% 0{ LM VW Agenda ltem No.: 25

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING ‘OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP | | CONSENT DISCUSSION
SUBJECT:
ABEYANCE - ZON-16179 - REZONING - PUBLIC HEARING -

APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER CHUNG - Request for a Rezoning FROM: R-3
(MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) TO: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL) on 0.26 acres at
1333 Angel Drive (APN 163-01-612-039), Ward 1 (Tarkanian).

C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE.: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends this item be HELD IN ABEYANCE to the November 16, 2006 PC.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Location and Aerial Maps

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4, Justification Letter

—

MOTION:

TRUESDELL - Motion to WITHDRAW WITHOUT PREJUDICE Item 39 [VAR-15338];
TABLE Item 13 [GPA-16294], Item 14 [ZON-16296], Item 15 [VAR-16298] and Item 16
[SDR-16292]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 17 [GPA-16511], Item 18 [ZON-16519], Item
19 [VAR-16525], Item 20 [SDR-16522], Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item
27 [VAR-17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission
Meetingg HOLD IN ABEYANCE Ttem 7 [SDR-16954] to the 12/07/2006 Planning
Commission Meeting; and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 35 [SUP-15027 — rescind] and Item
36 [SUP-15027 — reconsider] to the 12/21/2006 Planning Commission Meeting —
UNANIMOUS

MINUTES:
The applicant requested to hold Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Ttem 27 [VAR~
17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission meeting. JOHN
KORKOSZ, Planning and Development Department, stated the applications are being renoticed.
(6:03 — 6:07)
1-59
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CASE: ZON-16179 0O 200 400 Feet

RADIUS: 1000 FT
ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: R-3 (MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL)

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




1)

TozY
=
.y

b

R
k- E_J_ B

*

SR He g (P T
0 200 400 Feset
CASE: ZON-16179  — —

RADIUS: 1000 FT
ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: R-3 (MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL)

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



ZON-16179

Gdy o{ Las Ve«gM
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTNMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: ZON-16179 - APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER
CHUNG

APPLICANT REQUESTS THIS ITEM BE HELD IN
ABEYANCE TO THE NOVEMBER 16, 2006 PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING




FROM : bJR_CDNST._S PHONE NO. : 356 6868 Oct. 38 2BB6 11:85AM P2

' D.J.R. CONSTRUCTION, INC. NY Lic. # 55636

General Contracting and Construction Magmt.

October 30, 2006

City Of Las Vegas
Planning & Development
731 South Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Re: Zon-16179 - Rezoning /SDR-~16180/Variance 16181 /1333 Angel Drive
. T and  Var-1709/ MQ

To Whom It May Concern,

- Pursuant to the telephone call we received from your office today indicating the necessity of an
address change on the subject applications, for correct public notification purposes, to the subject
property 1o match the county tex assessor’s records showing this property address as 5104
Mountain View Drive, we acknowledge this. As well, we acknowledge that this agenda item will
now be held until the November 16", 2006 Planning Commission Meeting, We will come down
and make the changes to the applications in your office. .

If you have any other requirements or questions of us, please do not hesitate to contact the
undersigned.

Sincerely,

David J. Roberts
. President
D.J.R. CONSTRUCTION, INC,
Lic. #35636, Limit: $750,000
w/ attachment
xc: Peter Chang, Yan Yin

8255 Hickam Ave. - Las Vegas, NV 89129 - (702) 210-8143 - Fax (702) 396-6863
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PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

MENT

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPART

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST |

coenumber_ ZON-16179  ame. [43-0(~b12-039
Name of Property Owner: _&f@ﬂ/ CMM & \// A YM
Name of Applicant: JZ@(O’)’ C kﬁl/u/?, ﬁ Yf/l/ Yan~

4

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

e Yes | _LNO

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parce]l Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel. ,

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner; W\/\ M
Print Name: _° \///l/ \Ar Q. f@gﬁ/ [/’V‘/Uj/

Subscribed and sworn before me

This_2__ day of ﬂ'b’%ﬁkﬁ , 200(p

Notary Public ivand for said County and State

Revised 12-03-04 fAdepot\Application Pﬁcket\SmLement of Financial Interest doc
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LENDALL MAINS ARCHITECT

August 21,2004

Doug Rankin, Planner
City of Las Vegas

731 8.4" St.

Las Vegas, NV 89101

RE: 1333 Angel Drive
Request for Zoning Change, Site development, landscape wavers and trash and building variance.

Please accept this letter as justification for re-zoning changes to A.P.No. 163-016-120-38. We are also
requesting perimeter landscape and parking landscape wavers and a variance for trash enclosure location
and front pediment height at Decatur side of building.

We request that A.P. No. 163-016-120-38 be re-zoned from R-3 to C-1 Commercial which compliments
the c-1 zoning to the property directly south that joint access is shared with. We are also changing the
enfry to the site from Angel Drive which is residential to Decatur Boulevard. We will comply with all C-
1 requirements on the parcel except as follows. We are requesting that the following items be approved -
due to this being a small, odd shaped lot; parking and perimeter landscape will be provided as shown with
a waver for widths; variance to have trash enclosure next to the adjacent C-1 parcel to:keep the trash from
being back by the adjacent residence; and a height variance for the front center parapet pedlment that is
along Decatur Boulevard from 18°-9” to 25°-9”.

Sincerely,

Lendall Mains, FCSI, AIA s
Principal

ZON-16179 VAR-16181
SDR-16180 11/02/06 PC

3930 E. Patrick Lane, Ste. 1
Las Vegas NV 89120
[702) 437-5621 Phone
(702) 437-5623 Fax



% 0/6 LM V%M Agenda ltem No.: 26

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

ABEYANCE - VAR-16181 - VARIANCE RELATED TO ZON-16179 - PUBLIC
HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER CHUNG - Request for a
Variance TO ALLOW A RESIDENTIAL ADJACENCY SETBACK OF 56.25 FEET WHERE
77.25 FEET IS THE MINIMUM REQUIRED AND TO ALLOW A TRASH ENCLOSURE TO
BE PLACED 6 FEET FROM RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY WHERE 50 FEET IS THE
MINIMUM on 0.26 acres at 1333 Angel Drive (APN 163-01-612-039), R-3 (MEDIUM
DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) Zone [PROPOSED: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL) Zone] ,
Ward 1 (Tarkanian).

C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE.
Planning Commission Mtg. |0 | Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting "| City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends this item be HELD IN ABEYANCE to the November 16, 2006 PC.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:

TRUESDELL — Motion to WITHDRAW WITHOUT PREJUDICE Item 39 [VAR-15338];
TABLE Item 13 [GPA-16294], Item 14 [ZON-16296], Item 15 [VAR-16298] and Item 16
[SDR-16292]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 17 [GPA-16511], Item 18 [ZON-16519], Item
19 [VAR-16525], Item 20 [SDR-16522], Item 25 [ZON-16179), Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item
27 [VAR-17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission
Meeting; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 7 [SDR-16954] to the 12/07/2006 Planning
Commission Meeting; and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 35 [SUP-15027 ~ rescind] and Item
36 [SUP-15027 — reconsider] to the 12/21/2006 Planning Commission Meeting —
UNANIMOUS



% 0,6 L/V& V%M | Agenda Item No.: 26

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 26 — VAR-16181

MINUTES:
The applicant requested to hold Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item 27 [VAR-
17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission meeting. JOHN
KORKOSZ, Planning and Development Department, stated the applications are being renoticed.
(6:03 — 6:07)
1-59
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PROPOSED ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL) ”I



VAR-16181

| Cv'ty o{ Las Vegww .
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-16181 - APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER
CHUNG

APPLICANT REQUESTS THIS ITEM BE HELD IN
ABEYANCE TO THE NOVEMBER 16,2006 PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING




FROM : bJR_CCINST._S PHONE NO. : 356 6868 Oct. 39 2086 11:85AM P2

D.J.R. CONSTRUCTION, INC. nviic ssseac

General Contracting and Construction Mgmt.

October 30, 2006

City Of Las Vegas
Planning & Development
731 South Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Re: Zon-16179 - Rezoning /SDR-16180/Variance 16181 /1333 Angel Drive

.- anel VAP 1719/ NQ-

To Whom It May Concern,

Pursuant to the telephone call we received from your office today indicating the necessity of an
address change on the subject applications, for correct public notification purposes, to the subject
property to match the county tax assessor’s records showing this property address as 5104
Mouwitain View Drive, we acknowledge this. As well, we acknowledge that this agends item will
now be held until the November 16%, 2006 Planning Commission Meeting. We will come down
and make the changes to the applications in your office.

If you have any other requirements or questions of s, please do not hesitate to contact the
undersigned.

Sincerely,

9

David J. Roberts
President

D.J.R. CONSTRUCTION, INC.
Lic. #55636, Limit: $750,000

w/ aftachment
xc: Peter Chang, Yan Yin

8255 Hickam Ave. - Las Vegas, NV 89129 - (702)210-8143 - Fax(702) 396-6863
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PLANNING &

DEVELOPMENT

' PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
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Lo NI
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STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

Case Number: VAR-16181___ .APN [65 0/ 6/2*03?

Name of Property Owner: Pe‘fﬁ/]/ Cl%( M & \/ Y 7/’9W
Name of Applicant: IZWY C W & 7[ / /V Yﬁ‘ﬂ/

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

Yes 2 g No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner: W %}
Print Name: \f/ﬂ/ \/ﬁﬂ/& ]2%{@1 f[l/'/“(/

Subscribed and sworn be:fore me
This_&|___ day of HVOY\L\* , 2000

e

Notary Public in afid for said County and State

Revised 12-03-04 {\depot\Application Packet\Statement of Financial Interest. doc
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y
LENDALL MAINS ARCHITECT

August 21, 2004

Doug Rankin, Planner
City of Las Vegas

731 8. 4" St.

Las Vegas, NV §9101

RE: 1333 Angel Drive
Request for Zoning Change, Site development, landscape wavers and trash and building variance.

Please accept this letter as justification for re-zoning changes to A.P.No. 163-016-120-38. We are also
requesting perimeter landscape and parking landscape wavers and a variance for trash enclosure location
and front pediment height at Decatur side of building.

We request that A P. No. 163-016-120-38 be re-zoned from R-3 to C-1 Commercial which compliments
the ¢c-1 zoning to the property directly south that joint access is shared with. We are also changing the
entry to the site from Angel Drive which is residential to Decatur Boulevard. We will comply with all C-
1 requirements on the parcel except as follows. We are requesting that the following items be approved
due to this being a small, odd shaped lot; parking and perimeter landscape will be provided as shown with
a waver for widths; variance to have trash enclosure next to the adjacent C-1 parcel to keep the trash from
being back by the adjacent residence; and a height variance for the front center parapet pediment that is
along Decatur Boulevard from 18°-9™ to 25°-9”,

Sincerely,

Lendall Mains, FCSI, AIA
Principal

VAR-1 61 81 | 3930 E P;:,trick Lgnve,;;]e.m'l)
11/02/06 PC . oo

(702) 437-5623 Fax



% 0»6 lM V&gM Agenda Item No.: 27

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT [X_ | DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

VAR-17191 - VARIANCE RELATED TO ZON-16179 AND VAR-16181 - PUBLIC
HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER CHUNG - Request for a
Variance TO ALLOW A MINIMUM LOT WIDTH OF 87 FEET WEHERE 100 FEET IS
REQUIRED on 0.26 acres at 1333 Angel Drive (APN 163-01-612-039), R-3 (Medium Density
Residential) Zone [Proposed: C-1 (Limited Commercial) Zone] , Ward [ (Tarkanian).

C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Nitg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMNMENDATION:

Staff recommends this item be HELD IN ABEYANCE to the November 16, 2006 PC.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location and Aerial Maps

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:

TRUESDELL — Motion to WITHDRAW WITHOUT PREJUDICE ltem 39 [VAR-15338];
TABLE Item 13 [GPA-16294], Item 14 [ZON-16296], Item 15 [VAR-16298] and Item 16
[SDR-16292]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 17 [GPA-16511], Item 18 [ZON-16519], Item
19 [VAR-16525], Item 20 [SDR-16522], Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item
27 [VAR-17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission
Meeting; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 7 [SDR-16954] to the 12/07/2006 Planning
Commission Meeting; and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Ifem 35 [SUP-15027 — rescind] and Item
36 [SUP-15027 — reconsider] to the 12/21/2006 Planning Commission Meeting -
UNANIMOUS

MINUTES:
The applicant requested to hold Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item 27 [VAR-
17191) and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission meeting.



wy 0‘6 W V%M Agenda Item No.: 27

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 27 — VAR-17181

MINUTES — Continued:
JOHN KORKOSZ, Planning and Development Department, stated the applications are being
renoticed.

(6:03 - 6:07)
1-59
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RADIUS: 1000 FT
ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY R-3 (MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL)

PROPOSED ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL) ”'
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VAR-17191

C"Zy 0«6 Las chm
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-17191 - APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER
CHUNG

APPLICANT REQUESTS THIS ITEM BE HELD IN
ABEYANCE TO THE NOVEMBER 16,2006 PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING




FROM :

DJR_CONST. _S PHONE NO. : 396 6868 - Oct. 38 2886 11:85AM P2

D.]J.R. CONSTRUCTION, INC. wvwic. #sse3c

General Contracting and Construction Meogmt.

October 30, 2006

City Of Las Vegas
Planning & Development
731 South Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Re: Zon-16179 - Rezoning /SDR-16180/Variance 16181 /1333 Angel Drive
anel  Vart.-17219/
0& .

To Whom It May Concern,

Pursuant to the telephone call we received from your office today indicating the necessity of an
address change on the subject applications, for correct public notification purposes, to the subject
property to match the county tax assessor’s records showing this property address as 5104
Mounitain View Drive, we acknowledge this. As well, we acknowledge that this agenda item will
now be held until the November 16™, 2006 Planning Commission Meeting. We will come down
and make the changes to the applications in your office.

If you have any other requirements or questions of us, please do not hesitate to contact the
undersigned. ' -

Sincerely,

Sl

David J. Roberts
President

D.J.R. CONSTRUCTION, INC.
Lic. #55636, Limit: $750,000

wi attachment
x¢: Peter Chang, Yan Yin

8255 Hickam Ave. - Las Vegas, NV 89129 - (702)210-8143 - Fax(702)396-6868



FLANMING 5
DEVELLTMENT

F PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

Case Number: VAR-1 71 91 APN: /2 —6)-(z]2-0BF

Name of Property Owner./}:—./'g & R - Ao s ‘7/ )//)'U yM
Name of Applicant:” /% 78 2. Cpserm . §/ Moo Vand

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the

_ property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners, or
an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

Ciyes . R N0

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is

* involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner: }/ -gé"?(' WA/)/\/\

PrineNeme:_Jp720  (ffun/i2 [ gy Yo

Subscribed and sworn before me

P NOTARY PUBLIC
A -STATE OF NEVAD
County ol Clark |-
RANDY T. YUAN

This 2 Stladay of So/[) 200b

@"-“CQW t \//l/‘:—'-

Notary Public in and for said County and State

Revised 12-03-04 ) fAdepot\Application Packet\Statement of F mmrpdf —r
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D.].R. CONSTRUCTION, INC. NV Lic. # 55636

Gemneral Contracting and Constraction Mgmt.

September 22, 2006

City Of Las Vegas
Planning & Development
731 South Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Re: Zon-16179 - Rezoning / 1333 Angel Drive

To Whom.lt May Concern,

Pursuant to the telephone call we received from your office today indicating the necessity of an
additional variance to be filed in conjunction with the subject property re-zoning request related
to the existing lot not meeting minimum lot width, please find the attached additional variance per
your request. This letter serves also as the confirmation you requested of the need to address this
minimum lot width variance, as well as your indication that it should not hinder the re-zoning of

this property.

If you have any other requirements or questions of us, please do not hesitate to contact the
undersigned.

Fu'f‘f’%f‘ ;7L 7 a.c'kn;?wﬂ‘l‘aﬂj The f 74/ W’//WW éa /’E'M ‘/’3711)/ 77{&
”/'3&/06 p[ﬁnmn Cﬂnm)sslan M |
9 | ogp/ﬁ

Sincerely,

-4
David J. Roberts
President

D.J.R. CONSTRUCTION, INC. -
Lic. #55636, Limit: $750,000

. w/ attachment . ) « e

xc; Peter Chang, Yan Yin

8255 Hickam Ave. - Las Vegas, NV 89129 - (702)210-8143 - Fax V)AR -17191
ST 11102106 PC



% o’e Lﬁ/& V%M Agenda Item No.: 28

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP | | CONSENT [X | DISCUSSION
SUBJECT:

ABEYANCE - SDR-16180 - SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW RELATED TO
ZON-16179, VAR-16181, AND VAR-17191 - PUBLIC HEARING -

APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER CHUNG - Request for a Site Development
Plan Review FOR A 3,000 SQUARE FOOT COMMERCIAL BUILDING AND A WAIVER
OF THE PERIMETER LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS on 0.26 acres at 1333 Angel Drive
(APN 163-01-612-039), R-3 (Medium Density Residential) Zone [PROPOSED: C-1 (Linuted
Commercial) Zone] , Ward | (Tarkanian).

C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends this item be HELD IN ABEYANCE to the November 16, 2006 PC.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

2. Conditions and Staff Report

3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:

TRUESDELL — Motion to WITHDRAW WITHOUT PREJUDICE Item 39 [VAR-15338];
TABLE Item 13 [GPA-16294], Item 14 [ZON-16296], Item 15 [VAR-16298] and Item 16
[SDR-16292]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 17 [GPA-16511], Item 18 [ZON-16519], Item
19 [VAR-16525], Item 20 [SDR-16522], Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item
27 [VAR-17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission
Meeting; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 7 [SDR-16954] to the 12/07/2006 Planning
Commission Meeting; and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 35 [SUP-15027 — rescind] and Item
36 [SUP-15027 — reconsider] to the 12/21/2006 Planning Commission Meeting -
UNANIMOUS

MINUTES:
The applicant requested to hold Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item 27 [VAR-
17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission meeting.



% 0/6 W V%M Agenda ltem No.: 28

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
Item 28 — VAR-16180

MINUTES — Continued:
JOHN KORKOSZ, Planning and Development Department, stated the applications are being
renoticed. '

(6:03 — 6:07)
1-59
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SDR-16180

City of Las VegM«
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: SDR-16180 - APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER
CHUNG

APPLICANT REQUESTS THIS ITEM BE HELD IN
ABEYANCE TO THE NOVEMBER 16, 2006 PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING




FROM bJR_CONST._S PHONE NO. @ 396 6868 Oct. 30 26086 11:@5AM P2

D.]J.R. CONSTRUCTION, INC. NV ic. #5563

General Contracting and Construction Mgmnt.

October 30, 2006

City Of Las Vegas
Planning & Development
731 South Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Re: Zon-16179 - Rezoning /SDR-16180/Variance. 16181 /1333 Anéel Drive
. acel  Val.-1719/ MQ

To Whom It May Concern,

Pursuant to the telephone call we received from your office today indicating the necessity of an
address change on the subject applications, for correct public notification purposes, to the subject
property to match the county tax assessor’s records showing this property address as 5104
Mounitain View Drive, we acknowledge this. As well, we acknowledge that this agenda itern will
now be held untii the November 16", 2006 Planning Commission Meeting, We will come down
and make the changes to the applications in your office.

If you have any other requirements or questions of us, please do not hesitate to contact the
undersigned. -

Sincerely,

g

David J. Roberts

President

D.J.R. CONSTRUCTION, INC.
Lic. #55636, Limit: $750,000

w/ attachment
xc: Peter Chang, Yan Yin

8255 Hickam Ave. - Las Vegas, NV 89129 - (702)210-8143 - Fax(702) 396-6868



PLANNING &
DEVELOFMENT

VItO 1
VIGEY CENITR

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

Case Number:__ SDR'1§I1‘80 _ APN: ]63*0/"6/2 "03 ?
Name of Property Owner: Perfﬂfi/ CZL&{M & y 1 YM

Name of Applica;lt: % Chf/l/]/?, gt 7[//?/ Yﬁﬂ//

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financia] interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an efficer of their corporation or limited liability company?

—— Yes _LNO

If yes, piease indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
heid is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner: W /\.éé}’—*

Prinij Name: ?%/ As Yﬁﬂ/ CQ /m/ %{/

Subscribed and sworn before me

This_2{__day of ﬁxz\vd' , 20 00

Notary Public in-ghd for said County and State -

NOTARY PUBLIE
STATE OF NEVADA
Counly of Clark

o . No, 06-105510-1
: My ﬂa%t. Expiras May 10, 2010

Revised 12-03.04 ﬁ\depot\A‘ppiicaﬁon Packet\Statetnent of Financial Intersst.dog
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SDR 16180
Yin Yan & Peter Chung

1333 Angel Drive |

Proposed 3 thousand square foot office building.

Traffic produced by proposed development:

New Use DESCRIPTION #H#UNIT RATE/# TOTAL
UNIT
Average Daily Traffic GENERAL OFFICE BUILDING [1000 SF] 3 11.01 33
(ADT)
AM Peak Hour 1.55 5
FM Peak Hour 1.49 4

(heaviest 60 minutes)

Previous Use DESCRIPTION #UNIT RATE/M# TOTAL
UNIT
Average Daily Traffic SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED [DWELL] 1 9.57 10
(ADT}
AM Peak Hour 0.75 1
PM Peak Hour 1.01 1
(heaviest 60 minutes)
Net Change DESCRIPTION #UNIT RATE/M# TOTAL
UNIT
Average Daily Traffic GENERAL OFFICE BUILDING [1000 SFj 3 23
(ADT)
AM Peak Hour 4
PM Peak Hour 3

(heaviest 60 minutes)

Existing traffic on all nearby streets: Counts not available for Angle Drive

Decatur Boulevard

Average Daily Traffic 47,999
(ADT)
PM Peak Hour 3840

(heaviest 60 minutes)

Charleston Boulevard

Average Daily Traffic 49,083
(ADT)
PM Peak Hour 3927

(heaviest 60 minutes)

Traffic Capacity of adjacent streets: Counts not available for Angle Drive

Adjacent street ADT




Capacity

Decatur Boulevard 51700

Charleston Boulevard 51700

This project will add approximately 23 trips per day on Decatur and

Charleston. This will increase expected volumes by less than 1 percent

on these streets. Decatur is at 93 percent of capacity and Charleston

is at about 95 percent of capacity. Counts are not available for Angel, but

it is believed to be under capacity.

Based on Peak Hour use, this development will add roughly 3 additional

cars into the area; which works out to about one every twenty minutes.

Note that this report assumes all traffic from this development uses all named streets.




ZON-16179, VAR-16181, VAR-17191 AND SDR-16180 APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER
CHUNG

1333 ANGEL DRIVE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

08/30/06




ZON-16179, VAR-16181, VAR-17191 AND SDR-16180 APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN &
CHUNG '

1333 ANGEL DRIVE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

08/30/06




ZON-16179, VAR-16181, VAR-17191 AND SDR-16180 - APPLICANT/OWNER: YIN YAN & PETER
CHUNG

1333 ANGEL DRIVE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

08/30/06




A

LENDALL MAINS AR’CHITECT

- . August 21,2004

Doug Rankin, Planner -
City of Las Vegas
7318.4" t.

Las Vegas, NV 89101

RE: 1333 Angel Drive
Request for Zoning Change, Site development, landscape wavers and trash and building variance.

Please accept this letter as justification for re-zoning changes to A.P.No. 163-016-120-38. We are also
requesting perimeter landscape and parking landscape wavers and a variance for trash enclosure location
and front pediment height at Decatur side of building.

We request that A.P. No. 163-016-120-38 be re-zoned from R-3 to C-1 Commercial which compliments
the c-1.zoning to the property directly south that joint access is shared with.. We are also changing the .

. entry to the site from Angel Drive which is residential to Decatur Boulevard. We will comply with all C-
1 requirements on the parcel except as follows. We are requesting that the following items be approved
due to this being a small, odd shaped lot; parking and perimeter landscape will be provided as shown with
a waver for widths; variance to have trash enclosure next to the adjacent C-1 parcel to keep the trash from
being back by the adjacent residence; and a height variance for the front center parapet pediment that is
along Decatur Boulevard from 18°-9” to 25°-9”.

Sincerely,

 —7

Lendall Mains, FCSI, AIA
Principal

ZON-16179  VAR-16181
SDR-16180 11/02/06 PC

3930 E. Patrick Lane, Ste. 1
Las Vegas NV 89120
{702) 437-5621 Phone
{702} 437-5623 Fax



% 0{ lj-d« V&gM Agenda item No.: 29

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

TABLED - VAR-14193 - VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER:
RONALD J. WALKER - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW A PROPOSED NON-
HABITABLE ACCESSORY STRUCTURE TO BE 4 FEET TALLER THAN THE MAIN
DWELLING AND TO ALLOW THIS STRUCTURE TO BE 2,475 SQUARE FEET WHERE
1,613 SQUARE FEET IS PERMITTED on 0.54 acres at 1295 South Tenaya Way (APN 163-03-
103-016), R-E (Residence Estates) Zone, Ward 2 (Wolfson).

IF APPROVED: C.C.: 12/06/06
IF DENIED: P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 12
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

Location Map

Conditions and Staff Report

Supporting Documentation

Justification Letter

City Council Approval Letter for VAC-11873

O N

MOTION:
STEINMAN — DENIED —~ Motion carried with TROWBRIDGE voting NO

This is Final Action

MINUTES:

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open for Item 29 [VAR-14193] and
Item 30 [SUP-14192].

DOUG RANKIN, Planning and Development Department, stated the applicant’s request is a
self-imposed hardship and recommended denial of both applications.



% 0/6 Lﬁ’!« Veng Agenda ltem No.: | 29

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
[tem 29 — VAR-14193

MINUTES — Continued:
JOHN WALKER pointed out his neighbors have motor home garages and noted his letters of
support. He explained he needed a garage to store his recreational vehicles.

COMMISSIONER STEINMAN observed the large number of cars being stored in the backyard
is negatively impacting the appearance of the property. MR. WALKER explained that he is
currently storing some vehicles for his neighbors and that the vehicles would be moved when the
backyard is landscaped. MR. WALKER also informed COMMISSIONER STEINMAN that the
proposed garage’s exterior would be stucco and would match the existing home. MR. RANKIN
stated the elevations reccived had depicted a metal building,

COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL stated he could not support this project because the size of the
building is inappropriate.

COMMISSIONER EVANS expressed concern with the aesthetic appearance of the MR.
WALKER'’S proposed barn-like structure.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE stated he could support these applications because MR.
WALKER would improve the appearance of his property with the indoor storage of his
numerous vehicles. CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE was also confident that the structure’s
exterior would be stucco and that the structure’s size would be mitigated by similar buildings in
the neighborhood.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed for Item 29 [VAR-14193] and
Item 30 [SUP-14192].
(7:17-7:27)
1-2823
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Gily o;e Las Vagﬂt
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: TABLED - VAR-14193 - APPLICANT/OWNER: RONALD J.
WALKER

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. Approval of and conformance to the Conditions of Approval for Special Use Permit (SUP-
14192) shall be required.

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate of
occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of Time
may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.
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** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

The applicant requests a Variance to allow a proposed non-habitable accessory structure to be
four feet taller than the main dwelling on 0.54 acres at 1295 South Tenaya Way.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The height requirement for a non-habitable accessory structure stipulates that its height shall not
exceed the height of the main structure. The applicant is proposing a twenty-four foot tall non-
habitable accessory structure where the main structure is twenty feet tall.

This Variance request cannot be supported as the applicant has created a self-imposed hardship

by attempting to overbuild the site. Redesign of the non-habitable accessory structure would
allow for conformance to the height limitations imposed by Title 19.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A} Related Actions

10/26/98 City Council approved a request to amend a portion of the Southwest Sector of
the General Plan (GPA-0027-98) on properties bounded by Holmby Channel, Via
Olivero Avenue, Rainbow Boulevard, and Durango Drive, From R (Rural Density
Residential) to DR (Desert Rural Density Residential).

05/17/06 City Council approved a petition to Vacate (VAC-11873) a 30-foot public right-
of-way located at the southwest comer of Holmby Avenue and Tenaya Way.
Staff and Planning Commission recommended Approval.

B) Pre-Application Meeting

06/07/06 At the pre-application meeting, the applicant was informed of the requirements in
Title 19.08 that require an accessory structure to be lower in height than the main
building, or the application requires a Variance and Special use Permit.

C) Neighborhood Meetings

A neighborhood meeting was not held, nor is one required for this application.
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DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

4)

B)

Y]

D)

E)

Site Area
Net Acres: 0.54 acres
Existing Land Use
Subject Property: Single Family Residential
North: Office
South: Single Family Residential
East: Single Family Residential
West: Single Family Residential
Planned Land Use
Subject Property: DR (Desert Rural Density Residential)
North: O (Office)
South: DR (Desert Rural Density Residential)
East: DR (Desert Rural Density Residential)
West: DR (Desert Rural Density Residential)
Existing Zoning
Subject Property: R-E (Residence Estates)
North: P-R (Professional Office & Parking)
South: R-E (Residence Estates)
East: R-E (Residence Estates)
West: R-E (Residence Estates)

General Plan Compliance
The subject site is located within the Southwest Sector of the Master Plan with a DR
(Desert Rural Density Residential) designation, which allows for residential development
with up to 2.49 units per acre. The existing R-E (Residence Estates) Zoning District is
consistent with the Master Plan, while the Variance (VAR-14193) and Special Use
Permit (SUP-14192) are requested because the proposed non-habitable accessory
structure does not comply with all provisions of Section 19.08.040.

Special Area Plan

Special Overlay District

Trails

Rural Preservation Neighborhood
Development Impact Notification Assessment
Project of Regional Significance

] Bl B e
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A)  Zoning Code Compliance
Al) Development Standards

Pursuant to Title 19.08, the following Development Standards apply to the subject

proposal:

Standards Required Requested Compliance
Min. Lot Size. 20,000 23,522 Feet Y

Min, Setbacks ' }

¢ Side 3 Feet 13 feet Y

e Rear 3 Feet 10 feet Y

¢ From House 6 Feet 16 feet Y

Max. Building Height 20 Feet 24 Feet N*

Per 19.08.040, the height of the non-habitable accessory structure shall not exceed
the height of the main structure. The applicant is proposing a twenty-four foot tall
non-habitable accessory structure where the main structure is twenty feet tall.

*Special Use Permit (SUP-14192) required.
B) General Analysis and Discussion

Per 19.08.040, the height requirement for a non-habitable accessory structure stipulates
that its height shall not exceed the height of the main structure. The applicant is proposing
a twenty-four foot tall non-habitable accessory structure where the main structure is twenty
feet tall.

This Variance request cannot be supported as the applicant has created a self-imposed
hardship by attempting to increase the height of the non-habitable structure. Redesign of
the non-habitable structure would allow for conformance to the height limitations imposed
by Title 19.

FINDINGS

In accordance with the provisions of Title 19.18.070(B), Planning Commission and City Council,
in considering the merits of a Variance request, shall not grant a Variance in order 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 financial in nature.”
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Additionally, Title 19.18.070L states:

“Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a specific
piece of property at the time of enactment of the regulation, or by reason of
exceptional topographic conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or
condition of the piece of property, 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.”

No evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance has been presented, in that the applicant has
created a self-imposed hardship by attempting to overbuild the site. Alternative design would
allow conformance to the Title 19 requirements. In view of the absence of any hardships imposed
by the site’s physical characteristics, it is concluded that the applicant’s hardship is preferential in
nature, and it is thereby outside the realm of NRS Chapter 278 for granting of Variances.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 10

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 6

SENATE DISTRICT 4
NOTICES MAILED 132 [Mailed with SUP-14192]
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0




PLANNING &

DEVELOFMENT

Case Number:

VAR-14193 APN: _ /683030301 _

Name of Property Owner: __ KONALD J . W;‘)LKE??

Name of Applicant:

coParnen(s): o .o

RONALD ). WALKER

[ S S
R R e

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or arrofficer of their corporation or limited liability company?

) Yes X No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the:interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official: S

AN: L6303 ,OBOI&

Signature of Property Owner: %W///o%f’

Print Name: ’RON“A‘LD J, WA LKEP

Subscribed and swom before me

This _7 _ dayof J uorue ,20 &%

. NOTALT BIBLIC
A STATE OF NEVADA
™ Gouty of Glark
KENTH VEAN THOMAS |
_ Aznd. No, A0-2087.1.

Notary Public¥n and for said County and State

Revised 12.03-04

Ao Expires Jue 17, 2008

f\depat\Application Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.doc
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Ronald J. Walker
1295 S. Tenaya Way
Las Vegas, NV 89117

' Té Wi"iomﬁ It May Concem; ’ \ =
We are applying for a Variance for 1295 S. Tenaya Way. We would like to build a
detached RV garage with a bathroom which will be used to house motor vehicles indoors.
Sincerely yours,
Ronald J. Walker
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Mr. Ronald J. Watker

' LAS VEGAS CITY counciL | 1295 S. Tenaya Way
- Las Vegas, Nevada 89117

OSCAR B. GOODMAN
MAYOR

GARY REESE

MAYORPROTEM - RE: (/Ac 11873~ VACATION

" LARRY BrROwWN @ . ) o

WRENCE Weekly R - CITY COUNCiL MEETING OF MAY 17, 2006 . cee e
TEVE WOLFSON . ‘ -
LOIS TARKANIAN Dear Mr Walker:

STEVEN D.-ROSS

The Clty Council at a regular meeting held May 17, 2006 APPROVED the
DOUGLAS A. SELBY Petition to Vacate a 30 foot public right of way located at the southwest corner of

CITY MANAGER Holmby Avenue and Tenaya Way. The Notice of Final Action was filed with the
Las Vegas City Clerk on May 18, 2006. This approval is subject to:

Planning and Development
1. The Petition of Vacation is a thirty foot section of public right-of-way on
- Holmby Avenue, west of Tenaya Way.

2. Reservation of easements for the facilities of the various utility companies
together with reasonable ingress thereto and egress there from shall be
provided if required.”

. _ 3. All development shall be in conformance w:th code requ1rements and
e el ._;_.._Ij_demgn standards of all Clty Departments ' -
4, if the Order of Vacahon- is not recorded within ‘one (1) vear after approvai

by the City of Las Vegas or an Extension of Time is not granted by the
Planning Director, then approval will terminate and a new petition must be

submitted.
Public Works
5. Provide a plan showing how the right-of-way proposed to be vacated will

be incorporated into the abutting properties, including those properties not
controlied by the applicant, so that an un-maintained "no-man's land" area
is not produced by this action. The required plan shall identify exactly
who is responsible to reclaim each portion of right-of-way and

., -CITY OF LAS VEGAS
400 STEWART AVENUE

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 l‘ “ VAR-1 41 93
v 702889108 . - {1]02106 PC

www.lasvegasnevada.gov

18112-001-06-05
CLV 7009 ¥
LY A



Gwy 0/6 LM V%M . Agenda Item No.: 30

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

TABLED - SUP-14192 - SPECIAL USE PERMIT RELATED TO VAR-14193 - PUBLIC
HEARING — APPLICANT/OWNER: RONALD J. WALKER - Request for a Special Use
Permit FOR A PROPOSED NON-HABITABLE ACCESSORY STRUCTURE TO BE 4 FEET
TALLER THAN THE MAIN DWELLING at 1295 South Tenaya Way (APN 163-03-103-016),
R-E (Residence Estates) Zone, Ward 2 (Wolfson).

IF APPROVED: C.C.: 12/06/06
IF DENIED: P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 12
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4, Justification Letter

MOTION:
STEINMAN — DENIED -- Motion carried with TROWBRIDGE voting NO

This is Final Action

MINUTES:
NOTE: See Item 29 [VAR-14193] for all related discussion.
(7:17-7:27)
1-2823
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SUP-14192

0(17 0,6 Lay Vag&t
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: TABLED - SUP-14192 — APPLICANT/OWNER: RONALD J.
WALKER '

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

. L. Conformance to all Minimum Requirements under LVMC Title 19.04.050 for non-
habitable accessory structure use.

2. Approval of and conformance to the Conditions of Approval for Variance (VAR-14193)
shall be required.

3. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a buijlding
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

4, All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied,
except as modified herein.

. Public Works

5. A Petition of Vacation, such as VAC-11873, to vacate existing Holmby Avenue right-of-
way in conflict with the proposed non-habitable accessory structure shall be recorded prior
to the issuance of any permits for the structure.

M
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** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

The applicant is requesting a Special Use Permit for a proposed non-habitable accessory
structure to be four feet taller than the main dwelling at 1295 South Tenaya Way.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Per Table 2 of LVMC 19.04.010, a non-habitable accessory shall comply with the provisions of
19.08.040 applicable to an accessory structure. This application does not meet those conditions
and; therefore, a Variance (VAR-14193) and Special Use Permit (SUP-14192) are required.

Per 19.08.040, the height requirement for a non-habitable accessory structure stipulates that its
height shall not exceed the height of the main structure. The applicant is proposing a twenty-
four foot tall non-habitable accessory structure where the main structure is twenty feet tall.

The associated Variance requested as part of this request cannot be supported as the applicant
has created a self-imposed hardship by attempting to overbuild the site. Redesign of the non-
habitable structure would allow for conformance to the height limitations imposed by Title 19.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A) Related Actions

10/26/98 City Council approved a request to amend a portion of the Southwest Sector of
| the General Plan (GPA-0027-98) on properties bounded by Holmby Channel, Via
Olivero Avenue, Rainbow Boulevard, and Durango Drive, From R (Rural Density

Residential) to DR (Desert Rural Density Residential).

05/17/06 City Council approved a petition to Vacate (VAC-11873) a 30-foot public right-
of-way located at the southwest corner of Holmby Avenue and Tenaya Way.
Staff and Planning Commission recommended Approval.

B)  Pre-Application Meeting

06/07/06 At the pre-application meeting, the applicant was informed of the requirements in
19.08 that require an accessory structure to be lower in height than the main
building, or the application requires a Variance and Special use Permit.

