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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 

SUBJECT:  
VARIANCE 

El Consent E Discussion 

VAR-16165 - ABEYANCE ITEM - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: YONG H. 
JUNG - Request for a Variance TO ALLOW 7 PARKING SPACES WHERE 13 PARKING 
SPACES ARE THE MINIMUM REQUIRED on 0.19 acres at 505 South Decatur Boulevard 
(APN 139-31-310-133), P-R (Professional Office and Parking) Zone, Ward 1 (Tarkanian). Staff 
recommends DENIAL. The Planning Colawkginn.44,ayote) recommends APPROVAL 

Motion made by LOIS TARICANIMOIQLieldan-Abelsgrfoer• 	 12/20/2006 

Passed For: 6; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 1; Excused: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-STEVE 
WOLFSON); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN indicated that the applicant desired to hold this item in 
abeyance. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: 	NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: VAR-16165 — APPLICANT/OWNER: YONG H. JUNG 

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE NOVEMBER 1, 2006 CITY 
COUNCIL MEETING AT THE REQUEST OF COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN. 

** CONDITIONS ** 

Staff recommends DENIAL. The Planning Commission (5-2/se,sd vote) recommends 
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. This approval shall be reviewed in six months at a public hearing before the Planning 
Commission. 



VAR-16165 - Staff Report Page One 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a request for a variance to allow 7 parking spaces where 13 parking spaces are the 
minimum required on 0.19 acres at 505 South Decatur Boulevard. The applicant proposes to 
locate a medical office facility at this location. 

The site is currently configured with ten parking spaces. However, the applicant is proposing to 
replace three parking spaces located in the northeast portion of the property with a single 
required van-accessible handicap parking space, resulting in a net loss of two spaces. An 
existing 8 foot by 15 foot space is located in the northwest portion of the site. This space cannot 
be counted because it does not meet the minimum size of 8 feet by 18 feet, and it cannot be 
expanded because it would overhang into the driveway and would block the 14 foot wide 
driveway which wraps around the west side of the structure. The elimination of this space and 
the requirement for a van accessible handicap space leaves seven spaces as depicted on the site 
plan. 

On-street parking is available on Lorna Place. Per Title 19.10.010D, on-street parking cannot be 
toward satisfying the requirement for on-site parking. 

This site was converted to an office use in 1991. No on-site landscaping was required as part of 
the building permit approval. 

This Variance is not supported as the hardship is self imposed through the applicant's choice to 
locate in a facility that cannot accommodate the intensity of the proposed use. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Related Relevant City Actions by P&D, Fire, Bldg., etc.  
The City Council approved a rezoning (Z-90-91) of this site to P-R 

11/20/91 

	

	(Professional Offices and Parking).  
The Planning Commission voted 5-2/se/sd to recommend APPROVAL (PC 

10/05/06 	Agenda Item #49/ar).  
Related Building Permits/Business Licenses  

A building permit to convert a single family dwelling to an office was 
approved for this location. No landscaping was required by this permit. The 

12/12/91 	building permit for the single family dwelling was approved in 1955.  

Pre-Application Meeting  
At the pre-application meeting, staff indicated that a van-accessible handicap 

07/19/06 ) space would be required in conjunction with this application.  
Neighborhood Meeting  

I A neighborhood meeting is not required for this application. 



VAR-16165 - Staff Report Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

Details of Application Request 
Site Area 
Net Acres 	j 0.19 

Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
P-R (Professional 

Subject Property 	Office 	 0 (Office) 	 Offices and Parking)  
SC (Service 	C-1 (Limited 

North 	 Retail 	 Commercial) 	Commercial)  
P-R (Professional 

South 	 Office 	 0 (Office) 	 Offices and Parking)  
Single Family 	L (Low Density 	R-1 (Single Family 

East 	 Dwelling 	 Residential) 	Residential)  
GC (General 	C-2 (General 

West 	 Hotel/casino 	Commercial) 	Commercial) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan 	 X  

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  

Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 X  
A-0 Airport Overlay District 	 X 	 Y  

Trails 	 X  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 X  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 X  
Project of Regional Significance 	 X 

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Per 19.08.050, the following standards apply: 

Standard 	 Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  
Min. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 0.19 Acres 	Y  
Min. Lot Width 	 60 Feet 	 63 Feet 	 Y  

Min. Setbacks 
• Front 	 20 Feet 	 20 Feet 	Y 
• Side 	 5 Feet 	 8 Feet 	Y 
• Corner 	 15 Feet 	 20 Feet 	Y 
• Rear 	 15 Feet 	 34 Feet 	Y  

Max. Lot Coverage 	 50 % 	 29 % 	 Y  

Max. Building Height 	 2 stories/35 feet 	1 story/15 feet 	Y 



VAR-16165 - Staff Report Page Three 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following parking standards apply: 
Parking Requirement  

Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Gross 	 Parking 	Parking  
Floor 	 Handi- 	 Handi- 

Use 	 Area 	Parking Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
One space for 
each 200 sf of 
gfa up to 2,000 
sf, plus one 
space for each 

2,411 	additional 175 
Medical 	Square 	sf. 	 13 	1 
Office 	Feet 	 Spaces 	Space 	6 	1  

TOTAL 	 13 	 7  
Percent 
Deviation 	 54% 

ANALYSIS 

The site is currently developed with a 2,411 square foot office building which was converted 
from a single family dwelling in 1991. Access is provided by a single driveway to Lorna Place. 
A van-accessible handicap space is shown in the north portion of the site, with six additional 
spaces shown in the south. 

The site plan that was associated with the approved zone change indicated that this property was 
to be used as a general office. The site plan depicted seven spaces, which complied with the 
parking requirement of seven spaces based on the zoning code standard of one space per 400 
square feet. This variance is caused by the applicant's proposal to change the use of the property 
to a medical office, which is required by the zoning code to provide more parking than a general 
office. 

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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November 15, 2006 City Council 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 by locating in a facility that cannot accommodate the intensity of 
the proposed use. 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. 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION 

There were two speakers in opposition at the Planning Commission meeting. The Planning 
Commission added condition #2 as shown. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	14 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  3 

SENATE DISTRICT 	11 

NOTICES MAILED 	191 by City Clerk 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 



Yo  H 	fl4t.Ji5 

Notary Public - State of Nevada 
County of Clark 

KATHRYN A. SHORTLEDGE 
My Appointment Expires 

I _No:_06-10:4367-2 March_ 30;  2210_  

Revised 12-03-04 Wepot1Application Packe6Statement of Financial Interesqxlf 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: 
VAR-16165 

APN: 139-31-310-133 

Name of Property Owner: Dr. Yong H. Jung 

Name of Applicant: Dr. Yong H. Jung 

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? 

111Yes 	 E3 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: 

-=-44e or- CeeNt 

of el_PRA--- 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

, 20  6,  
) 

./ 	 Jo  

Notary Public in and for said County and State 

Print Name: 

Thisj 	day of 

RECEIVED 

AUG Z 2006 
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VAR-16165 - APPLICANT/OWNER: YONG H. JUNG 
505 SOUTH DECATUR BOULEVARD 
OCTOBER 5, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION 

08/30/06 



VAR-16165 - APPLICANT/OWNER: YONG H. JUNG 
505 SOUTH DECATUR BOULEVARD 
OCTOBER 5, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION 

08/30/06 



Dr. Yong H Jung 
-5,0-5-4-out-h-DeGatur—Blvd, , 	• 	• 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107 
Tel: (702) 990-8415 
Fax: (702) 938-1053 

Monday, August 19, 2006 

SUbjeCt: Justification Letter for Variance - Parking, etc. 
Medical Office, Dr. Yong H Jung 
Parcel Number: 13931310123 
Letter of Justification 

Dr. Yong H Jung desires to convert existing building that dates 
back to 1955 on stated property from Office to Medical 
Office(Chiropractor). The property when Office use was parking 
impaired. 

In changing the use to Medical Office the property requires 4 
additional parking spaces by current code that cannot fit onto the 
property. In addition the current driveway layout is insufficient per 
existing design criteria. When design meets ADA parking requirements 
an additional parking space is lost. So the final parking deficiency 
is 5 parking spaces. 

We are asking for a variance or variances that will cover the 
above stated deficiencies of the property 

Sincerely, 

Nolan Carl 

RECEIVF,D 

AUG 21 2 2006 
VAR-16165 
10/05/06 PC 
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November 8, 2006 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

We would like to request an abeyance of VAR-16165 for one additional month from 11/15/2006 
to 12/20/2006 to work out the parking situation as best as possible. 

Michael Dias 
Representing the Applicant, Dr. Jong 

cr° 

CO 

-0 

c: 
c-3 r—  < m 

a;:ter fina ■ 

Date 14/0 6 itemirqf 
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Agenda Item No.: 99. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 [I1Consent [ZI Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

SUP-13362 - ABEYANCE ITEM - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: EMPIRE MEDIA - 
OWNER: HIGHLAND PARTNERSHIP LP - Appeal filed by the applicant on a denial by the 
Planning Commission of a request for a Special Use Permit FOR A 75 FOOT TALL, 20 FOOT 
X 24 FOOT OFF-PREMISE ADVERTISING SIGN (BILLBOARD) at 1112 South Martin L. 
King Boulevard (APN 162-04-501-005), C-1 (Limited Commercial) Zone], Ward 1 (Tarkanian). 
The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) recommends DENIAL. Staff recomends APPROVAL 

PROTESTS RECEIVED IliFOR,E)t.  

