Gilyo{ Las V%M

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING
CITY HALL, 400 STEWART AVENUE
CITY MANAGER'S CONFERENCE ROOM, EIGHTH FLOOR
CITY OF LAS VEGAS INTERNET ADDRESS: http://www.lasvegasnevada.gov
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 2004
4:00 P.M.

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE - COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF AND COUNCILMAN WOLFSON

THE RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE WILL RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT ON EACH ITEM OF LEGISLATION BEING
CONSIDERED. THE RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MAY, THEREAFTER, CONTINUE THE HEARING TO A
FUTURE DATE OR FORMULATE A RECOMMENDATION TO THE CITY COUNCIL FOR PASSAGE, REJECTION OR
AMENDMENT OF THE PROPOSED BILL.

ANY MEMBER OF THE CITY COUNCIL MAY SUBSTITUTE FOR A MEMBER OF THE RECOMMENDING
COMMITTEE AT ANY TIME

- CALL TO ORDER

- ANNOUNCEMENT RE COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN MEETING LAW

1 Bill No. 2004-73 - Establishes the means for allowing the use "pet boarding” m certain commercial and mdustrial districts
Proposed by: Robert S Genzer, Director of Planning and Development

2 Bill No. 2004-74 - Expands the allowability of mixed-use developments in the C-1 and C-2 Zoning Districts, and allow such
developments by means of special use permut 1 the C-PB Zoning District. Sponsored by Councilman Larry Brown

3. Bill No. 2004-75 - Provides for the relocation of off-premise signs that are required to be removed m connection with the
mstallation of publicly-funded improvements. Proposed by. Robert S. Genzer, Director of Planning and Development

CITIZENS PARTICIPATION: PUBLIC COMMENT DURING THIS PORTION OF THE AGENDA MUST BE LIMITED TO
MATTERS WITHIN THE JURISDICTION OF THE COMMITTEE NO SUBJECT MAY BE ACTED UPON BY THE
COMMITTEE UNLESS THAT SUBJECT IS ON THE AGENDA AND IS SCHEDULED FOR ACTION. IF YOU WISH TO
BE HEARD, COME TO THE PODIUM AND GIVE YOUR NAME FOR THE RECORD THE AMOUNT OF DISCUSSION
ON ANY SINGLE SUBIJECT, AS WELL AS THE AMOUNT OF TIME ANY SINGLE SPEAKER IS ALLOWED, MAY BE
LIMITED

ALL INTERESTED PERSONS ARE INVITED TO ATTEND A tape recording of all the proceedings will be kept on file 1n the
Office ot the City Clerk until final disposition 1s made. Copies of the above Bills may be obtained through the Office of the City
Clerk, Monday through Friday, 8:00 AM to 5-00 P.M.

Facilities are provided throughout City Hall for the convenience of disabled persons. Reasonable efforts will be made to assist
and accommodate physically handicapped persons. If you need an accommodation to attend and participate 1 this meetmg,
please call the City Clerk's office at 229-6311 and adwvise of your need at least 48 hours 1 advance of the meeting

THIS MEETING HAS BEEN PROPERLY NOTICED AND POSTED AT THE FOLLOWING LOCATIONS

City Clerk's Bulletin Board, City Hall Plaza, 2nd Floor Skybnidge
Court Clerk's Office Bulletin Board, City Hall Plaza
Las Vegas Library, 833 Las Vegas Boulevard North

Clark County Government Center, 500 S Grand Central Parkway
Grant Sawyer Building, 555 E. Washmngton Avenue



AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING
(Mailing required under the provisions of NRS Chapter 241)
STATE OF NEVADA)

) ss
COUNTY OF CLARK)

Sharisse Yarborough, an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada being first duly sworn,
deposes and says that on the 19th day of November, 2004, a copy of a NOTICE, the attached of
which is a true and correct copy of the Public Hearing - re: Recommending Comxﬁittee Meetihg,
to be held on the 30th day of November, 2004, was deposited in the United States Mail, Postage
prepaid, First Class Mail, to each person and/or organization whose name appears on the list

maintained in the Office of the City Clerk.