C) Neighborhood Meetings

A neighborhood meeting was not held, nor is one required for this application.
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DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

A)  Site Area
' Net Acres: 0.54 acres

B)  Existing Land Use
Subject Property: Single Family Residential

North: Office

South: Single Family Residential
East: Single Family Residential
West: Single Family Residential

C) Planned Land Use
Subject Property: DR (Desert Rural Density Residential)

North: O (Office)

South: DR (Desert Rural Density Residential})
East: DR (Desert Rural Density Residential)
West: DR (Desert Rural Density Residential)

D) Existing Zoning
Subject Property: R-E (Residence Estates)

North: P-R (Professional Office & Parking)
South: R-E (Residence Estates)
East: R-E (Residence Estates)
West: R-E (Residence Estates)

E) General Plan Compliance
The subject site is located within the Southwest Sector of the Master Plan with a DR
(Desert Rural Density Residential) designation, which allows for residential development
with up to 2.49 units per acre. The existing R-E (Residence Estates) Zoning District is
consistent with the Master Plan, while the Variance (VAR-14193) and Special Use
Permit (SUP-14192) are requested because the proposed non-habitable structure does not
comply with all provisions of Section 19.08.040.

Special Area Plan
Special Overlay District

Trails

Rural Preservation Neighborhood
Development Impact Notification Assessment
Project of Regional Significance

e Bt Eai b
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A)  Zoning Code Compliance

Al)  Development Standards

Pursuant to Title 19.08, the following Development Standards apply to the subject

proposal:

Standards. Required Requested Compliance
Min, Lot Size 20,000 23,522 Feet Y

Min. Setbacks _ -

o Side 3 Feet 13 feet Y

e Rear 3 Feet 10 feet Y

e From House 6 Feet 16 feet Y

Max. Building Height 20 Feet 24 Feet . N*

Per 19.08.040, the height of the accessory structure shall not exceed the height of
the main structure. The applicant is proposing a twenty-four foot tall non-
habitable accessory structure where the main structure is twenty feet tall.

*Variance (VAR-14193) is required.

A2)  Minimum Distance Separation Requirements

There are no Minimum Separation Distance Requirements in the Zoning Code that
apply to the proposed non-habitable structure use.

B) General Analysis and Discussion

Zoning

The purpose of the R-E (Residence Estates) District is to provide for low density
residential units located on large lots and conveying a rural environment. The
proposed non-habitable structure is a conditional use per 19.08.040 within the existing
R-E (Residerice Estates) zoning district. The proposal does not meet the conditional
use requirement for 19.08.040; therefore, a Variance (VAR-14193) and Special Use
Permit (SUP-14192) are required.

Use

The proposed one-story metal structure will be located in the (west) rear-yard area.
The proposed 24-foot height of the non-habitable accessory structure is greater than the
20-foot height of the principal structure as required by Title 19. The structure meets all
setback requirements for this type of use. The metal exterior of the structure does not
match the stucco exterior of the principal building. This application is mnot
recommended for approval as the proposed non-habitable accessory structure exceeds
the maximum gross floor area for this location and is too large in scale to be
compatible with development in the surrounding area.

LY
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Conditions

Per Table 2 of LVMC 19.04.010, a non-habitable accessory shall comply with the
provisions of 19.08.040 applicable to an accessory structure. The application does not
meet those conditions; therefore, a Variance (VAR-14193) and Special Use Permit (SUP-
14192) are required.

FINDINGS

In order to approve a Special Use Permit application, per Title 19.18.060 the Planning Commission
and 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 future surrounding land
uses as projected by the General Plan.”

Given the height of the proposed non-habitable accessory structure, the proposal cannot be
conducted in a manner that is harmonious and compatible with the surrounding single-
family residential uses in the area.

“The subject site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use
proposed.”

While the site is physically suitable for a non-habitable accessory structure, the structure as
proposed exceeds the height of the main structure. The applicant is attempting to
overbuild the site and is proposing a structure that is inconsistent in scale to the main
structure.

“Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”

The site receives access from a private street shared by four other single family homes.
The private street abuts Tenaya Way, an 80 foot wide street, which will be adequate in size
to meet the requirements of the proposed non-habitable accessory structure.

“Approval of the Special 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.”

The site will be subject to regular inspection and; therefore, will not compromise the
public health, safety or general welfare.
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NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 10

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 6

SENATE DISTRICT 4
NOTICES MAILED 132 [Mailed with VAR-14193]
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0

SUP-14192
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PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

o . STATEMENT OFFINANGIAL INTEREST - oo oo

Case i\lumbcr: SUP'1 41 92 APN: - /é 3 03 /03 5/ é |
" Name of Propérty Owner: ﬁ) O.N ALD J. WALK ElR |
B Name oprpiicant:' FO/Vﬂ L.D \j: — WﬂLKEE

oy

L = et

wap meie e LS T A .
T3 g Fotm i e IR R R - P

. ' To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s genera! or limited partners,

- or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company? C

— Yes _ LNS ‘

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the.interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

. City Official: ' -
N'_...___..:T.—..- ...:..m..;,,,_?-__,,,{,Pajnn'er(s)‘: e . ST P ~ .o . 7 s ——_ 7?.__‘__#_;_17._\‘:’ - ,;!-.‘.-__,.— _-\. "

wn_/6303)030/)¢

Signature of Property Owner: %W% MM&
Print Name: fﬁ/}/ﬁ'[_D . Wﬁj_KEﬁ) .

Subscribed ana.swom before me

This 7 day of J A 2006 . : ey ALIE Y
—_— — ., OF HEVADA
-~ ty of Glark
r KEITHVE‘;?N THOMAS

EHT acnt, No, 90-2087-1
TS0 '-‘iz-.""”?‘f:."!"lf_-’z Juag 17. 200819 %
W oo a

—— -

Notary Public in and for said County and State

Revised 12-03-04 f\depot\Application Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.doc
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VAR-14193 & SUP-14192 - APPLICANT/OWNER: RONALD J. WALKER
1295 SOUTH TENAYA WAY
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

08/22/06
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Ronald J. Walker
1295 S. Tenaya Way
Las Vegas, NV 89117

We are applying for a Special Use Permit for 1295 S. Tenaya Way.. We would like to
build a detached RV garage with a bathroom which will be used to house motor vehicles
indoors.

Sincerely yours,

Gt %ﬁé&

Ronald J.

- N
e

_SUP-14192
11/02/06 PC
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

RESCIND PREVIOUS ACTION - VAR-14734 — VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING -
APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW
PROPOSED SIX FOOT HIGH BLOCK WALLS IN THE FRONT YARD WHERE FOUR FEET
IS THE MAXIMUM HEIGHT ALLOWED on 0.63 acres located on the south side of O'Bannon
Drive, approximately 140 feet west of Lisa Lane (APN 163-04-401-002), U [(Undeveloped) Zone,

R (Rural) General Plan Designation], Ward 1 (Tarkanian). NOTE: AS OF AUGUST 6, 2006

THIS ITEM IS LOCATED IN WARD 2 (WOLFSON).

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROV/_-‘\L

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Conditions and Staff Report

MOTION:
TRUESDELL - APPROVED - Motion carried with DUNNAM voting NO and
STEINMAN not voting

MINUTES:

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open for Item 31 [VAR-14734 —
rescind] and Item 32 [VAR-14734 — reconsider].

ANDY REED, Planning and Development Department, stated alternative design options would
allow the applicant to meet City Code and he recommended denial.

STEVEN PORTNOFF, 1335 Radwick Drive, informed MARGO WHEELER, Director of
Planning and Development Department, that he no. longer needed Item 32 [VAR-14734].
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY BRYAN SCOTT stated a motion for withdrawal without
prejudice or a motion to strike would be appropriate. MR. REED. explained the applicant was
requesting a six-foot high wrought iron fence along the cul-de-sac which is the reason for the
variance application.



0:17 0/6 LM V%M Agenda Item No.: 31

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
Item 31 — VAR-14734 — rescind

MINUTES — Continued:

MR. PORTNOFF assured CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE that he had separate application for the
wrought iron fence and that this application was unnecessary, but realized he needed the
application when MS. WHEELER clarified that a six-foot high wall needs a variance, regardless
of the construction material.

MR. PORTNOFF explained he would like the walls for security purposes and that he had rotated
the house to face the cul-de-sac. He informed COMMISSIONER EVANS that he had the verbal
support of two neighbors and COUNCILMAN WOLFSON.

In response to COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL’S inquiry, MR. PORTNOFF described the
wrought iron fence but did not provide any elevations.

COMMISSIONER STEINMAN expressed his opposition to this six foot fence because it is
inconsistent with what is already in the cul-de-sac.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed for Item 31 [VAR-14734 —
rescind] and Item. 32 [VAR-14734 — reconsider].

(7:27-7:38)
1-3352
CONDITIONS:
Planning and Development
1. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate

of occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of
Time may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

Public Works

2. All walls, private improvements and landscaping installed with this project shall be
situated and maintained so as to not create sight visibility obstructions for vehicular
traffic at all development access drives.



VAR-14734

O%y o{ Las V%
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: AUGUST 10, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-14734 -PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER:
STEVEN PORTNOFF

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate of
occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of Time
may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

Public Works
2. All walls, private improvements and landscaping installed with this project shall be

situated and maintained so as to not create sight visibility obstructions for vehicular traffic
at all development access drives.




VAR-14734
VAR-14734 - Staff Report Page One
August 10,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This is a request for a Variance to allow proposed six foot high block walls in the front yard
where four feet is the maximum height allowed on 0.63 acres located on the south side of
O'Bannon Drive, approximately 140 feet west of Lisa Lane

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The applicant has created a self-imposed hardship. An alternative wall design could be utilized;
therefore dental of this request is recommended. .

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A} Related Actions

There is no relevant zoning history for this site.
B) Pre-Application Meeting
06/14/06 The requirements of a Special Use Permit application were explained.

C) Neighborhood Meetings
A neighborhood meeting is not required as part of this application request, nor was one
held. '

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

A)  Site Area
Net Acres: 0.63

B) Existing Land Use
Subject Property: Undeveloped

North: Single Family Dwelling
South: Single Family Dwelling
East: Single Family Dwelling
West: Undeveloped — single family subdivision map recorded




VAR-14734
VAR-14734 - Staff Report Page Two
August 10,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

C) Planned Land Use .
Subject Property: R (Rural) Density Residential

North: R (Rural) Density Residential
South: R (Rural) Density Residential
East: R (Rural) Density Residential
West: R (Rural) Density Residential

D) Existing Zoning
Subject Property: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]

North: R-1 (Single Family Residential)

South: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
East: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
West: U (Undeveloped) zone under resolution of intent to R-PD6

(Residential Planned Development, 6 units per acre.

E) General Plan Compliance

The U (Undeveloped) zoning classification is in conformance with the R (Rural) density
residential General Plan designation.

Special Area Plan

Special Overlay District

Trails

Rural Preservation Qverlay District
County/North Las Vegas/HOA Nofification
Development Impact Notification Assessment
Project of Regional Significance

b e e e e

ANALYSIS
A)  Zoning Code Compliance
Al)  Development Standards

Pursuant to Title 19.08, the following Development Standards apply to the subject
proposal:




VAR-14734 - Staff Report Page Three
August 10,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

VAR-14734

Standards Required Requested Compliance
Wall Fence Height
* Front 4 Feet (top 2 feet 50% 6.0 Feet N
open )
* Right Side 8 Feet 8 Feet Y
o Left Side 8 Feet 8 Feet Y
® Rear 8 Feet 8 Feet Y

The applicant is requesting a deviation of 50% of the front yard wall standard
detailed in Title 19.08.040(B)(2). The proposed wall is six feet in height. The wall
is only permitted to be four feet tall in this area, with the top two feet 50% open.

B)  General Analysis and Discussion

The Subdivision Ordinance (Title 18) defines the front of the lot as the side of the lot which
fronts on a street. Where more than one side has street frontage, the front is considered to be the
side which has the lesser dimension in width. In regard to the subject application, this means
that the front of the lot is the property line which lies adjacent to the cul-de-sac bulb. However,
the applicant has decided to take access to this lot from O’Bannon Avenue, and construct a six
foot block wall along the front property line.

FINDINGS

In accordance with the provisions of Title 19.18.070(B), Planning Commission and City Council,
in considering the merits of a Variance request, shall not grant a Variance in order to:

1. Permut 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 financial in nature.”

Additionally, Title 19.18.070L states:
“Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a specific
piece of property at the time of enactment of the regulation, or by reason of
exceptional topographic conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or
condition of the piece of property, 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.”




VAR-14734
VAR-14734 - Staff Report Page Four
August 10, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

No evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance has been presented, in that the applicant has
created a self<imposed hardship by proposing a wall not in conformance to the zoning code..
Alternative wall design would allow conformance to the Title 19 requirements. In view of the
absence of any hardships imposed by the site’s physical characteristics, it is concluded that the
applicant’s hardship is preferential in nature, and it is thereby outside the realm of NRS Chapter
278 for granting of Variances.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 7

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2

SENATE DISTRICT 3
NOTICES MAILED 228 (Mailed with VAR-14735 and SUP-15027)
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 1
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION
SUBJECT:
RECONSIDER - VAR-1473¢ — VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING -

APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW
PROPOSED SIX FOOT HIGH BLOCK WALLS IN THE FRONT YARD WHERE FOUR
FEET IS THE MAXIMUM HEIGHT ALLOWED on 0.63 acres located on the south side of
O'Bannon Drive, approximately 140 feet west of Lisa Lane (APN 163-04-401-002), U
[(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation], Ward 2 (Wolfson).

IF APPROVED: C.C.: 12/06/06
IF DENIED: P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 4 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting | City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

Location and Aerial Maps

Conditions and. Staff Report

Supporting Documentation

Justification Letter

Protest Letter by Frank Malmstedt and Janice Frazier
Telephone Protests by Naomi:Sloan and Guerrero Diaz

AR SR RS B

MOTION:
GOYNES — DENIED - UNANIMOUS

This is Final Action

MINUTES: -
NOTE: See Item 31 [VAR-14734 — rescind] for all related discussion.
(7:27 -7:38)
1-3352
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VAR-14734

C«'Zy o{ Las VagM
AGENDA MEWMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-14734 — APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate of
occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of Time
may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

Public Works

2. All walls, private improvements and landscaping installed with this project shall be
sitnated and maintained so as to not create sight visibility obstructions for vehicular traffic
at all development access drives.
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** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This is a request for a Variance to allow proposed six-foot high block walls in the front yard
where four feet is the maximum height allowed on 0.63 acrés located on the south side of
O'Bannon Drive, approximately 140 feet west of Lisa Lane.

A related Variance to allow a proposed single-family dwelling to be five feet from the side
property line where 10 feet is the minimum setback required (VAR-16769) and a Special Use
Permit (SUP-15027) to allow a proposed 80-foot high amateur radio antenna tower on the
subject site will also be considered on this agenda.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The applicant has created a self-imposed hardship. An alternative wall design could be utilized,
therefore, denial of this request is recommended.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A)  Related Actions

There is no relevant zoning history for this site.

B) Pre-Application Meetfing
06/14/06 The requirements of a Variance application were explained.
C) Neighborhood Meetings
A neighborhood meeting is not required as part of this application request, nor was one
held. "
DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

A) Site Area
Net Acres: 0.63
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VAR-14734 - Staff Report Page Two
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

B)  Existing Land Use

D) Existing Zoning

Subject Property: Undeveloped

North: Single Family Dwelling

South: Single Family Dwelling

East: Single Family Dwelling

West: Undeveloped — single family subdivision map recorded
Planned Land Use

Subject Property: R (Rural) Density Residential

North: R (Rural) Density Residential

South: R (Rural) Density Residential

East: R (Rural) Density Residential

West: ML (Medium Low) Density Residential

Subject Property: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
North: R-1 (Single Family Residential)

South: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation)]
East: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation)
West: U (Undeveloped) zone under resolution of intent to R-PD6

(Residential Planned Development, 6 units per acre.

General Plan Compliance

The U (U ndevelopéd) zoning classification is in conformance with the R (Rural) density
residential General Plan designation.

Special alri.

Special Overlay District

Trails

Rural Preservation Overlay District

County/North Las Vegas/HOA Notification

Development Impact Notification Assessment

e | 2 3 3 [

Project of Regional Significance

ANALYSIS
A)  Zoning Code Compliance
Al)  Development Standards

Pursuant to Title 19.08, the following Development Standards apply to the subject
proposal:

| AR
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VAR-14734 - Staff Report Page Three
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

Standards Required Requested Compliance
- Wall Fence Height ‘

¢ Front 4 Feet (top 2 feet 50% 6.0 Feet N
| open )

» Right Side 8 Feet 8 Feet Y

o Left Side 8 Feet 8 Feet Y

¢ Rear 8 Feet 8 Feet Y

The applicant is requesting a deviation of 50% of the front yard wall standard
detailed in Title 19.08.040(B) (2). The proposed wall is six feet in height. The
wall is only permitted to be four feet tall in this area, with the top two feet 50%
open.

B) General Analysis and Discussion

The proposed wall does not comply with the development standards set forth in
19.08.040(B) (2). The current wall standards for residential zoning districts -do not place
an inherent hardship on the applicant, nor prohibit him from making the highest and best
use of the property. Therefore, staff must recommend denial.

FINDINGS

In accordance with the provisions of Title 19.18.070(B), Planning Commission and City Council,
in considering the merits of a Variance request, shall_ not grant a Variance in order 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 financial in nature.”

Additionally, Title 19.18.070L states:

“Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a specific
piece of property at the time of enactment of the regulation, or by reason of
exceptional topographic conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or
condition of the piece of property, 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.”
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November 2,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

No evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance has been presented, in that the applicant has
created a self-imposed hardship by proposing a wall not in conformance to the zoning code.
Alternative wall design would allow conformance to the Title 19 requirements. In view of the
absence of any hardships imposed by the site’s physical characteristics, it is concluded that the
applicant’s hardship is preferential in nature, and it is thereby outside the realm of NRS Chapter
278 for granting of Variances.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 5

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2

SENATE DISTRICT 8
NOTICES MAILED 228 (Mailed with VAR-14735 and SUP-15027)
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 4




PLANNING ‘& -

PLANNING & DENFLOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST.

Case Numbe;: '

e

VAR-14734

CAPN: \[p»- DUu- MO\ -00Z

Name ofPrc;_pe!'t'y Owner:  Sleuesn _ Pndnna S '

I Name oprp_liéanp: S VINYSYN Do

If yes, plea';é. indicate the member of the City.Coun
involved and list the name(s) of-the person or persons

an interest. - Also list the Assessor's Parcel Number if the property in which the interest i3

" City Official:

. To the bést 6f your knowledge, does the Mayor or
'’ Pldnning Commission have any financial interest in
- ' property owner, applicant, the property owner or pplicant’s general
* or an officer.of their corporation or limited liability company? . .. .

T No ¢ |

Partner(s)

oo, .. .

I te = -

. APN:

Priot Name: _ STevey

- Signature of Property Owner: S‘é‘uem m/

GR 7O~

cil -or Planning Commission whois
with whom the City Official holds

Subscribed and sworn before me

This ‘28,; day of Q%L,)\,W .,20_01{ '
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PEAK DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

June 20, 2006

City of Las Vegas
Planning Department
731 S. Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101

RE: Portnoff Residence — J.rustiﬁcation Letter
To Whom it May Concern:

On behalf of our client, Steven Portnoff, Peak Development respectfully requests consideration of the enclosed
requests for Variance of Residential Adjacency, Variance of Setbacks and Variance of Fence Height for The
Portnoff Residence. The proposed property is currently zoned UR and is located on O’Bannon Ave. The proposed
property would yield 1 home on .58 acres,

The request for a Variance of Residential Adjacency would accommodate the homeowners request to install an 80
ft. amateur radio tower. The Amateur Radio Station will be operated under FCC rules and regulations. Enclosed
please also find Certificate of appointment by the Office of Emergency Management Clark County, Nevada.

The request for a Variance of Fence Height would allow the proposed 6ft CMU screen wall offset 4ft from the
existing cul-de-sac. The home has been reoriented to front O’Bannon Ave. This screen wall would provide privacy
for what is now the homeowner’s rear yard.

The requests for Variance of setbacks are as follows:

Required Front 20°- Proposing 13.5’ (49.56 sf)
Requited Rear 35’ — Proposing 29° ( 24.93 sf)
Required Side 10" — Proposing 10°

Due to the irregular shape of the lot and footprint, the home encroaches slightly onto the required setbacks. The
actual encroachment for the rear yard is 24.93 sf and the encroachment for the front is 49.56. This has occurred due
to the reorientation of the home, due to the fact that the setbacks would remain the same as if the home were fronting
the private cul-de-sac and not O’Bannon. If you take into consideration the reorientation we are actually providing a
35° front yard, 54° rear yard and the required 10° side yards.

Enclosed please find a site plan, elevations for your review of the site. Should you have any questions or need
additional information please contact our office at (702) 451-5700.

Sincerely,
. Peak Development Services

Steffanie Nelson
Director of Development

VAR-14733 VAR-14734
s s 8 e s "VAR-14735 11/02/06 PC
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August 3, 2006 .

To The Planning and Development Division:

I am writing this correspondence in answer to variance VAR-14734, VAR-
14735, and special use permit SUP-15027.

My family resides across the street from described property and we are very
opposed to the owner’s requests for variances and special uses to the Planning
Commission.

1. VAR-14734 and VAR-14735: The placement of a six foot high block wall
across the front of said residence in this neighborhood does not
aesthetically lend itself to a proper fit. The neighborhood as a whole
includes semi-custom and custom homes. The request for home
placement so close to easements does not fit aesthetically with the
residence styles in this neighborhood.

2. SUP-15027: This request is opposed yery vigorously; an 80-foot antenna
and accompanying requirements does not fit within this neighborhood. A
tower of this magnitude will undoubtedly require on-site down guy
supports, possible lighting for air safety, and interior barrier walls for
keeping the curious away. This appears to be a hazard area for potential
thrill seekers to climb this tower. There is also the possibility of
interference with neighborhood telephone and television reception.

Overall, these requests collectively would give the appearance of a mini compound.
Something of this sort does not belong in a residential neighborhood. What is to
keep thrill seekers attempting to climb this structure? We have young children in
this neighborhood, and I feel this would be a temptation. Any protective solutions
the property owner could install would also lend itself to a non-residential look for
this property.

Regards,

3/’“///7/%@ =

2117 Diamond Peak ct
Las Vegas, NV. 89117

ITEMNO.: ©394 ©9 .
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c:/ty 0/6 lM V% Agenda Item No.: 33

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

RESCIND PREVIOUS ACTION - VAR-14735 — VARIANCE RELATED TO VAR-14734 -
PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF - Request for a
Variance TO ALLOW A PROPOSED SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING TO BE 13 FEET FROM
THE FRONT PROPERTY LINE WHERE 20 FEET IS THE MINIMUM SETBACK REQUIRED
AND 29 FEET FROM THE REAR PROPERTY LINE WHERE 35 FEET IS THE MINIMUM
SETBACK REQUIRED on 0.63 acres located on the south side of O'Bannon Drive, approximately
140 feet west of Lisa Lane (APN 163-04-401-002), U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General
Plan Designation], Ward 1 (Tarkanian). NOTE: AS OF AUGUST 6, 2006 THIS ITEM IS
LOCATED IN WARD 2 (WOLFSON). .

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends this item be WITHDRAWN,

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Conditions and Staff Report

MOTION:
TRUESDELL — APPROVED — UNANIMOUS

MINUTES:
CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open for Item 33 [VAR-14735 —
rescind] and Item 34 [VAR-14735].

DOUG RANKIN, Planning and Development Department, explained these items are purely
procedural and are needed to allow the applicant to withdraw the application without prejudice.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open for Item 33 [VAR-14735] and
Item 34 [VAR-14735 — reconsider].
(7:38 — 7:40)
2-196



%o,e LA@ V%M Agenda ltem No.: 33

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department,
ltem 33 — VAR-14735 - rescind

CONDITIONS:

Planning and Development

1. This approval shall be void two: years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate
of occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a. final inspection. An Extension of
Time may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.



VAR-14735

City of Las Vegas
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: AUGUST 10, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-14735 — APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate of
occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of Time
may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.




VAR-14735
VAR-14735 - Staff Report Page One
August 10, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This is a request for a Variance to allow a proposed single family dwelling to be 13 feet from the
front property line where 20 feet is the minimum setback required and 29 feet from the rear
property line where 35 feet is the minimum setback required on 0.63 acres located on the south
side of O'Bannon Drive, approximately 140 feet west of Lisa Lane

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The applicant has created a self-imposed hardship. An alternative wall design could be utilized;
therefore denial of this request is recommended.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A)  Related Actions

There is no relevant zoning history for this site.

B) Pre-Application Meeting

06/14/06 The requirements of a Variance application were explained.

C) Neighborhood Meetings

A neighborhood meeting is not required as part of this application request, nor was one
held. :

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

A} Site Area
' Net Acres: 0.63

B)  Existing Land Use
Subject Property: Undeveloped

North: Single Family Dwelling
South: Single Family Dwelling
East: Single Family Dwelling
West: Undeveloped — single family subdivision map recorded




VAR-14735
VAR-14735 - Staff Report Page Two
August 10,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

C) Planned Land Use
Subject Property: R (Rural) Density Residential

North: R (Rural) Density Residential
South: R (Rural) Density Residential
East: R (Rural) Density Residential
West: R (Rural) Density Residential

D) Existing Zoning -
Subject Property: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]

North: R-1 (Single Family Residential)
South: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
East: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
. West: U (Undeveloped) zone under resolution of intent to R-PD6
(Residential Planned Development, 6 units per acre.

E) General Plan Compliance

The U (Undeveloped) zoning classification is in conformance with the R (Rural) density
residential General Plan designation. '

Special Overlay District

Trails

Rural Preservation Overlay District

County/North Las Vegas/HOA Notification

. Development Impact Notification Assessment
Project of Regional Significance

Pl P | | P P [ 4

ANALYSIS
A)  Zoning Code Compliance
Development Standards

Pursuant to Title 19.08, the following Development Standards apply to the subject
proposal:




VAR-14735
VAR-14735 - Staff Report Page Three
August 10,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

Standards Required Requested Compliance
Min. Lot Size 0.50 Acres 0.63 Acres Y

Min. Setbacks

Front 20 Feet 13 Feet N

Side 10 Feet 10 Feet Y

Rear 35 Feet 29 Feet N

The applicant is requesting a 35 % reduction of the front yard setback and a 17 %
reduction of the rear yard setback.

B)  General Analysis and Discussion

The Subdivision Ordinance (Title 18) defines the front of the lot as the side of the lot which
fronts on a street. Where more than one side has street frontage, the front is considered to be the
side which has the lesser dimension in width. In regard to the subject application, this means
that the front of the lot is the property line which lies adjacent to the cul-de-sac bulb. However,
the applicant has decided to orient the proposed single family dwelling toward O’Bannon
Avenue, and reduce the front and rear setbacks.

FINDINGS

In accordance with the provisions of Title 19.18.070(B), Planning Commission and City Council,
in considering the merits of a Variance request, shall not grant a Variance in order to:

[. 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 financial in nature.”

Additionally, Title 19.18.070L states:

“Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a specific
piece of property at the time of enactment of the regulation, or by reason of
exceptional topographic conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or
condition of the piece of property, 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.”




VAR-14735
VAR-14735 - Staff Report Page Four A
August 10, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

No evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance has been presented, in that the applicant has
created a self-imposed hardship by proposing a single family dwelling not in conformance to the
zoning code. Alternative design would allow conformance to the Title 19 requirements. In view
of the absence of any hardships imposed by the site’s physical characteristics, it is concluded that
the applicant’s hardship is preferential in nature, and it is thereby outside the realm of NRS Chapter
278 for granting of Variances.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCTATIONS NOTIFIED 7

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2

SENATE DISTRICT 8
NOTICES MAILED 228 (Mailed with VAR-14734 and SUP-15027)
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 1




% 0‘8 W V% Agenda Item No.: 34

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

RECONSIDER - VAR-14735 — VARTIANCE RELATED TO VAR-14734 - PUBLIC
HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF - Request for a Variance TO
ALLOW A PROPOSED SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING TO BE 13 FEET FROM THE
FRONT PROPERTY LINE WHERE 20 FEET IS THE MINIMUM SETBACK REQUIRED
AND 29 FEET FROM THE REAR PROPERTY LINE WHERE 35 FEET IS THE MINIMUM
SETBACK REQUIRED on 0.63 acres located on the south side of O'Bannon Drive,
approximately 140 feet west of Lisa Lane (APN 163-04-401-002), U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R
(Rural) General Plan Designation], Ward 2 (Wolfson).

IF APPROVED: C.C.: 12/06/06
IF DENIED: P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 4 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends this item be WITHDRAWN.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

Location and Aerial Maps

Conditions and Staff Report

Supporting Documentation

Justification Letter

Protest Letter by Frank Malmstedt and Janice Frazier
Telephone Protests by Naomi Sloan and Guerrero Diaz

S RWD

MOTION:
TRUESDELL — WITHDRAWN WITHOUT PREJUDICE — UNANIMOUS

MINUTES:
NOTE: See Item 33 [VAR-14735] for all related discussion.
' (7:38 — 7:40)
2-196
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VAR-14735

City of Las Vegas
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

~ ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-14735 — APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF

APPLICANT REQUESTS THIS ITEM BE WITHDRAWN
WITHOUT PREJUDICE
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PEAK DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

October 2, 2006

Andy Reed

Planning and Development Department
731 South Fourth Street

Las Vegas, NV 8911

e
RE: VAR-14735 - {| VAT et el
To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf-of our client Steven Portnoff, Peak Development Services respectfully

. request to withdraw application VAR-14735 without prejudice from the November 2,
2006 Planning Commission Meeting. This itern was recently tabled to be heard on the
date listed above.

Should you have any questions or need additional information please contact our office
at (702) 451-5700,

Sincerely,
Peak Development

@ Wy

Alli Holtz
Project Coordinator

BOd Mehaved DI e 2 2 1,00 0 g NV
Pdophuane 7020480 e B 1 Guneie: 7007 4815715



PLANNING .§
DEVELOFMENT

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

' STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

-ar

Case Num.bt';r: VAR-14735 APN: \u’S— DU\_-U\i)\ - DOZ

Name of Property Owner: __ \exiexy Povkn okl
© Name of Applic_:ant: ) ﬁ\w& ?ov\'v\o?‘?- ,

B

To the best of your knowledge does the Mayor or any: member of the City Councll of

. Planning Commission have any financial inferest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or lumted parlners
or an ofﬁcer of thelr corporatmn or limited liability company?

 yes DR X Nb

If yes, please indicate the member of the Clty'Councll or Pliamﬁng Commission who is
* involved and list the name(s) of'the person or persons with whom the City Official holds .

an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number ifthe property in which the interest is
‘held is different from the case parcel... '

" City Official:

- Partner(s):

APN: (@D~ OM- YD\ - 002

 Signaturc of Property Owner: S_Zfoe% W |

Pnnt Name: S '/-e Ue:\} %P 7IOF £

Subscnbed and sworn before me

STEFFANIEE. hElSON

This 9 day ofg\w\/u, 20_0Q

Notary Public in and for said County and State
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PEAK DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

June 20, 2006

City of Las Vegas
Planning Department
731 S. Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101

RE: Portnoff Residence — Justification Letter
To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of our client, Steven Portnoff. Peak Development respectfully requests consideration of the enclosed
requests for Variance of Residential Adjacency, Variance of Setbacks and Variance of Fence Height for The
Portnoff Residence. The proposed property is currently zoned UR and s located on O’Bannon Ave. The proposed
property would yield 1 home on .58 acres.

The request for a Variance of Residential Adjacency would accommodate the homeowners request to install an 80
fi. amateur radio tower. The Amateur Radio Station will be operated under FCC rules and regulations. Enclosed
please also find Certificate of appointment by the Office of Emergency Management Clark County, Nevada.

The request for a Variance of Fence Height would allow the proposed 6ft CMU screen wall offset 4ft from the
existing cul-de-sac. The home has been reoriented to front O’Bannon Ave. This screen wall would provide privacy
for what is now the homeowner’s rear yard.

The requests for Variance of setbacks are as follows:

Required Front 20’- Proposing 13.5° {49.56 sf)
Required Rear 35" ~ Proposing 29° ( 24.93 sf)
Required Side 10° - Proposing 10’

Due to the irregular shape of the lot and footprint, the home encroaches slightly onto the required setbacks. The
actual encroachment for the rear yard is 24.93 sf and the encroachment for the front is 49.56. This has occurred due
to the reorientation of the home, due to the fact that the setbacks would remain the same as if the home were fronting
the private cul-de-sac and not O'Bannon. If you take into consideration the reorientation we are actually providing a
35" front yard, 54" rear yard and the required 10’ side yards.

Enclosed please find a site plan, elevations for your review of the site. Should you have any questions or need
additional information please contact our office at (702} 451-5700.

Sincerely,
Peak Development Services

StefTanie Nelson
Director of Development

VAR-14733 VAR-14734
VAR-14735 11/02/06 PG

1000 N. Green Valley Parkwiy, Suite 300.PAMB 231; | Henderson, Nevada R0074
Telephonue: 02/ 451-5700 B ucsimile: 702 451.5715
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August 3, 2006

~_ To The Planning and Development Division:

I am writing this correspondence in answer to variance VAR-14734, VAR-
14735, and special use permit SUP-15027.

My family resides across the street from described property and we are very I
opposed to the owner’s requests for variances and special uses to the Planning
Commission.

1. VAR-14734 and VAR-14735: The placement of a six foot high block wall
across the front of said residence in this neighborhood does not
aesthetically lend itself to a proper fit. The neighborhood as a whole
includes semi-custom and custom homes. The request for home
placement so close to easements does not fit aesthetically with the
residence styles in this neighborhood.

2. SUP-15027: This request is opposed ‘yery vigorously; an 80-foot antenna
and accompanying requirements does not fit within this neighborhood. A
tower of this magnitude will undoubtedly require on-site down guy
supports, possible lighting for air safety, and interior barrier walls for
keeping the curious away. This appears to be a hazard area for potential
thrill seekers to climb this tower. There is also the possibility of
interference with neighborhood telephone and television reception.

Overall, these requests collectively would give the appearance of a mini compound.
Something of this sort does not belong in a residential neighborhood. What is to
keep thrill seekers attempting to climb this structure? We have young children in
this neighborhood, and I feel this would be a2 temptation. Any protective solutions
the property owner could install would also Jend itself to a non-residential look for
this property.

Regards,

| (2“///7/“/@@—- _____ |

Frank H. Malmstedt, Jr.
2117 Diamond Peak ct
Las Vegas, NV. 89117

ITEMNO.: D321 S5
CASE NO. \D2 v, NI %32,
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% 0{ L/Vl VZ ; i Agenda ltem No.: 35

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT .
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP | | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

RESCIND PREVIOUS ACTION - SUP-15027 - SPECIAL USE PERMIT RELATED TO
VAR-14734 AND VAR-14735 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN
PORTNOFF - Request for a Special Use Permit TO ALLOW A PROPOSED 80 FOOT HIGH
AMATEUR RADIO ANTENNA TOWER on 0.63 acres located on the south side of O'Bannon
Drive, approximately 140 feet west of Lisa Lane (APN 163-04-401-002), U [(Undeveloped) Zone,
R (Rural) General Plan Designation], Ward | (Tarkaman). NOTE: AS OF AUGUST 6, 2006
THIS ITEM IS LOCATED IN WARD 2 (WOLFSON).

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 1]
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
I. Conditions and Staff Report

MOTION:

TRUESDELL — Motion to WITHDRAW WITHOUT PREJUDICE Item 39 [VAR-15338];
TABLE Item 13 [GPA-16294], Item 14 [ZON-16296], Item 15 [VAR-16298] and Item 16
[SDR-16292]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 17 [GPA-16511], Item 18 [ZON-16519], Item
19 [VAR-16525], Item 20 [SDR-16522], Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item
27 [VAR-17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission
Meeting; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 7 [SDR-16954] to the 12/07/2006 Planning
Commission Meeting; and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 35 [SUP-15027 — rescind] and Item
36 [SUP-15027 — reconsider] to the 12/21/2006 Planning Commission Meeting —
UNANIMOUS

MINUTES:
MR. KORKOSZ recommended holding Item 35 [SUP-15027 — rescind] and Item 36 [SUP-
15027 — reconsider] to the 12/21/2006 Planning Commission meeting in order to work with the
applicant towards a reasonable accommodation for his radio tower.
(6:03 - 6:07)
1-59



SUP-15027

O:Zy 048 Las V&gﬁ/L |
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: AUGUST 10, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: SUP-15027 - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF

** CONDITIONS *#

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

L. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

2. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied,
except as modified herein.



SUP-15027
SUP-15027 - Staff Report Page One
August 10,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

APPLICATION REQUEST

This is a request for a Special Use Permit to allow a proposed 80 foot high amateur radio antenna
tower on 0.63 acres located on the south side of O'Bannon Drive, approximately 140 feet west of
Lisa Lane

Variance applications VAR-14734 and VAR-14735 are also for the subject site and will be
considered concurrently.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

An eighty foot tower is typically associated with commercial developments and is not
appropriate in this residential area.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A)  Related Actions

There is no relevant zoning history for this site.

B)  Pre-Application Meeting

06/14/06 The requirements of a Special Use Permit application were explained.

C) Neighborhood Meetings
A neighborhood meeting is not required as part of this application request, nor was one
held.

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

A)  Site Area
Net Acres: 0.63



SUP-15027
SUP-15027 - Staff Report Page Two
August 10,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

B) Existing Land Use

D) Existing Zoning

Subject Property: Undeveloped
North: Single Family Dwelling
South: Single Family Dwelling
East: Single Family Dwelling
West: Undeveloped — single family subdivision map recorded
Planned Land Use :
Subject Property: R (Rural) Density Residential
North: R (Rural) Density Residential
South: R (Rural) Density Residential
East: R (Rural) Density Residential
West: R (Rural) Density Residential

Subject Property: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
North: R-1 (Single Family Residential)

South: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
East: U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation)]
West: U (Undeveloped) zone under resolution of intent to R-PD6

(Residential Planned Development, 6 units per acre.
E) General Plan Compliance

The U (Undeveloped) zoning classification is in conformance with the R (Rural) density
residential General Plan designation.

