

No one appeared in opposmon

NOTE: All related discussion for Item 115 [V-0032-00] and Item 116 [V-0034-OO] took place

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing closed.

under Item 115.

(2:35- 2:39)
3-3490

- CONDITIONS:

Planning and Development |

1.

The minimum front setbaék shall be elghteen (18) feet from the back of sidewalk where

sidewalks are provided, and elghteen (18) feet from the back of curb where sidewalks are
not provided. .

Propbsed public streets shall meet public street standards, mclu&mg 51dewa.lksv If the“

streets are proposed to be private, sidewalks shall be prov1ded along at least one side of
each street within the subdivision.

The minimum rear setback shall be ten (10) feet for the 15 lots along the north side of
~ Ambler Place, and shall be fifteen (15) feet on all other lots within the site. o

A Tentative Map and a Final Map(s) apphcatxon for the 75-lot subdivision shall be
approved by the Planning Commission and the Final Map(s) recorded prior to the

issuance of any permits, any site grading, and all development activity for the site.

If this Variance is not exercised within two years from date of approval by the City
Council it will become void unless an Extension of Time is granted by the City Council.
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- AGENDA MEMO
CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2, 2000 S
. DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT .
ITEM DESCRIPTION: V-0034-00 - City of Las Vegas Housing Authority

ok 'CONDITIONS wx
The Planmng Comm1ss10n (6-0—1 vote) and staﬁ' recommend APPROVAL subJ ectto:

Plamung and Development

The minimum front setback shall be elghteen (18) feet from the back of mdewa]k where |

- sidewalks are prov1ded, and elghteen (18) feet ﬁom the back of curb where mdewalks are -
" mot prov1ded. A

Proposed pubhc streets shall meet pubhc street standards, mcludmg sidewalks. If the

streets are proposed to be pnvate sidewalks 'shall be pmv1ded along at least one side of

- each street within the siubdivision.

The minimum rear setback shall be ten (10) feet for the 15 iots along the north side of .

Ambler Place, and shall be fifteen (15) feet on all other lots within the site.

A Tentative Map and a Final Map(s) apphcatlon for the 75-lot subd1v1s1oﬂ shail be -
approved by thé Planning Commission and the Final Map(s) recorded pnor ‘to the

1ssuance of any perm1ts any site gradmg, and all development aet1v1ty for the site. -

If th;sVanance is not exercised w1thm two yegrs from date\ of approval by the City':‘

Council it will become void unless an Extension of Time is granted by the City Council.
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V-0034-00 - PageOne
August2 2000 City Councﬂ Meetmg

- ** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This request is for a Variance to allow a minimum fifteen (15) foot front setback, a minimum zero.
(0) foot side setback, and a minimum ten (10) foot rear setback for a proposed 75-lot residential -
subdivision, where R-2 (Medmm-Low Density Residential) zone standards requlre minimum
setbacks of twenty (20) feet in front, five (5) feet side, and twenty (20) feet in the rear. The
applicant’s justification letter states that the proposed reduction of minimum setbacks will allow the _
developer to use the ex1stmg streets and utilities for the development of aﬂ'ordable owner-occupled
housmg , _

.BACKGROUND DATA

06/22/00 ~ The Plannmg Comm1ssmn recommended approval of a request for Variance v--
0032-00) to minimum lot 81ze reqmrements for the proposed resxdentlal lots on the
. subject site.

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

The apphcant is proposmg to sub-d1v1de the 8. 88-acre site into 75 lots, w1th minimum lot sizes of
approximately 2,600 square feet and typical lot sizes of approxxmately 3,100 square feet. The
proposed housing product w111 be zero-lot-hne smgle—fa.tmly resxdence ‘

The minimum setbacks reqmred by Title 19A08 040(C) for development w1th1n the R-2 (Medlum-
Low Denmty Residential), and the proposed setbacks are as follows

Required Setbacks . - Proposed Setbacks
~ Front: .20 Feet . 15 Feet
. Side: 5 Feet . ~ 0/5 Feet
Comer Side: ~ 5 Feet 5 Feet

Rear: 20 Feet . 10 Fest



V-0034-00 - Page Two

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000 Pg.
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August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES

North R-1(Single Family Residential) under ROI to o »
C-V (Civic), C-V (Civic) . . ~ Junior High School

South R-2 (Medium-Low Density Rmdenna.l) Vacant

East C-1 (Limited Commercial) : ~ Office

West C-V (Civic) | ' Pak

ANALYSIS & FINDINGS

Section 19A.18.070B of ‘the‘ Las Vegas 'Municipal Code states the following:

“B, Scope and Limitations

Pursuant to NRS Chapter 278 and this subchapter, the City Counc1l has the authonty to

grant Variances as it deterrines appropnate However, the Variance process is not
available to: : '

1.
2.
3.