S, N el
)

SIGNATURE

City Clerk
DEPARTMENT

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

STACEY CAMPBELL

g Notary Public State of Nevada
; No. 04-92740-1

5 My appt. exp. Oct. 14, 2008

/97 day of plockmben. 2004

A2y, Camgtcll

NOTARY PUBLIC in and for said County and State




AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING
(Posting required under the provisions of NRS Chapter 241)

STATE AOF NEVADA)

COUNTY OF CLARK)) N

Paula Clark, an employee of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada being first duly sworn, deposes and
says that on the 19th day of N(;vember, 2004 at the hour 4:30 P.M. there were posted copies of a
NOTICE, the attached of which is a true and correct copy of a Recommending Committee
Meeting to be held onthe 30th dayof No‘_rember, 2004, Las Vegas, Nevada; to be posted on

Public Bulletin Boards at the following locations:

1 City Clerk’s Bulletin Board, 400 Stewart Avenue, 2™ Floor Skybridge (in the
walkway area next to the entrance of the Human Resources Department)

2. Court Clerk’s Office Bulletin Board, City Hall Plaza, 400 Stewart Avenue (near the
entrance to the Court Clerk's Office)

3. Las Vegas Library, 833 Las Vegas Blvd.
4. Clark County Government Center, 500 S. Grand Central Parkway
5. Grant Sawyer Building, 555 E. Washington Avenue

2&,&[&&\_

SIGNATURE

City Clerk
DEPARTMENT

Subscribed and sworn to befqre me this

STACEY CAMPBELL
Notary Public State of Nevada
% No. 04-92740-1

My appt. exp. Oct. 14, 2008

22" day of AlokemleR 2004

/?&ZZ&M M‘\/ &W?Ww

NOTARY’PUBLIC in and for said County and State
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RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE AGENDA
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 30, 2004

= CALL TO ORDER

MINUTES:
PRESENT: COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF and COUNCILMAN WOLFSON

Also Present: DEPUTY CITY MANAGER STEVE HOUCHENS, CHIEF DEPUTY CITY
ATTORNEY VAL STEED, and DEPUTY CITY CLERK GABRIELA S. PORTILLO-BRENNER

= ANNOUNCEMENT RE: COMPLIANCE WITH OPEN MEETING LAW

MINUTES:

ANNOUNCEMENT MADE - meeting noticed and posted at the following locations:
City Clerk's Bulletin Board, City Hall Plaza, 2nd Floor Skybridge

Court Clerk's Office Bulletin Board, City Hall Plaza

Las Vegas Library, 833 Las Vegas Boulevard North

Clark County Government Center, 500 S. Grand Central Parkway

Grant Sawyer Building, 555 E. Washington Avenue

(4:05 - 4:06)

1-1



0%0{ W V%M Agenda Item No. 1

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 30, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ICONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
NEW BILL:

Bill No. 2004-73 - Establishes the means for allowing the use "pet boarding" in certain commercial and
industrial districts. Proposed by: Robert S. Genzer, Director of Planning and Development

Fiscal Impact:

No Impact Amount:

L] Budget Funds Available Dept./Division:
[: Augmentation Required Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

Under current City zoning regulations, pet boarding is allowed only in conjunction with an animal
hospital or clinic. This bill would allow the use on a "freestanding" basis by means of special use permit
in the C-1 and C-2 Zoning Districts, and as a conditional use in the C-M and M Zoning Districts.

RECOMMENDATION:
This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for review, hiearing and recommendatlon to

the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Bill No. 2004-73
2. Submitted at meeting: written comments of Tom McGowan

MOTION:
COUNCILMAN WOLFSON recommended Bill 2004-73 be forwarded to the Full Council with a
"Do Pass" recommendation. COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF concurred.

MINUTES:
COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF declared the Public Hearing open.

ROBERT GENZER, Director, Planning and Development, reported that approximately two years ago
the pet-boarding category was taken out of the code due to issues that came up at that time. But staff is
finding that pet boarding is allowed presently only in conjunction with a veterinary clinic. A couple of
requests have been submitted; one was for a doggy overnight care facility. There is also a location with a
pet shop that would like to offer overnight boarding. Both of these uses are not presently permitted by
code. This bill would allow both of these services, by special use permit in the C-1 and C-2 zones and
conditional in C-M and M. The bill includes a restriction requiring any exterior pens located adjacent to
a residential parcel to be located a minimum of 50 feet from the parcel. He recommended approval.

TOM McGOWAN, Las Vegas resident, submitted his written comments in opposition to this matter. A
copy of which 1s included in the backup.

.
COUNCILMAN WOLFSON confirmed with MR. GENZER that applicants would still have to obtain a
business license and any necessary permits. MR. GENZER added that under the present code the
category of pet boarding does not independently exist. A daycare service for pets has been allowed under
the pet shop category. But the only availability of overnight boarding is through a veterinary clinic.