Special Area Plan

Special Overlay District

Trails

Rural Preservation Overlay District
County/North Las Vegas/HOA Notification
Development Impact Notification Assessment
Project of Regional Significance

il bl iaiba ittt

ANALYSIS
A)  General Analysis and Discussion
The zoning ordinance allows mounted antennas (towers) exceeding 15 feet in height upon

approval of a Special Use Permit. There are no standard conditions associated with the Special
Use Permit.



SUP-15027

SUP-15027 - Staff Report Page Three
August 10, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

FINDINGS

In order to approve a Special Use Permit application, per Tltle 19.18.060 the Planning Commission
and 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 future surrounding land
uses as projected by the General Plan.”

An eighty foot tower is typically associated with commercial developments and is not
appropriate in this residential area.

2. “The subject site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use
proposed.”

The proposed use is too intense for a residential neighborhood.

3. “Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”

The proposed use will not bring additional traffic to the property.

4. “Approval of the Special 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.”

The proposed use will not compromise the public health, safety, and welfare because the
use will be constructed in compliance with applicable building codes.
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 7

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2




SUP-15027
SUP-15027 - Staff Report Page Four
August 10, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

SENATE DISTRICT 8
NOTICES MAILED 228 (Mailed with VAR-14734 and VAR-14735)
APPROVALS 0

PROTESTS 5



“RECEIVED T
CITY CLERK

OBJECTION TO SUP-15027 ~ ™M U3t P03

WE, THE RESIDENTS OF CANYON VIEW ESTATES —
LOCATED NEAR AND AROUND THE SOUTH HALF OF THE
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 04, TOWNSHIP 21
SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, M.D.M., DO FORMALLY OBJECT
TO SUP-15027. ‘

CONSTRUCTION OF AN 80 FOOT, EIGHT STORY

AMATEUR RADIO ANTENNA TOWER IS INAPPROPRIATE

IN OUR DENSELY RESIDENTIAL AREA AND WOULD

- ADVERSELY IMPACT THE UNIFORMITY AND
ATTRACTIVENESS OF OUR NEIGHBORHOOD.

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, VIGOROUSLY OBJECT AND
REQUEST THAT THE CITY COUNCIL TURN DOWN ALL
SPECIAL PERMITS AND VARJANCES FOR THIS PROJECT.

Submitted after final agenda

Date IOI}IIO(,, item *‘35’
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C&'ty 0»6 Lﬂl» VC«gﬁ/& Agenda ltem No.: 36

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVEL OPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

RECONSIDER - SUP-15027 - SPECIAL USE PERMIT RELATED TO VAR-14734 AND
VAR-14735 -~ PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF -
Request for a Special Use Permit TO ALLOW A PROPOSED 80 FOOT HIGH AMATEUR
RADIO ANTENNA TOWER on 0.63 acres located on the south side of O'Bannon Drive,
approximately 140 feet west of Lisa Lane (APN 163-04-401-002), U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R
(Rural) General Plan Designation], Ward 2 (Wolfson).

IF APPROVED: C.C.: 12/06/06
IF DENIED: P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 16 Planning Commission Mtq. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Location Map

Conditions and Staff Report
Supporting Documentation
Justification Letter

Protest Letters

SR =

MOTION:

TRUESDELL - Motion to WITHDRAW WITHOUT PREJUDICE Item 39 [VAR-15338];
TABLE Item 13 [GPA-16294], Item 14 [ZON-16296], Item 15 [VAR-16298] and Item 16
[SDR-16292]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 17 [GPA-16511], Item 18 [ZON-16519], Item
19 [VAR-16525], Item 20 [SDR-16522], Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item
27 [VAR-17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission
Meetingg HOLD IN ABEYANCE lItem 7 [SDR-16954] to the 12/07/2006 Planning
Commission Meeting; and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 35 [SUP-15027 — rescind] and Item
36 [SUP-15027 - reconsider] to the 12/21/2006 Planning Commission Meeting —
UNANIMOUS



O"Zy« 0{ LM V%M | Agenda Item No.: 36

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 36 — SUP-15027 — reconsider

MINUTES:
MR. KORKOSZ recommended holding Item 35 [SUP-15027 — rescind] and Item 36 [SUP-
15027 — reconsider] to the 12/21/2006 Planning Commission meeting in order to work with the
applicant towards a reasonable accommodation for his radio tower.
(6:03 — 6:07)
1-59
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SUP-15027

City of Las Vegas
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: SUP-15027 - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

2. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied,
except as modified herein.




SUP-15027
SUP-15027 - Staff Report Page One
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

** STAFF REPORT #*%*

APPLICATION REQUEST

This 1s a request for a Special Use Permit to allow a proposed 80-foot high amateur radio
antenna tower on .63 acres located on the south side of O'Bannon Drive, approximately 140 feet
west of Lisa Lane.

A related Variance (VAR-14734) to allow proposed six-foot high block walls in the front yard
where four feet is the maximum height allowed and a Variance (VAR-16769) to allow a
proposed single-family dwelling to be five feet from the side property line where ten feet is the
minimum setback required will also be considered on this agenda.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

An 80-foot tower is typically associated with commercial developments and is not appropriate in
this residential area.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A)  Related Actions

There is no relevant zoning history for this site.

B)  Pre-Application Meeting
06/14/06 The requirements of a Special Use Permit application were explained.

C) Neighborhood Meetings
A neighborhood meeting is not required as part of this application request, nor was one
held.

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST

A)  Site Area
Net Acres: 0.63




SUP-15027

SUP-15027 - Staff Report Page Two
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

B) Existing Land Use

C)

Subject Property:
North:

South:

East:

West:

Planned Land Use

Subject Property:
North:

South:

East:

West:

D)  Existing Zoning

Subject Property:
North:

South:

East:

West:

Undeveloped

Single Family Dwelling

Single Family Dwelling

Single Family Dwelling

Undeveloped — single family subdivision map recorded

R (Rural) Density Residential
R (Rural) Density Residential
R (Rural) Density Residential
R (Rural) Density Residential
R (Rural) Density Residential

U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
R-1 (Single Family Residential)

U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan Designation]
U (Undeveloped) zone under resolution of intent to R-PD6
(Residential Planned Development, 6 units per acre.

E) General Plan Compliance

The U (Undeveloped) zoning classification is in conformance with the R (Rural) density
residential General Plan designation.

Special Area Plan -

Special Overlay District

Trails

Rural Preservation Overlay District

County/North Las Vegas/HOA Notification

Development Impact Notification Assessment

Project of Regional Significance

isdlbsdlialialtalbs

ANALYSIS

A)  General Analysis and Discussion

The zoning ordinance allows mounted antennas (towers) exceeding 15 feet in height upon
approval of a Special Use Permit. There are no standard conditions associated with the Special
Use Permit.

AR ”T




SUP-15027

SUP-15027 - Staff Report Page Three
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

FINDINGS

In order to approve a Special Use Permit application, per Title 19.18.060 the Planning Commission
and 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 future surrounding land
uses as projected by the General Plan.”

An 80-foot tower is typically associated with commercial developments and is not
appropriate in this residential area.

2. “The subject site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use
proposed.”

The proposed use is too intense for a residential neighborhood.

3. “Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”

The proposed use will not bring additional traffic to the property.

4. “Approval of the Special 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.”

The proposed use will not compromise the public health, safety, and welfare because the
use will be constructed in compliance with applicable building codes.
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 5

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2




SUP-15027

SUP-15027 - Staff Report Page Three
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meetmg

FINDINGS

In order to approve a Special Use Permit appﬁcation, per Title 19.18.060 the Planning Commission
and City Council must affirm the following:

1. “The proposed land use can be conducted in 2 manner that is harmonious and
compatible with existing surrounding land uses, and with future surrounding land
uses as projected by the General Plan.”

An 80-foot tower is typically associated with commer01al developments and is not
appropriate in this residential area. .

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

The proposed use is too intense for a residential neighborhood.

3. “Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.” :
The proposed use will not bring additional traffic to the property.

4, “Approval of the Special 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.”

The proposed use will not compromise the public health, safety, and welfare because the
use will be constructed in compliance with applicable building codes.
NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 5

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2
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SUP-15027 - Staff Report Page Four
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

SENATE DISTRICT 3

NOTICES MAILED 228 (Mailed with VAR-14734 and VAR-14735)
APPROVALS 0

PROTESTS 16




PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

- SUP-15027
Case Number:* APN: g™ - DU - AD\- DOZ.

Name of Property Owner: __ &\erieny Pipirnohe
Name of Applicant: _ S\eriean ’Dm-\v\()gg

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

Yes x No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is

held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN: \p3H- OU-MU0\ ~poZ

Signature of Property Owner: S‘{Evem_, %ﬁg/

/
Print Name: S‘)LCGE'A} J%e*r,\,b,:‘p:

Subscribed and swom before me

This _Z{, dayof ,}5\,\/\&0\ ,20_@(,-

J

Notary Public iﬁﬂﬁa‘for said County and State

Revised 12-03-04 f\depot\Application Packel\Statement of Financial Interest.doe
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PEAK DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

June 20, 2006

City of Las Vegas
Planning Department
731 S. Fourth Street
l.as Vegas, NV 89101

RE: Portnoff Residence — Jjustification Letter
To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of our client, Steven Portnoff, Peak Development respectfully requests consideration of the enclosed
requests for Variance of Residential Adjacency. Variance of Setbacks and Variance of Fence Height for The
Portnoff Residence. The proposed property is currently zoned UR and is located on O'Bannon Ave. The proposed
property would yield | home on .58 acres,

The request for a Variance of Residential Adjacency would accommodate the homeowners request to install an 80
ft. amateur radio tower. The Amateur Radio Station will be operated under FCC rules and regulations. Enclosed
please also find Certificate of appointment by the Office of Emergency Management Clark County, Nevada.

The request for a Variance of Fence Height would allow the proposed 6ff CMU screen wall offset 4ft from the
existing cul-de-sac. The home has been reoriented to front O'Bannon Ave. This screen wall would provide privacy
for what is now the homeowner’s rear yard. :

The requests for Variance of setbacks are as follows:

Required Front 20°- Proposing 13.5° (49.56 sf)
Required Rear 35" — Proposing 29° (24.93 sf)
Required Side 10" — Proposing 10°

Due to the irregular shape of the lot and footprint, the home encroaches slightly onto the required setbacks. The
actual encroachment for the rear yard is 24.93 sf and the encroachment for the front is 49.56. This has occurred due
to the reorientation of the home, due to the fact that the setbacks would remain the same as if the home were fronting
the private cul-de-sac and not O’Bannon. If you take into consideration the reorientation we are actually providing a
35 front yard, 54’ rear yard and the required 10" side yards.

Enclosed please find a site plan, elevations for your review of the site. Should you have any questions or need
additional information please contact our office at (702) 451-5700,

Sincerely,
Peak Development Services

Steffatiie Nelson
Director of Development

VAR-14734 VAR-14738
HIOO N. Green Valley Parkway, Swite 300-PMB 230 enderson, Nevada H-;(SUE_'_»I 5027 11 IOZ IOG PC

Tetephone: 702 / 451-5700 B Jucsimil: A2 451-5715



August 1, 2006

To: Council Person Lois Tarkanian

~ City Council Chambers
400 Stewart Ave
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Re: Special Use Permit SUP-15027 A Proposal for 80 foot
high Amateur Radio Antenna Tower located at O'bannon
and Diamond Peak Ct and Diamond Brook Ct.

Dear Council Person Tarkanian

We live in a quiet neighborhood (Diamond Peak Ct and
Diamond Brook Ct) that is located in an area where the land
to the south of us is being developed.

There where two variances that have previously been
discussed and were consider a non issue for our
neighborhood that we did not object to in order to not appear
obstructionists regarding growth in and around our

. neighborhood. '

Sut-miizs 21 Ptanning Commission

Date‘% / % b uem.‘zﬂ;;?/ -



We however vigorously object to A 80 FOOT (8 STbRY)

AMATEUR RADIO TOWER being constructed at the

end of our streets. There are very few homes on our streets
that even have television or small satellite antennas.

. Our homes are all 1 story homes and an 80 foot (8 story)
radio antenna would be an eye sore to the area. Even the
cell phone towers are made to look like trees. Please as our
representative disallow this eye sore from being constructed
in our 1 story neighborhood atmosphere. Thank you in
advance for your help and understandlng

Name Address Phone
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Cheryl-Beth Reineke

2204 Trident Maple Street
Las Vegas NV 89117-1893
702-804-9245

702-804-9247 Fax

August 9, 2006
Dear Planning Commission,

We are adamantly opposed to the approval of the Special Use
Request SUP 15027 for an 80 foot amateur radio antenna in an all
residential area where the residences don’t have or may not allow
due to HOA restrictions a TV antenna. The antenna would be an
unsightly addition to the neighborhood and would not fit
aesthetically.

Sincerely in Opposition,

oo A Ses

Cheryl-Beth Reineke

ITEM#_S59

CASE # SS5u0 - \o0a7]
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August 3, 2006

To The Planning and Development Division:

I am writing this correspondence in answer to variance VAR-14734, VAR-
14735, and special use permit SUP-15027.

My family resides across the street from described property and we are very
opposed to the owner’s requests for variances and special uses to the Planning
Commission.

1. VAR-14734 and VAR-14735: The placement of a six foot high block wall
across the front of said residence in this neighborhood does not
aesthetically lend itself to a proper fit. The neighborhood as a whole
includes semi-custom and custom homes. The request for home
placement so close to easements does not fit aesthetically with the
residence styles in this neighborhood.

2. SUP-15027: This request is opposed yery vigorously; an 80-foot antenna
and accompanying requirements does not fit within this neighborhood. A
tower of this magnitude will undoubtedly require on-site down guy
supports, possible lighting for air safety, and interior barrier walls for
keeping the curious away. This appears to be a hazard area for potential
thrill seekers to climb this tower. There is also the possibility of
interference with neigbborhood telepbone and television reception.

Overall, these requests collectively would give the appearance of a mini compound.
Something of this sort does not belong in a residential neighborhood. What is to
keep thrill seekers attempting to climb this structure? We have young children in
this neighborhood, and X feel this would be a temptation. Any protective solutions
the property owner could install would also lend itself to a non-residential look for
this property.

Regards,

G Yl

Frank H. Malmstedt, Jr.
2117 Diamond Peak ct
Las Vegas, NV. 89117

[TEM NO.: ©3.94 5D

CASE NO. \A2 W24, UA2. 17735,

»
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To whom it may concem........ SUP- 1202

We strongly appose any variance allowing any
80 foot antenna at the south half of SW Section

04 , township 21 south, range 60 east. We live at
8317 Monarch Birch. Thank you..

Zﬁf’ AT Sy A
Robert Worthen Jr.
Debra Worthen

TEM# 55
CASE # W -\ D07
PCMIG__ 8§00\
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August 4, 2006

City of Las Vegas Planning & Development

Re: Case #: SUP-15027 -
Dear Planning Commission Members,

My name is Hanna Sweis and I live on 2161 8. Lisa Lane, Las Vegas.

I am extremely concerned about the intention of Mr. Portnoff to erect an 80
foot Tower right in front of my house, since I live adjacent to his property
which he had recently purchased. I have been living in my house for 6 years
and value so much the openness in this neighborhood. I looked at his
proposal and I see that he is erecting this tower right in my view. Not only it
would be an eyesore, but such uncommon elements will affect the value of
my property. Eighty foot is extremely high for anything to be in front of
anyone, and I doubt it will be acceptable to anyone but Mr. Portnoff. There
are many alternatives to this tower which he should consider to exercise his
hobby. This is not a ranch neighborhood and houses here occupy % acre or
less.

I strongly object to this SUP, and I hope that you will deny it.

Best Regards,

. Hanna Sweis

. 2161 8. Lisa Lane S
Las Vegas, NV 89117
702-526-5954

RECEIVED
AUG © 4 2006

ITEM# 55 .
CASE # U - \ 027
PC MTG -\ -Ol, 7
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% 0»6 Lﬁ/} V&gM Agenda ltem No.: 37

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

VAR-16769 - VARIANCE RELATED TO VAR-14734, VAR-14735 AND SUP-15027 -
PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF - Request for a
Variance TO ALLOW A PROPOSED SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING TO BE FIVE FEET
FROM THE SIDE PROPERTY LINE WHERE 10 FEET IS THE MINIMUM SETBACK
REQUIRED on 0.63 acres located on the south side of O'Bannon Drive, approximately 140 feet
west of Lisa Lane (APN 163-04-401-002), U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan
Designation], Ward 2 (Wolfson).

IF APPROVED: C.C.: 12/06/06
IF DENIED: P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location and Aeriat Maps

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:

TRUESDELL — APPROVED subject to conditions and adding the following condition:
— The patio cover will not be an enclosed structure.

- UNANIMOUS

To be heard by City Council on 12/06/2006

MINUTES:
CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open.



6:17 o/e W V%M Agenda Item No.: 37

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
Item 37 — VAR-16769

MINUTES — Continued
ANDY REED, Planning and Developrment Department, stated an alternative design of the site
plan could allow compliance with the City Code and recommended denial.

STEVEN PORTNOFF, 1335 Radwick Drive, requested approval to allow his patio roof to
intrude his ten-foot setback.

COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL expressed his support as the patio roof encroachment does not
significantly impact any neighbors.

MR. PORTNOFF informed COMMISSIONER STEINMAN that his patio roof extends 12 feet
away from his house.

MARGO WHEELER, Director of Planning and Development Department, crafted an additional
condition prohibiting the enclosure of the patio at COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT’S request.
MR. PORTNOFF agreed to the additional condition.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed.

(7:40 —7:43)
2-251
CONDITIONS:
Planning and Development
L. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate

of occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of
Time may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.
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VAR-16769

C"Zy o{ Las chk&
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-16769 - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Develpopment

1. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate of
occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of Time
may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.




VAR-16769
VAR-16769 - Staff Report Page One
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

*% STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This is a request for a Variance to allow a proposed single-family dwelling to be five feet from
the side property line where 10 feet is the minimum setback required on 0.63 acres located on the
south side of O'Bannon Drive, approximately 140 feet west of Lisa Lane. This represents a 50 -
percent deviation from the zoning code.

A related Variance (VAR-14734) to allow proposed six-foot high block walls in the front yard
where four feet is the maximum height allowed and a Special Use Permit (SUP-15027) to allow
a proposed 80-foot high amateur radio antenna tower on the subject site will also be considered
on this agenda.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

TA nelghborhood meetmg is not requlred as partof this appllcauon request nor
was one held.

GI'OSS Acres .63

Subject Density U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan
Property Undeveloped | Residential Designationj

Single R (Rural)

Family Density
North Dwelling Residential R-1 (Single Family Residential)

Single R (Rural)

Family Density U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan
South | Dwelling Residential Designation]

‘ Single R (Rural)

Family Density U [(Undeveloped) Zone, R (Rural) General Plan

East Dwelling Residential Designation]




: VAR-16769
" VAR-16769 - Staff Report Page Two
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

Undeveloped
- single
family ML (Medium | U (Undeveloped) zone under resolution of intent
subdivision | Low) to R-PD6 (Residential Planned Development, 6
map Density units per acre.

West recorded Residential

DL in&i %% M i S T - At e ;| @% tiIee

Special Area Plan X N/A
STl D 7 « ‘ e ol
Speclal Purpose and Overlay Dlstrlcts X N/A
Trails X N/A
Rural Preservation Overlay District X N/A
Development Impact Notification Assessment X N/A
Project of Regional Significance X N/A

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

Per Title 19.08, the following standards apply:

¥ s
Min. Lot Size 20,000 sf 27443 sf |Y
Min. Lot Width 30 Feet along cul-de-sac bulb | 66 Feet Y
Min. Setbacks
e Front » 20 Feet from edge of
cul-de-sac bulb 25 Feet Y
e Side e 10 Feet 5 Feet N
o Rear e 35 Feet 72 Feet Y
ANALYSIS

The applicant intends to construct a covered patio along the rear side of the proposed house. The
site plan indicates the patio cover will be five feet from the west property line and seven feet
from the north property line.

The hardship is self-imposed and staff cannot make a finding for approval.




' VAR-16769
VAR-16769 - Staff Report Page Three
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

FINDINGS

In accordance with the provisions of Title 19.18.070(B), Planning Commission and City Council,
in considering the merits of a Variance request, shall not grant a Variance in order 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 financial in nature.”

Additionally, Title 19.18.070L states:

“Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a specific piece of
property at the time of enactment of the regulation, or by reason of exceptional topographic
conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or condition of the piece of property,
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.”

No evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance has been presented, in that the applicant
has created a self-imposed hardship by proposing to overbuild the site. A smaller patio cover
would allow conformance to Title 19 setback requirements. In view of the absence of any
hardships imposed by the site’s physical characteristics, it is concluded that the applicant’s
hardship is preferential in nature, and it is thereby outside the realm of NRS Chapter 278 for
granting of Variances.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 5

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2

SENATE DISTRICT 8
NOTICES MAILED 228 (Mailed with VAR-14734, VAR-14735 and SUP-15027)
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0




PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

Case Number: VAR-16769 APN: 163-04-401-002

Name of Property Owner: Steven Portnoff

Name of Applicant: Steven Portnoff

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners, or
an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

[ ]Yes No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner: S_\l@'emf "Perj;n’cj/,
Print Name: 5-}(’\,@,\; ﬂP&i’TIJ&Fl‘:‘

Subscribed and sworn before me

This \7/ day of §j 20 0[; STEFFANIE E, NELSON

Notary Public in a¥fd ¥or’said (‘Sounty and State

Revised 12-03-04 fAdepofiA pplication Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.pdf
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VAR-14734, VAR-14735, VAR-16769 & SUP-15027 - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF
SOUTH SIDE OF O'BANNON DRIVE, APPROXIMATELY 140 FEET WEST OF LISA LANE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

07/24/06




VAR-14734, VAR-14735, VAR-16769 & SUP-15027 - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF
SOUTH SIDE OF O'BANNON DRIVE, APPROXIMATELY 140 FEET WEST OF LISA LANE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

07/24/06




VAR-14734, VAR-14735, VAR-16769 & SUP-15027 - APPLICANT/OWNER: STEVEN PORTNOFF
SOUTH SIDE OF O'BANNON DRIVE, APPROXIMATELY 140 FEET WEST OF LISA LANE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

07/24/06




PEAK DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

September 11, 2006

City of Las Vegas
Planning Department
731 S. Fourth Street
Las Vegas, NV 89101

RE: Portnoff Residence — Justification Letter

.

To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of our client, Steven Portnoff, Peak Development respectfully requests consideration of the enclosed
requests for Variance for the covered patio. The proposed property is currently zoned UR and is located on
O’Bannon Ave. The proposed property would yield 1 home on .58 acres.

The request for Variance for the covered patio would accommodate the homeowners request to encroach on the side
set backs by 5ft. where the minimum is 10 ft. One section of the covered patio encroaches 25 sq. ft. while the other
section encroaches only a mere 6 sq. ft.

Enclosed please find a site plan, elevations for your review of the site. Should you have any questions or need
additional information please contact our office at (702) 451-5700.

Sincerely,
Peak Development Serv1ces,

/’/’/

Alh Holtz
Project Coordinator

VAR-16769
11/02/06 PC

1000 N. Green Valley Packway, Suite 3U0-PMB 231; Feadersen, Nevada 89074
Telephone: 702 / 451-5700 B pacsimile: 702 451-57115



% 0{ w V%M Agenda Item No.: 38

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

ABEYANCE - VAR-16505 - VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER:
ALVY COOK - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW A FIVE-FOOT REAR YARD
SETBACK WHERE 15 FEET IS THE MINIMUM SETBACK REQUIRED FOR A
PROPOSED ROOM ADDITION at 1117 Strong Drive (APN 162-05-511-005), R-1 (Single
Family Residential) Zone, Ward I (Tarkanian).

P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 4 Planning Commission Mtg. 4
City Council Meeting ' City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENTAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

I. Location and Aerial Maps

Conditions and Staff Report

Supporting Documentation

Justification Letter

Telephone Protests by Marsha Pippin and Stephen Reilly
E-Mail Protest by James Reza

Submitted at meeting — Four support letters by Alvy Cook

N AEw

MOTION: _
GOYNES — DENIED.— Motion carried with TROWBRIDGE voting NO

This is Final Action

MINUTES:
CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open.

ANDY REED, Planning and Development Department, stated this application is an attempt to
overbuild the site and recommended denial.



0;17 0{ !.M V%M Agenda Item No.: 38

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 38 — VAR-16505

MINUTES — Continued:
ALVY COOK, 1117 Strong Drive, submitted four support letters from his neighbors.

STEPHEN REILLY, 1213 Strong Drive, appedred in opposition because the size of the proposed
expansion is inappropriate in this neighborhood.

COMMISSIONER EVANS noted a letter of protest and concurred with the MR, REILLY’S
concern regarding establishing a dangerous precedent. MR. COOK explained the location of the
house left this design as the only option that could meet his needs.

COMMISSIONER. GOYNES echoed COMMISSIONER EVANS concern and noted MR,
COOK is aware of the restrictions but continues to seek exceptions to those restrictions.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed.
(7:43 - 8:13)
2-340
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CASE: VAR-16505 0 200 400 Feet

RADIUS: 1000 FT
ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: R-1 (SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL)
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VAR-16505

Cty of Las Vegas
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: ABEYANCE - VAR-16505 - APPLICANT/OWNER: ALVY
COOK

** CONDITIONS *%

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. This approval shall be void one year from the date of final approval, unless a business
license has been issued to conduct the activity, if required, or upon approval of a final

inspection. An Extension of Time may be filed for consideration by the City of Las
Vegas.



VAR-16505
VAR-16505 - Staff Report Page One
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This is a request for a Variance to allow a rear yard setback of five feet where 15 feet is the
minimum setback required for a proposed room addition at 1117 Strong Drive.

The applicant has created a self-imposed hardship by proposing to overbuild the site. As there is

no indication of a hardship associated with the site’s physical characteristics, the
recommendation is for denial.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The Planning Commission abeyed at the request of the applicant an
apphcatlon for a Variance (VAR-16505) to the 11/02/06 Planning

10/19/06

application was held. e applicant was foed at his request to
build a house addition in the backyard would require a Variance. Staff then

discussed the required materials needed to apply for the Variance

Slngle L (Low Den51ty R— (Low Density
‘Subject Property Residential Residential) Residential)

Single L (Low Density | R-1 (Low Density
North Residential Residential) Residential)

Single L (Low Density | R-1 (Low Density
South Residential Residential) Residential)

Single L (Low Density [R-1 (Low Density
East Residential Residential) Residential)

Single DR (Desert Rural | R-E (Residence
West Residential Density Residential) | Estates)

[ ™ ]




VAR-16505

VAR-16505 - Staff Report Page Two
November 2,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

ISpetialDRTcr Zone
Special Area Plan
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts
Trails
Rural Preservation Overlay District
Development Impact Notification Assessment
Project of Regional Significance

1REy

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

Standard, Ai Provie
Min. Lot Size 6,500 11,088 Y
Min. Lot Width 65 Feet 84 Feet Y
Min. Setbacks
e Front 20 Feet 20 Feet Y
e Side 5 Feet 5 Feet Y
e Rear 15 Feet 5 Feet Y
Max. Lot Coverage 50% 35% Y
Max. Building Height 2 stories or 35 Feet | 15.75 Feet Y
ANALYSIS

The applicant is proposing to expand their 2,256 square-foot house by adding 625 square feet in
the front part of the house and 932 square feet in the back of the house for a total of 1,626 square
feet of addition. Per the site plans received, the house addition in the backyard, which forms an
L-shape around the existing pool. This is the section of the house that the applicant is requesting
a Variance for a five-foot rear yard setback where 15 feet is required.

FINDINGS

In accordance with the provisions of Title 19.18.070(B), Planning Commission and City Council,
in considering the merits of a Variance request, shall not grant a Variance in order 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 financial in nature.”



VAR-16505
VAR-16505 - Staff Report Page Three
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

Additionally, Title 19.18.070L states:

“Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a specific piece of
property at the time of enactment of the regulation, or by reason of exceptional topographic
conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or condition of the piece of property,
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.”

No evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance has been presented, in that the applicant
has created a self-imposed hardship. The applicant has overbuilt their site and an alternative
design would allow conformance to the Title 19 requirements. In view of the absence of any
hardships imposed by the site’s physical characteristics, it is concluded that the applicant’s
hardship is preferential in nature, and it is thereby outside the realm of NRS Chapter 278 for
granting of Variances. ‘

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 20

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 9

SENATE DISTRICT 3
NOTICES MAILED 160
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 3



- Name of Applicant:

FLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

w

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

Case Number: VAR'1 6505 ' APN: Jlo Z2-05-51(1 -00S"
Name of Property Owner: Al J 3 C_/OO L

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with thé
property owner, applicant, the property owner or-applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

Yes - Y No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council -or Planning Commission who is

. involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner: // /4/3,7 =N

ll Print Name: ﬂ [, 0? CbC)C‘Jé,
.Subscribed and sworn before mé |
This S~ day of SePlembel, 2000,

7 Yo i s RN )
Notdry Public in and for said County and State

LEESA INMAN
Motary Public Stats of Nevada §
No. 03-82099-1
My oppt. exp. Apr. 9, 2007 |

Revised 12-03-04 f\depot\Application Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.doc
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VAR-16505 - APPLICANT/OWNER: ALVY COOK
1117 STRONG DRIVE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

09/21/06




VAR-16505 - APPLICANT/OWNER: ALVY COOK
1117 STRONG DRIVE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

09/21/06




VAR-16505 - APPLICANT/OWNER: ALVY COOK
1117 STRONG DRIVE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

09/21/06




Just a short note about why we would like to get these variences, if we can get the extra
9' it would allow us to put in an 'L’ shape courtyard with a pool that would give us and our
neighbors more privacy. The new part of the house would have no view windows on the east side,
therefore it should not be an intrusion on anybody and like | said would actually give more privacy
to all parties. Without the variance, part of the existing structure would have to be cut in to and
would still leave limited space. We are pnmarly trying to improve the livability of the property. This
house is located in the Mcneil Estates a very nice older neighborhood, bu the houses are getting a
little age on them and need to be renovated to keep the neighborhood up to the shape it should
be. Your consideration would be appreciated.

Thank you,
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Meeting Date: __ !9)\4)q.

VR 1b505

Case Number:

920\,

Date:

Name: Mo rone 'P'.-;‘n?'m

Address: _ 1130 PBuewler
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Name: QSM\Q/VQ \Q.MM
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Address: Address:
Phone: Phone:
| PROTEST APPROVE PROTEST APPROVE
- o
l Date: Date:
Name: Name:
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Phone: Phone:
——
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Carman Burney

From: Nora Lares

Sent: Wednesday, October 18, 2006 1:19 PM

To: : Carman Burney

Subject: FW: Internet Submission - VAR-16505 neighbor opposition

From: jpreza@cox.net [mailte:jpreza@cox.net]

Sent: Wednesday, October 18, 2006 1:12 PM

To: planning@LasVegasNevada.gov

Subject: Internet Submission - VAR-16505 neighbor opposition

Citizen Name: James P. Reza

.Email'. jpreza@cox.net

Camments: Rergarding the above named variance request, I would like to register my opposition to the granting of
this request. Myself and my wife are native Las Vegans who have lived at 1201 Strong Drive since June 2002, and T
have appeared before the Planning Commission in recent months to register opposition to similar variance requests
in the McNeil Estates neighborhood. We sold our Summmerlin home and moved to McNeil to avoid the kind of wall-
to-wall development that suburban developers are forced to create, Allowing homes to be expanded to fill their lots
in McNeil increases resale value for one homeowner while threatening to alter the very nature of our open, friendly
neighborhood. Please do not allow a precedent fo be set, please do not allow the potential for greed and higher
resale values via greater square footage to change McNeil Estates, Owner Alvy Cook should be encouraged to
expand and improve his home without having fo build to within five short feet of his neighbor's wall.

Thank you,
James P. Reza
702-256-9688

.Dcn‘e: 10/18/2006 1:12:28 PM



Gidget Peterson November 01, 2006
1111 Strong Drive
Las Vegas, NV 89102

To whom it may concern:

Mr. Cook is requesting a variance for an extension on his residential home at 1117 Strong
Drive. 1 reside next door at 1111 Strong Drive. I am currently renting this home from
Realty Executive. I have no problem with the addition to Mr. Cooks home. I feel it will

be a welcomed addition not only to his home but to the neighborhood.

Sincerely,
o

Ms. Gidget Peterson

Submitted at Planning Commission

Date | lalol, tem +F ;6



ity Druny

2412 Mason Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89102-2122
(702) 877-2591
ahollyday@aol.com

October 30, 2006

To whom it may concern,

Our family moved into the McNeil sub-division over 30 years ago when I was in high
school. Years later, when their children had grown, my parents provided us the
opportunity to purchase their home. My husband and I were eager to move our family
into this terrific neighborhood.

This well established neighborhood has under gone many changes. But what makes this
neighborhood unique is the neighborly ways of the residents. The respect most of us
have for one another. We respect the wishes of Alvy and Connie Cook, of 1117
Strong Drive, to improve their property. We do not object to their plans to
expand and hope the zoning commission will approve their zone variance

request. We are also, currently remodeling our home and although our plans do not
involve a zone variance, our neighbors are also supportive of our building plans.

Thank you,

Holly Dmry%\



To whom it may concern, 10/20/06  9:20am

Please be advised that we are the direct neighbors to Alvy and Connie to
the south. Our address i1s 1127 Strong Dr. We feel it is fine and welcomed
to the neighborhood with the addition to their home.

Y/~

] h Donsus REDDING
1127 Streng Dr

Las Végas Nv 89102
702-338-1721

| oo SUZANNE Y. HATCH b
57 Notary Public, State of Nevada P

Appomtment No. 9833541

State of Nevada '
County of Clark "
I

This Instrument was owledged
By on/p-0d
|

-



Thomas Jerald Newton

1122 Buehler Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

Phone (702) 382-1754
Fax (702) 382-3963

October 30, 2006

Alvy Cook
1117 Strong Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada §9102

RE: REQUEST FOR VARIANCE: VAR-16505

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Cook, and To Whomever This May Concern,

Your property and my property are adjoining, back-to-back.

Since you want to improve your property, I will heartily endorse any plan which you desire.

Your property is yours, which is yours to modify however you want. Since safety is a concern for you as well as for

me, I’m sure your plans to remodel and to increase your house size adequately reflect your interests and any
worries from your neighbors.

Good Luck on your Project!
SECURITY ALARMS
ACE LOCKSMITHS /A
“YOUR WINNING SECURITY TEAM” T«'A;P
JERRY NEWTON, CEO (2R Sincerely,
CML, Certified Master Locksmith
CPS, Certifted Professianal Safecracker Your Nei ghbor,
(702) 382-1754
1201 S. CASINO CENTER ¢« LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89104
FAX: (702) 382-3963 + B MAIL: acelock@earthlink.net
Visit cur Web Store; www.ncelock-lasvegad.com Jerry Newton

Attachment: VAR-16505



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

VARIANCE
MEETING:  PLANNING COMMISSION
T DATE: OCTOBER 19, 210
Mo BORHER DR  LOCATION:  CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
LAS VEGAS NV 89102-2106 400 STEW ART AVENUE
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA
ST "~ VAR-16505

APPLICANT/OWNER: ALVY COOK - REQUEST FOR A VARIANCE TO ALLOW A FIVE-FOOT REAR
YARD SETBACK WHERE 15 FEET IS THE MINIMUM SETBACK REQUIRED FOR A PROPOSED
ROOM ADDITION AT 1117 STRONG DRIVE (APN 162-05511-005), Rl (SINGLE FAMILY
RESIDENTIAL) ZONE, WARD 1 (TARKANIAN). |

THE ABOVE PROPERTY IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS BEING A PORTION OF THE NORTH HALF
(N%2) OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER (NE%) OF SECTION 5, TOWNSHIP 21 SOUTH, RANGE 61
EAST, M.D.M.

Any and all interested persons may appear before the City Planning Commission either in person or by representative and object
to or express approval of this request; or may, prior to this meeting, file written' objections thereto or approval thereof with the
Planning and Development Depariment, Current Planning Division, Development Services Center, 731 South Fourth Street,
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101. Final Action on this request may be determined by the City Council. The date of the City Council
meeting, if apphcable will be announced at the Pianning Commission meetmg after the discussion of the item. You may not
receive an additional notice for the City Council meeting. For further information, please cali (702) 229-6301 (TDD 386-9108)
http:ffarww. lasvegasnevada.gov.

. JOHN KORKOSZ, PLANNING SUPERVISOR
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
CURRENT PLANNING DIVISION

SEE LOCATION MAP ON REVERSE SIDE
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% o,ﬂ LM V&gM Agenda ltem No.: 39

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT.:

VAR-15338 - VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - OWNER/APPLICANT: S.F.
INVESTMENTS, LLC - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW PROPOSED SINGLE FAMILY
DWELLING TO BE 14 FEET FROM THE REAR PROPERTY LINE WHERE 15 FEET IS
REQUIRED AND A SIDE SETBACK OF 4 FEET WHERE 5 FEET IS REQUIRED on 0.14
acres at 6163 Maxmar Court (APN 138-14-713-003), R-i1 (Single Family Residential) Zone,
Ward 5 (Weekly).