Permit ausein a zom'ng'district‘. in which the use is not allowed;

Vary any minimum spacing requirement between uses;

Relieve a hardship which is solely personal, self-created or ﬁna.nmal in
nature.” '

Section 19A.18.070.L. of the Las Vegas ‘Municipé.l‘Code states:

“L. Determinations’

1.

In-order to approve a Variance application, the City Council must
determine that the Variance is warranted both under State law and this
subchapter. The minimum State law standards are set forth in
Subsection 2 below. -

Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a
specific piece of property... of by reason of exceptional topographic
conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or condition...
the strict application of any zoning regulation would result in peculiar and .
exceptional practical difficulties to, or exceptional and undue. hardships
upon, the owner of the property, a Variance from that strict application
may be granted so as to relieve the difficulties or hardship, if the relief
may be granted without substantial detnment to the public good, without
substantial impairment of affected natural resources and without

substantially impairing the intent and purpose of any ordmance or -
_ resoluhon ‘
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V-0034-00 - Page Three
August 2, 2000 City Counc1l Meetmg

Title 19A.08.040(C) — Table 2 Residential District Development Standards requires minimum
setbacks within the R-2 (Medium-Low Density Residential) Zone. Staff notes that the applicant
is requesting a 25 percent reduction of the front yard setback, elimination of one side yard
setback, and a 50 percent reduction of the rear yard setback. Staff finds the proposed 75-lot

residential development will result in a-density of approximately 8.45 units per acre on the site, -

which is within the density range allowed in the R-2 (Medium-Low Density Residential) Zone
and is comparable to the densities of some new single-family residential subdivisions in outlying
areas of the City of Las Vegas. The requested Variance to minimum setbacks will not result in a
‘higher development density on the site than allowed by the existing zoning. Staff finds evidence
- of a unique or extraordinary circumstance associated with this site, in that the applicant proposes

to develop in-fill owner-occupied housing where rental duplex units were originally developed

(and have recently been demolished), and by utilizing the existing developed streets and utility
infrastructure, cannot configure all of the proposed 75 lots with the required setbacks and still

create usable yard areas for each single-family residential unit. Therefore, staff finds that the- -

| _ requested Variance to the mm1mum setback reqmrements is wan'anted in thxs case and should be
approved ,

In order to ensure adequate driveway lengths to accommodate oﬁ'-_street parking, Staff

recommends a condition requiring a minimum front setback of 18 feet from the back of sidewalk
‘where sidewalks are provided, and 18 feet from the back of curb where sidewalks are not
provided. Staff also recommends a condition requiring 2 minimum rear setback of 10 feet for the.

15 lots along the north side of Ambler Place, and a minimum of 15 feet on all other lots within
- the site, in order to. maximize usable rear yard space within the developmeni

'NOVTIACES,MAILED‘ 70 by City Clerk

APPROVALS 0

PROTESTS 0
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V-OO34-OO Page Four _
: AugustZ 2000 City Councll Meetmg ‘

AGENCY COMMENTS

n e S Comments
e _ || Incorporated into
1. 3 o S ‘ Comments Conditions of -
|Department/Agency = . Dismbuted to | __Received || - Approval
[P&D - Comprehensive Planning l——YES'- 7 | N0 || - NO

;
| ;

545 - PemisTpecions L Y5 [ M ][0

[PW - DEVCO__ ‘ " YES “NO ~  NO
‘ Czty Centre Development Corp ~ YES || NO |[ 'NO
|Redevelopment Agency =~ || YES || . NO ~ NO

Fire Services - Prevention || ~YBS = || .- NO || - 'NO .
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
- CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: }AUGUSTZ 2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] CONSENT [XX | DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

'TWO YEAR REQUIRED REVIEW - SPECIAL USE PERMIT - PUBLIC HEARING -

U-0027-93(2) - OXFORD CONSTRUCTION COMPANY - Required Two Year Review on
an approved Special Use Permit which allowed a 14 foot x 48 foot off-premise advertising
(billboard) sign at 940 South Decatur Boulevard (APN: 138-36-802-009), C-1 (Limited
Commercial) Zone, Ward 1 (M. McDonald) The Planning Commission (6-0-1 vote) and staff
recommend APPROVAL .