City of Lia Vg

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 30, 2004

Agenda Item No. 1

MINUTES - Continued:

COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF declared the Public Hearing closed.
(4:06 - 4:11)
1-6
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BILL NO. 2004-73
ORDINANCE NO. )
AN ORDINANCE TO ESTABLISH THE MEANS FOR ALLOWING THE USE “PET
BOARDING” IN CERTAIN COMMERCIAL AND .INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS, AND TO
PROVIDE FOR OTHER RELATED MATTERS.
Proposed by: Robert S. Genzer, Summary: Establishes the means for allowing
Director of Planning and Development the use “pet boarding” in certain commercial and
industrial districts.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS DOES HEREBY ORDAIN
AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1: Table 2 of the Land Use Tables adopted in Title 19, Chapter 4, Section
10, of the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended to
require a Special Use Permit for the use “Pet Boarding” in the C-1 and C-2 Zoning Districts, and to
provide that the use is a conditional use in the C-M and M Zoning Districts. In order to reflect the

amendment, the term ‘“Pet Boarding” shall be followed by an asterisk to indicate the existence of

applicable base standards, and the new row shall read as follows:

IMAL RELATED! fPR TS | 0
Pet Boarding*

e
o

SECTION2: Title 19, Chapter 4, Section 40, Subsection (C), of the Municipal Code

-of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended by adding thereto a new

subdivision entitled “PET BOARDING,” reading as follows:

PET BOARDING [C-M, M] |

1. All animals shall be confined within an enclosed area or on a leash at all times.

2. Structures shall be designed to provide reasonable sound barriers and odor protection for adjoining
p'roperties.

3. i’ens shall be screened from view from adjacent streets and adjoining properties.

4. Any exterior pens that are adjacent to a residential parcel shall be located a minimum of fifty feet

from the parcel.

5. All operations and activities shall be in accordance with LVMC Title 7.
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SECTION3: Title 19, Chapter 4, Section 50, Subsection (B), of the Municipal Code
of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended by adding thereto a néw
subdivision entitled “PET BOARDING,” reading as follows:

PET BOARDING [C-1, C-2]

1. All animals shall be confined within an enclosed area or on a leash at all times.

2. Structures shall be designed to provide reasonable sound barriers and odor protection for adjoining
properties.

3. Pens shall be screened from view from adjacent streets and adjoining propefties.

4. Any exterior pens that are adjacent to a residential parcel shall be located a minimum of fifty feet
from the parcel.

5. All operations and activities shall be in accordance with LVMC Title 7.

SECTION 4: Title 19, Chapter 20, Section 20, of the Municipal Code of the City of

Las Ve gaé, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended by amending the definition of the term “Animal
Hospital, Clinic or Shelter” to read as follows: '
“Animal Hospital, Clinic, or Shelter” means a place where animals or pets are given medical or
surgical treatment and are cared for during the time of such treatment. [The term does not include a
kennel operation or facility for the boarding of animals for remuneration unless it is operated in
conjunction with the treatment and care of animals or pets.] |

SECTION 5: Title 19, Chapter 20, Section 20, of the Municipal Code of the City of
Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended by adding thereto, at the appropriate location,
the following term and its corresponding defimition: —
“Pet Boarding” means a lot, building, premises or structure on which four or more household pets are
kept regularly and for extended periods of time for the benefit of persons who do not reside on the
premises. The term includes facilities that provide shelter, care, feeding, exercising, grooming or
incidental medical care for household pets for remuneration or otherwise on a commercial basis. The
term includes a kennel operation.

SECTION 6: In Sections 2 and 3 of this Ordinance, the brackets that follow the titles

of the subdivisions being added are not intended to indicate deleted matter, but instead are used as the

-2-
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means of indicatmg‘the applicable districts.

SECTION7: Forpurposes of Section 2.100(3) of the City Charter, LVMC 19.04.010,
19.04.040, 19.04.050, and 19.20.020 are deemed to be subchapters rather than sections.

SECTION 8: If any section, §ubsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or
phrase in this ordinance or any part thereof is for any reason ﬁeld to be unconstitutional or invalid or
ineffective by any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity or |
effectiveness of the remaining portions of this ordinance or any part thereof. The City Council ofthe
City of Las Vegas hereby declares that it would have passed each section, subsection, subdivision,
paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections,
subsections, subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared unconstitutional,
invalid or ineffective. |

SECTION 9: All ordinances or parts of ordinances or sections, subsections, ﬁhrases,
sentences, clauses or paragraphs contained in the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada,

1983 Edition, in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.

PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this day of , 2004.
APPROVED:
By
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:
B JO RONEMUS, City Cler
APPROVED AS TO FORM:
v
%{/M - /3-04

Date
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The above and foregoing ordinance was first proposéd and read by title to the City Council on the

__ dayof _ . , 2004, and referred to the following committee composed of
and . for recommendation;

thereafter the said committee reported favorably on said ordinance on the  day of
, 2004, which was a meeting of said Council; that at said

meeting, the proposed ordinance was read by title to the City Council

as first introduced and adopted by the following vote:

VOTING “AYE”:
VOTING “NAY””:
ABSENT:
APPROVED:
By
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk

F \Depot\ORDS\20040RDS\2004-73 wpd -4-
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G"'zyfﬂ{ LM VW | Agenda Item No. 2

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 30, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: BRADFORD R. JERBIC [ ]JCONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
NEW BILL:

Bill No. 2004-74 - Expands the allowability of mixed-use developments in the C-1 and C-2 Zoning
Districts, and allow such developments by means of special use permit in the C-PB Zoning District.
Sponsored by: Councilman Larry Brown

Fiscal Impact: ,
No Impact Amount:

[ 1 Budget Funds Available Dept./Division:
[ | Augmentation Required Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

Mixed-use developments are presently allowed by means of special use permit in the C-1 and C-2 Zoning
Districts, but only in the Neighborhood Revitalization Area, and are not permitted in the C-PB Zoning
District. This bill would allow mixed-use developments by means of special use permit in all C-1, C-2
and C-PB Zoning Districts. (NOTE: The adoption of this bill will depend on the approval of a
corresponding amendment to the Las Vegas 2020 Master Plan.)

RECOMMENDATION: :

This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for review, hearing and recommendation to
the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Bill No. 2004-74

2. Submitted at meeting: written comments of Tom McGowan

MOTION: :

COUNCILMAN WOLFSON recommended Bill 2004-74 be held in ABEYANCE to the 12/14/2004
Recommending Committee meeting. COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF concurred.

MINUTES:
COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF declared the Public Hearing open.

ROBERT GENZER, Director, Planning and Development, indicated that this bill would allow some
form of mixed-use development outside of the downtown revitalization area, which is the only place it
can occur under the present code, other than Town Center, with its own separate standards. However, an
issue came up regarding height restrictions, if any, in the CP-B, C-1, and C-2 districts. Staff has been
struggling with this issue for a number of months. The Planning Commission and staff recommended
denial on this matter, because it could open the door for potential high-rise mixed-use projects outside’
the downtown area. MR. GENZER requested abeyance for two weeks to allow staff to continue to work
on the height issue. Staff will come back with a recommendation at the next Recommending Committee
meeting, and the bill could be adopted at the second Council meeting in December. COUNCILMAN
WOLFSON indicated that he too is concerned about the height issue and supported further exploration.

TOM McGOWAN, Las Vegas resident, submitted his written comments in opposition to this matter. A
copy of which is included in the backup.



ity of Las Vegin

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 30, 2004

Agenda Item No. 2

MINUTES - Continued:

COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF declared the Public Hearing closed.
(4.11 - 4:16)
1-171
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BILL NO. 2004-74
ORDINANCE NO.
AN ORDINANCE TO EXPAND THE ALLOWABILITY OF MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENTS IN
THE C-1 AND C-2 ZONING DISTRICTS, TO ALLOW SUCH DEVELOPMENTS BY MEANS OF

SPECIAL USE PERMIT IN THE C-PB ZONING DISTRICT, AND TO PROVIDE FOR OTHER
RELATED MATTERS.

Sponsored by: Councilman Larry Brown Summary: Expands the allowability of mixed-
use developments in the C-1 and C-2 Zoning
Districts, and allow such develo%ments by
%lesaéllsc gf special use permit in the q- B Zoning
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS DOES HEREBY ORDAIN
AS FOLLOWS:
SECTION 1: Title 19, Chapter 2, Section 40, Subsection (B), of the Municipal Code
of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended to read as follows:
(B) Commercial Districts. -

(1)  P-RProfessional Office and Parking District. The P-R District is intended to allow for
office uses in an area which is predominantly residential but because of traffic and other factors is no
longer suitable for the continuation of low density residential uses. This district is designed to be a
transitional zone to allow low intensity administrative and professional offices. These uses are
characterized by a low volume of direct daily client and customer contact. To decrease the impact to
adjacent residential 1u‘ses, single-family structures should be retained or new development in the P-R
District should be constructed to maintain a residential character. The P-R District is consistent with
the Office category of the General Plan.

(2)  N-S Neighborhood Service Di;trict. The purpose of the N-S District is to provide for
the development of convenience retail shopping, services and professional offices principally serving
neighborhood needs and compatible in scale, character and intensity with adjacent residential
development. This district is intended to be located at intersections of streets designated as collector
or larger. The N-S District should also be used as a buffer between residential and more intense

retail/commercial uses. The N-S District is consistent with the Service Commercial and the

Neighborhood Center categories of the General Plan.
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(3) O Office District. The Office District is designed to provide for the development of
office uses, supporting service uses and low intensity commercial uses performing administrative,
professional and personal services. These may be small office buildings developed in a cluster with
an internal traffic circulation system or one larger office building. This district may be used as a buffer
between residential and more intense retail/commercial uses. The O District is consistent with the
Office category of the General Plg.n.