P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location and Aerial Maps

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:

TRUESDELL — Motion to WITHDRAW WITHOUT PREJUDICE Item 39 [VAR-15338];
TABLE. Item 13 [GPA-16294], Item 14 [ZON-16296], Item 15 [VAR-16298] and Item 16
[SDR-16292]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 17 [GPA-16511], Item 18 [ZON-16519], ltem
19 [VAR-16525], Item 20 [SDR-16522], Item 25 [ZON-16179], Item 26 [VAR-16181], Item
27 [VAR-17191] and Item 28 [SDR-16180] to the 11/16/2006 Planning Commission
Meetingg HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 7 [SDR-16954] to the 12/07/2006 Planning
Commission Meeting; and HOLD IN ABEYANCE Item 35 [SUP-15027 — rescind] and Item
36 [SUP-15027 - reconsider] to the 12/21/2006 Planning Commission Meeting —
UNANIMOUS

MINUTES:
JOHN KORKOSZ, Planning and Development Department, stated that the applicant has



% 0’6 W V%M Agenda Iltem No.: 39

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 39 — VAR-15338

MOTION — Continued:
requested to withdraw without prejudice Item 39 [VAR-15338] and he supported that request.
(6:03 - 6:07)
1-59
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VAR-15338

City of Las VegM |
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-15338 - OWNER/APPLICANT: S.F. INVESTMENTS, LLC

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to the conditions for Rezoning (ZON-3119), Site Development Plan Review
(SDR-3235), and Tentative Map (TMP- 3718).

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate of
occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of Time
may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.




VAR-15338

VAR-15338 - Staff Report Page One
November 2,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This request is for a Variance to allow a single-family home with a rear yard setback of 14 feet
where 15 feet is required and a side setback of four feet where five feet is required on 0.14 acres
at 6163 Maxmar Court (APNs 138-14-713-003), in the Bunker Commons subdivision.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

"03/16/88

05/02/90

01/19/94

08/03/94

11/10/97

ricdiRelevantiCif)

The City Council demied - Rezomng (z 0133.87) from R.E (Residence
Estates) to R-PD3 (Residential Planned Development — 3 Units Per Acre) ona

portion of the subject property. The Planning Commission recommended
denial.

The City Council approved a Rezoning (Z-0032-90) from N-U (Non-Urban)
to R-E (Residence Estates) on a portion of the subject property. The Planning

Commission recommended denial. The Resolution of Intent expired on
May 2, 1991.

The City Council denied a Rezoning (Z-0123-93) from R-E (Residence
Estates) to R-D (Single Family Residence, Restricted), R-1 (Single Family
Residence) R-PD2 (Residential Planned Development ~ 2 Units Per Acre),
and N-U (Non-Urban) and R-CL (Single Family Compact Lot) on the subject
properties. The Planning Commission recommended denial.

The City Council approved a Rezoning (Z-0065-94) from R-E (Residence
Estates) to R-D (Single Family Residence, Restricted) on a portion of the
subject property. The Planning Commission recommended approval. The
Resolution of Intent expired on August 3, 1995,

The City Council denied a Special Use Permit (U-0078-97) for a proposed
convalescent care facility on a portion of the subject property. The Planning
Commission recommended denial.
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"05/25/06

08/20/03

12/03/03

02/26/04

The City Council voted to Table a General Plan Amendment (GPA-2570) to
amend the General Plan from R (Rural Density Residential) to L (Low
Density Residential), and approved the applicant’s request to Withdraw
without Prejudice a Rezoning (ZON-2573) to amend the zoning designation
from R-E (Residence Estates) to R-PD5 (Residential Planned Development —
5 Units Per Acre), Site Development Plan Review (SDR-2580) for a proposed
46-Iot, single-family development and to allow 4.6 dwelling units per acre
within a rural preservation neighborhood buffer where 3.0 dwelling units per
acre is permitted and a Variance (VAR-2578) to allow zero square feet of
open space where 33,062 square feet is required on the subject property. The
Planning Commission recommended denial for all applications on July 24,
2003.

The City Council approved a General Plan Amendment (GPA-2570) to L
(Low Density Residential); a Rezoning (ZON-3119) to R-1 (Single Family
Residential with a waiver to the RPN density limitation; and a Site
Development Plan Review (SDR-3235) for a 34-lot, single-family residential
development on the subject site. The Planning Commission recommended
approval of all three actions.

The Planning Commission approved a Tentative Map (TMP-3718) titled
Bunker Commons, a 34-lot, single-family residential subdivision on 10.0
acres adjacent to the northeast corner of Mustang Street and Peak Drive. Staff
recommended approval.

A pre-application meeting was held and staff indicated that because two un-
built lots in the subdivision cannot meet the required R-1 setbacks, a
condition of the approved site plan (SDR-3235). This requirement would
need to be removed by a variance on individual lots. If the lots were
developed, the applicant could have applied for an administrative deviation.
The applicant was informed that a side setback deviation of 0.05 feet and rear
setback deviation of 0.46 feet was the result of a failure to perform a lot-fit
analysis prior to map approval. Planning Commission may be final action for
a variance; however, a review of condition would require City Council
Approval.

A subsequent pre-application meeting was held for follow-up and to discuss a

similar request in another phase of this subdivision
e

neighborhood meeting is not required for this request nor was one held.
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VAR-15338

Subj ect Proert

Undeveloped L (Low Density R-1 (Single Family
o Residential) Residential)
North Undeveloped L (Low Density R-1 (Single Family
Residential) Residential)
South Single Family R (Rural Density Unincorporated Clark
Residential) County
East Undeveloped L (Low Density R-1 (Single Family
Residential) Residential)
West Undeveloped L (Low Density R-1 (Single Family
Residential) Residential)
Sheciu DLl o s NG G
b ec1al Area Plan X Y
pecil Distric L = 0 No | Complionde’ ||
Speclal Purp0se and Overlay Dlstrlcts X Y
A-O Airport Overlay District X Y
Trails X Y
Rural Preservation Overlay District X Y
Development Impact Notification Assessment X Y
Project of Regional Significance X Y

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
Mln Lot Size 6,500 Square Feet 6,507 SF
30 Feet at cul-de-sac
arc 33 Feet Y
Min. Lot Width 65 Feet average 69 Feet Y
Min. Setbacks
* Front 20 Feet 20 Feet Y
e Side 5 Feet 45Feet |N
o Corner 15 Feet NA NA
e Rear 15 Feet 14.98 Feet | N
Max. Lot Coverage 50% 29% Y
Max. Building Height 2 Stories or 35 Feet 1 Story Y
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670 ' 670  |L@ow |55

Units/Acre Units/Acre Density Units/Acre
1 duon Residential) | 1 d/uon
subject site subject site

ANALYSIS

While the proposed deviation from standards will not have a significant effect on adjacent
properties, the deviation from standards is considered a self-imposed hardship. The applicant is
choosing to deviate from standards through their design choice. The parcels were designed by
the applicant, and a site fit analysis completed earlier in the process would have allowed the
applicant to offer an appropriate elevation which would fit within the setbacks of this lot without
the self-imposed hardship of encroaching into the rear yard setback. Denial of this request is
recommended.

FINDINGS

In accordance with the provisions of Title 19.18.070(B), Planning Commission and City Council,
in considering the merits of a Vartance request, shall not grant a Variance in order 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 financial in nature.”

Additionally, Title 19.18.070L states:

“Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a specific piece of
property at the time of enactment of the regulation, or by reason of exceptional topographic
conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or condition of the piece of property,
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.”

No evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance has been presented, in that the applicant
has created a self-imposed hardship by proposing a structure that does not fit within the setbacks
of the approved site plan. An alternative proposal would allow conformance to the Title 19
requirements. In view of the absence of any hardships imposed by the site’s physical
characteristics, it is concluded that the applicant’s hardship is preferential in nature, and it is
thereby outside the realm of NRS Chapter 278 for granting of Variances.

RL
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NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 4

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 1

SENATE DISTRICT 3
NOTICES MAILED 196
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0
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STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

VAR' 1 5338 APN: 138-14-713-003 & 138-14-610-008

Name of Property Owner: __S.F. Investments, LLC

Case Number:;

Name of Applicant: Royal Construction

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

Yes & No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:
Partner(s): \

APN: 1

FTEpYEn B ARG, Prtsiofn T
Print Name: 5-8.5, 95"5“‘,?/'1 NC, At ive M e ez .

[

Signature of Property Owner:

Subscribed and sworn before me

ooy

14 MACIAS
Ngﬂfr? Eﬁalk iate of Nevoda,

No. 05-95904-1
4 N‘.YUPP"" EKP'APT' ‘; 2

This__ /Z dayof JLLI{;; , 2006

Notary Public in and for said County and State

Revised 12-03-04 f\depot\Application Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.doc
RECEIVED
JUL 2 12008
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GEVELOGPLITNT COORBINATION

May 26, 2006

City of Las Vegas
Planning Department

731 South 4" Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

RE: Application for Variance of Setback Requirements on Lots 3 & 7 of Bunker Commons I

.To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of our client, SF Investments, LLC, we herby submit for your review an application for a variance
of setback requirements on Lots 3 & 7 of Bunker Commons II.

A preliminary lot fit analysis was completed by the engineer prior to approval of the Site Development

Review being approved, in which one or more of the proposed models fit on every lot. However, as a

. condition of approval for the Site Development review certain lots were restricted from placement of the two

-story model, lot 7 being one of them. That condition in conjunction with the constraints of a pie shaped lots

has caused an encroachment of .02” into the required rear set-back of 15° and a .5* into the required side set-

- back of 5’ on lot 3 and .45’ into the required rear set-back of 15’ on lot 7. The developer and its engineer have

made every effort to meet all development standards while respecting the conditions imposed by the Site

Development Review, we feel this is a minor encroachment and would have no negative impact on any
surrounding neighbors.

We appreciate your consideration and hope for your favorable recommendation of this application. If you
.hould have any questions or concems, please do not hesitate to contact me at (702) 672-3938. Thank you.

Sincegely,

aj)d_/b& S \U@U’\é’b/ﬁ_:zi.

Valerie Livengood
President

VAR-15338
11/02/06 PC

RECEIVED
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ ° | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

VAR-16645 - VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - OWNER/APPLICANT: S.F.
INVESTMENTS, LLC - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW PROPOSED SINGLE FAMILY
DWELLING TO BE 14 FEET FROM THE REAR PROPERTY LINE WHERE 15 FEET IS
THE MINIMUM SETBACK REQUIRED on 0.157 acres at 6162 Maxmar Court (APN 138-14-
713-007), R-1 (Single Family Residential) Zone, Ward 5 (Weekly).

P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location and Aerial Maps

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:
EVANS — APPROVED subject to conditions — UNANIMOUS

This is Final Action

MINUTES:
CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open.

JOHN KORKOSZ, Planning and Development Department, stated the application is for a self-
imposed hardship and recommended denial.

VALERIE LIVENGOOD, 1592 Maple Leaf Street, appeared on behalf of the applicant. She
explained that the original engineer had informed the applicant that the models would not
encroach upon any of the setbacks. After hiring a different engineer, the applicant was informed
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 40 — VAR-16645

MINUTES - Continued:

that the home on this property was slightly encroaching one foot into the rear setback. The
applicant had another model designed as an option but remained unable to meet the setback
requirement on this lot. She noted the encroachment was minimal and respectfully requested
approval.

COMMISSIONER EVANS expressed his approval, noting the minor one foot variance request
would not negatively impact anyone.

MS. LIVENGOOD informed COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT -and CHAIRMAN
TROWBRIDGE that this lot’s rear yard backs up to Peak Drive.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed.

(8:13 - 8:17)
2-735
CONDITIONS:
Planning and Development
1. Conformance to the conditions for Rezoning (ZON-3119), Site Development Plan

Review (SDR-3235), and Tentative Map (TMP-3718).

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate
of occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of
Time may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.
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VAR-16645

G\'Zy 0‘6 Las Veg&t
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

[TEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-16645 - OWNER/APPLICANT: S.F. INVESTMENTS,
LLC

*% CONDITIONS #**

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to the conditions for Rezoning (ZON-3119), Site Development Plan Review
(SDR-3235), and Tentative Map (TMP- 3718).

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate of
occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of Time
may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.
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** STAFF REPORT **
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
This application is a request for a Variance to allow a proposed single-family dwelling to be 14

feet from the rear property line where 15 feet is the minimum setback required on 0.157 acres at
6162 Maxmar Court in the Bunker Commons subdivision.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

.

03/16/88 The City Council denied a Rezoning (Z-0133-87) from R-E (Residence
- Estates) to R-PD3 (Residential Planned Development — 3 Units Per Acre) on a
portion of the subject property. The Planning Commission recommended
denial.

1 05/02/90 - The City Council approved a Rezoning (Z-0032-90) from N-U (Non-Urban)

“to R-E (Residence Estates) on a portion of the subject property. The Planning |
Commission recommended denial. The Resolution of Intent expired on
May 2, 1991.

01/19/94 The City Council denied a Rezoning (Z-0123-93) from R-E (Residence
Estates) to R-D (Single Family Residence, Restricted), R-1 (Single Family
Residence) R-PD2 (Residential Planned Development — 2 Units Per Acre),
and N-U (Non-Urban) and R-CL (Single Family Compact Lot) on the subject
properties. The Planning Commission recommended denial.

08/03/94 The City Council approved a Rezoning (Z-0065-94) from R-E (Residence
"Estates) to R-D (Single Family Residence, Restricted) on a portion of the
subject property. The Planning Commission recommended approval. The
| Resolution of Intent expired on August 3, 1995.

| 11/10/97 The City Council denied a Special Use Permit (U-0078-97) for a proposed
convalescent care facility on a portion of the subject property. The Planning
| Commission recommended denial.
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08/20/03

12/03/03

02/26/04

The City Council voted to Table a General Plan Amendment (GPA-2570) to
amend the General Plan from R (Rural Density Residential) to L (Low
Density Residential), and approved the applicant’s request to Withdraw
without Prejudice a Rezoning (ZON-2573) to amend the zoning designation
from R-E (Residence Estates) to R-PD5 (Residential Planned Development —
5 Units Per Acre), Site Development Plan Review (SDR-2580) for a proposed
46-lot, single-family development and to allow 4.6 dwelling units per acre
within a rural preservation neighborhood buffer where 3.0 dwelling units per
acre arc permitted and a Variance (VAR-2578) to allow zero square feet of
open space where 33,062 square feet is required on the subject property. The
Planning Commission recommended denial for all applications on July 24,
2003.

The City Council approved a General Plan Amendment (GPA-2570) to L
(Low Density Residential); a Rezoning (ZON-3119) to R-1 (Single Family
Residential with a waiver to the RPN density limitation; and a Site
Development Plan Review (SDR-3235) for a 34-lot single family residential
development on the subject site. The Planning Commission recommended
approval of all three actions.

The Planning Commission approved a Tentative Map (TMP-3718) titled
Bunker Commons, a 34-lot, single-family residential subdivision on 10.0
acres adjacent to the northeast corner of Mustang Street and Peak Drive. Staff
recommended approval.

05/25/06

09/08/06

A pre-application meeting was held and staff indicated that because two
unbuilt lots in the subdivision cannot meet the required R-1 setbacks, a
condition of the approved site plan (SDR-3235). This requirement would
need to be removed by a variance on individual lots. If the lots were
developed, the applicant could have applied for an administrative deviation.
The applicant was informed that a side setback deviation of 0.05 feet and rear
setback deviation of 0.46 feet was the result of a failure to perform a lot-fit
analysis prior to map approval. Planning Commission may be final action for
a variance; however, a review of condition would require City Council
Approval. Because both parcels share a common owner, staff indicated that
one variance 1S acceptable.

A subsequent pre-application meeting was held for follow-up and to discuss a
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nding Propein isting 1.and Phann 2 LRIStg Zoning o

Subject Property Undeveloped L (Low Density R-1 (Single Family
Residential) Residential)

North Single Family L (Low Density - R-1 (Single Family
Residential) Residential)

South Undeveloped R (Rural Density R-1 (Single Family
' Residential) Residential)

East Undeveloped L (Low Density R-1 (Single Family
Residential) Residential)

West Undeveloped L (Low Density R-1 (Single Family
Residential) Residential)

Special Area Plan

Special Purpose and Overlay Districts X Y
A-O Airport Overlay District X Y
Trails X Y
Rural Preservation Overlay District X Y
Development Impact Notification Assessment X Y
Project of Regional Significance X Y
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
Min. Lot Size ‘ 6,500 Square Feet 6,910 Y
Min. Lot Width 30 Feet at cul-de-sac
arc 42 Feet Y
65 Ieet average 77 Feet Y
Min. Setbacks
 Front 20 Feet 20Feet |Y
e Side 5 Feet 5 Feet Y
e Corner 15 Feet NA NA
e Rear 15 Feet 14.55 Feet | N
Max. Lot Coverage 50% 29% Y
Max. Building Height 2 Stories or 35 Feet 2 Stories |Y
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Units/Acre Units/Acre Density Units/Acre
1duon Residential) | 1 d/uon
subject site subject site

ANALYSIS

While the proposed deviation from standards will not have a significant effect on adjacent
properties, the deviation from standards is considered a self-imposed hardship. The applicant is
choosing to deviate from standards through their design choice. The parcels were designed by
the applicant, and a site fit analysis completed earlier in the process would have allowed the
applicant to offer an appropriate elevation which would fit within the setbacks of this lot without
the self-imposed hardship of encroaching into the rear yard setback Denial of this request is
recommended.

FINDINGS

In accordance with the provisions of Title 19.18.070(B), Planning Commission and City Council,
in considering the merits of a Variance request, shall not grant a Variance in order 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 financial in nature.”

Additionally, Title 19.18.070L states:

“Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a specific piece of
property at the time of enactment of the regulation, or by reason of exceptional topographic
conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or condition of the piece of property,
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.”
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No evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance has been presented, in that the applicant
has created a self-imposed hardship by proposing a structure that does not fit within the setbacks
of the approved site plan. An altemative proposal would allow conformance to the Title 19
requirements. In view of the absence of any hardships imposed by the site’s physical
characteristics, it is concluded that the applicant’s hardship is preferential in nature, and it is
thereby outside the realm of NRS Chapter 278 for granting of Variances.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 4

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 1

SENATE DISTRICT 3
NOTICES MAILED 183
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0
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STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

VAR'1 6645 APN: 138-14-713-007 -

Name of Property Owner: __S.F. Investments, LLC

Case Number:

Name of Applicant: Royal Construction

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

Yes No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the nameg(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s): \

APN:

Signature of Property Owner: W &

STERHE . ANEP PR | PRETI0fd
Print Name: _§ (Z.4-.QEVEUORNEGAT 0. 14 ¢
Y papoVe MeMFe

Subscribed and sworn before me
s
This —2.? day of ﬂlyaf‘/' , 200 L,

o

d for saidounty and State

VALERIE LIVENGOOD
Notary Public - State of Nevada —._
§).] Appointment Recorded in Clark
No: 02-75336 - Expires May 1, 2610~

Notary Public

Revised 12-03-04 f\depot\Application Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.doc
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VAR-16645 - OWNER/APPLICANT: S.F. INVESTMENTS, LLC
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION
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BEVELOPRIESRT COCRDINATION

August 16, 2006

City of Las Vegas
Planning De ‘Eariment

731 South 4™ Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

RE: Application for Variance of Setback Requirements on Lot 7 of Bunker Commons I

.To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of our client, S.F. Investments, LLC, we herby submit for your review an application for a variance
of setback requirements on Lot 7 of Bunker Commons I.

A preliminary lot fit analysis was completed by the engineer prior to approval of the Site Development
Review being approved, in which one or more of the proposed models fit on every lot. However, as a
condition of approval for the Site Development review certain lots were restricted from placement of the two
story model, lot 7 being one of them. That condition in conjunction with the constraints of a pie shaped lots
has caused an encroachment of .45 into the required rear set-back of 15" on lot 7. The developer and its
engineer have made every effort to meet all development standards while respecting the conditions imposed .
by the Site Development Review, we feel this is a minor encroachment and would have no negative impact on
any surrounding neighbors.

We appreciate your consideration and hope for your fivorable recommendation of this application. If you
should have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me at (702) 672-3938. Thank you.

.Smcerely,
Valene Livengood (% E

President

VAR-16645
11/02/06 PC
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
" ' PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT [X_ | DISCUSSION
SUBJECT:
VAR-16646 - VARIANCE - PUBLIC HEARING - OWNER/APPLICANT: S.F.

INVESTMENTS, LLC - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW A PROPOSED SINGLE
FAMILY DWELLING TO BE 11 FEET FROM THE REAR PROPERTY LINE WHERE 15
FEET IS THE MINIMUM SETBACK REQUIRED on 0.16 acres at 6130 Patriots Point Court.
(APN 138-14-714-005), U (Undeveloped) Zone Under Resolution of Intent to R-I (Single
Family Residential), Ward 5 (Weekly).

P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. |0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting ' City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENTAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location and Aerial Maps

2, Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Lettér

MOTION:
EVANS — APPROVED subject to conditions — Motion carried with STEINMAN voting NO

This is Final Action

MINUTES: _
CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open.

JOHN KORKOSZ, Planning and Development Department, stated the application is for a self-
imposed h‘ardship and recommended denial.

VALERIE LIVENGOOD, 1592 Maple Leaf Street, appeared on behalf of the applicant. :She.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 41 — VAR-16646.

MINUTES — Continued:

explained that the original engineer had informed the applicant that the models. would not
encroach upoen any of the setbacks. After hiring a different erigineer, the applicant was informed
that the home on this- property was slightly encroaching one foot into the rear setback. The
applicant had another model designed as an option but could not prevent the setback
encroachment on this lot. She noted the encroachment was minimal and respectfully requested
approval.

COMMISSIONER STEINMAN stated he could not support a four foot reduction in the rear yard
setback requirements and observed that an alternative design could accommodate the setback
requirements. MS. LIVENGOOD emphasized her client had made every effort to meet the
setback requirements but was unable to meet those requirements on two lots out of 75 lots in the
development.

COMMISSIONER EVANS expressed his support, stating a four foot variance request was not
egregious.

MS. LIVENGOOD informed COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT that her client owned the entire
development and would be the one most affected by this approval of this application.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed.

(8:17 - 8:21)
2-1012
CONDITIONS:
Planning and Development
1. Conformance to the conditions for Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16849) if
approved.

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

3. The parking lot and landscaping must be installed prior to issuance of a Certificate of
Occupancy for any finished buildings.

4, All handicapped parking spaces must comply with the Standards as provided in Title
19.010(G)3(2).
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
Item 41 — VAR-16646

CONDITIONS — Continued:

5. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.
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VAR-16646

City of Las Vegas
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-16646 - OWNER/APPLICANT: S.F. INVESTMENTS, LLC

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL. If Approved, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to the conditions for Rezoning (ZON-4644), and Tentative Map (TMP-
5489).

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a certificate of
occupancy has been issued or upon approval of a final inspection. An Extension of Time
may be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.
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VAR-16646 - Staff Report Page One
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This request is for a Variance to allow a rear yard setback of 11 feet where 15 feet is required on
0.11 acres on a proposed single-family lot at 6130 Patriots Point Court (138-14-714-005), in the
Bunker Commons subdivision.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

it

08/07/85

03/12/92

08/18/99

07/22/04

12/02/04

IRCLTEIREI a TG,

The Clty Councﬂ approved the Commumty Proﬁles of the 01ty of Las egas
by Resolution. On this plan, the subject site was designated for Rural
Residential land uses with a maximum density of three dwelling units per
acre.

The Planning Commission approved the three Land Use Sector Maps of the
General Plan. On this plan, the subject site was designated as R (Rural
Density Residential) with a maximum density of 3.96 dwelling units per acre.

The City Council approved a General Plan Amendment (GPA-0014-99) to
amend portions of the Southwest Sector Plan to indicate areas of potential
transition, correct errors from GIS data conversion, and match actions since
1996. On this plan, the parcels were designated as R (Rural Density
Residential) with a maximum density of 3.5 dwelling units per acre. The |
Planning Commission and staff recommended approval.

The City Council approved a request for a Waiver (WVR-4596) to Title
18.12.160 to allow approximately 180 feet between street intersections where
220 feet is the minimum distance separation required. Also, a request was
approved for a Rezoning (ZON-4644) from U (Undeveloped) [R (Rural)
General Plan Designation] to R-1 (Single Family Residential). The Planning
Commission and staff recommended approval.

The Planning Commission approved a request for a Tentative Map (TMP-
5489) for a nine-lot, single-family residential subdivision on 2.5 acres
adjacent to the southwest corner of Peak Drive and Bronco Street. Staff
recommended approval.
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VAR-16646 - Staff Report Page Two
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

05/25/06

09/08/06

BreApplicationiveet

A pre-apphcauon meeting was held and staff indicated that because two
unbuilt Iots in the subdivision cannot meet the required R-1 setbacks, a
condition of the approved site plan. This requirement would need to be
removed by a variance on individual lots. If the lots were developed, the
applicant could have applied for an administrative deviation. The applicant
was informed that a side setback deviation of 0.05 feet and rear setback
deviation of 0.46 feet was the result of a failure to perform a lot-fit analysis
prior to map approval. Planning Commission may be final action for a
variance; however, a review of condition would require City Council
Approval. Because both parcels share a common owner, staff indicated that
one variance is acceptable.

A subsequent pre-application meeting was held for follow-up and to
specifically address the issues of the subject site

4 ;‘,fé;g%@%“fhaad%:(etz ;

A neighborhood meeting was not required for this Variance nor was one held.

oFApp! hgg@e ,;iiéi' itesth

SH R B G A O S

ropertya BXisting Land Useg[PIaRnEaiEand;
Subj ect Property Undeveloped L (Low Density U (Undeveloped) under
Residential) Resolution of Intent to
R-1 (Single Family
Residential)
North Undeveloped L (Low Density U (Undeveloped) under
' Residential) Resolution of Intent to
R-1 (Single Family
Residential)
South Undeveloped R (Rural Density U (Undeveloped) under
Residential) Resolution of Intent to
R-1 (Single Family
Residential)
East Undeveloped L (Low Density Right of Way,
Residential) Unincorporated Clark
County
West Undeveloped L (Low Density R-1 (Single Family
Residential) Residential)
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zm LISTFICIS L OTLE
 Special Area Plan

VAR-16646

SSpecialiDiSIricts/Z,onesin
Special Purpose and Overlay Dlstrlcts Y
A-O Airport Overlay District Y
Trails X Y
Rural Preservation Overlay District X Y
Development Impact Notification Assessment X Y
Project of Regional Significance X Y
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
Stan Reqtii red/ ANOWedign] SRrovilea s iCompl,
Mln Lot Size 6,500 Square Feet 6,973
30 Feet at cul-de-sac
arc 38 Feet Y
Min. Lot Width 65 Feet average 75 Feet Y
Min. Setbacks
* Front 18 Feet 18 Feet |Y
¢ Side 5 Feet 5 Feet Y
o Corner 15 Feet NA NA
o Rear 15 Feet 11 Feet N
Max. Lot Coverage 50% 27% Y
Max. Building Height 2 Stories or 35 Feet 1 Story Y

6.70
Units/Acre

Umts/Acre

Density
Residential)

= Iy
Units/Acre

ANALYSIS

While the proposed deviation from standards will not have a significant effect on adjacent
properties, the deviation from standards is considered a self-imposed hardship. The applicant is
choosing to deviate from standards through their design choice. The parcels were designed by
the applicant, and a site fit analysis completed earlier in the process would have allowed the
applicant to offer an appropriate elevation which would fit within the setbacks of this lot without
the self-imposed hardship of encroaching into the rear yard setback. Denial of this request is

recommended.
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FINDINGS

In accordance with the provisions of Title 19.18.070(B), Planning Commission and City Council,
in considering the merits of a Variance request, shall not grant a Variance in order 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 financial in nature.”

Additionally, Title 19.18.070L states:

“Where by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of a specific piece of
property at the time of enactment of the regulation, or by reason of exceptional topographic
conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or condition of the piece of property,
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.”

No evidence of a unique or extraordinary circumstance has been presented, in that the applicant
has created a self-imposed hardship by proposing a structure that does not fit within the setbacks
of the approved site plan. An alternative proposal would allow conformance to the Title 19
requirements. In view of the absence of any hardships imposed by the site’s physical
characteristics, it is concluded that the applicant’s hardship is preferential in nature, and it is
thereby outside the realm of NRS Chapter 278 for granting of Variances.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 4

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 1

SENATE DISTRICT 3
NOTICES MAILED 177
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0




‘PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT l)l'".l’.—\RT.\lE.\'T

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

VAR'1 6646 APN: 138-14-714-005

Name ofProperty 0wner: S.F. lnvesh’nentS. LLC

Case Number:

Name of Applicant: Royal Construction

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

e Yes _ —A—NO

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel. :

City Official: .
Partner(s): \
APN: A )
Signature of Property Owner:; 1\ & >\_SN
_ Print Name: __ S @ppen B W Preesioen’
5 BA. DEVECQrYen T IVC
Subscribed and sworn before me MAdgplo v EMm BER.__-

VALERIE LIVENGOOD
N Notary Fublic - State of Nevada
A <5v).] Appointment Recorded in Clark County™
"B Mo 02753364 - Expires May 1, 2016

Revised 12-03-04 fAdepottApplication Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.doc
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VAR-16646 - OWNER/APPLICANT: S.F. INVESTMENTS, LLC
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF BRONCO STREET AND PEAK DRIVE
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

09/27/06




DEVELORMIENT OO WRDINATION

September 7, 2006

City of Las Vegas
Planning Department

731 South 4™ Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

RE: Application for Variance of Setback Requirements on Lot 5 of Bunker Commons IIX
\To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of our client, S.F. Investments, LLC, we herby submit for your review an application for a variance
of setback requirements on Lot 5 of Bunker Commons II1.

A preliminary lot fit analysis was completed by the engineer prior to approval of the Site Development
Review being approved, in which one or more of the proposed models fit on every lot. However, as a
condition of approval for the Site Development review certain lots were restricted from placement of the two
story model, lot 5 being one of them. That condition in conjunction with the constraints of a pie shaped lots
has caused an encroachment of 3.26’ into the required rear set-back of 15' on lot 5. The developer and its
engineer have made every effort to meet all development standards while respecting the conditions imposed
by the Site Development Review, we feel this is a minor encroachment and would have no negative impact on
any surrounding neighbors.

We appreciate your consideration and hope for your favorable recommendation of this application. If you
.should have any questions or concemns, please do iot hesitate to contact me at (702) 672-3938. Thank you.

Sincerely, A

roo- \_/’/
| %NZ/U\;%/ whenduzo
Valerie Liveng '

President

VAR-16646
11/02/06 PC:

PO Ben 675730 Las Y enas. Nevada 88162 ¢ Phoue YL TILRORE & P (THY 2341357 6

kawhestvenoomd o cos. iet
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT _
PIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT: '

SUP-16850 - SPECIAL USE PERMIT - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNLER:
ST. THOMAS CATHOLIC CHURCH - Request for a Special Use Permit FOR A
PROPOSED CHURCH/HOQUSE OF WORSHIP located on the south side of Roberta Drive,
approximately 1280 feet west of Decatur Boulevard (APN 138-13-801-002), U (Undeveloped)
Zone [R (Rural Density Residential) General Plan Designation], Ward 5 (Weekly).

C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 3 Planning Commission Mig. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location and Aerial Maps

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:
TRUESDELL - ABEYANCE to the 12/07/2006 Planning Commission meeting —
UNANIMOUS

. To be heard by the Planning Commission on 12/07/2006

MINUTES:
CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open for Item 42 [SUP-16850] and
Item 43 [SDR-16849].

DOUG RANKIN, Planning and Development Department, explained this application was for a
modular building which would initially be used as for a worship area and would later be
converted into a school. He suggested an amendment to Condition 4 of Item 43 [SDR-16849]
and recommended approval of both applications.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 42 — VAR-16850

MINUTES — Continued:
SHIRLEY KOSAK, 1421 North Jones Boulevard, appeared on behalf on the applicant. She
accepted all conditions and requested approval

LAURIE DEFRENE, 5015 Roberta Drive, appeared in opposition and expressed her concerns
with increased traffic. LINDA AUSTIN, 5075 Roberta Drive, concurred and pointed out six
other churches are already in the area. LEO NASER, 2435 Apricot Lane, concurred.

MS. KOSAK pointed out the property is within the City of Las Vegas while the residents are
within Clark County. She noted that the streets adjacent to the property would be improved,
improving traffic flow in the area. She explained to CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE that the
property had been annexed from the County to the City in order to obtain sewer access and not
because the project had been denied in the County.

ANTHONY KOSAK appeared on behalf of the applicant and stated Roberta Lane be the main
access to the property with less than 100 vehicles per service.

MR. RANKIN informed COMMISSIONER GOYNES that homeless feeding would not be
permitted as this property does not have the proper zoning, MR. RANKIN pointed out this
application is for a church, but noted a school use could be permitted under a Special Use Permit,

MS. KOSAK stated the school would only be elementary without any high school component,
MR. KOSAK explained the number of students was expected to be less than thirty.

COMMISSIONER EVANS stated he could support the proposed church but expressed concern
with the possible school component. CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE concurred and stated that
use would be inappropriate on this site. MR. KOSAK replied the structure would be used for
church services and not as a school until the permanent church was built.

COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL expressed his concern about the use.of a modular structure as
a school. While he could support the modular structure as a temporary church, he could not
support its long term use as school.

MARGO WHEELER, Planning and Development Department, pointed out the applicant is
seeking approval of a church use application and noted the applicant would have to return for
approval of a school use application before it would be permitted on this property.

COMMISSIONER STEINMAN noted the modular building is intended to be permanent and
could not support that proposal.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 42 — SUP-16850

MINUTES — Continued:

BISHOP BOB BURGESS, St. Thomas Old Catholic Church, explained that the structure would
be a pre-manufactured building that meets the standards of permanent buildings and that a school
was only a possibility. He also noted that this church’s educational program does not require
playground facilities.

COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL stated he could not support the application because the
proposed structure is architecturally inappropriate for the neighborhood.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE noted the. elevations depicted an unattractive modular building
and also expressed concern with unplanned.and incomplete future phases of the project.

After observing the confusion regarding the i_nterpretat'_ioﬁ of the applicant’s elevations,
COMMISSIONER TRUESDELIL suggested holding the items in abeyance in order to clarify the
applications and the applicant’s long term plans.

MR. KOSAK argued that he had submitted all backup requested by staff, but CHAIRMAN
TROWBRIDGE observed that all the submissions had failed to inform the Commissioners of the
true nature of the applicant’s request. COMMISSIONER EVANS suggested the applicant seek
assistance in-presenting this proposal to the Commissioners in a way they can better understand
it and added that following staff suggestions did not guarantee his support.

MR. and MS. KOSAK and BISHOP BURGESS each attempted to better explain the building
and its proposed uses, but COMMISSIONER GOYNES, EVANS, TRUESDELL and
CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE were not satisfied with any explanation,

COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT expressed concern that the applicants were ‘planning to use a
temporary building as a permanent structure.

COMMISSIONER GOYNES encouraged the applicants to meet with the neighbors and keep
them informed regarding this proposal.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed for Item 42 [SUP-16850] and
Item 43 [SDR-16849].
(8:21 - 9:03)
2-1012
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SUP-16850

03117 aﬂ Las chm
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

I[TEM DESCRIPTION: SUP-16850 - APPLICANT/OWNER: ST. THOMAS
CATHOLIC CHURCH ' '

*% CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to the conditions for Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16849) if
approved.

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

3. The parking lot and landscaping must be installed prior to issuance of a Certificate of
Occupancy for any finished buildings.

4. All handicapped parking spaces must comply with the Standards as provided in Title
19.010(G)3(a).

5. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied,
except as modified herein.
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** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
This is a request for a Special Use Permit (SUP-16850) to allow a Church/House of Worship on

the south side of Roberta Drive, approximately 1,280 feet west of Decatur Boulevard. A
companion Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16849) has also been filed.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

e C C1ty VCounc1 approved 'the requestfr Annexatlon (ANX 10579) into
City of Las Vegas lumts

RPAPPliTaT

The applicant met with staff concerning the requirements for developing a
church on a residentially-zoned parcel. The applicant was informed of the five
08/29/06 conditions required for a Church use for approval of a Special Use Permit. In
addition, the applicant was informed of the requirement for a Site
Development Plan Review and that residential adjacency would apply to the
’s heigh

NeighborRoodiMEetin
Although not required, a neighborhood meeting was suggested by staff. The
applicant turned down the suggestion as he stated that he already has the

NA support of the neighbors.
SubJ ect Property Undeveloped R-E (Rural Estates
Residential — .
Unincorporated Clark
' R (Low) County)
North: Roberta Lane/ R-PD6 (Residential
Single Family Planned Development
Residential R (Low) — 6 Units Per Acre)
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SUP-16850

South: Single Family R-E (Rural Estates
Residence Residential —
Unincorporated Clark
: R (Low) County)
"East: Single Family ' R-E (Rural Estates
Residence Residential —
Unincorporated Clark
R (Low) County)
West: Single Family R-E (Rural Estates
Residence/ Residential —
Undeveloped Unincorporated Clark
R (Low) County)

DIstricts/ Zone:
Speclal Area Plan

SpecianDistricls/Zornies
Speclal Purpose and Overlay Districts

A-O Airport Overlay Dlstrlct X Y
Trails X NA
Rural Preservation Overlay District X NA
Development Impact Notification Assessment X NA
Project of Regional Significance X Y

House of 1 space:
‘Worship 3,430 sq ft 100 sq ft 35 Y
9 spaces
per
Classrooms 6 classroom | 54 Y
Office 536 sq ft 1:300sqft |2 Y
SubTotal 89 105 11 Y
TOTAL
(including
handicap) 89 105 11 Y
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ANALYSIS

Prior to annexation into the City of Las Vegas, a Special Use Permit (UC-0273-04) for a church
was approved by the Clark County Planning Commission on March 18, 2004. The subject site is
currently zoned R-E (Residential Estates). The proposed use, a “Church/House of Worship”, is
permitted in this zoning district upon approval of a Special Use Permit and is subject to the five
conditions as listed by Title 19.04 Permitted Uses:

The conditions for issuance of a Special Use Permit for “Church/House of Worship” are:

1. The use may include related activities.

2. Child-care facilities and related activities are allowed if specifically requested in
the application.

3. If additional uses are required after approval, an additional public hearing is
necessary.

4.  Thrift shops, homeless shelters, etc. are limited to zones where they are allowed
as primary uses.

5. Five acres is the maximum size for a church site in a U or R-prefixed district.

These last two conditions cannot be waived. The proposed development appears to
comply with the listed conditions.