Planning Commission Mtg. 

City Council Meeting 

RECOMMENDATION:  
The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) recommends DENIAL. Staff recommends APPROVAL, 
subject to conditions. 

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:  
1. Location, Aerial and Special Maps 
2. Conditions and Staff Report 
3. Supporting documentation 
4. Justification Letter 
5. Appeal letter filed by Empire Media Advertising, I, 
6. Submitted after final agenda - Protest letter 
7. Submitted at meeting - Protest letters 
8. Backup referenced from the 08-10-06 Planning Commission meeting Item 18 

Motion made by LOIS TARKANIAN to Deny 

Passed For: 4; Against: 3; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; 
(Against-LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, GARY REESE); (Abstain-None); (Did 
Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing open. 

APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:  

Planning Commission Mtg. 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

KELLEEN COTA, 892 Vegas Valley Drive, appeared on behalf of the applicant and requested 
approval of the application. Stemming from four neighborhood meetings, efforts were made to 
incorporate the residents' concerns. 

DANIEL DEEGAN, Rancho Manor Homeowner's Association, 1801 Granite Avenue, noted he 
does not reside within the immediate area but within the community. He was present at the last 
meeting and is aware that the Rancho Manor residents and residents within the notification area 
oppose additional billboards in the Rancho Drive/Charleston Boulevard area. He believed the 
subject area is a critical section of Interstate 15, as there is interweaving traffic entering and 
exiting from the freeway; the proposed billboard will be facing the traffic going south and could 
be a hazard. He also expressed concern for possible pollution and the potential opportunity for 
entitlements resulting from the 1-15 expansion and Project Neon. MR. DEEGAN could 
support an ordinary use on the subject parcel; however, for reasons previously stated and because 
the proposed commercial use is more intense, he believed it was best to deny the request for the 
special use permit. 

PASTOR JIM HOUSTON HANKIN, First Presbyterian Church, 1515 West Charleston 
Boulevard, emphasized that they are working very closely with the sign company on a 
contract regulating the content/messages on the sign. In addition, the church will have right of 
refusal of any undesired message. 

Although the applicant has agreed not to receive proceeds, MAYOR GOODMAN questioned if 
conditions could be imposed pertaining to entitlements. ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY 
BRYAN SCOTT expressed caution, as he was unsure if such a condition could be enforced 
by the City. Should the applicant sell the property, he did not believe the City could bind the 
new owner to this condition. The owner can have a private contract with the sign company, but 
it cannot be enforced by the City as it would be a constitutional prohibition for regulating 
content. 

MAUREEN PECKMAN, 8302 Carmel Ridge Court, informed the Council that conversations 
have taken place with the Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) and should 
condemnation take place, the billboard would be relocated. ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY 
SCOTT pointed out that should the sign be relocated to the same parcel, the City would be 
involved as the applicant would have to appear before Council for a special use permit. 

MAYOR GOODMAN expressed concern towards individuals attempting to profit from the 
much anticipated Project NEON. In essence, he hoped all would act in good faith, as MS. 
DONDERO concurred. 

MS. COTA informed COUNCILMAN REESE that four neighborhood meetings were held and 
the concerns were previously stated by MR. DEEGAN. In addition, some residents attended 
hoping to obtain additional information on Project Neon. COUNCILWOMAN 
TARKANIAN explained that over a period of time, additional meetings were held to clarify the 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

issues. Many complaints were received, particularly from the Scotch 80s residents, so she 
requested notices be sent out for additional meetings. The strong opposition has been voiced 
previously and the overwhelming opinion from the previous meeting, with seven neighborhood 
associations present, was in opposition. COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN emphasized that 
many of these residents have lived in the area for over 50 years; only one billboard between 
Decatur Boulevard and the 1-15 has remained. 

MAYOR GOODMAN was supportive of the request and PASTOR HANKIN assured him that 
he desired to go forward with the application. MS. DONDERO added that she attended all 
meetings held; she recognized that the notice area was comprised of mostly commercial. 

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY SCOTT confirmed for COUNCILMAN BROWN that 
standard procedure requires new billboards go through the City for special use permits. Given 
the fact that the application meets the criteria for a billboard, the Councilman questioned what 
grounds do the City have in denying a special use permit for a billboard. ASSISTANT CITY 
ATTORNEY SCOTT responded that Planning's recommendation for approval is guided by the 
strict interpretation of the Code; however, the Council has the discretion to determine if the 
billboard is compatible/harmonious for the area, if there is significant impact on the surrounding 
developments or if it does not meet with the general plan for the area MARGO WHEELER, 
Director of Planning and Development, also informed the Council that if the project meets Code 
and does not immediately affect residential, there are still conditions that can be placed upon the 
billboard to address concerns when voiced. Lastly, the subject billboard will be located on a 
major arterial and will be placed perpendicular to traffic on Martin Luther King Boulevard. 