4) C-D Designed Commercial District. The purpose of thq C-D District is to provide
standards for the development of a select type of light commercial useslwhich will be in harmony with
the neighborhood in which it is to be located. The C-D District is consistent with the Service
Commercial and the Neighborhood Center categories of the General Plan.

(5)  C-1 Limited Commercial District. The C-1 District is intended to provide most retail
shopping and personal services|.], and may be appropriate for mixea-use developments. This district
should be located on the periphery of residential neighborhoods and should be confined to the
intersections of primary and secondary thoroughfares along major retail corridors. The C-1 District
is consistent with the Service Commercial and the Neighborhood Center categories of the General |’
Plan. ‘

(6) C-2 General Commercial District. The C-2 Districtis desi gned to provide the broadest
scope of compatible services for both the general and traveling public. This category allows retail,
service, automotive, wholesale, office and other general business uses of an intense character].], as
well as mixed-use developments. This district should be located away from low and medium density
residential development and may be used as a buffer between retail and industrial uses. The C-2
District is also appropriate along commercial corridors. The C-2 District is consistent with the
General Commercial category of the General Plan.

SECTION 2: Title 19, Chapter 2, Section 40, Subsection (C), ofthe Municipal Code
of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended to read as follows:
(C)  Industrial Districts.
(D C-PB Planned Busiﬁess Park bistrict. The C-PB District allows industrial uses,

including light manufacturing, assembling and processing, warehousing and distribution, research,

2-
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development and testing laboratories; medical related uses and ancillary commercial uses in an
Industrial Office Park setting][.]; and mixed-use developments: The C-PB District is consistent with
the Light Industry/Research category of the General Plan.

(2)  C-M Commercial/Industrial District. The C-M District is a general commercial and
restricted industrial district designed to provide for a variety of compatible business, warehouse,
wholesale, office and limited industrial uses. This district is intended to be located away from areas
of low and medium density residential development. The CM District is consistent with the Light
Industry/Research category of the General Plan.

(3) M Industrial District. The M District is intended to provide for heavy manufacturing
industries in locations where they will be compatible with and not adversely impact adjacent land uses.
This district is intended to be located away from all residential development. The M District is
consistent with the Light Industry/Research category of the General Plan.

SECTION 3: Table 2 of the Land Use Tables adopted in Title 19, Chapter 4, Section
10, of the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended to
allow the use “Mixed Use” 1n the C-PB Zoning District by means of Special Use Permit. In order to

reflect the amendment, the “Mixed Uses” element of Table 2 is amended to read as follows:

ﬁ:’ Zﬁa‘ﬁi iR::ﬁE TR vy T M‘IJ?;
9 - [, 5 - ] ;g&:E!" | b
z’f@‘ézi i S S e e L A A

Mixed-Use

“MIXED USESy
58 SRR e %

Mixed-Use

SECTION 4: Title 19, Chapter 4, Section 50, Subsection (B), of the Municipal Code
of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended by deleting in its entirety the
subdivision entitled “Mixed-Use” and replacing it with a new subdivision entitled “Mixed-Use,”
reading as follows:

MIXED-USE [R-3, R-4, P-R, N-§, O, C-1, C-2 and C-PB]
*(1) Residential uses permitted as of right in the R-3 and R-4 Zoning Districts may be permitted
by means of Special Use Permit within a P-R, N-S, O, C-1, C-2, or C-PB Zoning District.
*(2) Nonresidential uses permitted as of right in the P-R, N-S, O, and C-1 Zoning Districts may be

-3-
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permitted byA means of Special Use Permit within an R-3 or R-4 Zoning District.
3) When residential and nonresidential uses are approved for a single parcel:

(a) The nonresidential ﬁse shall be located at ground level fronting the primary public
right-of-way, and the primary entryway to that use shall be directly from and oriented to a street; and

(b)  The overall architecture of the front elevation shall highlight the difference in uses
through variations in volume and proportion, and shall be treated as a cohesive whole through finishes
and colors.