PHOT.ESTS RECE[VED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
~ Planning Commission Mtg. ; Planning Commission Mtg. |

Hearing Officer Meeting [ | Hearing Officer Meeting [ ]
City Council Meeting [0 ] city Council Meeting - [0 ]

RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Commission (6:0-1 vote) and staff recommend APPROV AL, subject to conditions.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

'AMENDMENT ATTACHED

2. Conditions For This Application

3. Staff Report

- MOTION: -
M. McDONALD - APPROVED subject to conditions - UNANIMOUS with REESE not

voting and L.B. McDONALD excused

- MINUTES: ‘
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing open

The apphcant was not. present..

COUNCILMAN McDONALD noted that the applicant has been a good tenant in that they have

~ been willing to monitor and make the appropriate corrections.

No one appeared in opposition.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
ltern 117 — U-0027-93(2)

. MINUTES — Continued:
There was o further discussion.

" MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing closed.

(2:39 — 2:40)
3-3723

CONDITIONS:

Planmng and Deve10pment

1.

- This Special Use Permit shall be rev1ewed in two (2) years at Wthh time the C1ty Council

may require the off-premise advertising (billboard) sign be removed. The applicant shall
be responsible for notification costs of the review. Failure to pay the City for these costs
may result in a requirement that the off-premise advertising (billboard) sign is removed.

The off-premise advertising (billboard) sign and its supporting structure shall be properly

maintained and kept free of graffiti at all times. Failure to perform the required

maintenance may result in fines and/or removal of the off-premise advertising (billboard)
sign. ‘ '




Amendment to Final Minutes
Office of the Clty Clerk |

~ City Counml Meetlng Minutes of August 2, 2000
‘Date Submitted: April 10, 2006
Amendment to item #117 —U-0027-93(2)

NOTE: Subsequent to finalization of the Minutes, a Verbatim Transcript was made a part of
 the Flnal Minutes.

Submitted BW

Signature: _t 4 'Il,. Lo

 Date:_f,
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AGENDA MEMO

- CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2, 2000 :
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: U-0027-93(2) s Oxford Construction COmpany

*% CONDITIONS ¥
.The Planmng Comm1ssmn (6-0-1 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL subject to: .

Plamung and Development

1. This Spec1al Use Perm1t shall be rev1ewed in two (2) years at which time: the C1ty Counc1l '

may require the off-premise advertising (blllboard) sign be removed. The apphcant shall be
responsible for notification costs of the review. Failure to pay the City for these costs may
result in a requirement that the oﬂ' -premise advertising (billboard) 51gn is removed.

2. | The oﬁ'-premlse advertlsmg (billboard) sign and its supporting structure shall be properly'
o mhaintained and kept free of graffiti at all times. - Failure to perform the required

maintenance may result in fmes and/or removal of the off-premlse advertlsmg (bﬂIboard) o

sign.
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U-0027-93(2) - Page One
‘August 2, 2000 City Council Meeting

+* STAFF REPORT *+ .

' APPLICATION REQUEST

This request is for a Reqmred Two-Year Review for an approved Specla.l Use Permit, Whlch :
allowed a 14-foot by 48- -foot off- premlse adverusmg (blllboard) 51gn at 940 South Decatur .

Boulevard

~ BACKGROUND DATA

o 04/21/93 The City v'Council approved the Special Use Permit (U-27-93) for the 14-foot by
- . 48-foot off-premise advertxsmg (blllboard) 51gn on this site sub_]ect toa ﬁve-yw:

-rev1ew

06/22/98 v- The C1ty Councll approved the Requu'ed Five-Year Review for the Specm.l Use-
' . Permit [U-27-93(l)] for the 14-foot by 48-foot off-premise advertlsmg sign subject o

to a two-year review.

' ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES

North Rl (Single Family Residential) ~ Church -
South C-1 (Limited Commercial) o Commercial
East P-R (Professional Office and Parking) Office’
West = = C-1 (Limited Commercial) . - Office
ANALYSIS & FINDINGS

ZONING .