. FINDINGS

The following findings must be made for a Special Use Permit:

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.”

2. “The subject site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use proposed.”

3. “Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate in
size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”
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4. “Approval of the Special 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.”

5. The use meets all of the applicable conditions per Title 19.04.

In regard to “1>:

The subject site is currently R-E (Residence Estates) zoned. Churches are permitted in this
zoning district upon approval of a Special Use Permit, and are subject to the conditions as listed
by Title 19.04 Permitted Uses. As proposed, the development conforms to the requirements of
the zoning district.

In regard to “2”:

The site is physically suitable for the proposal. The site provides an adequate area for building
setback so that the building height and steeple, as proposed, meet the conditions as listed by Title
19.08 regarding residential adjacency.

In regard to “3”:
The capacity of this local street is adequate to meet the requirements of the proposed church use.
In regard to “4™;

The approval of the Special Use Permit for this church will not compromise the public health,
safety, and welfare as it contributes to the overall objectives of the General Plan.

In regard to “5”:

There are five conditions for the development of churches in a residential district. The project,
as proposed, does not conflict with any of these conditions. Additionally, the proposed
development will be subject to the Uniform Building Code and; therefore, the development will
not compromise the public health, safety or welfare,

[ mH |
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NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 1

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 1

SENATE DISTRICT 4
NOTICES MAILED 345 (Mailed with SDR~16849)
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0




PLANNING o
DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

Case Number; SUP'1 6850 APN: /:3 g -/ 3 gé/' 202
Name of Property Owner: S77 7 A A S O ATHII LA

- Name of Applicant: 577 T ApMAS  LATHELIC, AU BLH

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

Yes _ i No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:
Partner(s):
APN:
Signature of Property Owner: \Fﬁ .

Print Name: "-..“g:smb'e: REREET W, RULLISy

Subscribed and sworn before me

“This | i dayof AV GUST | 2000

YL Sy RV

Notary Publi¢ in and for said County and State

" Revised 12-03-04 fi\depot\Application Packet\Statement ;:f Finémial Interest.doc
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SAINT THOMAS CATHOLIC CHURCH
6010 SMOKE RANCH ROAD

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89108
BISHOP ROBERT BURGESS PHONE (702)-635-5840

TO; CITY OF LAS VEGAS
ATTENTION: PLANNING AND ZONING

Re: Letter of Justification

. St Thomas Catholic Church has been in existence since 1998, at it’s current location 6010 Smoke Ranch
Road in the City of Las Vegas. This is a coramercial strip center. We have acquired a Two and One Half
Acre parcel of land at the Southeast corner of Apricot Lane and Roberta Lane. This parcel of land was in
Clark County; we have applied for, and received, annexation into the City of Las Vegas.

The proposed use of this parcel of land is as follows:

1. To eveci a Manufactured type of structure (see atieched drawings Building #2) on the
extreme East side of the property and to utilize this structure as our place of worship during construction of
our primary house of worship (Building # ).

2. We propose to ecrect Building #1 as shown on the Site Plan. Upon completion of this
structure, we propose o utilize the Building #2 described in Para I, as an educational facility.

3. We intend to have the structures blend in to the surrounding structures |, as evidenced by
the submittals we have presented. We hold services presenily on Saturday at 5.00 PM and on Sunday at
9:00 AM and 11:00AM. We have functiohs that are held at various times. None of these functions are at a
penod of time as to intrude on the peace and serenity of the current surroundings.

4. We intend to abide by all City of Las Vegas Codes and Ordinances pertaining to this type
of facility. We are requesting the following exceptions:

a. That the set back required along the South property line and East property line be
reduced. There is an existing “block wall” acting a5 & buffer between the adjoining properties. Our Site
Plan inclicates that we are providing & four and one half and six feet buffer respectively. The necessity of an
eight foot buffer seems extreme.

b. Along the North property line abutting Roberta Lane and West properiy line abutting
Apricot Lane & requirement is for a fifteen fiet area for fandscaping. Our plans show a fourteen and one half
foot landscape area, on Apricot Lane and we have also provided a twenty four and one half foot landscape
area along Roberta Lane, We are asking for a trade off regarding the one half foot difference on West

‘property line.
¢. All parking spaces along the property lines require & planting area for every five
parking spaces. We are asking for an elimination of these planter areas,. We are in a water crisis in our area

and the requirement for additional landscaping seems superfluous. And as our congregation expands we
may require more parking spaces.

Respectfully submitied
S '
Bishdp Robert Burgess SU P 1 6850

SDR-16849
11/02/06 PC



0:17 0’6 LM V% Agenda [tem _No..: 43

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M.MARGO WHEELER, AICP | | CONSENT [X | DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

SDR-16849 - SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW RELATED TO SUP-16850 -
PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: ST. THOMAS CATHOLIC CHURCH -
Request for a Site Development Plan Review FOR A PROPOSED 11,590 SQUARE FOOT
CHURCH/HOUSE ‘OF WORSHIP AND A WAIVER OF THE PERIMETER LANDSCAPE
BULFERING STANDARD on 2.45 acres located on the south side of Roberta Drive,
approximately 1280 feet west of Decatur Boulevard, {APN 138-13-801-002), U (Undeveloped)

Zone [R (Rural Density Residential)-General Plan Designation], Ward 5 (Weekly).

C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mitg. |0 'Planning Commission Mtg, | 0
City Council Meeting __ City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4, Justification Letter

MOTION:
TRUESDELL - ABEYANCE to the 12/07/2006 Planning Commission meeting —
UNANIMOUS

To be heard by the Planning Commission on 12/07/2006

MINUTES:
NOTE: Sée Item 42 [SUP-16850] for all related discussion.
(8:21 —9:03)
2-1012
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U (UNDEVELOPED) ZONE [R (RURAL DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION]



SDR-16849

City of Las Vegas
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: SDR-16849 - APPLICANT/OWNER: ST.THOMAS CATHOLIC
CHURCH

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to the conditions for Special Use Permit (SUP-16850) if approved.

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

3. All development shall be in conformance with the site plan, landscape plan, and building
elevations, date stamped 09/15/2006 , except as amended by conditions herein.

4. A Waiver from 19.12 .040 is hereby approved, to allow a four-and-a-half foot perimeter
landscape buffering requirement where six feet is required and to allow no parking lot
landscape fingers.

5. A technical landscape plan, signed and sealed by a Registered Architect, Landscape
Architect, Residential Designer or Civil Engineer, must be submitted prior to or at the
same time application is made for a building permit. A permanent underground sprinkler
system is required, and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory manner; the
landscape plan shall include irrigation specifications.

6. No turf shall be permitted in the non-recreational common areas, such as medians and
amenity zones in this development.

7. Pre-planting and post-planting landscape inspections are required to ensure the appropriate
plant material, location, size of planters, and landscape plans are being utilized. The
Planning and Development Department must be contacted to schedule an inspection prior
to the start of the landscape installation and after the landscape installation is completed.
A certificate of occupancy will not be issued or the final inspection will not be approved
until the landscape inspections have been completed.

8. Reflective glazing at the pedestrian level is prohibited. Glazing above the pedestrian level
shall be limited to a maximum reflectance rating of 22% (as defined by the National
Institute of Standards and Technology).

| MH |
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

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

All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title
19.12.040.

Parking lot lighting standards shall be no more than 30 feet in height and shall utilize
downward-directed lights with full cut-off luminaires. Lighting on the exterior of
buildings shall be shielded and shall be downward-directed. Non-residential property
lighting shall be directed away from residential property or screened, and shall not create
fugitive lighting on adjacent properties.

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

The parking lot and landscaping must be installed prior to issuance of a Certificate of
Occupancy for any finished buildings.

Handicapped parking spaces must comply to Title 19.10.010 (K) Figure 4.

All City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.

Public Works

Dedicate 30 feet of right-of~way adjacent to this site for Roberta Lane and a 15 foot radius
at the southeast corner of Roberta Lane and Apricot Lane prior to the issuance of any
permits.

Construct half-street improvements including appropriate overpaving on Roberta Lane and
Apricot Lane adjacent to this site concurrent with development of this site. All existing
paving damaged or removed by this development shall be restored at its original location
and to its original width concurrent with development of this site.

Extend public sewer in Apricot Lane from Roberta Lane to the southern edge of this site at
a size, depth and location acceptable to the Collection System Planning section of the
Department of Public Works. 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.
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19. 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, submittal of any construction drawings, whichever may

occur first. Provide and improve all drainageways as recommended in the approved
drainage plan/study.
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** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This is a request for a Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16849) to allow a Church/House of
Worship on the south-side of Roberta Drive, approximately 1,280 feet west of Decatur
Boulevard. In addition, a companion application request for a Special Use Permit (SUP-16850)
has been filed.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The Clty Councﬂ”approvedthe request for Annexation (ANX-10579) into city
limits.

04/05/06
IRE e B i

The applicant met with staff concemmg the r qulrements for developmg
church on a residentially-zoned parcel. The applicant was informed of the five
08/29/06 conditions required for a Church use for approval of a Special Use Permit. In
addition, the applicant was informed of the requirement for a Site
Development Plan Review and that residential adjacency would apply to the
structure’s height.

Altilou nt equi ﬁ . grodmg w y sf
. NA applicant turned down the suggestion as he stated that he already has the
support of the neighbors.

Sllb_] ect Property Undeveloped R—E (Rural Estates
Residential —
Unincorporated Clark
R (Low) County)
North: Roberta Lane/ R-PD6 (Residential
Single Family Planned Development
Residential R (Low) — 6 Units Per Acre)

MH |
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SDR-16849

South: Single Family R-E (Rural Estates
Residence Residential —
Unincorporated Clark
R (Low) County)
East: Single Family R-E (Rural Estates
Residence Residential —
Unincorporated Clark
R (Low) County)
West: Single Family R-E (Rural Estates
Residence/ Residential —
Undeveloped Unincorporated Clark
R (Low) County)

Special Area Plan

iConipliah

SpecialiDistricty?Z
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts

A-O Airport Overlay District Y
Trails X NA
Rural Preservation Overlay District X NA
Development Impact Notification Assessment X NA
Project of Regional Significance Y

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

Pursuant to Title 19.08.060 the following
WStandara

standards app{v

Wompliance &

Mlﬁ Lot Size 20 000 s& ftu 106 570 sqft | Y
Min. Lot Width 100 feet 328 feet Y
Min. Setbacks 73.5 feet
* Front 50 feet 76 feet & Y
e Side 10 feet 107 feet Y
o Corner NA NA NA
* Rear 35 feet 67.5 feet Y
Min. Distance Between Buildings 6 feet 27 feet Y
Max. Lot Coverage NA 10.875% NA
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Max. Building Height 35 feet 29 feet Y
Screened and

Trash Enclosure covered None shown | NA

Mech. Equipment Screened None shown | NA

standards ap ly

Pursuam to T u‘le 1 9 08 060 the followm

R L) AN O et iR RRr0Y: 0 e N i
The east/west 76 feet on
elevations (gable the east/
side) require a 61.5- | west sides
3:1 proximity slope foot setback and the | & 148 feet Y
_ north/south on the
. elevations require a | north/south
107-foot setback. sides
76 feet,

Adjacent development matching setback NA 107 feet NA
50 feet from
residentially zoned | None

Trash Enclosure _ property shown NA.

Pursuant to Title 19.12 the followmg standards ’apply

Parking Area 1 Tree/Space
‘Buffer: .

Min. Trees 1 Tree/30 Linear Feet 46 Trees 18 N
TOTAL N
Min. Zone Width 6 Feet 6 Feet Y
Wall Height 8 Feet None shown | NA

*Per Title 19.10 (I)11{c ) iv. Perimeter Landscaping: “Landscape materials required for
perimeter landscape buffer areas may not be counted towards the requirements for landscape
islands in parking lots.”
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Church/
House of : 1 space:
Worship 3430 sq ft 100 sq ft 35
9 spaces
per
Classrooms | 6 classroom | 54
Office 536 sq ft 1:300sqft | 2
SubTotal 89 4 105 11 Y
TOTAL
(including .
handicap) 89 4 105 11 Y
9
4 _
To allow a four-and-a-half foot | One 24-inch box tree Approval
perimeter landscape buffering shall be planted per 30
requirement where six feet is linear feet with a_
required. minimum of four 5-
gallon shrubs for
every tree.
To allow no parking lot landscape One 24-inch box tree Approval
fingers where 17 are required. shall be planted for
every six uncovered
parking spaces with a
minimum of four 5-
gallon shrubs for
gvery tree.
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ANALYSIS

This is proposal for a Church/House of Worship on the south side of Roberta Drive,
approximately 1,280 feet west of Decatur Boulevard to be completed in two phases of
construction. The first phase is for a modular building that will temporarily house the
congregation while the primary church is being completed. The modular building —~shown as
building #2 on the provided plans date stamped 09/15/06 complies with the development
standards as listed in Title 19.08 and is suitably located in relation to the proposed finished
church. Upon completion of the finished church —shown as building #1- the congregants will
utilize the modular building for classrooms. The finished church —building #1- provides an
adequate area for building setback so that the building height and steeple, as proposed, meet the
conditions as listed by Title 19.08 regarding residential adjacency.

FINDINGS

The following findings must be made for an SDR:

1. The proposed development is compatible with adjacent development and development in
the area;

2. The proposed development is consistent with the General Plan, this Title, the Design
Standards Manual, the Landscape, Wall and Buffer Standards, and other duly-adopted
city plans, policies and standards;

3. Site access and circulation do not negatively impact adjacent roadways or neighborhood
traffic;

4. Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area and for the City;

5. Building 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;

6. Appropriate measures are taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and general
welfare.
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In regard to “1>":

Upon approval of the companion ‘Special Use Permit (SUP-16850) the proposed development is
compatible with adjacent development and development in the area.

In regard to “2”;

With exception to the requested waiver to parking lot and perimeter buffer landscape requirements,
the proposed development is consistent with the General Plan, Title 19, for Design, Landscape,
Wall and Buffer Standards, and other duly-adopted city plans, policies and standards.

In regard to 3™

The capacity of this local street is adequate to meet the requirements of the proposed church use.

In regard to “4”:

The landscape materials are appropriate for the desert environment of the greater Las Vegas
Valley area. The building materials are in compliance with Title 19 and provide an aesthetically
pleasing addition to the area. Moreover, the extensive landscaping within the interior of the
project around the buildings offsets any deficiencies in parking lot landscaping.

In regard to “5:

The proposal provides two phases of construction. The first phase is for a modular building that will
temporarily house the congregation while the actual church is being completed. The second phase
provides an adequate area for the building to meet Title 19 residential adjacency setbacks for the
building height and steeple.

In regard to “6™:

The development will require building permits from the Department of Building and Safety
which will assure the public health, safety and general welfare are secured.
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NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 1

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 1

SENATE DISTRICT 4
NOTICES MAILED 345 (Mailed with SUP-16850)
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0

SDR-16849




PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

Case Number: SDR-16849 APN: g;% = /,5 - 80/ - 7.7

Name of Property Owner: S/~ 7 AMAS L7 HOl/5  OCHUECH
Name of Applicant: (S77. 7 AEMAS  CATHIAAL. 2 SO

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited 1iab_i_Ij\ty company?

~J
Yes No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner: Y g

..‘,,W\\\
Print Name: ﬁ,snw e T W by

Subscribed and sworn before me

This.\g—jt‘ﬂ\day of XVCVST 5000,

Notary Public in and for said County and State

%, ' EXPEDITA P, VEA .

% Notary Public, State of Nevada
k3 * Appointment No. 00-63063.1
-l _ My Appt: Expires Jul 12,2008

Revised 12-03-04 ‘ ﬁ\depot\ﬁpp]icatibn Packet\Statemnent of Financial Interest.doé



o
&

]

3]
.

13
ad

DATE | 1iT.] APPR. | DATE

M.\m HESA BoOVIN
& CONMON INTERERT ODUMUNITY
PLAT BOOK 106, PadR 6R

o o e ke e e S e

IR T i e s e s

RPETRAT  ft peRRLiziT g
ROEERTA LA
TR b e B e ki€ hiais s i idge f gt iy g 3 ;
R N - S S T T S
I ot [ e L R T P?_-Sie__‘:'""'*;d PN, w3 nmn

SRy eoe]

LR LT TC ST

REVIGHAD

e
A
. ;

Rl

|
!
i
!
|
i
!

x
Q
14
@3
ST
‘ | =0
APH 135 -13-BOT- a4 ¢
. JET suus Uh . 1 )
: e ] PARUEL NAP FILZ 03 PAGE 89] sy X = ;, E =
7 Win N i
ol | EPL R W A l [T = In-: o
. ' ! Hran i E i
| £ 8 u
! ! 2o oL §
l ! 2 sm:musﬁ* e
A i Ny T
i ' vem alee. I3
.gv A QAR
& o
@
i g
}:Sii LOT P2 TASACRES = BREMS 341 5 g
S BRI Vo s v
h ; HAlba e 4 drm v o L
f~— e T e d : ! T O ST g § &
o - - '
Pk 0 oo
. vyt § 3 S %
! it <
b || ; 5 = z
: i == e
' | H FE- —~35 2]
, : ) b y 'g “ZES
: AP 19813 0)+ D10 i ; S ! :
i “mg TwE (2) b . § APH ]iﬁ'?mf::i&?]];mn |‘1 : ﬁ" e _gft i
|y ARCEL RATFLR 65, PAJE 21 | PARCEL WAP B 69, PADE 2 | Y ! =1
e 1 \ / .
QTR LYAD
. N nades RECEIVED
BENCHMARK S it A R Ly Sl

— I - T i,
Smmmmpswss | SRS eeeesw! SUP-16850 -~ SEP 152006
SDR-16849

AL e otLf
- HJA"\M\E Do
nmr7rnr e




MADRE MEHA SQUTH
A COMMON INTEREST COMMUNITY
. PLAT BOOK 105, PAGE &p

[

L thi nawhen

APPR, | DaTE

: GRAPHIC SCALE
. » ; " -
* turen}
R ks8R
ROBERTA LANE
[ ST L
— " f—— e TATL - o (1 g
r- _r.ﬁ - —— o M| — e L1} 4
e i
. . SIGHT VIRMBILITY REETRICTION EASENENT h
[T TYPICAL NTERSECTION CORMNER n11

fé! e |AlBlC|D
p . N =TT
r i “((,z’) SEBE
: SIGHT VISTLITY ‘5 @ VR PV ey s T
| b | emsrems ANCHEBRRE Ol
o b mememraeg U (@[T Prds
: ‘ H
i : : ! o ! i O B TR O ptar o "!g <= ;
P 4 e [ 4PN BO-13-A0i-08¢ | ] RS TR | = o bg -
; ¥ B }e R (1) b ;
| 4 d i, ik eARUEL WP FOE 63. PIOE 83 pr |} A s IO - 0 s poEs T S o Q gg :
A4 E: { K i : APPURIERANCLT, OF AT OTPER UGXCT, OTHER AR O iz
o Wi [, M ) : m"s-ccmmeu.*:‘nr.ts AD SPEEIICHT POLES, VAT TE T ‘EE
of 3 L i : (TASTRICTED GF DAIALLLD W € SO VEABLITY Z0NE [ - %
H i B B - i IMEST SN CBECT 1§ un:.mnrb A1 lzss THAH 28 w:v:s E [... -l
I i F i i rEET, WEASREY FAOM 1CP OF CURH, Rt WHERD ho
| 8 JoE - | o A I OF 2 NS EARED Tao T T o . a o
5 [+ B N \_ ASGATERT ASPHALT, GRAVIL, Q% PAVEMFN] SIREES SURFACE J & P
- : i ! 2 o
i < £ s . s i N '_
i ' i <
! S SV Q
i I :
i ¥
. TRAFFIC CONSTRUCTION NOTES
[ (3} wtt Fox S Gy pee ECuso e T
. (2) w5t o of Lo Vs g
- v LA ]
’ =% i @ :% o~ K
. A% ] ‘ﬁ, R T : {a} soran [=1
: L i ’ 0838
o 5 Zh [T (S IS .
P} . = P
- 9 = O %
o s 23 i
4 LN [ T T T T v £ g 167 BOX YREES ] = - =
T N A A A - s ’ RECEIVED S8 2
‘ i ed b 3 b gt ! ; . 92 3
" ) e e g LA UARIOUS SRUENAL SHRIET i Yy &
! i =£ 3
o,
' ! : SEP 1 5 2006 g <
i a
’m.‘r l =
i : { . =
I ] ! »
¢ APN 138-18-001-18 ; ¢ 1N\ _ BEWEROAD s ™
I 107 TR0 (2) : APN 130-13-6L1-020 | i i e e GLARK COUNTY DEPT. OF DEVEL OPMENT SERVICES
H ! PARCEL MAF FI\E 89, PACE 21 i 0T OKRE {1} H CIVIL ENGINEERING DIVISHIN
| - . PANCEL MAP FILE 6h. PAGE 21 | I ¥ i :
. . ! \ i ALCLPTASTT OF FLANS FOR FRHG OO
! i t 7 i .
Basis oF oA oo S rasteac o s e
B e Sl rcm e e s | B T R e e
l‘ A&l |
By Sinds ki o S T o s 4 o o FaT : GmE COUoY S B VD PR TAOL OAMAGES (o4
{ URY RESULT MO GSHSTROCT OF
i FROW e (NGHLETNG DESlr DWW ‘im
SUP-16830 7 e s o e
BENCHMARK HERT Soe X ML W RELOCATED AT 10 h
before - S EDAIT HOLTGIY WL Sr0-17A 57 D4 010 RS ke FLTRDRY. ) . - N
O\Eé—HE)Eﬁ m;‘z&ﬂ st n‘;;:n"érﬂ T T ek, T R s 4 - . <
. m.._n..m e A w‘“uﬂt_mﬁ r:“ 7 ' ) T SHEET NUMBER
= 11/02/06 PC =
: , HTE# xxxxmﬁ




NORTH:

o

J

‘>

\ ‘ IIIIiIIIIIIFIIIlIIIIIIIIIHIIHIIHIIII!!]!*IHIIII]IIIII T

(NI n LA

]

LACKTON FOR ST2TE APFROVAL STAMF

b i = T = i
: . lll ||[||||||l||||HHHIHMIHIHHI|!||H|||mIIIIIHHHIII Bl
| BUILDING #2 | - a
; : : 3750 Sg Fe : |
i !
7} | e ___ P
) ‘ | | mummmﬂmumnmn||||Hu|||||ﬂuumlnuumuu
sl LA | e
(\ LT- CLASSROOMEY Bary |-_|— +
I : T
il ‘ . 13 Jé ;
. - et 1 LA L] e _—m
FLOOR PLAN :E _.:-.... P
L
b BUILDING 2
=
OCC P ANCY LosD RECENED
E;S,T.;j:’.;’.‘:li?:ﬂmmfﬁﬁﬂi‘it‘m”fﬂ"&ﬁ?ﬂiﬁmﬁi‘ﬂ:wi-_« - 5 2006
| SUP-16850  St° 1
SDR-16849

11/02/06 PC

i,

.-ll

— VlopTECH

B |




TaTe I

L AN

-vh‘r»rﬁ:'w

TRE ey

- South Elevaton

1EAE; W ery

P

A R

" T *

BUALDING ONE

g

i E

|
SUP-16850

NORTH - SOUTH ELEVATIONS

w—— e vy

SDR-16849

“11102/06 PC

RECEIVED
SEP 1.5 2006

LI
. iy
Lo

Maw ]

'
Wy oF

TH pally ey e,
Wil Wi

LAY T

.90

ok Ak iy

s vd

Rahiphe ML Gamm
mmf""

Ko ottt s sty b i)

wu—mn—\-ﬂ\q\mﬂﬂ-‘
7

BTN SRR

Tl et

RS

Tlans

CAo
Iritah i

.

1 lowin ot
BT L e P e

8 Pl e, B
el A
A

TN T Y
e AR, e i
-»-—-.MAM«’
R

.

e T

N A

[' : ik
e i RN )
o A
Exwint
Elveioen

e P P s 15y S
Pt % e e By i -|

e g Vs gk 4 o

A0 |

L e e




g/

West Elavallon

YAE (TE

s/

East Bevaiion

aam, bt P st
LAE Y v

T U U S W ..__‘

RECEIVED
BUILDSNG ONE SUP'16850 SEP §‘57_005
PerwmmasmTs SDR-16849
e —d 11/02/06 PC -

«

R A

sl
Worshig !

T2 A R
8
Sy £l 258

T

[ = e e st s ve

-
S e
C T

SR NZIRT IWAE

wLe FEn

Aty et L Gt
usle

PP
e

B
1K1 Sa.lia Hnen it
T e

o iyl a4

[t
St

| Jardrs i Churtard Engrests
M| Pk ] 4 T

Sawan H
B LT

s

Ly Mg

[ )
r.w-“*'*-'*-“-
AL - .

LT Tawig & ]
e Jei
'lﬂ?ﬁ‘"’“’"‘"’ e
Exiainr
L Ewalos

BT

T,

B, Wt 2 e
{90 e L i

g e

[L

A20)




ROOM FIN!SH DESIGNATIONS

e

F_lD‘R BASE . WALLS : fl“u;ws? TINCDF 5 PRIy St i ney GRT 4YTEN « e
5] F
r_er‘_!.l!_ﬂ Im m?&- e 3 UTENAE JTI VEWSIGE (LR (OGN CRRT-RTE L PO 1L BCTOP & - o -
r.u-r ut o rr.us [ TR ML - _,.._EEJL_‘I 1 mmm Wﬂ%&‘m‘ﬂ: mimm AN FERSH MEEn, ST Ju. LR - AT
L7708 #7_MENDED - KNEN 3 o0 [t e v paepatit e e
VaL IBEEIIN AL | A | o e e
AL TR apn o,

2 Ok = WCH

g e
o

CHID (OIS - VT

Ar

(;c emereh

L,

ne

=y

&

©

e

ST

| suomeed  SUP-16850
'SDR-16849

T - BAIR QBGPLUT W3 CA, MU L -

COMDSISIEE EYY 5.6 CORRORATION

Xy TR DG PND 3w VAL MAEZS TETRL
V1 e R wQUNRE SR R PTTIVIRE G TR W
T SR - W

Ol SASTEN -t w ¢l‘ THULDBE #fF EAT AL SrFILx wanG Wiy, MaDk Wi,
ot

208 01 L SPAL AT 12 EAVIDE TR PASRE D, i

TAL IR = wliT

FRIN STSEIM - 24w 4 O IV SINS GEUSTS TACT 1AIG el wiky, Ak D0L, 047ah.
ThS - UL GBI - 20 ¢ B SIUEE HIRT BLY 3 SOEE CED RRT W, COR - WlE

e TATE - vdIf,L

me—c;uired Plumbing Fixture Count .
160 M+ 160 W=2320
“Men | Wemen | Publc
Toliel i ©150=2 | 1:75=3 -
Lovalories _ ]1:200=1 | 1:200=1 :
Drinking Feuntain i 1:1000=1

Ezrvica Sink i 1

Assembly Occupaney

Noa unisex toilet required

WAL TYPE LEGEND

I~

7 v Farwhl
BRE™
LR LT

IO
m.r.mmmmmhm

Fp
ny
S ‘lq'ur T o

FRECEWED

=l SEP 1 5 2006
oo FloorPlan
L

=GR

SCHE; px'e Ty

.

i camouc CHURCH

- iStrectural;

" ismaan

MEP:

Slewarl i
1058 Het %eenng
Saasta

e e e St oy, et

AmGmaAfETury

1 Sot:dh Orange Aty
Sarasdla, Fordy 3126
5624012 T0

e 221021 Fx

Ve CA0Sonshxtie: Ly

Ne:Lc #5519

Methemet Wichoc! R, Cottson
L B 5587

T
SAINT THOMA:

Jenkins & Chadang Engineers
{23t Fuuitio Road, Suade 20
Sarasots, Fi

e TR
] i “Hoor Plan

U

AR oty ]
swinc .._!!'..".!'i...a

I ETS

~—

:‘efmasuzmn

R

11102/06 PC

1A10




SDR 16849 |

St. Thomas Catholic Chur

ch

SEC Roberta &
Apricot

Proposed 11.59 thousand square foot church.

Traffic produced by proposed development:

DESCRIPTION #UNIT RATE/# TOTAL
UNIT
Average Daily Traffic CHURCH [1000 SF] 11.59 9.11 106
(ADT)
AM Peak Hour 0.72 8
PM Peak Hour 0.66 8

(heaviest 60 mintites)

|

Existing traffic on all nearby streets: Counts not available for Robera or

Apricot
Smoke Ranch Road
Average Daily Traffic 14,661
(ADT)
PM Peak Hour 1173
(heaviest 60 minutes)
Decatur Boulevard
Average Daily Traffic 26,972
(ADT)
PM Peak Hour 2158
(heaviest 60 minutes)
Traffic Capacity of adjacent streets:
Adjacent street ADT
Capacity
Smoke Ranch 32585
Decatur 51700

This project will add approximately 106 trips per day on Smoke Ranch

and Decatur. This will increase expected volumes by less than 1 percent

on Smoke Ranch and Decatur. Smoke Ranch is at about 45 percent of

capacity and Decatur at about 52 percent of capacity. Counts are not

capacity.

available for Roberta or Apricot, but they are believed to be under

Based on Peak Hour use, this development will add roughly 8 additional

cars into the area; which works out to about one every eight minutes.

Note that this report assummes all traffic from this developrment uses all narmed streets.




SUP-16850 AND SDR-16849 - APPLICANT/OWNER: ST. THOMAS CATHOLIC CHURCH
SOUTH SIDE OF ROBERTA DRIVE, APPROXIMATELY 1280 FEET WEST OF DECATUR BOULEVARD
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION
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ST. THOMAS CATHOLIC CHURCH

APPROXIMATELY 1280 FEET WEST OF DECATUR BOULEVARD

2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

APPLICANT/OWNER

16850 AND SDR-16849
SOUTH SIDE OF ROBERTA DRIVE,

NOVEMBER 2
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SAINT THOMAS CATHOLIC CHURCH
6016 SMOKE RANCH ROAD

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89108
BISHOP ROBIRT BURCESS PHONE (702)-655-5840

TO, CITY OF LAS YEGAS
ATTENTION: PLANNING AND ZONING

Re: Letter of Justification

-

St Thomas Catholic Church has been in existence since 1998, at it’s current focation 5010 Smoke Ranch
Road in the City of Las Vegas. This is a commercial strip center. We have soquired a Two and One Half
Acre parcel of fand at the Southeast corer of Apricot Lane and Roberta Lane. This parcel of 1and was in
Clark County; we have applied for, and received, annexation into the City of Las Vegas.

The proposed use of this parce! of tand is as follows:

1. To erect & Manufactured type of structure (sce atisched drawings Building #2) on the
extreme East side of the property and to utilize this structuce as our place of worship during construction of
out primary house of worship (Building # 1).

2. We propose to erect Building #1 a2 shown on the Site Plan. Upon completion of this
structure, we propose 1o utilize the Building #2 described in Para 1, as an educational facifity.

3. Weintend to have the structures blend in to the surrounding structures , as evidenced by
the submittsls we huve presented. We hold services presently on Ssturdsy at 5:00 PM and on Sunday at
9:00 AM and 11:00AM. We have fanctions that are held at various times. None of these functions are at 2
period of time as o intrude on the peace and serenity of the current surroundings. -

4, We intend to abide by all City of Las Vegas Codes and Ordinances pertaining to this type
nffnahty We are requesting the following exceptions:

a. That the set back required along the South property iinc and East property line be
reduced. There is an existing “block wall” acting as a butter between the adjoining properties. Our Site
Pian indicates that we are providing a four and one half and six feet buffer respectively. The necessity ofan

b. Along the North propesty line abutting Roberta Lane and West property fine abutting
Apricot Lane a requirement is for a fifteen fect area for landscaping. Our plans show & fourteen and one half
foot Iandscape area, on Apricot Lane and wé have also provided a twenty four and one haif foor landscape
area along Roberta Lane. We are asking for 2 trade off regarding the onc half foot difference on West

propexty tine.

¢. Alt parking spaces along ihe property fives reguire a planting area for every ive
parking spaces. We are asking for an elimination of these planter areas,. We are in &8 water crisis in our area
and the toquirement for additional landscaping scems superfluous.  And as our congregation expands we
may require more parking spaces.

Respectfully submitied

._‘\\. ‘ - . I
ok | SUP-16850

SDR-16849
11/02/06 PC



0/“1«7 0{ lﬁd« V%M Agenda ltem No.: 44

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT [X | DISCUSSION
SUBJECT:
SUP-17404 - -SPECIAL USE PERMIT - PUBLIC HEARING - -

APPLICANT/OWNER: CENTENNIAL HILLS CENTER, LLC. - Request for a Special
Use Permit FOR A DRIVE-THROUGH FACILITY IN CONJUNCTION WITH A BANK
WITHIN A PROPOSED SHOPPING CENTER on 4.49 acres at the northwest corner of
Durango Drive and Grand Montecito Parkway, (APN 125-29-601-002 and 020), TC
(Towncenter) Zone [SC-TC (Service Commercial - Town Center) Spectal Land Use
Designation], Ward 6 (Ross).

C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:
TRUESDELL — APPROVED subject to conditions —- UNANTMOUS

To be heard by City Council on 12/06/2006

MINUTES:

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open for Item 44 [SUP-17404], Item
45 [SUP-17405] and Item 46 [SDR-16952].

ANDY REED, Planning, and Development Department, stated the proposal is appropriate and
compatible with the area and recommended approval.



% 0»6 Lﬁd« V%M Agenda Item No.: 44

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 44 — SUP-17404

MINUTES - Continued:
DAVE CLAPSADDLE, 1711 Whitney Mesa Drive, and MIKE YOUNG, Huffman Builders,
appeared on behalf of the applicant. He agreed to all conditions and respectfully requested

approval.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE complimented MR. YOUNG for selecting a drive-through design
that complied with all Code requirements,

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed for Item 44 [SUP-17404],
Item 45 [SUP-17405] and Ttem 46 [SDR-16952].
(9:03 — 9:05)
2-2679

CONDITIONS:

Planning and Development
L. Conformance to the conditions for Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16952), if

approved.

2, This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

3. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.
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SUP-17404

0(17 o{ Las Vegéft
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: SUP-17404 - APPLICANT/OWNER: CENTENNIAL HILLS
CENTER, LLC.

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to the conditions for Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16952), if
approved.

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

3. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied,
except as modified herein.




SUP-17404
SUP-17404 - Staff Report Page One
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION'

This is a request for a Special Use Permit for a drive-through facility in conjunction with a bank
within a proposed shopping center on 4.49 acres at the northwest corner of Durango Drive and
Grand Montecito Parkway.

The proposed site plé.n for the bank with drive-through will be compatible with the existing and

proposed development around the site.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

%ﬂel&

IRCIEVan s Cily Actionsihy L& DiEire Bligheic
The Planning Commission approved a Tentative Map for a one-lot
commercial subdivision, which includes the subject site as well as the office
development immediately to the north. The approval of a commercial
12/01/05 subdivision map allows for cross-access and parking over the entire site.
The City Council approved a request for a Site Development Plan Review
(SDR-8066) for a proposed 247,800 square-foot office complex on 23.5 acres
adjacent to the northwest corner of Grand Montecito Parkway and Durango
Drive, in the north portion of the subject site. The Planning Commission and
staff had recommended approval at the 11/02/05 Planning Commission
12/07/05 meeting,
The Planning Commission will consider a Special Use Permit (SUP-17405)
for another drive-through facility in the west portion of the site, and a Site
Development Plan Review (SDR-16952) for a 42,500 square-foot shopping
11/02/06 center on the subject site.

A neighborhood meeting is not reqre for ito,
10/16/06 neighborhood meeting was held, and no property owners attended.




SUP-17404 - Staff Report Page Two
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

SUP-17404

Servwe Commermal -

Subject Property _| Undeveloped Town Center TC (Towncenter)
Service Commercial -

North Undeveloped Town Center TC (Towncenter)
Low Density

South Undeveloped Residential U (Undeveloped
Public Facility-Town

East Undeveloped Center TC (Towncenter)

West Church Public Facility C-V (Civic)

Speclal Area Plan )

T-C T_own Center District

| Specnal.Purp‘ose and Overlay Districts

T-C Town Center District

Trails

s | S e < |5

Rural Preservation Overlay District

Development Impact Notification Assessment

Project of Regional Significance

o laile

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

?.va :Sctbacks

s Front
e Corner
s Rear

e 20 Feet
e 20 Feet
o 20 Feet

*Pursuant to the Town Center Development Standards Manual, the Development Standards that

apply to the subject proposal are determined as part of this request.

Per the Town Center

Development Standards Manual, setbacks for commercial buildings are to be provided only
inasmuch as they enhance the sidewalk and the public and semi-public areas in front of the
building. For the most part, setbacks are to be minimal in order to enhance the pedestrian realm

and create an inviting streetscape corridor.

This project meets the intent of the Town Center

standards for setbacks and provides adequate space for sidewalks, amenity zones, and

landscaping.




SUP-17404

SUP-17404 - Staff Report Page Three
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

oW,
120 Feet from 150 Feet from
3:1 proximity slope residential residential Y
360 Feet from
Trash Enclosure 50 Feet from residential | residential Y

I

Parking Area 1 Tree/6 Spaces 30 Trees 42 Y
Buffer:

Min. Trees 1 Tree/ 30 Linear Feet 54 Trees 56 Y
Min. Zone Width 15 Feet along street frontages 15 Feet Y

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following parking standards app

iz

Office | 247,800 826
Retall | 37,000 1/250 148
Bank | 5,500 1/200 st 78
TOTAL ' 1,002 22 1,135 22 Y

. Because the subject site is part of a commercial subdivision, which includes the office
development immediately to the north, the above parking analysis includes the requirements for
both the proposed development and the previously approved office development.

ANALYSIS

The applicant proposes to construct 42,500 square feet of retail space on this undeveloped 4.49
acre site. The site plan indicates that three buildings will consist of retail shops, with a 5,500
square-foot bank with a drive-through located in the east portion of the site. Driveways to
Durango Drive and Grand Montecito Parkway are shown. Landscaping is shown along the
property lines and within the parking lot. The elevations indicate that the buildings will have a
plaster exterior with decorative stone and split-face block accents at the pedestrian level.