SECTION 5: Title 19, Chapter 8, Section 45, Subsection (B), of the Municipal Code
of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended Table 3 adopted therein so that
Note 2 to Table 3 reads as follows:

2. Height.

a. Non-Residential Building Height When Adjacent to Residential. See Section 19.08.060(B).

b. P-R and O Districts. The maximum building height in the P-R and O Districts is two
stories or thirty-five feet, whichever is less.

c. C-D District. Unless otherwise approved by the City Council in a Site Development Plan,
building heights m the C-D Districts shall not exceed: ,

(1) One story or twenty feet, whichever is less, for parcels that front on Charleston
Boulevard between Rancho Drive and Valley View Boulevard;

(2) Two stories or thirty-five feet, whichever is less, for all other parcels.

d. C-PB District. The maximum building height in the C-15B District is three stories or
fifty-five feet, whichever is less. [Any] @_r_a_lﬂ parcel of land contiguous to a ﬁeeWay O eXpressway,
[and to a depth of six hundred feet from the right-of-way line thereof;] the maximum building height
shall be six stories or one hundred feet, whichever is less. Notwithstanding the above, in the case of
permitted commercial and retail uses, the maximum building height shall be two stories or thirty-five
feet, whichever is less.

e. Exemptions. Chimney and vent stacks; roof structures for the use of elevations, stairs,
tanks, ventilation, and similar necessary mechanical equipment; visual screens which surround

mounted mechanical equipment; skylights; whip and mounted antennas and flag poles up to forty feet

-4-
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in height may be erected above the required height limits. In no case shall structures above the
permitted height limit be constructed for the purpose of providing additional floor space.

f. Height Along Certain Streets. For additional building height restrictions along streets
classified as collector or larger, see Section 19.08.030(C).

SECTION 6: In Section 4 of this Ordinance, the brackets that follow the title of the
subdivision being added are not intended to indicate deleted matter, but instead are used as the means
of indicating the applicable districts.

SECTION 7: Forpurposes of Section 2.100(3) of the City Charter, LVMC 19.02.040,
19.04.010, 19.04.050 and 19.08.045 are deemed to be subchapters rather than sections.

SECTION 8: If any section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or
phrase in this ordinance or any part thereof is for any reason held to be unconstitutional or invalid or
ineffective by any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity or
effectiveness of the remaining portions of this ordinance or any part thereof. The City Council of the
City of Las Vegas hereby declares that it would have passed each section, subsection, subdivision,
paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections,
subsections, subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared unconstitutional,
invalid or ineffective. |

SECTION9: Allordinances or parts of ordinances or sections, subsections, phrases,
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sentences, clauses or paragraphs contained in the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada,

1983 Edition, in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.
PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this day of

, 2004,

APPROVED:

By

OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor

ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM: _
| %ﬁiﬁ‘ze/ /4

Date
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The above and foregoing ordinance was first proposed and read by title to the City Council on the

_____ day of , 2004, and referred to the following committee composed of
and for recommendation;

thereafter the said committee reported favorably on said ordinance on the ___ day of
, 2004, which was a meeting of said Council; that at said

meeting, the proposed ordinance was read by title to the City Council

as first introduced and adopted by the following vote:

VOTING “AYE™:
VOTING “NAY”:
ABSENT:
APPROVED:
By
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk

F \Depot\ORDS\20040RDS\2004-74 wpd -7-
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE
RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 30, 2004

DEPARTMENT: CITY ATTORNEY
DIRECTOR: ~ BRADFORD R. JERBIC [1CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:
NEW BILL:

Bill No. 2004-75 - Provides for the relocation of off-premise signs that are required to be removed in
connection with the installation of publicly-funded improvements. Proposed by: Robert S. Genzer,
Director of Planning and Development

Fiscal Impact:

No Impact Amount:

[ ] Budget Funds Available Dept./Division:
[ ] Augmentation Required Funding Source:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

The City's zoning regulations currently do not address the relocation of off-premise signs that are required
to be removed in connection with the installation of publicly-funded improvements. This bill will allow
the relocation of such signs to be approved administratively under certain circumstances, subject to
conditions designed to minimize any impacts associated with sign relocation.

RECOMMENDATION:

This bill should be submiteed to a Recommending Committee for review, hearing and recommendation to
the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

* 1. Bill No. 2004-75
2. Submitted at meeting: written comments of Tom McGowan

MOTION: ) '

COUNCILMAN WOLFSON recommended Bill 2004-75 be forwarded to the Full Council with a
"Do Pass'" recommendation. COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF concurred.

MINUTES:

COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF declared the Public Hearing open.

ROBERT GENZER, Director, Planning and Development, stated that this bill deals with situations
created by projects, such as the widening of I-95, where nght-of-way acquisition prompts the removal of
a billboard. The bill puts into effect a process that allows for signs that are deemed to be non-conforming
to be relocated on the same property and establishes criteria by which that can occur. It also allows
administrative approval of the relocation. He recommended approval.

TOM McGOWAN, Las Vegas resident, submitted his written comments recommending the Council and
the Recommending Committee members review all bills for potential adverse impacts to the citizens of
this community. A copy of which is included in the backup.