Staff finds the ex1stmg oﬂ'-premlse advertlsmg (blllboard) s1gn is a]lowed in the C-l (anted
Commercial) zoning district with the approval ofa Speclal Use Permlt. o
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U-0027-93(2) - Page Two »
August 2,2000 City Council Meeting

USE

Section 19A.14.010 of the Las Vegas Municipal Code allows the removal of an off-premise
advertising (billboard) sign if conditions in the surrounding area have changed such that the
off-premise sign no longer meets the standards for approval of a.Special Use Permit. Staff finds
that the continued off-premise advertising (billboard) sign use on the subject site is appropriate, in

that the vicinity has not changed substantially in the past two years and the continuation of the

billboard use will be appropriate for the next two years.
FINDINGS
The following ﬁndmgs required for approval of a Spec1al Use Permit application, per' Las Vegas

Municipal Code Section 19A.18.060, should also be required for any subsequent Special Use
~ Permit review. Thus, the Planning Commission or City Council must affirm the following:

1. The proposed land use can be conducted in a manner that is harmonious and

compatible with existing surrounding land uses, and with fatare surrounding land
uses as pro]ected by the General Plan,

Section 19A.14.010 of the Las Vegas Mumc1pa1 Code allows the removal of an off-premise

sign if conditions in the surrounding area have changed such that the off-premise sign no
longer meets the standards for approval of a Special Use Permit. Staff finds that while the
area immediately surrounding the subject site not changed substantially in the past two
years since the approval of the previous required five-year review, billboards are not

_¢conducive to new development and are not an appropriate use in perpetulty Therefore staff
recommends this approval be subject to a two-year review.

2.  The subject site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use proposed.

Staff finds no physical constraints . to the contmuatlon of the oﬂ' -premise advertising
(billboard) sign use on this site.

3.  Street or highway facilities prov1d1ng access to the property are or will be adequate in
size to meet the reqnirements of the proposed nse.

Staff finds the continuation of the off ~premise advertlsmg (blllboa.rd) sign use w111 not aﬁ'ect |

Decatur Boulevard, a fully developed street ad_]acent to this request.
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4.  Approval of the Special Use Permit at the site in quo.stlon'mll not be inconsistent with
or compromise the pnbhc health, safety, and welfare or the overall ob]ectlves of the

General Plan.

Staff finds the oﬂ'—prem1se advemsmg (billboard) sign will be sub_]ect to regular mspectlons
and wﬂl not compromise the public health, safety and welfare. :

NOTICES MAILED 97 by City Clerk

© APPROVALS 1

PROTESTS - 0
AGENCY COMMENTS
»\ 'Co_mmentS h
Incorporated into |
v - : ' - Comments Conditions of
Department/Agency Distributed to Received - . Approval
P&D - Comprehensive Planning|| ~ YES - - NO NO
- |B&S - Permits/Inspections | ~ YES || NO NO
PW - DEVCO [ vss || vEs NO
" |City Centre Development Corp | YES -~ |[[  NO "NO
|Redevelopment Agency YES NO ‘NO
|Fire Services - Prevention _ YES NO__ __No
Metro - Crime Prevention 'YES NO - NO
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF
' Augnst 2,2000 o

VERBAT[M TRANSCRIPT ITEM 117- U-0027-93(2)

- U-0027-93(2) - ,oxEORD CONSTRUCTION COMPANY - Required Two Year Review
. on an approved Spééiil Use Permit which allowed a 14 foot x 48 foot off-premise
' adverusmg (bxllboard) sign at 949 South Decatur Boulevard (APN: 138-36-802-009), C-1 A‘
, (Limlted Commercml) Zone

Apgearance Llst
OSCAR GOODMAN Mayor

MICHAELJ McDONALD Counc11man

~ MR.CHILDS

| (2:39-2:40)

3-3723

"2 minutes .

Typed by: Vicky Darling
Proofed by: Angela Crolli
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF
S Angnstz 2000 N

VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT ITEM 117 - U-0027-93(2)

MAYOR GOODMAN . o _
Item 117, Two Year R eqmred Revxew S pec1a1 Use P ermJt, Public Hearing on U-0027-93(2)

Oxford Constructlon Company, Reqmred Two Year Revxew on an approved Speclal Use Permit _

Wthh allowed a 14 foot by 48 foot oﬁ'—premtse advemsmg blllboard s1gn at 940 South Decatur
: Boulevard. Planmng Commxssron and staff recommend approva.l sub_]ect to condmons It’s a
pubhc heanng, I now declare 1t open Is the. apphcant hem‘7 Anybody here represennng Oxford :

Constructlon Company? All nght

: COUNCILMAN McDONALD

We have had conversatlons with them, Your Honor in, last week. I apologlze that they re not -

here I don t lmow why they re not here, but they ve been a very good tenant, in the sense that

: they have been w111mg to momtor and clean up any correctlve acnon, i. c when we had the

problems with birds. So, rd make a motion for approval, —

MAYOR GOODMAN

Okay.