: SUP-17404
SUP-17404 - Staff Report Page Four
November 2,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

FINDINGS
The following findings must be made for a Special Use Permit:

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

2. “The subject site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use proposed.”

3. “Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate in
size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”

4. “Approval of the Special 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.”

In regard to “1”: The proposed site plan for the bank with a drive-through will be compatible
with the existing and proposed development around the site.

In regard to “2”:  The subject site is level and contains no physical impediments to
development. It is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land-use as proposed by this
drive-through facility use.

In regard to “3”: The site will be accessed from Grand Montecito Parkway, a 90-foot Town
Center Frontage Road, and Durango Drive, a 120-foot Town Center Parkway Arterial. These
streets are adequate in size for the proposed development and will not be adversely impacted by
approval of this request. )

In regard to “4”: The proposed development will be subject to regular City and County

inspections for licensing and will; therefore, not compromise the public health, safety, and
welfare.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 5

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 13

SENATE DISTRICT 9
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NOTICES MAILED 41 (Mailed with SUP-17405 and SDR-16952)
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0
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PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

‘Case Number: SU P'1 7404 APN:  125-29-601-002

Name of Property Owner: Centennial Hills Center, LLC

Centennial Hills Center, LLC

Name of Applicant:

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

_ Yes _Pé’iNo

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official;

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner/Authorized Agent: Wkn/ﬂ A;t?‘r//\.ph

Print Name;

Subscribed and swom before me

This 6/6&' day of Mﬁ , 2006 £ NOTARY PUBLIG

STATEOFNEVADA

Dnclell,_p Vel G Mmener sman
, '/ 4 e CERTIFICATE NO: 01472314
Notary Public in and for said County and State
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A PROJECT FOR:
HUFFMAN
BUILDERS
WEST

5725 FORT APACHE ROAD
SUITE A
LAS VEGAS, NV 89148

T: 7027341 8309
F: 94372200819

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

A PCRTION OF THE NE QUARTER OF THE NE
QUARTER OF SEC 22. T 18 5, A 60 E, MDM

SUMMARY - RETAIL PARCEL

LAND AREA +4.49 AC +195792 SF,
BUILDING AREA

SHOPS 7000 S.F,
BANK/REST. 5,500 S.F.
TOTAL 32500 S.F.
FAR, 0.21
PEACENT COQVERAGE 1%
PARKING REQUIRED (RETAIL) 148 STALLS
PARKING REQUIRED (BANK) 28 STALLS
PARKING PROVIDED 179
OVERALL PARKING RATIG 4211000
PARKING STALL SIZE 9'x 18
HANDICAP REQUIRED 5
HANQICAP PROVIDED 7
PARKING PROVIDED (WY SHARED) 21

QVERALL PARKING RATIO (W/ SHARED] 5.2 /1000

SUMMARY - OFFICE PARCEL

LANOD AREA 1741 AC =758,142 SF.
BUILDING AREA

DFFICE 247,769 5.F.
PARKING REQUIRED 21 STALLS
PARKING PROVIDED 956 STALLS
EXCESS PARKING FROVIDED 135 STALLS

RECEIVED. EB

NORTH K K a )

\ SUP-17404 SUP-17405 [l T =S

VIGINITY MAP
: :;::::m ?-fg&f’%‘éﬁ;
i " [T § . oCt 52006
e .
o S | -_SDR-16952 -REVISED

11/02/06 PC



October 5, 2006

Margo Wheeler, Director .
Planning and Development Department
City of Las Vegas

731 8. 4" Street

Las Vegas, NV 89131

r RE: Justification Letter for Special Use Permit- Drive-Through
Lane for the Retail Center: APN-125-29-601-020

Dear Ms. Wheeler:

On behalf of our client Centennial Hills Center, LLC, please accept this letter as
justification for Special Use Permit for a drive-through lane for the bank as depicted on
the attached site plan. A drive-through lane is typically associated with a bank; it is
oriented to the interior of the site to ensure efficient on-site vehicular traffic.

We believe the proposed application is appropriate for a bank in this location. We

respectfully request your support; please feel free to contact me if you have any
questions or need additional information.

Sincerely,

AMNeduateMpdteD

¢/_David Clapsaddle

Director of Planning'

GCG:mw

SUP-17404 SUP-17405
@ SDR-16952 REVISED
GCGARCIA 11/02/06 PC |

A Plaining & Development Services Corperation
an .

L]

1711 Whitriey Mesa Drivé, Suite 110, Henderson, Nevida 89014-2158

Cat e v F ML T R L A 2 a e 4 v
. »Telephohe; 7027435 9909 Fadsimile: 702 435 0457 = E-Mail: gearcia@gcearciaine.com
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 7
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

SUP-17405 - SPECIAL USE PERMIT RELATED TO SUP-17404 - PUBLIC HEARING
- - APPLICANT/OWNER: CENTENNIAL HILLS CENTER, LLC. - Request for a
Special Use Permit FOR A DRIVE-THROUGH FACILITY WITHIN THE WEST PORTION
OF A PROPOSED SHOPPING CENTER on 4.49 acres at the northwest corner of Durango
Drive and Grand Montecito Parkway, (APN 125-29-601-002 and 020), TC (Towncenter) Zone.
[SC-TC (Service Commercial - Town Center) Special Land Use Designation], Ward 6 (Ross).

C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location Map

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:
TRUESDELL — APPROVED subject to conditions - UNANIMOUS

To be heard by City Council on 12/06/2006

MINUTES:
NOTE: See Item 44 [SUP-17404] for all related discussion.
(9:03 - 9:05)
2-2679

CONDITIONS:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to the conditions for Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16952), if
approved. '
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
[tem 45 — SUP-17405

CONDITIONS — Continued:

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

3. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City depariments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.
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SUP-17405
City of Las Vegas
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: SUP-17405 - APPLICANT/OWNER: CENTENNIAL HILLS
CENTER, LLC,

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to the conditions for Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16952), if
approved.

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

3. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied,
except as modified herein. :

AR |




SUP-17405
SUP-17405 - Staff Report Page One
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This is a request for a Special Use Permit for a drive-through facility within the west portion of a
proposed shopping center on 4.49 acres at the northwest corner of Durango Drive and Grand
Montecito Parkway.

The proposed site plan for the drive-through facility will be compatible with the existing and
proposed development around the site.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

¢
The Planning Commission approved a Tentative Map for a one lot
commercial subdivision, which includes the subject site as well as the office
-development immediately to the north. The approval of a commercial
12/01/05 1 subdivision map allows for cross-access and parking over the entire site.

| The City Council approved a request for a Site Development Plan Review
(SDR-8066) for a proposed 247,800 square-foot office complex on 23.5 acres
adjacent to the northwest corner of Grand Montecito Parkway and Durango
Drive, in the north portion of the subject site. The Planning Commission and
| staff had recommended approval at the 11/02/05 Planning Commission
12/07/05 | meeting.

The Planning Commission will consider a Special Use Permit (SUP-17405)
for another drive-through facility in the west portion of the site, and a Site
Development Plan Review (SDR-16952) for a 42,500 square-foot shopping |
center on the subject site.

L

Staff indicated that a Multi-Use trail is required to be placed on Durango
Drive, adj o this si

0905106

A igorhoo m::etmg is t re a se t, ho
10/16/06 neighborhood meeting was held, and no property owners attended.




SUP-17405 - Staff Report Page Two

November 2, 2006 ~ Planning Commission Meeting

zg;w: Itc_ i

SUP-17405

Net Acres | 4.49
Serv1ce Commerc1a1 -
Subject Property Undeveloped Town Center TC (Towncenter)
Service Commercial -
North Undeveloped Town Center TC (Towncenter)
Low Density
. South Undeveloped Residential U (Undeveloped
Public Facility-Town '
East Undeveloped Center TC (Towncenter)
West Church Public Facility C-V (Civic)
ISpecialiDistricts/ 2 o
Special Area Plan X
T-C Town Center Dlstnct X
claliDiStriols Zohey. . e Vesi|ING
Speclal Purpose and Overlay Dlstrlcts X
T-C Town Center District X Y
Trails X Y
Rural Preservation Overlay District X
Development Impact Notification Assessment X
Project of Regional Significance X

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
iStandard SR =
Min. Setbacks
e Front *
e Corner *
o Rear

e 20 Feet
o 20 Feet
o 20 Feet

*Pursuant to the Town Center Development Standards Manual, the Development Standards that

apply to the subject proposal are determined as part of this request.

Per the Town Center

Development Standards Manual, setbacks for commercial buildings are to be provided only
inasmuch as they enhance the sidewalk and the public and semi-public areas in front of the
building. For the most part, setbacks are to be minimal in order to enhance the pedestrian realm

and create an inviting streetscape corridor.

This project meets the intent of the Town Center

standards for setbacks and provides adequate space for sidewalks, amenity zones, and

landscaping.

[ AR |




SUP-17405

SUP-17405 - Staff Report Page Three
November 2,2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

150 Feet from

3:1 proximity slope residential residential Y
360 Feet from

Trash Enclosure 50 Feet from residential | residential Y

Parking Area 1 Tree/6 Spaces 30 Trees 42 Y
Buffer:

Min. Trees 1Tree/ 30 Linear Feet 54 Trees 56 Y
Min. Zone Width 15 Feet along sireet frontages 15 Feet Y

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following parking standards apply:
5

800 826

. ﬁe 47,

Retail 37,000 1/250 148

Bank 5,500 1/200 sf 28

TOTAL 1,002 22 1,135 22 Y

Because the subject site is part of a commercial subdivision, which includes the office
development immediately to the north, the above parking analysis includes the requirements for
both the proposed development and the previously approved office development.

ANALYSIS

The applicant proposes to construct 42,500 square feet of retail space on this undeveloped 4.49
acre site. The site plan indicates that three buildings will consist of retail shops and that the retail
building located in the east portion of the site will also include a drive-through facility, with
driveways to Durango Drive and Grand Montecito Parkway shown. Landscaping is shown along
the property lines and within the parking lot. The elevations indicated that the buildings will
have a plaster exterior with decorative stone and split-face block accents at the pedestrian level.




SUP-17405
SUP-17405 - Staff Report Page Four
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

FINDINGS
The following findings must be made for a Special Use Permit:

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.”

2. “The subject site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use proposed.”

3. “Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate in
size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”

4. “Approval of the Special 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.”

In regard to “1”: The proposed site plan for the drive-through facility will be compatible with
the existing and proposed development around the site.

In regard to “2”: The subject site is level and contains no physical impediments to
development. It is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use as proposed by this
drive-through facility use.

In regard to “3”: The site will be accessed from Grand Montecito Parkway, a 90-foot Town
Center I'rontage Road, and Durango Drive, a 120-foot Town Center Parkway Arterial. These
streets are adequate in size for the proposed development and will not be adversely impacted by
approval of this request.

In regard to “4”: The proposed development will be subject to regular City and County

inspections for licensing and will therefore not compromise the public health, safety, and
welfare.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 5

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 13

SENATE DISTRICT 9

AR
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November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

NOTICES MAILED 41 (Mailed with SUP-17404 and SDR-16952)

APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0




FLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

' i@ PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

- SU P_1 7405 APN: 125-29-601-020

Case Number:

Name of Property Owner: Centennial Hills Center, LLC

Name of Applicant: Centennial Hills Center, LLC

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

_ Yes A—Ne

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner/Authorized Agent; W Al A/(A_"l//%a
[74 7
Print Name: \J% bin S for kea,

' Subscribed and sworn before me

...........

This Y4 cay of dblTer 2004 T Mol

L. . NOTARY PUBLIC
/L ‘ DATE AP STATE OF NEVADA
— - y POINTMENT EXP; 02.204:
Notary Public in and for said County and State CERFIFICATE NO: ot-mzm-im

il b s b

PP PRSI Ab s s s d b s

WP
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HUFFMAN
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WEST

5718 FORT APACHE RCAD
SuTtE A
LAS VEGAS, NV B714)

1: 202734 8809
F: #a®340 3019

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

A PORATION OF THE NE QUARTER OF THE NE
QUARTER OF SEC 29, T 19 5, A 60 E, MDM

b . ,
sHOPS 1t .y ! SUMMARY - AETAIL PARCEL
eposH 1 T LN
; - : < ' LAND AREA 24 49AC =135782 S.F.
et e BUILEING AREA

=t T 10011 Bl : BaRcesT Samir
| . ¥,
TOTAL 42500 SF.
F.A.R, 021
PERCENT COVERAGE 21%
PARKING REOLERED (RETAML) 148 STALLS
PARKING REQUIRED (BANK) 28 STALLS
PARKING PROVIDED 179
. ) OVERALL PARKING RATID 4.2 11000

FEPErg i %7
WA ; ; PARKING STALL SI12E Fx1g

11Ty

X HANDICAP REQUIRED 5
HANDOICAP PRDVIDED B b
PARKING PROVIDEO (W/; SHARED) Fal

OVERALL PARKING RATIOQ (Wr SHARED} 5.2/ 1000

SUMMARY - OFFICE PARCEL
LAND AREA =1741AC =758,142SF.

BUILDING AREA
QFFICE 247,769 8F,

PARKING REQUIRED 821 STALLS
PARKING PROVIDED 956 STALLS

EXCESS PARKING PROVIDED 135 STALLS

o Ao \ RECEIVED. @

. 901 & 2008 NORTH K K a'

\ SUP-17404 SUP-17405 \
' e ‘ ._SDR-16952 -REVISED architects
11/02/06 PC

VICINITY MAP

JCENTE M, aturir® |

Ly vl

/

T

O ]
O, stmanh Dencing hulthe s#nizolam ond Chend, Lomom,
ot oppr Loed

PREY TIRIET




October 5, 2006

Margo Wheeler, Director

Planning and Development Department
City of Las Vegas

731 S. 4" Street

Las Vegas, NV 89131

- RE: Justification Letter for Special Use Permit- Dnve-Through
Lane for the Bank: APN-125-29-601-020

Dear Ms. Wheeler:

On behalf of our client Centennial Hills Center, LLC, please accept this letter as
justification for Special Use Permit for a drive-through lane for the bank as depicted on

. the attached site plan. A drive-through lane. is typically associated with a bank; it is
oriented to the interior of the site to ensure efficient on-site vehicular traffic.

We believe the proposed application is appropriate for a bank in this location. We

respectfully request your support; please.feel free to contact me if you have any
questions or need additional information.

Sincerely,

e fraser Cpttin
¢ _David Clapsaddle
Director of Planning

GCG:mw

SUP-17404 SUP-17405
@ SDR-16952 REVISED
CCCARCIA 11/02/06 PC

A Plunning Lk Development Servieey Corporation

171 l"Whuney Mesa Dnve“Suxte 110, Henderson, Nﬁ\«'ad’\ 89014—2]58
) 435 0457 E Mall agar gcoatcmmc com Lo
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

SDR-16952 - SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW RELATED TO SUP-17404 AND
SUP-17405 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: CENTENNIAL HILLS
CENTER, L.L.C - Request for a Site Development Plan Review FOR A 42,500 SQUARE FOOT
SHOPPING CENTER on 4.49 acres at the northwest corner of Durango Drive and Grand
Montecito Parkway, (APN 125-29-601-002 and 020), TC (Towncenter) Zone [SC-TC (Service
Commercial - Town Center) Special Land Use Designation], Ward 6 (Ross).

C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 0 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location and Aerial Maps

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:
TRUESDELL — APPROVED subject to conditions —- UNANIMOUS

To be heard by City Council on 12/06/2006

MINUTES:
NOTE: See Item 44 [SUP-17404] for all related discussion.
(9:03 — 9:05)
2-2679

CONDITIONS:

Planning and Development

[. A 'Multi-use Transportation Trail shall be provided along Durango Drive and designed as
specified on Exhibit 1 of the Transportation Trails Element.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
Item 46 — SDR-16952

CONDITIONS — Continued:

2.

This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

All development shall be in conformance with the site plan date stamped 10/05/06, and
landscape plan and building elevations date stamped 09/19/06, except as amended by
conditions herein.

A technical landscape plan, signed and sealed by a Registered Architect, Landscape
Architect, Residential Designer or Civil Engineer, must be submitted prior to or at the
same time application is made for a building permit. A permanent underground sprinkler
system is required, and shall be permanently maintained in a satlsfactmy manner; the
landscape plan shall include irrigation specifications.

Pre-planting and post-planting landscape inspections are required to ensure the
appropriate plant material, location, size of planters, and landscape plans are being
utilized. The Planning and Development Department must be contacted to schedule an
inspection prior to the start of the landscape installation and after the landscape
installation is completed. A certificate of occupancy will not be issued or the final
inspection will not be approved until the landscape inspections have been completed.

Reflective glazing at the pedesman level is prohibited. Glazing above the pedestrian
level shall be limited to a maximum reflectance rating of 22% (as defined by the National
Institute of Standards and Technology).

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

All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title
19.12.040.

Parking lot lighting standards shall be no more than 30 feet in height and shall utilize
downward-directed lights with full cut-off luminaires. Lighting on the exterior of
buildings shall be shielded and shall be downward-directed. Non-residential property
lighting shall be directed away from residential property or screened, and shall not create
fugitive lighting on adjacent properties.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006

Planning and Development Department
Item 46 — SDR-16952

CONDITIONS — Continued:

10

1.

12.

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

Prior to the submittal of a building permit application, the applicant shall meet with
Planning and Development Department staff to develop a comprehensive address plan for
the subject site. A copy of the approved address plan shall be submitted with any fiiture
building permit applications related to the site.

All City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.

Public Works

13.

14.

15.

16.

Dedicate the right-of-way necessary to complete Durango Drive adjacent to Assessor’s
Parcel Number 125-29-601-025 and the additional right-of-way for a bus: turnout in
accordance with Standard Drawing #234.3 on Durango Drive northwest of Grand
Montecito Parkway, located to provide a deceleration lane for the driveway for this site
on Durango Drive prior to the issuance of any permits or, alternatively, through
recordation of a map for this site.

Remove all substandard public street improvements and unused driveway cuts adjacent to
this site, if any, and replace with new improvements meeting current City Standards
concurrent with develepment of this site. All existing paving damaged or removed by
this development shall be restored at its original location and to its original width
concurrent with development of this.site.

Construet all incomplete half-street improvements on Grand Montecito Parkway adjacent

to this site concurrent with development of this site. This site shall be resporisible for

construction of all, if any, incomplete half-street improvements on Durango Drive,
.including median landscaping and deceleration lane/bus turnout, that are not constructed

by a capital improvement project. Obtain appropriate encroachment agreements for such
landscaping in accordance with Town Center Standards. Extend all required
underground utilities, such as electrical, telephone, etc., located within public rights-of-

way, past the boundaries of this site ‘prior to construction of hard surfacing (asphalt or

concrete).

Coordinate with the City Surveyor to determine if mapping is necessary or recommended
for this site; comply with the recommendations of the City Surveyor.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
item 46 — SDR-16952

CONDITIONS — Continued:

17.

‘18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

The Special Improvement District section of the Department of Public Works must be
contacted and appropriate written agreements (if necessary) must be executed by the
property owner(s) of record prior to the recordation of a Final Map or the issuance of any
building permits, whichever may occur first. The written agreements (if applicable) will
allow the recalculation and/or the redistribution of all assessments of record on this site.

Provide a copy of a recorded Joint Access Agreement between the parcels comprising
this site and the adjoining parcels to the north and west prior to the issuance -of any
permits.

The proposed driveway accessing Durango Drive shall be designed and constructed to
allow right-in and right-out traffic movements only.

Unless otherwise allowed by the City Engineer, construct sidewalk on at least one side of
all access drives connecting this site to the adjacent public streets concurrent with
development of this site. The connecting sidewalk shall extend from the sidewalk on the
public street to the first intersection of the on-site roadway network and shall be
terminated on-site with a handicap ramp.

All landscaping and private improvements installed with this project shall be situated and

maintained so as to not create sight visibility obstructions for vehicular traffic at all

development access drives and abutting street intersections..

Landscape and maintain all unimproved rights-of-way, if any, on Durango Drive and
Grand Montecito Parkway adjacent to this site.

Submit an Encroachment Agreement for all landscaping, if any, located in the public
right-of-way adjacent to this site prior to occupancy of this site.

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,
submittal of any construction drawings or the submittal of a Map subdividing this site,
whichever may occur first. Provide and improve all drainageways recommended in the
approved drainage plan/study. The developer of this site shall be responsible to construct
such neighborhood or local drainage facility improvements as are recommended by the
City of Las Vegas Neighborhood Drainage Studies and approved Drainage Plan/Study
concurrent with development of this site. In lieu of constructing improvements, in whole
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 46 — SDR-16952

CONDITIONS — Continued:
or in part, the developer may agree to contribute monies for the construction of
neighborhood or local drainage improvements, the amount of such moniés shall be
determined by the approved Drainage Plan/Study and shall be contributed prior to the
issuance of any building or grading permits, or the recordation of a Map subdividing this
site, whichever may occur first, if allowed by the City Engineer.
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SDR-16952

0(17 o{ Las V%
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: SDR-16952 - APPLICANT/OWNER: CENTENNIAL HILLS
CENTER, LLC

** CONDITIONS #*

STAF¥ RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Development

l. A Multi-use Transportation Trail shall be provided along Durango Drive and designed as
specified on Exhibit 1 of the Transportation Trails Element.

2. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

3. All development shall be in conformance with the site plan date stamped 10/05/06, and
landscape plan and building elevations date stamped 09/19/06, except as amended by
conditions herein.

4, A technical landscape plan, signed and sealed by a Registered Architect, Landscape
Architect, Residential Designer or Civil Engineer, must be submitted prior to or at the
same time application is made for a building permit. A permanent underground sprinkler
system is required, and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory manner; the
landscape plan shall include irrigation specifications.

5. Pre-planting and post-planting landscape inspections are required to ensure the appropriate
plant material, location, size of planters, and landscape plans are being utilized. The
Planning and Development Department must be contacted to schedule an inspection prior
to the start of the landscape installation and after the landscape installation is completed.
A certificate of occupancy will not be issued or the final inspection will not be approved
until the landscape inspections have been completed.

6. Reflective glazing at the pedestrian level is prohibited. Glazing above the pedestrian level
shall be limited to a maximum reflectance rating of 22% (as defined by the National
Institute of Standards and Technology).

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

[ 4R |
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11.

12.

14.

15.

All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title
19.12.040.

Parking lot lighting standards shall be no more than 30 feet in height and shall utilize
downward-directed lights with full cut-off luminaires. Lighting on the exterior of
buildings shall be shielded and shall be downward-directed. Non-residential property
lighting shall be directed away from residential property or screened, and shall not create
fagitive lighting on adjacent properties.

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

Prior to the submittal of a building permit application, the applicant shall meet with
Planning and Development Department staff to develop a comprehensive address plan for
the subject site. A copy of the approved address plan shall be submitted with any future
building permit applications related to the site.

All City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.

Public Works

Dedicate the right-of-way necessary to complete Durango Drive adjacent to Assessor’s
Parcel Number 125-29-601-025 and the additional right-of-way for a bus turnout in
accordance with Standard Drawing #2343 on Durango Drive northwest of Grand
Montecito Parkway, located to provide a deceleration lane for the driveway for this site on
Durango Drive prior to the issuance of any permits or, alternatively, through recordation of
a map for this site.

Remove all substandard public street improvements and unused driveway cuts adjacent to
this site, if’ any, and replace with new improvements meeting current City Standards
concurrent with development of this site. All existing paving damaged or removed by this
development shall be restored at its original location and to its original width concurrent
with development of this site.

Construct all incomplete half-street improvements on Grand Montecito Parkway adjacent
to this site concurrent with development of this site. This site shall be responsible for
construction of all, if any, incomplete half-street improvements on Durango Drive,
including median landscaping and deceleration lane/bus turnout, that are not constructed
by a capital improvement project. Obtain appropriate encroachment agreements for such
landscaping in accordance with Town Center Standards. Extend all required underground
utilities, such as electrical, telephone, etc., located within public rights-of-way, past the
boundaries of this site prior to construction of hard surfacing (asphalt or concrete).

AR |
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16.

17.

18.
19.

20.

21.

22.
23.

24,

Coordinate with the City Surveyor to determine if mapping is necessary or recommended
for this site; comply with the recommendations of the City Surveyor.

The Special Improvement District section of the Department of Public Works must be
contacted and appropriate written agreements (if necessary) must be executed by the
property owner(s) of record prior to the recordation of a Final Map or the issuance of any
building permits, whichever may occur first. The written agreements (if applicable) will
allow the recalculation and/or the redistribution of all assessments of record on this site.

Provide a copy of a recorded Joint Access Agreement between the parcels comprising this
site and the adjoining parcels to the north and west prior to the issuance of any permits.

The proposed driveway accessing Durango Drive shall be designed and constructed to
allow right-in and right-out traffic movements only.

Unless otherwise allowed by the City Engineer, construct sidewalk on at least one side of
all access drives connecting this site to the adjacent public streets concurrent with
development of this site. The connecting sidewalk shall extend from the sidewalk on the
public street to the first intersection of the on-site roadway network and shall be terminated
on-site with a handicap ramp.

All la.ndscaping‘a.nd private improvements installed with this project shall be situated and
maintained so as to not create sight visibility obstructions for vehicular traffic at all
development access drives and abutting street intersections.

Landscape and maintain all unimproved rights-of-way, if any, on Durango Drive and
Grand Montecito Parkway adjacent to this site.

Submit an Encroachment Agreement for all landscaping, if any, located in the public right-
of-way adjacent to this site prior to occupancy of this site.

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,
submittal of any construction drawings or the submittal of a Map subdividing this site,
whichever may occur first. Provide and improve all drainageways recommended in the
approved drainage plan/study. The developer of this site shall be responsible to construct
such neighborhood or local drainage facility improvements as are recommended by the
City of Las Vegas Neighborhood Drainage Studies and approved Drainage Plan/Study
concurrent with development of this site. In licu of constructing improvements, in whole
or in part, the developer may agree 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, or the recordation of a Map subdividing this
site, whichever may occur first, if allowed by the City Engineer.

AR |
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** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This is a request for a Site Development Plan Review for a 42,500 square-foot shopping center
on 4.49 acres at the northwest corner of Durango Drive and Grand Montecito Parkway.

The proposed site plan conforms to both the General Plan and the Town Center land-use
designations for the site. The proposed site plan conforms to other city policies and standards.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

e (p R, e Jillan e S ‘
The Planning Commission approved a Tentatlve Map for a one lot
commercial subdivision, which includes the subject site as well as the office
development immediately to the north. The approval of a commercial
12/01/05 subdivision map allows for cross-access and parking over the entire site.
The City Council approved a request for a Site Development Plan Review
(SDR-8066) for a proposed 247,800 square-foot office complex on 23.5 acres
adjacent to the northwest corner of Grand Montecito Parkway and Durango
Drive, in the north portion of the subject site. The Planning Commission and
staff had recommended approval at the 11/02/05 Planning Commission
12/07/05 meeting.
The Planning Commission will consider applications SUP-17404 and SUP-
17405, both of which are related to drive-through facilities proposed for the
subject site

I 1/0;2/06

] Staﬁ‘ indicated that a Multi-Use trail is required to be placd Dgo
| Drive, adjacent to this site. -

A neighborhod meeting is not ie Site Dlpet '
10/16/06 however, a neighborhood meeting was held, and no property owners attended.

NetAcres | 4.49
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Service Commercial -

Subject Property Undeveloped Town Center TC (Towncenter)
Service Commercial -

North . Undeveloped Town Center TC (Towncenter)
Low Density

South Undeveloped Residential U (Undeveloped
Public Facility-Town

East Undeveloped Center TC (Towncenter)

West Church Public Facility C-V (Civic)

Area Plan
T-C Town Center District

pecm

T-C Town Center District
Trails
Rural Preservation Overlay District
Development Impact Notification Assessment
Project of Reégional Significance

X
X
} Special Purpose and Overlay Districts X
X
X

it ke

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

Min. Setbacks

s Front o 20 Feet
e Corner o 20 Feet
e Rear e 20 Feet

*Pursuant to the Town Center Development Standards Manual, the Development Standards that
apply to the subject proposal are determined as part of this request. Per the Town Center
Development Standards Manual, setbacks for commercial buildings are to be provided only
inasmuch as they enhance the sidewalk and the public and semi-public areas in front of the
building. For the most part, setbacks are to be minimal in order to enhance the pedestrian realm
and create an inviting streetscape corridor. This project meets the intent of the Town Center
standards for setbacks and provides adequate space for sidewalks, amenity zones, and
landscaping.
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120 Feet fro 150 Feet from

3:] proximity slope residential residential- Y
360 Feet from

Trash Enclosure 50 Feet from residential | residential Y

Parking Area 1 Tree/6 Space 30 Trees 42 Y
Buffer: :

Min. Trees 1Tree/ 30 Lincar Feet 54 Trees 56 Y
Min. Zone Width 15 Feet along street frontages 15 Feet Y

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following parking standards apply

| i

Office | 247,800 826
Retail | 37,000 17250 148
Bank | 5,500 1/200 s 28
TOTAL | o0z | 22 | 1135 | 22 Y

Because the subject site is part of a commercial subdivision, which includes the office
development immediately to the north, the above parking analysis includes the requirements for
both the proposed development and the previously approved office development.

v

ANALYSIS

The applicant proposes to construct 42,500 square feet of retail space on this undeveloped 4.49
acre site. The site plan indicates that three buildings will consist of retail shops, with a 5,500
square foot bank located in the east portion of the site. Driveways to Durango Drive and Grand
Montecito Parkway are shown. Landscaping is shown along the property lines and within the
parking lot. The elevations indicated that the buildings will have a plaster exterior with
decorative stone and split-face block accents at the pedestrian level.
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FINDINGS
The following findings must be made for an SDR:

1. The proposed development is compatible with adjacent development and development in
the area;

2. The proposed development is consistent with the General Plan, this Title, the Design
Standards Manual, the Landscape, Wall and Buffer Standards, and other duly-adopted
city plans, policies and standards;

3. Site access and circulation do not negatively impact adjacent roadways or neighborhood
traffic;

4. Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area and for the City;

5. Building 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;

6. Appropriate measures are taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and general
welfare.

In regard to “1”: The proposed development will be consistent with the existing and proposed
development around the site.

In regard to “2”: The proposed site plan conforms to both the General Plan and the Town
Center land-use designations for the site. The proposed site plan conforms to other city policies
and standards.

In regard to “3”: The site will be accessed from Grand Montecito Parkway, a 90-foot Town
Center Frontage Road, and Durango Drive, a 120-foot Town Center Parkway Arterial. These
streets are adequate in size for the proposed development and will not be adversely impacted by
approval of this request.

In regard to “4”: The building and landscape materials are appropriate for this type of
development in this portion of the City. ‘

In regard to “5”: The building elevations are typical of commercial development and will be
compatible with existing and planned development around the site.

Inregard to “6”:  The proposed development will be subject to the Uniform Building Code
and; therefore, the development will not compromise. the public health, safety or welfare.

| AR
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NEIGHBORHO OD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 5

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 13

SENATE DISTRICT 9
NOTICES MAILED 41 (Mailed with SUP-17404 and SUP-17405)
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0




PL G & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

SDR-16952 ..

Name of Property Owner:  Centennial Hills Center, LL.C

Case Number:

125-29-601-020 & 002

Name of Applicant:  Centennial Hills Center, LLC

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners, or
an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

[JYes ) No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner: Wm
/

PrintName:  John B, Stookey

Subscribed and sworn before me

- . M
is /‘/“‘ day ofW 2004 NOTARY PUBLIC
’ . ) / ' e 4 STATE OF NEVADA
/6 4%/ DATE AFPOINTMENT EXP: 02-20-2009
r e . s CERTIFICATE NC: 01-87231-1
Notary Public in and for said County and State ;s POPPPP PP LPOIPPOPIPESIO

‘Revised 12-03-04 f\depet\A pplication Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.pdf
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Centennial Hills Center, LLC

) o0 & d pntecito

Proposed 42.5 thousand square foot retail development.

;

Traffic produced by proposed development:

DESCRIPTION

#UNIT

RATEM
UNIT

TOTAL

Average Daily Traffic. DRIVE-IN BANK [1000 SF]
(ADT)

AM Peak Hour

PM Peak Hour

5.5

72,79

400

12.34

68

8.65

48

{heaviest 60 minutes)

DESCRIPTION

BUNIT

RATE/#
UNIT

TOTAL

Average Daily Traffic SHOPPING CENTER [1000 SF]
(ADT)

AM Peak Hour

‘PM Peak Hour

37

42.94

1,589

1.03

38

375

139

(heaviest 60 minutes)

Total DESCRIPTION

#UNIT

RATE/#
UNIT

TOTAL

Average Daily Traffic SHOPPING CENTER [1000 SF]
ADT).

AM Peak Hour

PM Peak Hour

42.5

1,989

106

186

{(heaviest 60 minutes)

I

 Existing traffic on all nearby streets:

Durango Drive

Average Daily Traffic 18,362
(ADT)

PM Peak Hour ) 1469

(heaviest 60 minutes)

Grand Montecito
Parkway

Average Daily Traffic - 1,088
(ADT)

PM Peak Hour 87

{heaviest 60 minutes)

Centennial Parkway

Average Daily Traffic 8,113




(ADT)

PM Peak Hour 049

(heaviest 60 minutes)

Traffic Capacity of adjacent streets:

Adjacent street ADT
Capacity
Durango Drive 51700
Grand Montecito Parkway 30970
Centennial Parkway 32600

This project will add approximately 1,989 trips per day on Durango,

Grand Montecito and Centennial. This will increase expected volumes

by about 11 percent on Durango, 183 percent on Grand Montecio and

25 percent on Centennial. Durango is at about 36 percent of capacity,

Grand Montecio is at about 4 percent of capacity and Centennial is at

about 25 percent of capacity.

Based on Peak Hour use, this development will add roughly 186 additional

cars into the area; which works out to about three every minute.

Note that this report assumes all traffic from this development uses all named streets.
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September 18, 2006

Margo Wheeler, Director

Ptanning and Development Department
City of Las Vegas

731 S. 4" Street

Las Vegas, NV 838131

RE: Justification Letter for Site Plan Review of Retail Portion of Grand
Montecito and Durango: APN-125-29-601-020 & 002

Dear Ms. Wheeler:

: On behalf of our client Centennial Hills Center, LLC, please accept this letter as
justification for a site plan review of the retail portion of the project located at the
intersection of Grand Montecito Parkway and Durango. The Major Maodification and Site
Plan Review for the office portion of the project was approved by the City Council on
December 8, 2005. At that time, our client committed to doing a separate review for the
retail portion of the overall development. A Tentative Map for the overall site has aiso
been approved.

The retall portion of the site is approximately 4.49 +/- acres located directly on the
intersection of Grand Montecito and Durango. The plan shows 42,500 square feet of
retail space, including a 5,500 square foot bank. Shops 1 and 2 are placed directly on
the intersection, providing an attractive entry feature for the center. The buiiding
elevations for the retail are designed to provide a consistent appearance for both the
office and retail areas. There are no waivers submitted with this application; it is the
intent to meet the standards of the Town Center Development Standards Manual.

allows for cross-access and parking over the entire site. There are 956 parking stalls
provided for the entire office and retail project, where 821 are required. The purpose of
delineating the shared parking area is to provide assurance that all retail parking is in
close proximity to the shops.

. As noted at the pre-application conference, the approval of a commercial subdivision

We believe the proposed application will be an exciting, attractive addition to this area of
the Town Center plan. We respectfully request your support; please feel free to contact
me if you have any questions or need additional information.

Sincerely, ﬁ

Mawd apsaddle

Director of Planning @ SDR-16952

e CCCARCIA 11/02/06 PC

A Planning & Develapaient Servieey Corporaiion
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

SUP-16750 - SPECIAL USE PERMIT - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: DOUG
HERMANSEN - OWNER: CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT, LLC - Request
for a Special Use Permit FOR A MASSAGE ESTABLISHMENT WITH WAIVERS OF THE
400 FOOT DISTANCE SEPARATION REQUIREMENT FROM A RESIDENTIAL USE AND
THE 1000 FOOT DISTANCE SEPARATION REQUIREMENT FROM ANOTHER
MASSAGE ESTABLISHMENT at 6800 West Cheyenne Avenue (APN 138-10-816-007), C-1
(Limited Commercial) Zone, Ward 4 (Brown).

IF APPROVED: C.C.: 12/06/06
IF DENIED: P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. |0 Planning Commission Ntg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting

RECONMMENDATION:
Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location, Aerial and Special Maps
2. Conditions and Staff Report

3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:
DAVENPORT — APPROVED subject to conditions — UNANIMOUS

To be heard by City Council on 12/06/2006

MINUTES: .
CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open.

JOHN KORKOSZ, Planning and Development Department, stated this massage permit would be
used in conjunction with an existing medical office. He noted a massage establishment already
exists at 6706 Cheyenne Avenue, but pointed out a text amendment would be presented to the



G;Zy 0{ Lﬁft V&géda | Agenda ltem No.: 47

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
Item 47 — SUP-16750

MINUTES — Continued:
Commissioners that would allow a massage permit in conjunction with a medical office.
Therefore, he recommended approval.

DR. DOUG HERMANSEN was present and explained the massage use would not be advertised
and was intended to give his customers a more pampering and spa-like experience. He stated the
massage use would only be a small portion of his business and agreed to all conditions.

DR. HERMANSEN assured COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL that there would be no call-out
service and that the hours of operation would be 9 a.m. to 7 p.m.

MR. KORKOSZ confirmed for COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT that if the text amendment
regarding this use is approved, this application and procedure will be unnecessary.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed.