COUNCILWOMAN MONCRIEF declared the Public Hearmg closed.
(4:16 - 4:20),
1-330
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BILL NO. 2004-75
ORDINANCE NO. _
AN ORDINANCE TOPROVIDE FOR THE RELOCATION OF OFF-PREMISE SIGNS THAT ARE
REQUIRED TO BE REMOVED IN CONNECTION WITH THE INSTALLATION OF
PUBLICLY-FUNDED IMPROVEMENTS, AND TO PROVIDE FOR OTHER RELATED
MATTERS. '
Proposed by: Robert S. Genzer, Summary: Provides for the relocation of
Director of Planning and Development off-premise signs that are required to be
' removed in connection with the installation of
publicly-funded improvements.

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS DOES HEREBY ORDAIN
AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1: Title 19, Chapter 14, Section 100, Subsection (B), of the Municipal
Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended to read as follows:

(B)  Special Use Permit Required.

(1)  Except as otherwise provided in Subsection (F) of this Section, [A] a Special Use
Permit is required for all off—premise signs prior to the construction, placement, erection or
modification of the sign in accordance with the requirements of this Chapter. A Special Use Permit
application shall be processed in accordance with Section 19.18.060. Furthermore, the property
owner(s),‘owner(s) of the structure or other assignee shall maintain in force, at all times, a sign
certificate for the sign in accordance with the requirements of this Chapter.

A (2)  The Special Use Permit requirement set forth in [this Section] Paragraph (1) is in
addition to [an] and independent of any locational provision or limitation contained in this Section.
In determining whether to approve or deny a Special Use Permit under this Section, the Planning
Commission and City Council may consider the aesthetic impact of the sign on the area and all other
aspects of the sign’s compatibility with the surrounding area, including the existence or nonexistence
of other signage in the area. The provisions of this Paragraph (2) are intended to reflect and reconfirm
existing standards and practice, rather than to impose a new or different standard.

3) In connection with the approval of a Special Use Permit under thls Section, the
Planning Commission or City Council may impose a time limit on the approval or require a periodic

review of the sign as a condition of approval. After conducting a review, the Planning Commission
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or City Council may require removal of the sign if it is demonstrated that conditions in the
surrounding area have changed in such a manner that the sign no longer meets the standards
established in Section 19.18.060(L).

SECTION 2: Title 19, Chapter 14, Section 100, of the Municipal Code of the City of
Las Vegas, Nevada, 1983 Edition, is hereby amended by adding thereto a new subsection, designated
as Subsection (F), reading as follows: —

(F)  Relocation of Signs Required to Be Removed for Publicly Funded Improvements.

1) If an off-premise sign is required to be removed by a governmental entityin connection
with the widening of a public roadway or the installation of publicly-funded improvements, the sign
may be relocated without obtaining a Special Use Permit or Variance that would otherwise‘_be
required, but only if: ‘

(@ The applicant can demonstrate that the sign, at its existing or previous location,
received all necessary approvals and permits, and that the approvals and permits femain valid,

(b)  The relocation will be on the same parcel or within the same commercial
subdivision;

(c) . The applicant submits for and obtains a waiver, pursuant to Paragraph (4)
below, of any and all requirements and limitations of this Section pertaining to distance separation and
location that cannot otherwise be met by the sign as relocated,;

(d)  There will be no increase in the area of the sign to be relocated; and

(e) There will be no increase in the‘height of the sign, except that:

| (i) A sign within one hundred fifty feet of the right-of-way line of an

elevated freeway or highway to which it is oriented may be erected thirty feet above the elevation of
the elevated roadway surface nearest the sign; and

(i)  A'sign that, at a height of forty feet, will have a significant portion of

its display surface obscured from view from the travel lanes of the right-of-way to which it is oriented,
may be increased to a maximum of fifty-five feet.

2) The applicant for relocation of a sign under the provisions of Paragraph (1) must

submit to the Department a written application for administrative review. The application must

2
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include:

(a) A site plan;

(b)  Anelevation drawing;

() Evidence that the sign, at its existing or previous location, received all necessary
approvals and permits, and that the approvals and permits remain valid;

(d) A request for the waiver of any and all requirements and limitations of this
Section pertainipg to distance separation and location that cannot otherwise be met with the sign as
relocated; |

(e) A request for any desired increase in the height of the sign that may be
permittéd under Paragraph (1)(e);

® A justification letter that includes the reason for removal and relocation; and

| (g) Any other information required by the Director.
(3)  If the Director determines that the relocation of the off-premise sign:

@) Conforms to the conditions set forth in Paragraph (1), the Director shall provide
written notice of approval to the applicant, with a copy to the office of the City Council. Within ten
days aﬁer the notice is mailed or delivered, the applicant may proceed to apply for building permits,
unless within that time a member of the City Council files with the Director a request for the Council
to review the approval. If such a request to review is filed, the application must first be reviewed and
approved by the Council prior to issuance of any buildiﬁg permits.