COUNCILMAN McDONALD

- subject to all stafPs recommendatlons And, Mr. Genzer Mr. Chrlds two year revrew?

: Cornecnon‘?

* Page2of3 k
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VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT - ITEM 117 - U-0027-93(2)

MR. CHILDS |

That is correct; yes.

COUNCILMAN McDONALD

 Thank you.

"MAYOR GOODMAN

All nght. Thank you. . Would anybody | hke to be heard on the matter? All nght We’ll close the
pubhc heanng There’s been a motxon, vote on the motlon, please. Post, please Motion carries. -
(Motlon camed unammously thh REESE not votmg and L.B. McDONALD excnsed.) .
Thank you. | | - |
| ~ (END OF DISCUSSION)

wdsac

Page 3 of 3
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000 '

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT.
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] CONSENT @ DISCUSSION

SUBJECT: '
TWO YEAR REQUIRED REVIEW - SPECIAL USE PERMIT - PUBLIC HEARING -
U-0025-98(1) - SAXTON CORPORATION ON BEHALF OF LEVITZ PLAZA,
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY - Two Year Required Review on an approved Special
Use Permit which allowed a 672 square foot, 74 foot high off-premise advertising sign
(billboard) at 73 South Martin Luther King Boulevard (APN: 139-33-510-002), M (Industrial)
Zone, Ward 5 (W eekly) Staff recommends APPROVAL

P.BOTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:

Planning Commission Mtg. Planning Commission Mtg. |
Hearing Officer Meeting _ [:| Hearing Officer Meeting ]
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION: v v
Staff recommends APPROVAL, subject to conditions.

BACKUP. DOCUMENTATION

1. Location Map

2. Conditions For This Application
3. Staff Report’

MOTION:
WEEKLY - APPROVED subject to condltlon UNANIMOUS Wlth REESE not voting and
L.B. McDONALD excused -

MINUTES: |
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing open.

R. VAN NOSTRAND, Donrey Outdoor 1211 West Bonanza Road appeaned on behaif of the -
applicant and concurred with staff’s conditions.

No one appeared in opposition.
There was no further discussion.

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Heanng closed
(2:40 - 2:41)
3-3801
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000
Planning and Development Department
item 118 — U-0025-98(1)

CONDITIONS:

1. This use shall be rev1ewed in two years by the Planmng Commiission and the Cxty
Council at which time the sign may be required to be removed.
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City of Las Vegas
‘ AGENDA MEMO

- CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: AUGUST 2, 2000
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: U-0025-98(1) - Saxton Corporation on behalf of Lewtz

Plaza, lelted Liabillty COmpany

bk CONDITIONS *x
f Staﬂ‘ recommends APPROVAL sub_] ect to

1. ‘This use shall be rev1ewed in two years by the Planmng Commssmn and the Clty C01mc11
at which time the sign may be reqmred to be removed. :
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** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This is a request for a Required Two-Year Review of an approved Special Use Permit which allows
a 14-foot by 48-foot (672 square foot) billboard, 74 feet high, on property located at 73 S. Martin
Luther King Boulevard. The billboard is located west of the exxstmg fmmture store and is oriented
to the east and westbound traffic on U.S. 95.

- BACKGROUND DATA

05/28/91 The City Council approved an Aesthetlc Rev1ew (AR-14-90) to allow commerc1a1
development of this site. '

' 06/08/98 The City Council approved a Special Use Perm1t (U-0025-98) for a 672 square foot
off-premise advertising (blllboard) sign at a helght of 74 feet on the. Sllb_] ect property

ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF Al?J ACENT PROPERTES.

North: " ‘M (Industrial) - - Retail/Service Uses

South: . M (Industrial) | Retail/Service Uses
East: M (Industrial) . '  Retail/Service Uses
West: C-1 (Limited Commercial) - . Retail/Office Uses .
ANALYSIS & FINDINGS

ZONING

The existing off-premlse advertising (blllboard) sign is allowed in the M (Industnal) Zone w1th the
approval of a Special Use Permit. City récords indicate there are no residentially zoned propemes
within 300 feet of this billboard, as was the case when it was first approved

'USEA.