(9:05-9:11)
2-2822
CONDITIONS:
Planning and Development
1. This approval shall be void one year from the date of final approval, unless a business

license has been issued to conduct the activity, if required, or upon approval of a final
inspection. An Extension of Time may be filed for consideration by the City of Las
Vegas,

2. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.
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SUP-16750

0:17 o{ Las Vegw»
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT:  PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: SUP-16750 - APPLICANT: DOUG HERMANSEN - OWNER:
CHARLESTON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT, LLC |

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Development

L. This approval shall be void one year from the date of final approval, unless a business
license has been issued to conduct the activity, if required, or upon approval of a final
inspection. An Extension of Time may be filed for consideration by the City of Las
Vegas.

2. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied,
except as modified herein.
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** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This application is a request for a Special Use Permit for a Massage Establishment and a waiver
of the 400-foot separation requirement from a residential use, and a waiver of the 1,000-foot
separation requirement from another Massage Establishment, in an existing chiropractic office
located at 6800 West Cheyenne Avenue.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

I

A

R

12/06 ] KThe Cmfty Council pproved est to rezone the subject site from N-U
(Non-Urban) to C-1 (Limited Commercial) as part of a larger request (Z-
0071-78). The Planning Commission recommended approval.

Sy

04/17/85 The City Council approved a request for a Plot Plan Review [Z-0071-78(2)]
for a retail center, tavern, and convenience store on the subject property. The
Planning Commission and staff recommended approval on 03/26/85.

10/23/90 | The Planning Commission approved a request for a Plot Plan Review [Z-
0071-78(5)] for a 38,000 square-foot addition to an existing shopping center
on the subject site. Staff recommended approval.

11/20/90 The Board of Zoning Adjustment approved a Variance (V-0129-90)
application to allow a 466 square-foot shopping center identification sign
where 400 square feet is the maximum size allowed, on property located on
the north side of Cheyenne Avenue between Oran K. Gragson Highway and
Lorenzi Boulevard, Staff recommended denial.

11/12/91 The Board of Zoning Adjustment approved a Variance (V-0015-91)
application to allow 140 parking spaces where the proposed uses require 212
parking spaces on property located on the northwest corner of Cheyenne
Avenue and Rainbow Boulevard. Staff recommended denial.

03/17/93 The City Council approved a Variance (V-0004-93) application to allow the
secondhand sales of women’s clothing and apparel where secondhand
dealerships are not permitted on property located at 6718 West Cheyenne
Avenue. The Board of Zoning Adjustment recommended approval. Staff
recommended denial.
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SUP-16750 - Staff Report Page Two
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07/17/96

03/10/97

05/12/97

01/12/98

01/26/98

01/07/04

11/17/04

The City Council approved a request for a Plot Plan and Building Elevation
Review [Z-0071-78(8)] for a proposed 70-foot high on-premise sign on
property located at 6824 West Cheyenne Avenue. The Planning Commission
recommended approval on 06/27/96.

The City Council approved an appeal of the Board of Zoning Adjustment’s
denial of a Variance (V-0155-96) application to allow a proposed off-premise
sign 50 feet from an “R” designated zone where 300 feet is the minimum
required distance separation at 6704 West Cheyenne Avenue. Staff had no
objection.

The City Council approved a request for a Special Use Permit (U-0147-96)
application for a 55-foot high, 14-foot by 48-foot off-premise advertising
(billboard) sign at 6704 West Cheyenne Avenue. The Board of Zoning
Adjustment recommended denial on 01/28/97. Staff had no objection.

The City Council approved a Variance (V-0087-97) application on property
located at 6740 West Cheyenne Avenue to allow a proposed 2,346 square-
foot freestanding six bay automotive service building on the side property line
and 20 feet from the rear property line where ten feet and 60 feet are the
minimum setbacks required in conjunction with an existing tire store
(Goodyear Tire Center). The Board of Zoning Adjustment recommended
approval. Staff recommended denial.

The City Council approved a Special Use Permit (U-0126-97) application on
property located at 6810 West Cheyenne Avenue for a minor auto repair
(glass) business. The Planning Commission and Staff both recommended
approval.

The City Council approved the appeal filed by Cingular Wireless from the
denial by the Planning Commission of a request for a Special Use Permit
(SUP-3237) for a proposed 73-foot tall slim-line wireless communications
facility (non-stealth). Staff recommended denial.

The City Council approved a Special Use Permit (SUP-5072) on property
located at 6708 West Cheyenne Avenue for an Auto Title Loan business with
waivers of the required 1,000-foot separation distance from similar uses, the
200-foot distance separation from residential uses and the 1,500 square-foot
floor area minimum requirements. Planning Commission recommended
approval and staff recommended denial.
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08/11/93

08/11/93

04/11/96

10/30/03

11/03/04

11/18/04

07/24/06

08/16/06

4

Business License Q07-6115 -55903 for a Medical Firm was issued to
Hermansen Chiropractic, Out of Business effective 04/25/06.

Business License M06-18054-55903 for a Miscellaneous Sales was issued to
Hermansen Chiropractic, Out of Business effective 07/10/06.

Business License C04-227J-68942 for a Chiropractor was issued to Terry
Akers, Inactive effective 04/01/06.

Business License Q07-6335-113751 for a Medical Firm was issued to
Darcuiel Chiropractic, Out of Business effective 06/07/06.

Business License Q07-615-68942 for a Medical Firm was issued to Akers
Chiropractic (formally Hermansen Chiropractic), Remains active.

Business License Q07-615-68942 for a Medical Firm was issued to Desert
Pines Family Health Center (formally Hermansen Chiropractic), Remains
active.

Business License C14-967411129143 for a Clinic/Lab/X-ray/Imaging was
denied to Desert Pines Family Health Center dba Valhalla Medical Spa.
At a pre-application meeting, the applicant was told the special use
requirements for a massage establishment, and informed that the justification
letter should include waivers for the distance separation requirements. Due to
the location of the subject site within 500 feet of Unincorporated Clark
County, the requirements for a Project of Regional Significance were
explained to the applicant.

Gross
Acres 4.44
Net Acres 4.34
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SUP-16750

Subject Property Service SC (Service C-1 (Limited
_ Commercial Commercial) Commercial)
North Service L (Low Density R-1 (Single Family
Commercial Residential) Residential}
General H (High Density R-4 (High Density
Commercial Residential) Residential)
Office
South Service SC (Service C-1 (Limited
Commercial Commercial) Commercial)
East Group Quarters SC (Service C-1 (Limited
Facility, Single Commercial) Commercial)
Family Residential O (Office)
U.S.95 Right of Way Right of Way
e e e
X Y
. ‘ Mﬁiﬁ ,, ; : ; e NG M i
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts
A-O Airport Overlay District (140 Foot Buffer) X Y
Trails X Y
Rural Preservation Overlay District X Y
Development Impact Notification Assessment X Y
Project of Regional Significance X Y
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
parking standards apply:

i

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following

Shopping 53,885 1 space 209 7 517 26
Center per 250
Square
Feet
TOTAL 216 543
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‘MIZ\IO separation from residential use 400-foot Separation } Apprgval
from Residential Use
No separation from another massage | 1000-foot Separation Approval
establishment - from Massage
Establishment
ANALYSIS
¢ Zoning

The site is located in the Centennial Hills Sector of the General Plan and has a
designation of SC (Service Commercial). As the subject site is zoned C-1 (Limited
Commercial), the General Plan and the zoning are in compliance with each other. The
proposed use for Massage Establishment is permitted in the C-1 zoning district with a
special use permit.

The subject site is located in the North Las Vegas Airport Overlay District which
restricts the height of buildings to 175 feet. The subject proposal will be well under this
maximum height allowed.

Pursuant to Ordinance No. 5477, the proposed project is deemed to be a “Project of
Regional Significance™ for the following reasons:

1)  Any Special Use Permit within 500 feet of Unincorporated Clark County.

An Environmental Impact Assessment questionnaire was circulated to the affected
Agencies and entities for the mandated 15-day period and no significant issues were
identified. No responses have been received indicating any concerns regarding the
impact of the proposed special use.

The Planning Commission shall consider the Environmental Impact Assessment and the
proposed mitigation measures prior to making a decision on the proposal

Use

The application proposes a Massage Establishment use within an existing chiropractic
practice. The proposal, however, does not meet minimum distance separation
requirements from a residential use, nor from another massage establishment as set forth
in Title 19.02 and Title 19.04. Waivers of these requirements have been requested as
part of this application. Due to the ancillary nature of this use within a chiropractic
facility, it is determined that granting a Special Use Permit will not have a negative
impact upon the surrounding environment.

| RL
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s Conditions

—

The use shall comply with all applicable requirements of LVMC Title 6.
2. The use must be located on a secondary thoroughfare or larger.

3. The use may not be located within four hundred feet of any church, synagogue,
school, city park, child care facility, or any parcel zoned for residential use.

4. The use may not be located within one thousand feet of any other massage
establishment.

5. The hours of operation shall be limited to the period between 8:00 a.m. and

9:00 p.m., unless further limited by the City Council on a case-by-case basis.

Waivers have been requested to allow the special use less than 400 feet from a
residential use and less than 1,000 feet from an existing massage establishment.
Because this Special Use Permit is requested to offer massage as an ancillary use in an
existing chiropractic office, there is no negative impact on the neighborhood.

FINDINGS

The following findings must be made for a Special Use Permit:

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.”

“The subject site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use proposed.”

“Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate in
size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”

“Approval of the Special 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.”

The use meets all of the applicable conditions per Title 19.04.
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In regard to “1”:

The proposed Massage Establishment is an ancillary use within an existing chiropractic office in an
existing shopping center at the northwest corner of Cheyenne Avenue and Rainbow Boulevard. As
it is an ancillary use with no foreseeable impacts, it 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.

In regard to “2”:

The proposed site is well suited for the proposed use, as it is located within an established retail
center along a major arterial.

In regard to “3”;

The site receives access from Cheyenne Avenue and Rainbow Boulevard, both of which are 100-
foot Primary Arterials adequate in size to serve the requirements of the proposed Massage
Establishment. ‘

In regard to “4”:

The proposed use on this site will be subject to regular inspection and will, therefore, not
compromise the public health, safety, and general welfare, or the overall objectives of the General
Plan. :

In regard to “5”:

Although the proposed use requires distance separation waivers from the required conditions of

Title 19.04, the ancillary nature of the proposed Massage Establishment within the existing
chiropractic office will have no negative impact on the community.

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 4

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 37

SENATE DISTRICT 6
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NOTICES MAILED 195
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0

SUP-16750




FLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

Case Number: SUP 16750 APN: 138-10-816~007

Name of Property Owner: CHARLE STON HEIGHTS DEVELOPMENT, L.L.C.

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Comnmission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

YeS “ _ -.,,5 NO ED LU-Y‘J;'U .}. B

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is -
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official-holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Numpéf if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner

Subscribed and sworn before me

Print Name: l}'{:}e/jst A Becker, Jr.

RY PUBL
STATE OF NEVA'gA

5 4 . o Cla
" . Liw o Y DEBRA ALST%N :
/ / ; Q Nt/ . No, 03-84766-1
s /' My Appl, Expires Oct, 10, 2007

Notary Public in and for said County and State
RECEIVED

1 9 2006

Revised 12-03-04 f\depot\Application Packet\Statement of Fmaﬂsgi Interest.doc
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AUG-24-2006{THU) 13:04 p. 002/002

Cheyenne Village Shopping Center
Las Vegas Nevada

PPN 13310 -8I6 -7

Premises Address Square footage
6704 W. CHEYENNE 800 -
6706 W. CHEYENNE 800
6708 W, CHEYENNE ~ 800
6710 W. CHEYENNE 800
6712 W. CHEYENNE 800
6714 W. CHEYENNE | 1,000
6716 W. CHEYENNE 1,000
6718 W. CHEYENNE 1,200
6720 - 24 W. CHEYENNE - . 3,600
6740 W. CHEYENNE 6,260
6800-6806 W, CHEYENNE 4,750
6808 W, CHEYENNE 1,000
6810 W, CHEYENNE - 1,000
6612 W, CHEYENNE 1,000
6814 - 8816 CHEYENNE - 2,000
6818 W, CHEYENNE 1,000
6820 W, CHEYENNE 1,000
6822 W. Cheyenne 1,000
6824 West Cheyenne Ave 5,990
6702 W. CHEYENNE 2,485
Total 38,285
I Hop 3,20
OLIVE GEARDEN _ S, B
WENDYS . 2,490
kFC 2,290
7 1} 2,080
_ TSTAL ' 53885
_ HAMWCAP PARKING ) | 26— .
- FuLL S1Z€ PaRiin 6 517
Comph ex PRI (NG -
i C Teeeu 543
CALCULATION 53,885
’ = l'zSc: SU P"'16750

= 216" 11/02/06 PC

RECEIVED

orn 7 ¢ INNE



Page 2 VALHALLA MED SPA/ APN 138-10-816-007

We are requesting a wavier of the 4001t distance separation from residential use.

We are requesting a waiver of the 1000ft distance separation from another massage
establishment.

We are also requesting a waiver of the 500 ft distance separation from county line,
attached please find the required Development Impact Notification and Assessment
(DINA) application.

Attached please see our application and all other required documents.

Sincerely

Y

SUP-16750
11/02/06 PC RECEIVED

s m LA
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DESERT PINES FAMILY HEALTH CENTERS
DBA

VALHALLA MED SPA

JUSTIFICATION LETTER FOR SPECIAL USE PERMIT

APN 138-10-816-007

Dear Planning Commissioners and Town Council:

We are a 4800sq ft Family Practice and Chiropractic clinic, located in the strip mall at
6800 W Cheyenne Ave. Dr. Hermansen has been successfully practicing at this
location for the last 12 years. Our hours of operation do not exceed the required
3:00am to 9:00pm

We are now expanding the practice to include a Medical Spa, the new services are
listed below:

Thermage ™ Skin Tightening

Facials

Microdermabrasion

Laser Hair removal

Fotofacial Skin Rejuvenation

Relaxation /Stress Relief and Therapeutic Massage
Injectable Fills for Wrinkles

Relaxation Massage in this setting and industry is a critical part of the services we will
be offering as a Med Spa, Since we are now adding Relaxation Massage, which is
considered a spa service; we have been advised that we need a special use permit. To
that end we are submitting our request for that permit and additional requests for the

following waivers; on page 2 RECEIvER
SUP-16750 SEP 1 % 2006

West Clinic. Ph:658-8800 - 11/02/06 PC East Clinic. Ph:437-0800.

6800 W. Cheyenne, Las Vegas, NV 89108 3551 E. Bonanza #108, Las Vegas, NV 89110

(Cheyenne at Rainbow) Fax: (702) 658-1079  www.desertpinesfhc.com (Bonanza at Pecos) Fax: (702) 437-7857
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING CONMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

SUP-16911 - SPECIAL USE PERMIT - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: FL
SMITH, LLC - OWNER: FORT APACHE COMMONS LTD, LLC - Request for a Special
Use Permit FOR A BEER/WINE/COOLER OFF-SALE ESTABLISHMENT at 1101 South Fort
Apache Road (APN 163-05-110-006), C-1 (Limited Commercial)} Zone, Ward 2 (Wolfson).

IF APPROVED: C.C.: 12/06/06
IFDENIED: P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 days)

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. 1 Planning Commission Mtg. 0
City Council Meeting City Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Location, Aerial and Special Maps
Conditions and Staff Report
Supporting Documentation
Justification Letter

Telephone Protest by Edward Kulas

U’\“-hb.)[\)‘—-

MOTION:
DAVENPORT — APPROVED subject to conditions - UNANIMOUS

To be heard by City Council on 12/06/2006

MINUTES:
CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open.

JOHN KORKOSZ, Planning and Development Department, explained this application was to
allow an existing convenience store to sell beer and wine. He noted one protest and
recommended approval.

SHAWN HUGGINS, 528 South Casino Center Boulevard, appeared on behalf of the applicant
and accepted all conditions.



% 0{ lﬁ/& VW Agenda Item No.: 48

PLANNING COMMISSICON MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
Item 48 — SDR-16919

MINUTES — Continued:
MR. HUGGINS informed COMMISSIONER STEINMAN that this use would not be in
conjunction with a food establishment opening within the convenience store.

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY BRYAN SCOTT and MR. KORKOSZ assured
COMMISSIONER STEINMAN that alcohol consumption would not be permitted on the
premises.

COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL stated he could support this application but wamed he would
not support additional uses at this site in the future due to the many uses already in place.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE déclared the Public Hearing closed.

(9:11 -9:16)
2-3098
CONDITIONS:
Planning and Development
1. This approval shall be void one year from the date of final approval, unless a business

license has been issued to conduct the activity, if required, or upon approval of a final
inspection. An Extension of Time may be filed for consideration by the City of Las

Vegas.
2, Approval of this Special Use Permit does 'not constitute approval of a liquor license.
3. The sale of individual containers of any size of beer, wine coolers ot screw cap wine is

prohibited. All such products shall remain in their original configurations as shipped by
the manufacturer. Further, no repackaging of containers into groups smaller than the
original shipping container size shall be permitted.

4, This business shall operate in conformance to Chapter 6.50 of the Clty of Las Vegas
Municipal Code:.

5. No temporary signs such as banners, pennants, inflatable objects, streamers, flags, strobe
lights or other similar attention gaining item or devices shall be displayed upon the
subject property or a vehicle displayed for sale in the parkmg lot of the subject property
without the appropriate permits.

6. All City Code requirements and design standards of all C1ty departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.
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0(17 o{ Las VogM
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: SUP-16911 - APPLICANT: FL SMITH, LLC - OWNER: FORT
APACHE COMMONS LTD, LLC

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. This approval shall be void one year from the date of final approval, unless a business
license has been issued to conduct the activity, if required, or upon approval of a final
inspection. An Extension of Time may be filed for consideration by the City of Las
Vegas.

2. Approval of this Special Use Permit does not constitute approval of a liquor license.

3. The sale of individual containers of any size of beer, wine coolers or screw cap wine is
prohibited. All such products shall remain in their original configurations as shipped by the
manufacturer. Further, no repackaging of containers into groups smaller than the original
shipping container size shall be permitted.

4, This business shall operate in conformance to Chapter 6.50 of the City of Las Vegas
Municipal Code.

5. No temporary signs such as banners, pennants, inflatable objects, streamers, flags, strobe
lights or other similar attention gaining item or devices shall be displayed upon the subject
property or a vehicle displayed for sale in the parking lot of the subject property without
the appropriate permits.

6. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied,
except as modified herein,
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** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This application is for a Special Use Permit for a Beer/Wine/Cooler Off-Sale Establishment at
1101 South Fort Apache Road at an existing car wash.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

12/04/02

02/05/03

10/19/06

The City Council approved a request (Z-
property located on the west side of Fort Apache Road, between Sahara
Avenue and Charleston Boulevard, from N-U (Non Urban) Zone under
Resolution of Intent to R-PD4 (Residential Planned Development - 4 Units
per Acre), P-R (Professional Office & Parking), C-1(Limited Commercial),
and C-V (Civic), to R-PD7 (Residential Planned Development - 7 Units per
Acre), R-3 (Limited Multiple Residence), and C-1 (Limited Commer01al)
The Planning Commission recommended approval.

The City Council approved a request Special Use Permit (SUP-1047) for a
tavern and a waiver of the separation distance between taverns and a Site
Development Plan Review (SDR-1048) for the tavern on this site. The
Planning Commission recommended approval.

The City Council approved a Site Development Plan Review (SDR-1318) for
the Retail Building Addition to the overall shopping center. The Planning
Commission recommended approval.

The Planning Commission approval a Site Development Plan Review (SDR- |.
16500) for a 580 square-foot Fast Food Restaurant Addition to an existing
service station on the subject site. Staff recommended approval.
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08/07/02
12/02/02

08/21/03
10/02/03
10/09/03
10/28/03

10/29/03
11/6/03

11/07/03

04/21/05
06/02/05
06/02/05

05/26/05

R

L

P

Active Business License G02-5483-7173 issued to Smog Xpress for Garage- ‘

Minor Auto Repair.

Active Business License P35-47-0-77658 issued to Central Pay Phones for an
Outdoor Payphone.

Building Permit issued for Fire Repair on the subject site.

Building Permit issued for Temporary Sales Trailer on the subject site.
Building Permit issued for Interior Remodel on the subject site.
Building Permit issued for 3 Sets Channel Letters on the subject site.

Building Permit issued for Installation of a Combination Cooler/Freezer on
the subject site.

Building Permits issued for Low Voltage, Wire and CCTV devices on the
subject site.

Building Permit issued for Low Voltage Only on the subject site.

Active Business License R01-5062-109547 issued to AAA Auto Glass for
Repairs — Miscellaneous.

Active Business License C02-1851-82137 issued to Fabulous Freddy’s Car
Wash for Car Wash.

Active Business License M03-565-82137 issued to Fabulous Freddy’s Car
Wash for a Massage Establishment

Active Business License S05-10373-82137 issued to Fabulous Shoe Shine
Stand for a Shoe Shine Stand

Ata re-appliction etg, th)euplicant was informed of the spial use
requirements for a Beer/Wine/Cooler off-sale establishment, including the
parking requirements.

(Gross Acres

186

Net Acres

1.86
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SC (Service

Subject Property General C-1 (lelted
Commercial Commerical) Commercial)
North Service SC (Service C-1 (Limited
Commercial Commerical) Commercial)
South Service SC (Service C-1 (Limited
Commercial Commerical) Commercial)
East School/ Park/ Open | SC (Service C-1 (Limited
Space Commerical) Commercial)
West Servicce SC (Service C-1 (Limited
Commercial Commerical) Commercial)

Spec1al Purpbse zin Overlay Districts

Trails

Rural Preservation Overlay District

Development Impact Notification Assessment

Project of Regional Significance

b 5| e | | 3
<<<<<

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

Mln Lot S1ze

NA 81,064SF | Y

Min. Lot Width 100 Feet 293 Feet Y
Min. Setbacks

e Iront 20 Feet 54 Feet Y

e Side 8 Feet . 61 Feet Y

o (Corner 15 Feet 108 Feet Y

e Rear 8 Feet 44 Feet Y

Max. Lot Coverage 50% 12% Y

Max. Building Height NA 16 Feet Y.

Trash Enclosure Screened Screened |Y

‘| Mech. Equipment Screened Screened |Y
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Retail 3600SF | 1/250SF | 15Total | | 53 3 | Y

Car Wash 3,300 SF 1/150 SF | 22 Total
Restaurant
Seating 100 SF 1/50 SF | 2 Total
Other 580 SF 1/200 SF | 3 Total
40 2 53 3 Y
TOTAL 42 56 Y
ANALYSIS

e General Plan and Zoning

The subject site is located in the Southwest Sector of the General Plan. Within that
Sector, it has a land-use designation of SC (Service Commercial). This designation
allows for a variety of commercial uses that serve primarily local area patrons. The
underlying zoning of C-1 (Limited Commercial) is in compliance with the General Plan
designation. The subject site is located in the North Las Vegas Airport Overlay District
200-foot buffer. The existing single-story structure on the subject site is well under the
maximum height allowed.

s IUse

The sale of beer/wine/coolers for consumption off-premise in conjunction with a car
wash is an allowed use within the C-1 (Limited Commercial) Zoning District with the
approval of a Special Use Permit. The reason for a special use permit is to ensure that a
proposed use conducted in a manner that is harmonious and compatible with uses located
on the same or surrounding properties. The process recognizes that, within a given
zoning district, certain uses may be appropriate and compatible in some locations but not
in others (Subsection 19.18.060 A.). The subject site is approprlate for the proposed use,
and sufficient parking is provided.

The Special Use Permit process allows a site-specific inquiry into the compatibility of a
proposed use at a particular location, taking into account: the characteristics of the site
and the surroundings; the relevant zoning and planning principles; and the input of the
Planning Commission, City Council and other interested parties.




SUP-16911

SUP-16911 - Staff Report Page Five
November2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

Conditions

The following conditions apply to the proposed use:

1.

Except as otherwise provided in this Chapter, no retail establishment with

accessory package liquor off-sale (hereinafter “establishment™) shall be located

within four hundred feet of any church, synagogue, child care facﬂ1ty licensed
for more than twelve children, or City park

Except as otherwise provided in Paragraph 3 below, the distances referred to in

Paragraph 1 shall be determined with reference to the shortest distance between

two property lines, one being the property line of the proposed establishment

which is closest to the existing use to which the measurement pertains, and the
other being the property line of that existing use which is closest to the
proposed establishment. The distance shall be measured in a straight line
without regard to intervening obstacles. For purpose of measurement, the term

“property line” refers to property lines of fee interest parcels and does not

include the property line of:

a. Any leasehold parcel; or

b. Any parcel which lacks access to a public street or has no area for on-
site parking and which has been created so as to avoid the distance
limitation described in Paragraph 1.

In the case of an establishment property to be located on a parcel of at least

eighty acres in size, the minimum distances referred to in Paragraph 1 shall be

measured in a straight line:

a. From the nearest property line of the existing use to the nearest portion
of the structure in which the establishment will be located, without
regard to intervening obstacles; or

b. In the case of a proposed establishment which will be located within a
shopping center or other multiple-tenant structure, from the nearest
property line of the existing use to the nearest property lines of a
leasehold or occupancy parcel in which the establishment will be
located, without regard to intervening obstacles.

When considering a Special Use Permit application for an establishment which

also requires a waiver of the distance limitation in Paragraph 1, the Planning

Commission shall take into consideration the distance policy and shall, as part

of its recommendation to the City Council, state whether the distance

requirement should be waived and the reasons in support of the decision.

The minimum distance requirements in Paragraph 1 do not apply to:

a. An establishment which has a nonrestricted gaming license in
connection with a hotel having two hundred or more guest rooms on or
before July 1, 1992 or in connection with a resort hotel having in
excess of two hundred guest rooms after July 1, 1992; or
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b. A proposed establishment having more than fifty thousand square feet
of retail floor space.

6. All businesses which sell alcoholic beverages shall conform to the provisions
of Chapter 6.50 of the Las Vegas Municipal Code.

7. The minimum distance requirements set forth in paragraph 1, which are
otherwise nonwaivable under the provisions of this subdivision, maybe be
waived:

a. In accordance with the provisions of Section 19.040.050(A)(4) for any
establishment which is proposed to be located on a parcel within the
Downtown Casino Overlay District; '

b. In accordance with the applicable provisions of the “Town Center
Development Standards Manual” for any establishment which is
proposed to be located within the T-C (Town Center) Zoning District
and which is designated MS-TC (Main Street Mixed Use) in the Town
Center Land Use Plan; or

c. In connection with a retai] establishment having less than twenty
thousand square feet of retail floor space, if the area to be used for the
sale, display or merchandising of alcoholic beverages and each use to
be protected are separated by a highway or right-of-way with a width
of at least one hundred feet.

FINDINGS

The following findings must be made for a Special Use Permit:

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.”

“The subject site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of land use proposed.”

“Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate in
size to meet the requirements of the proposed use.”

“Approval of the Special Use Permit at the site in question will not be inconsistent with
or comptomise the public health, safety, and welfare or the overall objectives of the
General Plan.” ’

.. The use meets all of the applicable conditions per Title 19.04.
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In regard to “1":

The project is compatible with the General Plan land-use designation for the area and satisfies the
requirements of the Zoning Code with respect to minimum separation distance requirements. The
project, located in a substantial commercial development at an intersection where all four comers
are occupied by major commercial developments, can be expected to be compatible with, and
mutually supportive of, these other commercial uses.

In regard to “2”;

There is no evidence of any physical constraint to the location of the proposed Beer/Wine/Cooler
Off-Sale Establishment use on the subject site.

In regard to “3”:

The proposed Beer/Wine/Cooler Off-Sale Establishment use will be accessed from Fort Apache
Road and Charleston Boulevard, both identified on the Master Plan of Streets and Highways as 100-
foot Primary Arterials. These roads have adequate capacity to serve the proposed development.
The project will not have any negative traffic impact on nearby residential neighborhoods.

In regard to “4:

The proposed use will be subject to regular City and County inspections for licensing and will,
therefore, not compromise the public health, safety, and welfare.

In regard to “5;

The subject site meets all applicable conditions for a Beet/Wine/Cooler Off-Sale Establishment
as per the requirements of Title 19.04. '
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NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 2

SENATE DISTRICT 8
NOTICES MAILED 467 |
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 1

SUP-16911




PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

Case Number: SUP-16911 APN: ‘("3 -0 S--) 16 -006

Name of Property Owner: Fol‘+ (L}'Ao-c.]'\& (ommar\; Z_"l'J_, LLC
Name of Applicant: F-L- .5!"\;@"\ - F‘ilbd,ﬂ)} PCJA)@ éq!‘ qush

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners,
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company? :

Yes Zé No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is

held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:
Partner(s):
APN: .
Signature of Property Owner: ( _'_":'\-—D-“ Y
Print Name: ;‘“‘
Subscribed and swom before me i DAL LA AN DL,
L, Notary Pubiic - State of Nevada

County of Clark

e, 4
This l__day of_Mawu~  2000L NN JOANNE BALDASSARE

. 4 LEi R My Appointment Expires

. ) ) b ! ! 3 ) &Js; éﬁ51o.1 Juna 2, 2006

Notary Public in and for said County and State

RO,

Revised 12-03-04 f\depot\Application Packet\Statement of Financia! Interest.doc
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' HUGGINS LAW OFFICE SHAWN R HUGGINS, B5Q.

-. TTORINEY AT LAW
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION - ATTO

September 18, 2006

City of Las Vegas
Planning and Development
731 South Fourth Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

RE: JUSTIFICATION LETTER 7
FABULOUS FREDDY’S CAR WASH
1101 S. FORT APACHE

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is written as justification for FL Smith, LLC, Fabulous Freddy’s Car Wash’s
request for Special Use Permit to operate a convenience with off premises beer and wine
sales.

At this time, Fabulous Freddy’s Car Wash is a full service carwash location which

includes services such as gas, carwash, detailing, lube facilities, smog and other

incidental felated businesses. Fabulous Freddy’s Car Wash requests the Special Use

Permit so it may operate a vonvenience in conjunction with its other services on the

premises. In addition to the convenience store application Fabulous Freddy’s wiil be
. requesting a business license for wine and beer sales.

This application is necessitated by business circumstances and is compatible with the

current uses on the premises. Therefore, it is respectfully requested this Special use

Permit be granted for the convenience store operation with off premises sale of beer and
: wine on Fabulous Freddy’s Car Wash.

Very truly yours,

Shawn R. Huggins

SRHIm

Cc: Fabulous Freddy’; Car Wash . SUP-1 691 1
11/02/06 PC

528 SOUTH CASINO CENTER BOULEVARD, SUITE 203, LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101
TELEPHONE: (702) 387-4014 - FACSIMILE: (702) 387-3129 - HUGGINSLAWOFFICE.COM
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Cdyae Las VegM

Agenda ltem No.: 49

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER, AICP [ | CONSENT DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

SDR-16919 - SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW = PUBLIC HEARING -
APPLICANT /OWNER: CHARLESTON & JONES LLC - Request for a Site Development
Plan Review and a Waiver of the Perimeter Landscape Buffering Requirement FOR THE
CONVERSION OF A 192-UNIT APARTMENT COMPLEX TO A CONDOMINIUM
DEVELOPMENT on 7.41 acres at 5905 West Charleston Boulevard (APN 163-01-102-038), R-
E (Residence Estates) and C-2 (General Commercial) under Resolution of Intent to R-3 (Medium

Density Residential) Zone, Ward | (Tarkanian).
C.C.: 12/06/06

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE:

Planning Commission Mtg. 1

City Council Meeting

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Location and Aerial Maps

2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

—_—

MOTION:

APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:

Planning Commission Mtg.
City Council Meeting

0

DAVENPORT — APPROVED subject to conditions, deleting Condition 4 and 13 and

amending the following conditions as follows:

1. Add the phrase “except as amended herein.”
20.  Strike the language “prior to the issuance of any grading or building permits.”

— UNANIMOUS
To be heard by City Council on 12/06/2006

MINUTES:

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planining and Development Department
ltem 49 — SDR-16919

MINUTES — Continued:

DOUG RANKIN, Planning and Development Department, stated this. site plan conforms to. the
approved original site plan and that no-changes have beenproposed: He recommended approval
and noted the units.are.currently unocC'upied. '

BARRY BENDER, 7391 Prairie Falcon Road, appeared on behalf of the apphcant He
requested clarification of Condition 21 regarding a drainage study.

MR. RANKIN informed AL OSBOURNE, 1350 Duneville Street, that a landscape waiver was
not being approved and that this application was to change the approved use from an apartment
complex to a condominium project.

MIRON HELVIK, 1375 Duneville Street, expressed. concern for the apartments north. of
Charleston Boulevard which contribute to the depletion of the neighborhood. He noted he did
not support the idea of luxury apartments and would not support a condominium development.

JILL and WADE CHRISTENSEN, 1295 Duneville Street, appeared and stated the project is
dlrectly behind their property. MS. CHRISTENSEN expressed hope that condominiums would
increase property values in the area. She requested that all previous agreements be maintained,
which include no access at Duneville Street-and Holmby Avenue, no pedestrian gate -or vehicle
access and that the alleyway created from the project be maintained since the neighborhood is
known for vagrancies. MS. CHRISTENSON vetified that shie spoke with Nevada Power who
confirmed it is possible to fence off the alleyway; howéver, it woild be expensive.

COMMISSIONER EVANS clarified that the application is only to modify the site plan from
apartments to .condominiums. The commissioners cannot. consider whether the alleyway could
be fenced off or not. MS. CHRISTENSEN requested that privacy issues be addressed. MR.
CHRISTENSEN stated they appeared in résponse to notification of some landscaping shortage
and noted that mature treés were promised in the line of sight.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE noted that if those conditions ‘were enforced at the time of
approval, they would remain and could be enforced. MR. RANKIN read the conditions of
approval in conjunction with the plan approved in 2002 and sincé the plins have not changed, he
verified that all conditions would remain. ' '

COMMISSIONER GOYNES requested the applicant visit the property of MR. and- MRS.
CHRISTENSEN to mitigate the concern of privacy, MR. BENDER confirmed that the
developer would satisfy the CHRISTENSEN’S concern even if it may require that the trees be
increased in height from what was originally imposed. |
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
[tem 49 — SDR-16919

MINUTES — Continued:

BART ANDERSON;, Public Works Department, stated that condominium projects are dealt with
differently than apartments in regard to public easements. The Flood Control Section would
need to verify that what was originally approved is still acceptable for a multi-owner situation
4nd at that time could also determine if the drainage study needed to be resubmitted. MR.
BENDER expressed understanding but noted a conflict that no permits are to be issued until the
drainage study is approved. MR. ANDERSON confirmed that the language stating “prior to
building permits” could be stricken from Condition 20 leaving the portion that states “prior to the
final map.”

Upon COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL’S inquiry, MR. BENDER confirmed that garages would
be part of the condominiums and sold as personal garages. COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT
requested additional language be added to Condition 4-to require mature trees be installed in the
line of sight so as to protect existing property owners. MR. RANKIN recommended Condition 4
be deleted so COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT requested that language be included as an added
condition to which MR, BENDER agreed.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed.
(9:16 - 9:35)
2-3380

CONDITIONS:

Planning and Development

1. Conformance to the conditions of Z-0037-02, Z-0037-02(1) and VAR-0041-02 approved
by City Council 09/02/02.

2. This ‘approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

3. All development shall be in conformance with the site plan, landscape plan, and building
elevations, date stamped 09/18/06, except as amended by conditions herein. NOTE:
reduced copies are date stamped 09/19/06.

4, The minimum distance between buildings shall be 10 feet.

5.. A technical landscape plan, signed and sealed by a Registered Architect, Landscape
Architect, Residential Designer or Civil Engineer, must be submitted prior to or at the
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006.
Planning and Development Department
ltem 49 - SDR-16919

CONDITIONS: — Continued:

10,

11.

12.

13.

same time application is made for a building permit. A permanent underground sprinkler
system is required, and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory manner; the
landscape plan shall include irrigation specifications.

Pre-planting and post-planting landscape inspections are required to ensure the
appropriate plant material, location, size of planters, and landscape plans are being
utilized. The Planning and Development Department must be contacted to schedule an
inspection prior to the start of the landscape installation and after the landscape
installation is completed. A certificate of occupancy will not be issued. or the final
inspection will not be approved until the landscape inspections have been completed.

Air conditioning units shall not be'mounted on rooftops.

All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title
19.12.040.

Parking lot lighting standards shall be no more than 30 feet in height and shall utilize
downward-directed lights with full cut-off luminaries. Lighting on the exterior of

buildings shall be shiclded and shall be downward-directed. Non-residential property

lighting shall be directed away from residential property or screened, and shall not creaté
fugitive lighting on adjacent properties.

A fully operational fire protection system, including fire apparatus roads, fire hydrants

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

combustible structures.

Prior to the submittal of a building permit application, the applicant shall meet with
Planning and Development Department staff to develop a comprehensive address plan for
the subject site. A copy of the approved address plan shall be submitted with any future
building permit applications felated to the site. All City Code requirements and design
standards of all City Departments must be satisfied, except as modified herein.

This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a Final Map

has been submitted and approved. An Extension of Time may be filed for consideration

by the City of Las Vegas.

All development shall be in conformance with the site plan, landscape plan, and building
elevations, date stamped 09/18/06 except as amended by conditions herein.

\
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
{tem 49 — SDR-16919

CONDITIONS — Continued:

14.

15.

Each dwelling unit shall be served by gas and/or electric services completely within the
lot lines or ownership space of each separate unit. Easemerits for gas and/or electric lines
shall be provided in the common ownership area where lateral service connections shall
take place. Each dwelling unit shall be separately metered for gas and/or electricity. A
plan for equitable sharing of communat water metering, where required, shall be included
in the covenants, conditions and restrictions. .

All new on-site and off-site minor utilities except switch boxes, transformer boxes and
cap banks across property frontage shall be underground.

Public Works

l6.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Remove all substandard public street improvements and unused driveway cuts adjacent to
this site, if any, and replace with new improvements meeting current City Standards
concurrent with development of this site.

This site shall be responsible for sewer connection fees in accordance with condominium
requirements per Title 14 Chapter 14.04.020 Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU)
Schedule. If some or all of these units have already paid fees based upon apartment
requirements, the difference between condominium and apartment fees for those units
shall be paid to Building and Safety prior to the recordation of a Final Map for this site.
Submit copies of the receipts to the Collection Systems Planning Section of the
Department of Public Works with Final Map mylar submittal.