(b)  Does not conform to the conditions set‘ forth in Paragraph (1), the normal
Special Use Permit and Variance requirements and limitations will apply. Any determination by the
Director that the relocétion of an off-premise sign does not conform to the conditions set forth in
Paragraph (1) is not subject to appeal.

(4)  Inconnection with an application to relocate an off-premise sign pursuant to Paragraph
(1), the requirements and limitations of this Section pertaining to distance separation and location may
be waived by the Director, or in connection with City Council review pursuant to Paragraph (3)(a),
notwithstanding any other provision of this Title, upon a determination that the relocation, under the

circumstances, will not have a materially different impact on surrounding properties and uses than the

-3-
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existing sign.

) Unless otherwise indicated ina written notice of approval pursuant to Paragraph (3)(a),
conditions of approval from any previous Special Use Permit and Variance applications pertaining to
the sign at its existing or previous location will apply to the relocated sign, and additional conditions
may be added as appropriate.

6) A demolition permit must be obtained for the removal of an existing off-premise sign
prio'r to removal. A building permit must be obtained and construction related to the relocation of the
sign completed within six months after issuance of the demolition permit, unless the Director grants
an extegsion of time.

() For purposes of this Subsection (F), the “relocation” of a sign includes both the re-
erection of a sign at a replacement location and the erection of a new structure at that location.

SECTION 3:  Forpurposes of Section 2.100(3) of the City Charter, LVMC 19.14.100
is deemed to be a subchapter rather than a section.

SECTION 4: If any section, subsection, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause or
phrase in this ordinance or any part thereof'is for any reason held to be unconstitutional or invalid or
ineffective by any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect) the validity or
effectiveness of the remaining portions of this ordinance or any part thereof. The City Council of the
City of Las Vegas hereby declares that it would have passed each section, subsection, subdivision,
paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase thereof irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections,
subsections; subdivisions, paragraphs, sentences, clauses or phfases be declared unconstitutional,
invalid or ineffective.

SECTION5: All ordinances or parts of ordinances or sections, subsections, phrases,
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sentences, clauses or paragraphs contained in the Municipal Code of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada,
1983 Edition, in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.
PASSED, ADOPTED and APPROVED this ___ dayof , 2004.
APPROVED:

By

OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Vil Hcd =2

Date
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The above and foregoing ordinance was first proposed and read by title to the City Council on the

___ day of , 2004, and referred to the following committee composed of
and for recommendation;

thereafter the said committee reported favorably on said ordinance on the = day of
, 2004, which was a meeting of said Council; that at said

meeting, the proposed ordinance was read by title to the City Council

as first introduced and adopted by the following vote:

VOTING “AYE”:
VOTING “NAY”:
ABSENT:
APPROVED:
By
OSCAR B. GOODMAN, Mayor
ATTEST:

BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk

F \Depot\ORDS\20040RDS\2004-75 wpd -6-
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ity of Las Vegin
AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE

RECOMMENDING COMMITTEE MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 30, 2004

CITIZENS PARTICIPATION: PUBLIC COMMENT DURING THIS PORTION OF THE
AGENDA MUST BE LIMITED TO MATTERS WITHIN THE JURISDICTION OF THE
COMMITTEE. NO SUBJECT MAY BE ACTED UPON BY THE COMMITTEE UNLESS THAT
SUBJECT IS ON THE AGENDA AND IS SCHEDULED FOR ACTION. IF YOU WISH TO BE
HEARD, COME TO THE PODIUM AND GIVE YOUR NAME FOR THE RECORD. THE
AMOUNT OF DISCUSSION ON ANY SINGLE SUBJECT, AS WELL AS THE AMOUNT OF
TIME ANY SINGLE SPEAKER IS ALLOWED, MAY BE LIMITED

MINUTES:

TOM McGOWAN, Las Vegas resident, submitted his written comments regarding several concerns. A
copy of which 1s included in the backup. He noted that when he speaks at a public forum he is not
addressing the members personally, but is speaking to the government body and the public employees.
He does not condone what persons on trial have done, but he also does not condone singling out one
person while allowing others to go. He expects the same treatment of everyone.

(4:20 - 4:28)

1-440

THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 4:28 P.M.

Respectfully submitted;

GABRIELA S PORTILLO BRENNER DEPUTY CITYCLERK
December 9, 2004