Section 19A.14. 010 of the Las Vegas Mumclpal Code allows the removal of an off- ~premise -
- advertising (billboard) sign if conditions in the surrounding area‘ have changed such that the
billboard no longer meets the standards for approval of a Special Use Permit. Staff finds that the
vicinity around the subject billboard has not changed substantially in the past two yedrs so that
continuation of the billboard use ori the subject site is appropriate for the next year. :
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The following ﬁndmgs required for approval of a Spec1a.l Use Permit apphcahon, per Las Vegas

Municipal Code Section 19A.18.060, should: also be required for .any subsequent Special Use .

Permit review. Thus, the City Council must affirm the followmg

1. “The proposed land use can be conducted in a manner that is harmomons and
compatible with existing surrounding land uses, and with fature snrroundmg land
uses as projected by the Géneral Plan.” - - _

Section 19A.14.010 of the Las Vegas Municipal Code allows the removal of an off-
premise advertising (billboard) sign if conditions in the surrounding area have changed such
that the billboard no longer meets the standards for approval of a Special Use Permit. Staff

finds that the vicinity around the subject billboard has not changed substantially in the past

two years so that contmuatlon of the bxllboard use on the subJect site is appropriate for the
next two years.

2. “The subject site is physically suitable for the type and mtenslty of land use

_proposed.”

Staff finds no physwal constramts to the oontmuatlon of the off-premise advert:lsmg
(billboard) s1gn on this site. '

3.  “Street or highway facilities prowdmg access to the property are or will be adequate _

in size to meet the requirements of the pr0posed use.”

-~ Staff finds that the contmuatlon of the offy premlse advertising (blllboard) 51gn use will not i

affect Martin Luther King Blvd,, a fully developed street adjacent to this site.

4. “Approval of the Special Use Permit at the site in question will not be mconsxstent
- with or compromise the public health, safety, and welfare or the overall objectlves of
the General Plan.” o ‘ ‘

Staﬁ' finds that the off-premise advertlsmg (blllboard) s1gn will be sub_]ect to regular Clty

~ inspections and will not: compromse the public health, safety, and welfare.

- NOTICES MAIL__ED 20 (direct to City Council it) |

APPROVALS 0

PROTESTS 0
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: AUGUST 2, 2000

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 4
DIRECTOR:  WILLARD TIM CHOW [ ] CONSENT [XX ] DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

ABEYANCE ITEM - FIVE YEAR REQUIRED REVIEW - SPECIAL USE PERMIT -
PUBLIC HEARING - U-0020-95(1) - MAXINE FLORES ON BEHALF OF FAITH
MEDIA - Appeal filed by Kummer Kaempfer Bonner & Renshaw from the Denial by the
Planning Commission of a Required Five Year Review ori an approved Special Use Permit
which allowed a 14 foot x 48 foot off-premise advertising (billboard) sign at 3205 North Tenaya
Way (APN: 138-10-411-002), C-1 (Limited Commercial) Zone, Ward 4 (Brown) The Planmng
Commission (4-1-1) vote and staff recommend DENIAL

- PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. [4 | Planning Commission Mtg.
Hearing Officer Meeting Hearing Officer Meeting
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION: -
The Planning Commission (4-1-1 vote) and staff recommend DENIAL.

i

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map :

2. Conditions For This Application
3. Staff Report |

MOTION: . ‘ ' ’ ‘

M. McDONALD - Motion to brmg forward and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 102 [1616
Luning Drive], Item 111 [V-0018-00], Item 113 [V-0031-00] and Item 114 [U-0077-00] to
8/16/2000 and Item 119 [U-0020-95(1) to 9/6/2000 - UNANIMOUS w1th L.B. McDONALD
excused

MINUTES:

There was no discussion. . '

(1:08 - 1:10)
3-1



D'.

; O -
) - BUCKSKIN  ~_AY | O
O§ 11© E!_O ‘O ololo o .
04 10 A 04 10 F b lololo]
=y ' O N N
O DALEGROVE .
S) T [ [
Z . -olhqo o)
o .
O

CASE: U-0020-95(1) e : : -, | 290 400 Feet:

'RADIUS: 750 FT } o o
ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL)

o119




T TENAYA

CAsE:  U-0020-95(1) 0. 90 180 Feet
SEPARATION RADIUS: 300 FT -
ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: C-1 (LIMITED commsncw.)