Gated driveways, if proposed, shall be designed, located and constructed in accordance
with Standard Drawing #222A.

The design and layout of all onsite private circulation and access drives shall meet the
approval-of the Department of Fire Services.

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, submittal of any construction drawings or the submittal
of a Final Map for this site, whichever may occur first. Provide and improve all
drainageways as recommended in the approved drainage plan/study.

A Homeowners’ Association shall bé established to maintain all private roadways,
landscaping and common areas created with this development. All landscaping shall be
situated and maintained so as to not create sight visibility obstructions for vehicular
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
Item 49 — SDR-16919

CONDITIONS — Continued:
traffic at all development access drives and abutting street intersections.

22.  The final layout of the subdivision shall be determined at the time of approval of the
Tentative Map.
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SDR-16919

City of Las Vegas

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
ITEM DESCRIPTION: SDR-16919 - APPLICANT JOWNER: CHARLESTON & JONES

LLC

AGENDA MEMO

** CONDITIONS **

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Development

Conformance to the conditions of Z-0037-02, Z-0037-02(1) and VAR-0041-02 approved
by City Council 09/02/02. .

This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

All development shall be in conformance with the site plan, landscape plan, and building
elevations, date stamped 09/18/06, except as amended by conditions herein. NOTE: .
reduced copies are date stamped 09/19/06.

The minimum distance between buildings shall be 10 feet.

A technical landscape plan, signed and sealed by a Registered Architect, Landscape
Architect, Residential Designer or Civil Engineer, must be submitted prior to or at the
same time application is made for a building permit. A permanent underground sprinkler
system is required, and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory manner; the
landscape plan shall include irrigation specifications.

Pre-planting and post-planting landscape inspections are required to ensure the appropriate
plant material, location, size of planters, and landscape plans are being utilized. The
Planning and Development Department must be contacted to schedule an inspection prior
to the start of the landscape installation and after the landscape installation is completed.
A certificate of occupancy will not be issued or the final inspection will not be approved
until the landscape inspections have been completed.
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SDR-16919 - Conditions Page Two
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

10.

11

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Air conditioning units shall not be mounted on rooftops.

All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title
19.12.040.

Parking lot lighting standards shall be no more than 30 feet in height and shall utilize
downward-directed lights with full cut-off luminaries. Lighting on the exterior of
buildings shall be shielded and shall be downward-directed. Non-residential property
lighting shall be directed away from residential property or screened, and shall not create
fugitive lighting on adjacent properties.

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

Prior to the submittal of a building permit application, the applicant shall meet with
Planning and Development Department staff to develop a comprehensive address plan for
the subject site. A copy of the approved address plan shall be submitted with any future
building permit applications related to the site

All City Code requirements and design- standards of all City Departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.

This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a Final Map
has been submitted and approved. An Extension of Time may be filed for consideration
by the City of Las Vegas.

All development shall be in conformance with the site plan, landscape plan, and building
elevations, date stamped 09/18/06 except as amended by conditions herein.

Each dwelling unit shall be served by gas and/or electric services completely within the lot
lines or ownership space of each separate unit. Easements for gas and/or electric lines
shall be provided in the common ownership area where lateral service connections shall
take place. Each dwelling unit shall be separately metered for gas and/or electricity. A
plan for equitable sharing of communal water metering, where required, shall be included
in the covenants, conditions and restrictions.

All new on-site and off-site minor utilities except switch boxes, transformer boxes and cap
banks across property frontage shall be underground.

Public Works

Remove all substandard public street improvements and unused driveway cuts adjacent to
this site, if any, and replace with new improvements meeting current City Standards
concurrent with development of this site.

[ R ]
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SDR-16919 - Conditions Page Three
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

This site shall be responsible for sewer connection fees in accordance with condominium
requirements per Title 14 Chapter 14.04.020 Equivalent Residential Unit (ERU) Schedule.
If some or all of these units have already paid fees based upon apartment requirements, the
difference between condominium and apartment fees for those units shall be paid to
Building and Safety prior to the recordation of a Final Map for this site. Submit copies of
the receipts to the Collection Systems Planning Section of the Department of Public Works
with Final Map mylar submittal.

Gated driveways, if proposed, shall be designed, located and constructed in accordance
with Standard Drawing #222A.

The design and layout of all onsite private circulation and access drives shall meet the
approval of the Department of Fire Services.

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, submittal of any construction drawings or the submittal of
a Final Map for this site, whichever may occur first. Provide and improve all
drainageways as recommended in the approved drainage plan/study.

A Homeowners’ Association shall be established to maintain all private roadways,
landscaping and common areas created with this development. All landscaping shall be
situated and maintained so as to not create sight visibility obstructions for vehicular traffic
at all development access drives and abutting street intersections.

The final layout of the subdivision shall be determined at the time of approval of the
Tentative Map.
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** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

' This application is a request for a Site Development Plan Review and a Waiver of the perimeter
landscape buffer requirements for the conversion of an approved 192-unit apartment complex to
a condominium development on 7.39 acres at 5905 West Charleston Boulevard.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

": L et i b i - i
1/19/72 A portion of Annexed (A-0001-71) into the City of Las
Vegas.

02/07/96 The City Council approved a Rezoning (Z-0104-95) to C-1 (Limited
: Commercial) on a portion of this site. The Planning Commission
recommended approval.
09/04/02 :
The City Council approved a General Plan Amendment (GPA-0014-02) to M
(Medium Density Residential), a Rezoning (Z-0037-02) to C-2 (General
Commercial), a Variance (V-0041-02) to allow the proposed apartment
buildings to be three stories and 38 feet tall where two stories and 35 feet are
the maximum height allowed, and Site Development Plan Review [Z-0037-
02(1)] for a 192-unit three-story, apartment complex on this site. The Planning
Commission and staff recommended approval on August 8, 2002.
10/06/04
The City Council approved an Extension of Time (EOT-5144) of Rezoning Z-
0037-02; an Extension of Time (EQT-5146) of Site Development Plan
Review Z-0037-02(1); and an Extension of Time (EOT-5147) of Variance (V-
00 .

09/05/06 A pre-application meeting was held at which the applicant was instructed that
a Site Development Plan Review would be required for the proposed
conversion, and that it would be heard by City Council. Further, a list of
requirements was provided and the applicant was told that they should meet
with Flood Control and conform to the previously approved site plan (Z-37-
02(1)

A neighborhood meeting is not required for this application, nor was one held.
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tzthWmatmn
?‘Sg; 75 m;;.ma R R 1 ey T O IS RN 2 e A e A
Gross Acres 7 41
Net Acres 7. 39
vroundingiiiopenty FExstineianditse’ [ RIanncallandUseRd BEXRHREIZonina
Subject Pr0perty Vacant M (Medlum Dens1ty C-2 (General
Residential) Commercial) and R-E
(Residential Estates)
Under Resolution of
Intent for R-3 (Medium
Density Residential)
North Service SC (Service C-1 (Limited
Commercial Commercial) Commercial)
South Single Family, DR (Desert Rural R-E (Residential
Vacant Density Residential), | Estates) and U
SC (Service (Undeveloped) [L
Commercial) (Low Density
Residential General
: Plan Designation)]
East Office SC (Service C-1 (Limited
Commercial) Commercial)
West Service SC (Service C-1 (Limited
C i Commercial) Commercual)
D e R
Special Area Plan
Speclal Purpose and Overlay Districts
A-O Alirport Overlay District — 200 Feet
Trails
Rural Preservation Overlay District
Development Impact Notification Assessment
Project of Regional Significance
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DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
7
Min. Lot Size 6,500 SF 322,812 SF Y
Min. Lot Width NA 538 Feet Y
Min. Setbacks
» Front _ 20 Feet 20 Feet Y
¢ Side 5 Feet 5 Feet Y
o (Corner 5 Feet 5 Feet Y
e Rear 20 Feet 20 Feet Y
Min. Distance Between Buildings 10 Feet 25 Feet Y
Max. Building Height 3 Stories/38 Feet | 3 Stories/38 Feet |Y
per V-0041-02

o]
25du/acre

2589

192 units on 192 units on 197 units on
the subject the subject the subject
site site site

0

Parking Area Tree/ 6 Spaces 15 Trees 36 Trees Y
Buffer:
Min. Trees
* North 1 Tree/20 Linear Feet 28 Trees 16 Trees | Y
* South 1 Tree/20 Linear Feet 26 Trees 13 Trees |Y
e East 1 Tree/20 Linear Feet 28 Trees 10 Trees | N
o West 1 Tree/20 Linear Feet 28 Trees 10 Trees | N
Total Buffer 110 Trees 49 Trees | 61 Trees
Deficient
TOTAL 125 Trees 95 Trees |Y
Min. Zone Width 10 Feet along right-of-way 10 Feet
5 Feet along interior lot lines 5 Feet Y
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Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following parking standards apply:

HoIRE

[Bedroom |84 | 125Unit|105 |7  [322 |7 Y

2 Bedroom 108 1.75/Unit | 189

Guest Spaces 1/6 Units | 32
TOTAL 192

Perimeter Landscape Buffer 1 Tree every .. eet:

55 Trees Total Z-0037-02(1).

ANALYSIS
ZONING

The subject property is currently designated as M (Medium Density Residential) within the
Southwest Sector Plan of the General Plan. The M (Medium Density Residential) designation
includes a variety of multi-family units such as plexes, townhouses, and low-density apartments.
This category allows up to 25.49 units per acre. The subject site is under a Resolution of Intent
to R-3 (Medium Density Residential) zoning. The proposed site plan is in compliance with the
requirements of this land-use designation and zoning district. The property is within the Airport
Overlay District (200-foot Buffer) and is in full compliance with the appropriate regulations
therein.

SITE PLAN

The submitted site plan with conditions was previously approved by City Council as Z-0037-02(1),
and is appropriate for this type of conversion. In addition, staff notes that the buildings that are
being proposed are three stories in height, to a maximum of 38 feet. While this exceeds the
maximum height of the R-3 (Medium Density Residential) Zone, an approved Variance (V-0041-
02) allows this deviation on the subject site.
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LANDSCAPE PLAN

The submitted landscape plan indicates that the development shall provide a minimum ten-foot
wide landscape buffer along any public right-of-way; and a minimum six-foot wide landscape
buffer along all interior property lines, except behind the garage structures. Conditions of the
previously approved site plan (Z-0037-02(1)) require all landscape buffers shall contain a
minimum of one 24-inch box tree spaced a maximum of 30 feet, consistent with the conditions
of the approved site plan. In addition, a total of four, five-gallon shrubs shall be provided in
addition to each tree. The submitted landscape plan indicates five-foot landscape buffers along
the south, east and west property lines. In addition, the landscape plan depicts 24-inch box trees
around the perimeter of the site with no regularity. Therefore, staff has included a condition
requiring conformance to the approved site plan (Z-0037-02(1)).

ELEVATIONS

Staff finds the submitted elevations for the proposed condominium buildings are appropriate in that
proper articulation and materials are depicted. The zoning code states that buildings that are zoned
R-3 (Medium Density Residential); are allowed a maximum height of two stories or 35 feet,
whichever is less. An approved Variance (V-0041-02) on the subject site, however, allows a
height of 38 feet. Staff finds the elevations of the garage structures to be appropriate for this
development.

FLOOR PLAN

Staff finds the submitted floor plans indicate different one-bedroom and two-bedroom plans that
range in size from 792 square feet for a one-bedroom uriit to 1,159 square feet for a two-bedroom
unit.

FINDINGS

The following findings must be made for an SDR:

1. The proposed development is compatible with adjacent development and development in
the area;

2. The proposed development is -consistent with the General Plan, this Title, the Design
Standards Manual, the Landscape, Wall and Buffer Standards, and other duly-adopted
city plans, policies and standards;

3. Site access and circulation do not negatively impact adjacent roadways or neighborhood
traffic;

4. Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area and for the City;
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5. Building 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;

6. Appropriate measures are taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and general
welfare.

Im regard to *1”:

Staff finds the proposed condominiums to be compatible with the adjacent commercial development
to the north, east and west; and with the residential development to the south of this site.

In regard to *“2”:

Staff finds that. the proposed development as amended by the recommended conditions will be
consistent with the General Plan, Title 19A, the Design Standards Manual, the Landscape, wall and
buffer standards in that property circulation, buffering and landscaping will occur.

Im regard to “3”:

Staff finds that access to the site will be accomplished by one primary driveway from Charleston |
Boulevard, a 100-foot wide Primary Arterial roadway and; therefore, will not negatively impact
adjacent roadways or neighborhood traffic.

In regard to “4”:

Staff finds the proposed building materials are appropriate for the area and are consistent with other .
buildings within the City of Las Vegas. Staff finds the landscaping as amended by the
recommended conditions to be appropriate for the area and will help provide an adequate buffer.

In regard to “5”;

Staff finds the proposed architecture and landscaping as amended by the recommended conditions
will create an orderly and aesthetically pleasing environment that is harmonious and compatible
with development in the area.

In regard to “6”:

The pf_Oposed development will be subject to inspection by the City and will not compromise the
health, safety and welfare of the general public.
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STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

 Case Number: SDR-1 691 9 APN: /(DR =51 =103 "&9&7

Name of Property Owner: (] /]q A ’ N

Name of Applicz;lnt: () ) l’\ pqulpgflﬁ;n Q x.l Dhes Z,Z/C =

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners, or
an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

[1Yes No

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is
held is different from the case parcel. k

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Property Owner: / ‘‘‘‘ ""/ Z% :‘“\

Print Name: {2(0 [-\c}-\sc <( \Q /o L FFE e

Subscribed and sworn before me

[ T, K. Fedrizzl
P G AT, NOTARY PUBLIC
fieamarlt ) STATE OF NEVADA

745/ Data Appointment Exp: 04.18-2009
o Csrtificats No: 05-85250-1

Notary Put blic and for sa1d County and State

Revised 12-03-04 fAdepotiApplication Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.pdf
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Location . Color g , _ | Notes
. 1.  Primary | 7761W Nutmeg Dust
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5. RoofTile Hansor4549 SantaPaula (| color)
6. Stone Eldorado — Mountain Ledge
Buckskin
@ ' . RECEIVED

SDR-16919 SEP 182006
11/02/06 PC




MULTI-FAMILY
SCHEME 2

1. Primary 2. Secondcry 3. Fascia 4. Trim

SDR-16919
11/02/06 PC

RECEIVED
: SEP 1 8 2006

2230 Corporate Circle, Suite 200 Henderson, NV 89074 (702) 990-9900 (702) 932-3222 Fax




e .

%ﬂmm

Architects, Inc.

Location .

Primary
Secondary
Fascia

Trim

Roof Tile

Stone

e (@ £
- SCHEME 1 -
Color Notes
8740W Barrister White
8714M Wildcat

~ 8886N Best Burgundy
8702W Beige Pediment

HanSesl: 4684 San Raphael Blend (%, cqlor b\er\ob

Eldorado — Mountain Ledge
~Warm Springs

- RECEIVED

SDR-16919 SEP 1 8 2006
11/02/06 PC

5/16/02



'SDR-16919 - APPLICANT/OWNER: CHARLESTON & JONES LLC
5905 WEST CHARLESTON BOULEVARD
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

10/15/06




SDR-16919 - APPLICANT/OWNER: CHARLESTON & JONES LLC
5905 WEST CHARLESTON BOULEVARD
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

10/15/06




SDR-16919 -~ APPLICANT/OWNER: CHARLESTON & JONES LLC
5905 WEST CHARLESTON BOULEVARD
NOVEMBER 2, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION

10/15/06




ENGINEERING AND SURVEYING, INC.

September 18, 2006

City of Las Vegas

Comprehensive Planning Department
Current Planning Division

731 South Fourth Street

Las Vegas, NV 89101

RE: REQUEST FOR SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW
APN: 163-01-102-038
Desert Shadows — Condo Conversion

City Staff,

On behalf of Signature Homes, Orion Engineering and Surveying is submitting Site Development Plan Review for an
exiting apartment complex to propose a +/~-8.04 gross acre condo conversion development generally located of W.
Charleston Boulevard and S. Jones Blvd within Ward 1 of the City of Las Vegas, Nevada.

SITE PLAN REVIEW FOR 192 UNITS

The applicant secks approval of a Site Plan Review for 192 multi-family units - CONDO CONVERSION. The project
includes 8 multi-family residential buildings having 18 units per building that are 3-story having a maximum building
height of approximately 31.8 feet. There are three specific building types; Building “I” is approximately 836 sq. ft. that
will include 1 bedroom units and Buildings “II & III” are approximately 1,156 sq. ft. that will include 2 bedroom units.
All units will have private covered patio and storage areas. These buildings will feature a modem color scheme with light
grey tile roofs and light to dark Fascia stucco exteriors. The three story building concept allows the lot coverage of the
site to be lowered to approximately 15 percent. This allows more common open space for recreational amenities and on-
site parking. In addition, this project will feature 181 covered parking spaces, 9 ADA spaces and 38 garage spaces with
326 spaces being provided for the entire site.

It is our opinion that project will meet or exceed the objectives of urban growth in a planned, orderly manner to
encourage high quality development and to create a cost effective urban development pattern. Therefore, this request will
be consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the City’s Comprehensive Plan and Title 19 of the Zoning
Ordinance. '

Should you require any additional information feel free to call our office at 739-5921.

Sincerely,

Aimee Ignatowicz
Assistant Planner

SDR-16919
11/02/06 PC



% 0/_6 W Vw Agenda Item No.: 50

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, ‘2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
DIRECTOR:  M.MARGO WHEELER,AICP [. | CONSENT [X | DISCUSSION

SUBJECT:

SDR-16959 - SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW - PUBLIC HEARING -
APPLICANT: TODD & ASSOCIATES - OWNER: DONREY OF NEVADA INC. -
Request for a Site Development. Plan Review FOR THREE PROPOSED TEMPORARY
BUILDINGS TOTALLING 7,920 SQUARE FEET on 1.9 acrés at 919 West Bonanza Road
(APN 139-28-801-005), M (Industrial) Zone, Ward 5 (Weekly).

P.C.: FINAL ACTION (Unless appealed within 10 .days)

.,PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. |0 | Planning Commission Mtg. | 0
City Council Meéting ' _| City Council Meeting
RECOMMENDATION:

Staffrecommends APPROVAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION: , .
1. Location and Aerial Maps

2. Conditions and Staff Report

3. Supporting Documentation

4. Justification Letter

MOTION:
DAVENPORT = APPROVED subject to conditions and adding the: followmg condition as
follows:

— The application shall be reviewed by the Planning Commission in 24 months.
— UNANIMOUS with DUNNAM not voting

This is Final A¢tion

MINUTES:

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open.

DOUG RANKIN, Planning and Development Department, explained the applicant was
proposing to place temporary modular offices on the property in conformance to Title. 19. He



ady 0»6 Lﬁfl V% Agenda Item No.: 50

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 50 — SDR-16959

MINUTES — Continued:
stated the offices would be in place for 12 to 36 months during construction of new buildings on
the site and recommended approval.

DOUG SEXTON, 4919 North 44™ Street, Phoenix, Arizona, appeared on behalf of the applicant.
He explained the Las Vegas Review Journal is improving the site and these buildings would
provide working space while interior renovations take place. He emphasized that the modular
buildings will be removed when the renovations are finished.

COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT suggested an additional condition requiring a8 12-month
review before the Planning Comumission in order to ensure the temporary buildings are not used
as permanent structures. MR. SEXTON agreed to a review in 24 months which was acceptable
to COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT.

CHAIRMAN TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed.

(9:35 -9:39)
3-469
CONDITIONS:
Planning and Development
1. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building

permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

2. All development shall be in conformance with the revised site/landscape plan date
stamped 10/13/06, and building elevations, date stamped 08/19/06, except as amended by
conditions herein.

3. A technical landscape plan, signed and sealed by a Registered Architect, Landscape
Architect, Residential Designer or Civil Engineer, must be submitted prior to or at the
same time application is made for a building permit. A permanent underground sprinkler
system is required, and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory manner; the
landscape plan shall include irrigation specifications.

4. Pre-planting and post-planting landscape inspections are required to ensure the
appropriate plant material, location, size of planters, and landscape plans are being
utilized. The Planning and Development Department must be contacted to schedule an
inspection prior to the start of the landscape installation and after the landscape
installation is completed. A certificate of occupancy will not be issued or the final
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
Item 50 — SDR-16959

CONDITIONS — Continued:

10.

11.

inspection will not be approved until the landscape inspections have been completed.

Reflective glazing at the pedestrian level is prohibited. Glazing above the pedestrian
level shall be limited to a maximum reflectance rating of 22% (as defined by the National
Institute of Standards and Technology).

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

All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title
19.12.040.

Parking lot lighting standards shall be no more than 30 feet in height and shall utilize
downward-directed lights with full cut-off luminaries. Lighting on the exterior of
buildings shall be shielded ard shall be downward-directed. Non-residential property
lighting shall be directed away from residential property or screened, and shall not create
fugitive lighting on adjacent properties.

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

All City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.

All temporary improvements associated with this application must be removed within
three years of the date of issuance of the certificate of occupancy.

Public Works

12.

13.

14.

Provide a copy of a recorded joint access agreéement between this site and the adjacent

parcel to the west prior to the issuance of any building permits.

All landscaping and private improvements installed with this project shall be situated and
maintairied so as to not create sight visibility obstructions for vehicular traffic at all
development access drives and abutting street intersections.

Landscape and maintain all unimproved rights-of-way, if any, on Bonanza Road adjacent
to this site.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF NOVEMBER 2, 2006
Planning and Development Department
ltem 50 — SDR-16959

CONDITIONS — Continued:

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Submit an Encreachment Agreement for all landscaping, if any, located in the Bonanza
Road public rights-of-way adjacent to this site prior to occupancy of this site.

This site will be subject to the traffic signal impact fec as requii'ed by Ordinance No.
5644 at the time permits are issued.

Meet with the Flood Control Section of the Department of Public Works for assistance
with establishing finished floor elevations and drainage paths for this site prior to
submittal of construction plans or the issuance of any building or grading permits,
whichever miay occur first. Provide and improve all drainage ways as recommended.

Meet with the Fire Protection Engineering Section of the Department of Fire Services to
discuss fire requirements for the proposed use of this facility.

Obtain an Occupancy Permit for all landscaping and private improvements in the

Bonanza Road public right-of-way adjacent to this site.

4



' (RN O N O N T O U Y o T I O g o T
\] \ C-1 L? R2elololelele] oo oRi ol 2 L°,°,°=° ) ;°°.°;°°J olo 04%‘4
, — L WASHINGTON ___AVE -
W raienlen o n ke o s o] =Nwy mmgmmm:: ;
o) — |fitamdt Spm=em I s T Tsafrim s o RS
Ao [8R) A L PR NG S
plae e b ; : - e n CF-2H gl nlla]
ROl p ' Q| D‘ﬁ, ggﬁzﬂ B2
~ o= |& | ' | PORE
C-1 % : : ) H,_ A
T N N el e B el iiusoet 7-* S SR U S N _
.EEé R:3
5 EEE o=
o ! Ch  lolo
B
| B
et cn 3
6/ PROP
Ny g:(.)NANZA:. RD
' e j M L
R-E v i 40
N \: _,_, B T
= M = M T
e | 7 I | '
] 95 M =
@ = o5
res| | YN
' N
MINERAL AV
> | T q
c1l | Hj -
el [ '
'J ] /W PD
| / /
0 200 400 Feet
CASE:  SDR-16959 ——
RADIUS: 1000 FT

ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: C-M (COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL)



CASE: SDR-16959 0 200 400 Feet

RADIUS: 1000 FT
ZONING OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: C-M (COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL)



SDR-16959

Oily o{ Lay chM
AGENDA MEMO

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

ITEM DESCRIPTION: SDR-16959 - APPLICANT: TODD & ASSOCIATES -
OWNER: DONREY OF NEVADA INC. '

** CONDITIONS *#

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, subject to:

Planning and Development

1. This approval shall be void two years from the date of final approval, unless a building
permit has been issued for the principal building on the site. An Extension of Time may
be filed for consideration by the City of Las Vegas.

2. All development shall be in conformance with the revised site/landscape plan date stamped
10/13/06, and building eclevations, date stamped 08/19/06, except as amended by
conditions herein.

3. A technical landscape plan, signed and sealed by a Registered Architect, Landscape
Architect, Residential Designer or Civil Engineer, must be submitted prior to or at the
same time application is made for a building permit, A permanent underground sprinkler
system is required, and shall be permanently maintained in a satisfactory manner; the
landscape plan shall include irrigation specifications.

4, Pre-planting and post-planting landscape inspections are required to ensure the appropriate
plant material, location, size of planters, and landscape plans are being utilized. The
Planning and Development Department must be contacted to schedule an inspection prior
to the start of the landscape installation and after the landscape installation is completed.
A certificate of occupancy will not be issued or the final inspection will not be approved
until the landscape inspections have been completed.

5. Reflective glazing at the pedestrian level is prohibited. Glazing above the pedestrian level
shall be limited to a maximum reflectance rating of 22% (as defined by the National
Institute of Standards and Technology).

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

7. All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title
19.12.040.
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SDR-16959 - Conditions Page Two
November 2, 2006 - Planning Commission Meeting

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Parking lot lighting standards shall be no more than 30 feet in height and shall utilize
downward-directed lights with full cut-off luminaries. Lighting on the exterior of
buildings shall be shielded and shall be downward-directed. Non-residential property
lighting shall be directed away from residential property or screened, and shall net create
fugitive lighting on adjacent properties.

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

All City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments must be
satisfied, except as modified herein.

All temporary improvements associated with this application must be removed within
three years of the date of issuance of the certificate of occupancy.

Public Works

Provide a copy of a recorded joint access agreement between this site and the adjacent
parcel to the west prior to the issuance of any building permits.

All landscaping and private improvements installed with this project shall be situated and
maintained so as to not create sight visibility obstructions for vehicular traffic at all
development access drives and abutting street intersections.

Landscape and maintain all unimproved rights-of-way, if any, on Bonanza Road adjacent
to this site.

Submit an Encroachment Agreement for all landscaping, if any, located in the Bonanza
Road public rights-of-way adjacent to this site prior to occupancy of this site.

This site will be subject to the traffic signal impact fee as required by Ordinance No. 5644
at the time permits are issued.

Meet with the Ilood Control Section of the Department of Public Works for assistance
with establishing finished floor elevations and drainage paths for this site prior to submittal
of construction plans or the issuance of any building or grading permits, whichever may
occur first. Provide and improve all drainage ways as recommended.

Meet with the Fire Protection Engineering Section of the Department of Fire Services to
discuss fire requirements for the proposed use of this facility.

Obtain an Occupancy Permit for all landscaping and private improvements in the Bonanza
Road public right-of-way adjacent to this site.

| RL
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** STAFF REPORT **

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This application is a request for a Site Development Plan Review for two proposed temporary
buildings totaling 5,760 square feet on 1.9 acres at 919 West Bonanza Road.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

At the pre-application meeting, the applicant was mformed of the
requirements for a Site Development Plan Review, and asked to include a
plan to show existing landscaping on the subject site, as well as a photo

The Clty Councﬂ approved a Spe01a1 Use Permit (U 11 88) to allow an

existing six-foot by 12-foot off-premise (billboard) sign on a structure

containing an existing on-premise identification sign on the subject site. The
Zomng Board of Adjustment recommended aproval

montage of the proposed structure 1n the app hcat1on packet.

Gross Acres

1.21
Net Acres 1.19
Subject Property LIR (Li ght Industrlal/ M (Industrial)
Resarch)
North Service Commercial (MXU) Mixed Use (C-M) Commercial/
- Industrial)
South Industrial/Communications/ | LI/R (Light Industrial/ | M (Industrial)
Transportation/Utilities Resarch)
East Service Commercial LI/R (Light Industrial/ | M (Industrial)
Resarch)
West [ndustrial/Communications/ | LI/R (Light Industrial/ | M (Industrial)
Transportation/Utilities Resarch)
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Special Area Plan
Redevelopment Plan Area 1 X Y
West Las Vegas Plan X Y
Spéeial Districes/Zones il e X NGB Conp.
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts
A-O Airport Overlay District 175-foot | X Y
Trails X Y
Rural Preservation Overlay District X Y
Development Impact Notification Assessment X Y
Project of Regional Significance X Y
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
Staridard [50e iR BBy v il e AR LG Ot T e o
Min. Lot Size 52,000SF | Y
Min. Lot Width 100 Feet 200Feet |Y
Min. Setbacks
» Front 10 Feet 50 Feet Y
e Side 0 Feet 18 Feet Y
o Corner . 10 Feet 18 Feet Y
o Rear 0 Feet 80 Feet Y
Max. Lot Coverage NA 15.25% Y
Max. Building Height NA 1425 Feet | Y
Trash Enclosure Screened Screened | Y
Mech. Equipment Screened Screened |Y

Parking Area 1 Tree/6 Spaces 6 Trees 6 Trees Y
Buffer:

Min. Trees 1 Tree/30 Linear Feet 7 Trees 7 Trees Y
TOTAL 13 Trees 7 Trees Y
Min. Zone Width 15 Feet 40 Feet Y
Wall Height - 6-8 Feet Existing Y

Fence
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Pursuant to Title 19,10, the following parking standards apply:

Office 5 760 SF 1/300 18 2 43 2 Y
TOTAL 20 45 Y .
ANALYSIS

. o Zoning

The subject site is currently zoned M (Industrial) in a LI/R (Light Industrial/Research)
(General Plan designation. The subject site is designated as Industrial by the Downtown
Redevelopment Area Land Use Map. This area allows light industrial and research
uses. The proposed office use is permitted in the M (Industrial) Zone.

o Site'Plan

The site plan depicts two 2,880 square-foot temporary modular offices on 1.21 acres at
919 West Bonanza Avenue. The modular structures will serve to temporarily replace
an existing structure to be demolished on the subject site. The site plan also shows
four handicapped accessible parking spaces, including one van accessible space.
However, two of these spaces do not meet the minimum requirements of a

. handicapped accessible space, and since the site only requires two handwapped
accessible spaces, they are counted as regular parking in the analysis.

o Landscape Plan

The landscape plan depicts a deficiency of irees in the perimeter buffer area along
Bonanza Avenue. However, a site inspection demonstrated that seven trees are planted
in the landscape buffer. An additional parking lot finger planter depicted on the
revised site plan dated 10/13/06, but was absent on the original landscape plan,
replaces a parking space in order to accommodate an existing underground telephone
vault on the subject site, further enhancing the parking lot landscaping. The required
number of trees for the perimeter and the parking area are present and no waivers are
‘required.
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Waivers

While the site plan indicates that waivers are necessary for the perimeter landscaping
and the parking lot landscaping requirements in Title 19.10, a site inspection indicates
that additional trees are present and no waivers are required.

Elevation

The elevations depict three temporary modular offices with a maximum height of 14
feet. The elevations are typical for this type of temporary structure. Building “C” as
depicted in the elevation plans was eliminated on the revised site plan and will not be
constructed.

Floor Plan

The floor plans depict two 2,880 square-foot structures and indicate a large open office
area that is approximately 46 feet by 46 feet, two ADA compliant restrooms, and four
11.5-foot by 12.5-foot smaller offices in each structure.

FINDINGS

The following findings must be made for an SDR:

1.

The proposed development is compatible with adjacent development and development
in the area;

The proposed development is consistent with the General Plan, this Title, the Design
Standards Manual, the Landscape, Wall and Buffer Standards, and other duly-adopted
city plans, policies and standards;

Site access and circulation do not negatively impact adjacent roadways or neighborhood
traffic;

Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area and for the City;

Building 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;

Appropriate measures are taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and

- general welfare.
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In regard to “1°%

The temporary office structures are compatible with the industrial and commercial uses in the area,
and comply with the requirements of the West Las Vegas Plan and the Redevelopment Area.

In regard to “2”:

While the site plan indicates that waivers are necessary for the perimeter landscaping and the
parking lot landscaping requirements in Title 19.10, a site inspection indicates that additional trees
are present and no waivers are required. The proposed development is consistent with the General
Plan, Title 19, the Design Standards Manual, the Landscape, Wall and Buffer Standards, and other
duly adopted City Plans, Policies and Standards.

In regard to “3°"

The site will receive access from Bonanza Road, a 100-foot Primary Arterial, and will not negatively impact
adjacent roadways or neighborhood traffic.

In regard to “4”:

The building and landscaping materials used for this temporary site are appropriate for the area
and the city.

In regard to “5™:

The modular offices are a temporary use, and will be harmonious and compatible with
development in the area during the limited time of its operation.

In regard to “6”:

The proposed development will be subject to inspection by the City and will not compromise
the health, safety and welfare of the general public.
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NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 6

SENATE DISTRICT 4
NOTICES MAILED 38
APPROVALS 0
PROTESTS 0

22

SDR-16959



PFLANNING 5
DEVELOPMEN]

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

13

<3

E

139-28-801-005

Case Number: S D R-1 6959 APN:

Name of Property Owner: pep paw 10.. D

R Parhiers

Name of Applicant: Toedd & Assocliates, Inc.

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council or
Planning Commission have any financial interest in this or any other property with the
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant’s general or limited partners, or
an officer of their corporation or limited liability company?

[(]Yes

KiNo |

If yes, please indicate the member of the City Council or Planning Commission who is
involved and list the name(s) of the person or persons with whom the City Official holds
an interest. Also list the Assessor’s Parcel Number if the property in which the interest is

held is different from the case parcel.

City Official:

Partner(s):

APN:

Signature of Propetty Owner: o2 }9((/ fner -?, d/é/& A&S l/efﬂj I@Vl ew- \%‘{//Iﬂ/

Print Name; BY :

N

Subscribed and sworn before me

This /¢ day of Sypnmacn. ,20 06

Notary Public in and for said County and State

Revised 12-03-04

Mark A. /fhucﬁcr, leneral (eunsg,

3 Notary Public - State of Nevada
. County of Ciark >
7 JANETR.LEMELIN  §
I My Appointment Expires <
N0 9717001 May 10, 2000 .
e A e

- f\depotApplication Packet\Statement of Financial Interest pdf

el

125 I
AUG 19 2006
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Architecture/

Planning/
Landscape
SeprhiBErt4, 2006
Mr. Mike Howe
Site Design Review (SDR) TN
Plannin g?& Development Department E @&AL \1“7@1

City of Las Vegas , Nevada AUG 19 2006

Project Description:

919 W, Bonanza Road

Building Demolition and Installation of
Temporary modular offices

For the Las Vegas Review Journal

This project is located in the C-M Industrial Zoning district.

The LasVegas Review Journal is in the process of reorganizing staff and their respective work
spaces. They are modernizing and providing desperately needed workspace improvements. This
involves remodeling in several different locations on the RJ property. The working spaces in the
existing 5 buildings on the property are at maximum capacity. During this extensive process, in
order to provide the safest and least disruptive environment, the staff must be relocated to alternative
quarters.

Temporary dedicated workspace is required. The nature of the work requires employees to be
located on site. The fastest and most direct solution involves installing proposed ,temporary factory
built, State of Nevada Certified modular industrial units. These will be delivered and set up on site.
The ground space will be provided by razing the obsolete building constructed originally as a radio
station in 1955. This building number 919 fronts on Bonanza and is at the end of its life cycle.

The new temporary offices are composed of 3 independent modular buildings fabricated from 12’
wide by 60’ long units. Two of the floor plans will be comprised of combining 4 units and total
2880 square feet each. The third will be smaller 2160 square feet. The three independent one story
structures total 7,920 square feet. They will be a “B” business use occupancy and provide office
workstations for approximately 90 workers. The existing adjacent parking on the property will meet
the required needs. The new temporary buildings will take up majority of the existing site. The
existing building setbacks shall be maintained as will the street frontage landscaping. The new
buildings shall not exceed 14’ in overall height. The existing landscaping is located in front of an
attractive 5° tall ornamental wrought iron between brick colurmns. The fence traverses the entire
frontage.

The mature trees , shrubs and ground cover plantings will screen the modulars from street view
trom Bonanza Road. The buildings will comply with city zoning and building safety requirements.
They will meet ADAA accessibility requirements. These buildings are anticipated to be one site for
(12) twelve to possibly (36) months during the remodeling of the various project phases. The
buildings will be delivered with the factory standard 2 tone paint scheme. The building body color

SDR-16959

4019 N. 44" Street * Phoenix, Arizona 85018 * (602) 952-8280 * (602) - 5
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is a Ifght gray with a contrasting dark grey trim. The roof is essentially flat and not visible from
grade.

The future of the space to be vacated by the modulars is not known at this time. An SDR will be
submutted for new construction when the time arises.

These interim buildings are essential to the necessary remodeling and modernization of the existing
facilities. The modulars are located approximately 50 feet from the curb, located behind mature
trees and landscaping and aren’t expected to stand out in the C-M zoning district,

. SDR-16959
11/02/06 PC
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City of Lia Vegar

PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 2, 2006

CITIZENS PARTICIPATION:

ITEMS RAISED UNDER THIS PORTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA .
CANNOT BE ACTED UPON BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION UNTIL THE NOTICE
PROVISIONS OF THE OPEN MEETING LAW HAVE BEEN COMPLIED WITH.
THEREFORE, ACTION ON SUCH ITEMS WILL HAVE TO BE CONSIDERED AT A
LATER TIME.

MINUTES:
COMMISSIONER DAVENPORT suggested a text amendment requiring every member of a
- homeowners association (HOA) be notified of any actions, impacting their neighborhoods.

MARGO WHEELER, Director of Planning and Development Department, stated the boards of
the affected HOAs are notified as well as any impacted property owners.

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY BRYAN SCOTT explained the responsibility of notlfymg the.
members of the HOAs rested upon their boards.

COMMISSIONER STEINMAN noted that several HOAS are very large and the cost of mailing
could be prohibitive.

MEETING ADJOURNED AT _9:41 P.M.

Respectfully submitted:

YDOLEENA YTURRALDE, DEPUTY CITY CLERK

CARMEL VIADO, DEPUTY CITY CLERK