B [ CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF AUGUST 2, 2000 Pg.

‘827 J

City 4 » V% _
~ AGENDA MEMO

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE AUGUST 2, 2000
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT .
-ITEM DESCRIPTION U-0020-95(1) - Maxine Flores on behalf of Faith Medla

TTHS ITEM WAS MLD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE JULY 5 2000 CITY COUNCIL

MEEIING AT THE APPLICANT’S REQUEST .
Wi CONDITIONS k%
The Planmng Commlsswn (4-1 1 vote) and staﬁ' recommend DENIAL Ifapproved, sub]ect to

_ 1. The Special Use Permlt shall be reviewed in two (2) years at whlch tlme the Clty Couneil
may require the off-premise advertising (b111boa.rd) sign to be removed. The applicant shall
be responsible for notification costs of the review. Failure to pay the City for these costs
may result in a requirement that the off-premise advemsmg (bllIboard) sign be removed.

‘2. The off-premise advertlsmg (bﬂIboard) sign and its supportmg structure sha.ll be properly
' maintained and kept free of graffiti at all times. Failure to. perform the required
~ maintenance may result in ﬁnes and/or removal of the oﬂ' ~premise advertising sign.

3. Al Clty Code reqmrements and deslgn standards of all City Departments shall be sausﬁed.
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** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

 This is an appeal filed by Kummer Kaempfer Bonner & Renshaw from the Denial by the Planning
Commission of a Five Year Required Review of an approved Special Use Permit for one 672
square foot (14 foot X 48 foot) 40 foot high off- premse sxgn (blllboard) located at 3205 North
Tenaya Way

BACKGROUND DATA

‘ . 04/19/95 The City Council approved a Speclal Use Permit (U-20-95) for one 672 square foot

(14 foot by 48 foot), 40 foot tall off -premise adverusmg (billboard) sign on the

parcel, subj ecttoa 5-year review.

| 03/24/97 The City C01mc1l adopted Ordmance 4073, estabhshmg the Off-Premise Slgn
.. Exclusionary Zone within Title 19A as part of the adoption of Title 19A.

09/01/99 The City Council overturned the recommendation of tﬁo Board of Adjustment and =

approved a Variance (V-56-99) to allow the off-premise advertising (billboard) sign -

to be relocated on the site ’although within the Off-Premise Sign Exclusionary Zone.

ZONING AND EXISTING LAND USE OF ADJACENT PROPERTIES

North C-1 (L1m1ted Commefcial) . ' Restaurant

South C-V (Civic) _ o Fire Station .
East . - C-1 (Limited Commerclal) - Convenience Store
West .~ C-1(Limited Commercial) Ofﬁce '
"ANALYSIS & FINDINGS

- ZONING

The subject site is currently within the Off-Premise Sign Exclusmnary Zone, established in 1997, of

- Las Vegas Municipal Code Title 19A.14.100. The existing off-premise advertlsmg (blllboard) sign

isnota perm1tted use within the Oﬁ‘ Prem1se Slgn Exclusmnary Zone
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USE

‘Staff finds that the contmued off-premise advertising (blllboard) sign use’ on the subject site is
inappropriate, in that the site is located within the Off-Premise Sign Exclusionary Zone and the

continuation of the off-premise advertising (billboard) use will be in conflict with the intent of the

Exclusionary Zone. In addition, the office development adjacent to the east of the off-premise sign

was approved and constructed after the approval of the Speclal Use Permit, and represents' ‘

F]NDINGS _

The following findings required for approval of a Special Use Permit application, per Las Vegas

Municipal Code Section 19A.18.060, should also be required for any. subsequent Special Use
Permit review. Thus, the Planmng Comm1ssmn or C1ty Cmmcxl must affirm the followmg

1. The proposed land use can be conducted in a manner that is harmomous and
compatible with existing surrounding land uses, and with fature snrronndmg land
uses as projected by the General Plan .

Section 1.9A.14;010 of the Las Vegas Municipal Code allows the removal of an off:premise

sign if conditions in- the surrounding area have changed such that the off-premise

advertising (billboard) sign no longer meets the standards for approval of a Special Use

Permit. Staff finds that the area immediately surrounding the subject site has changed
substantially since the approval of the Special Use Permit allowing the off-premise
advertising (billboard) sign, including the approval and construction of a 52,000 square-foot
office complex adjacent to the west of the off-premise sign. In addition, the Off-Premise
Sign Exclusionary Zone was adopted since the initial approval of this Special Use Permit.

Staff finds, in the context of changes in the surrounding area and adoption' of the Off-

Premise Sign Exclusionary Zone, the contmuatlon of the oﬁ'—premlse sign use is wholly
. inappropriate for the subject site.

2. The subject site is physically suitable for the type and ‘inte'nsity of land use proposed. |

Staff finds there are no physical constraints to the location of the use on the subject site.

3. Streetor highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate in .

. size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.

Staff finds the off-premise advertising (bﬂIboard) sign. is located in an area served by
existing fully developed streets. .
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4 Approi'al of the Special Use Permit vat the site in duestlon will not be inconsistent with ,

or compromise the public health, safety, and welfare or the overall objecuves of the
General Plan. '

Staff ﬁnds the oﬁ-pmmse advertlsmg (b1lIboard) s1gn w111 be subject to regular mspectlon

and will not compromise the public health, safety or welfare. However, the off- -premise

.. advertising (billboard) sign is not consistent with the Off- Premise Slgn Exclusmnary Zone
- . ofLas Vegas M1m1c1pa.l Code Title 19A. 14. 10

NOTICES MAILED 12_3 by City Clerk

APPROVALS 0

PROTESTS - -1

[Note: Public testimony. was rece1ved in opposition for reasons that the billboard is uns1ghtly and
‘ _ mappropnate because it is the only such s1gn in the sm'romd.mg area.] ’

 [Note: The Planmng Commiission determmed'that substantial ne'w’development has occurred in. - -
the area since the sign was erected resulting in the sign now being inappropriate in the -
area, the sign is located within the Off-Premise Sign Exclusionary Zone, and even though

- much of the area is commercial in nature, that fact does not ‘necessarily mean that

b111boards are an appropnate and harmomous use. ]

-~ AGENCY COMMENTS -

" Comments
N _ Incorporated into
O _ = : o ‘Comments || Conditions of
Department/Agency - || Distributedto ||  Received ||  Approval
P&D - Comprehensive Planning || ~ YES - NO . [ ~ NO
B&S - Permits/Inspections - || . YES - [[ ~ NO ~ NO
Pw-DEVCO ||  YES NO |  NO
City Centre Development Corp {f  YBS - NO {0 NO
" | Redevelopment Agericy ~ YES ~ NO |{.  ~NO
Fire Services - Prevention ||  YES  |[[ = NO - NO
Metro - Crime Prevention YES j NO . NO
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SENT BY:LAS VEGAS, NV

«UHN C, RENSHAW
THOMAR F. KtIMMAR
Cnsrorn L. Kasmpre
MICHALL ), BONNER
Kaniuesn JANE ENGLAND
JOHN N. BREWER

GERALD D. WaITE
SIFRWOOR N. Cook

JOHN C. JEPPSEN
MARKII. FIORENTINO
JOMN A, CURTAS

L. JOE COPPEDGE
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(703) 7937000
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TIHUMAS D. AMICK
NIKKI L. BAREK
GriLGoRY 8. Ghiadi.ui
ROMERT J. GRUNAULR
JEREMY B. Hil SAR):CK
KRIRTINA 8. 110 MAN
GAVIN C. JANGARD
MARK 3. KAT?.
ROBERT C. Kin
MICHALL |. KLING
ANNL L. Kung

Kurr C. Lamuictil
KATHIIIN S, Nricilmy ik

Damia, 12, Nugi
OF CounsuL . oo il e ANGELA TURRICIANG OFia
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RLIZAHE (T AL SAVALIL

JAMsSTL. Busray
ANTHONY A. ZMAUTA LYSSA M. SIMoNLL T
JAMER . Suayin )
GREGG R. VIIRMIEYN
TROY A. WALLIN

382-4803 N

. Ms. Barbara Jo Ronemus
City Clerk
Cuy of [.as Vegas
400 E. Stewart, 1% Fl.
Las Vcgas, NV 89101
i .

Re:  U-0020-95(1) - Chéyénne/lenaya - 5 yr. review
Maxine Flores on Behalf of Faith Media

Davip A. Bauxssal i

Dear Ms. Ronemus:

This office represents the applicant in the above-referenced matter. We respectlully request
this matter be continued from the presently scheduled City Council heaning of August 2, 2000 until

Septomber 6, 2000.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
KUMMER KAEMPIER BONNER & RENSHAW
~Robert J. Gronauer
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