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN thanked the applicant for providing the additional meetings 
and their efforts in working with the community. The residents feel that the area is sensitive and 
the application, if approved, would set a bad precedent for the area. In addition, there is already 
distraction from fast food signs in the area and adding the billboards could compromise safety. 
The Councilwoman submitted letters for the record, which she concurred with. Although she has 
approved billboards in the past, she could not support this request given the expressed issues and 
the strong opposition within the community. 

After voting on this item, COUNCILMAN BROWN made comments relative to billboard 
applications within the past two years. He is strongly concerned with the inconsistencies when 
approving or denying billboards; thereby, creating unnecessary work for staff. The 
review process (i.e. embellishments, dual face boards, special use permit boards versus 
entitlement boards, etc.) needs to be clarified and consistent. A controversial issue is that there 
are certain billboards that are bad, located in inappropriate locations, or are grandfathered in and 
cannot be removed. It was his opinion that Council was within their legal means to review 
policy and create a possible draft version that defines such things as embellishments. In 
addition, he asked for Council's support on addressing the issue of a moratorium on new 
applications with the sole purpose of allowing staff to brief Council and the City Attorney's 
Office to continue working with the industry to compose a new/revised billboard ordinance. 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

After presentation, Council will have the opportunity to vote on a public policy that is consistent 
and alleviate past issues. He asked that a draft be completed by the second City Council meeting 
in December and to see if Council is willing to move forward with a moratorium. Thereafter, he 
would like to have a final version within 30 to 60 days. 

COUNCILMAN REESE believed that if billboards must exist within Las Vegas, they should 
be placed on beltways or freeways, such as Interstate 15. He supported Item 99, as the billboard 
will not be visible to those traveling north and south on 1-15. He and COUNCILWOMAN 
TARKANIAN concurred with COUNCILMAN BROWN'S comments and the possibility of a 
moratorium. 

COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN suggested 41 
completed draft. She felt Council needed an cippo 
in general. She would also like to4h4e-CiRT d*cu: 
placed in other parts of the City to all 

hop meeting take place prior to a 
s billboards and their positions 

e posbihty of having billboards 
.eas.; 

COUNCILMAN BROWN pointed Out that the industry appears to be in agreement on the issues 
and support Council's efforts in4eyelopinguesOurid 	poiloYforthe community. 

MS. DONDERO questioned if they would have the opportunity to reapply once an ordinance is 
established. DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY LEWIS stated the applicant has one year from this 
meeting date to reapply. She was certain that the sign cQmes would be more than willing to 
work with all involved on establishing an ordinance. 

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing close, 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: 	NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: ABEYANCE - SUP-13362 - APPLICANT: EMPIRE MEDIA - 
OWNER: HIGHLAND PARTNERSHIP LP 

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE NOVEMBER I, 2006 CITY 
COUNCIL MEETING AT THE REQUEST OF THE APPLICANT. 

** CONDITIONS ** 

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

Planning and Development 

1. The billboard shall be placed so that it is perpendicular to 1-15. 

2. The billboard face shall consist of static vinyl panels, or a similar material as approved by 
the Planning and Development Department 

3. Animated and electronic message unit signage is prohibited. 

4. The billboard shall not be internally or externally illuminated. 

5. The billboard is limited to the exact height as specified in the public hearing notice. If the 
height of the adjacent freeway increases, the billboard is not entitled to any height 
increases allowed by Title 19 or Nevada Revised Statutes. 

6. Prior to the issuance of any building permits, the applicant shall submit a site plan which 
includes a stamped certification, signed by a professional engineer, which includes the 
exact distances to the nearest residential property and to all other billboards and which 
states that the billboard complies with all separation requirements. 

7. Conformance to all Minimum Requirements under LVMC Title 19.04.050 for a off-
premise advertising (billboard) use. 

8. 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. 

9. This Special Use Permit shall be reviewed in two years at which time the City Council 
may require the Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign be removed. The applicant 
shall be responsible for notification costs of the review. Failure to pay the City for these 
costs may result in a requirement that the Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign is 
removed. 
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10. The Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign and its supporting structure shall be 
properly maintained and kept free of graffiti at all times. Failure to perform the required 
maintenance may result in fines and/or removal of the Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) 
Sign. 

11. The property owner shall keep the property properly maintained and graffiti-free at all 
times. Failure to perform required maintenance may result in fines and/or removal of the 
Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign. 

12. Only one advertising sign is permitted per sign face. 

13. If the existing off-premise sign is voluntarily demolished, this Special Use Permit shall be 
expunged and a new off-premise sign shall not be permitted in the same location unless a 
Special Use Permit is approved for the new structure by the City Council. 

14. Bird deterrent devices shall be installed on the sign. 

Public Works 

15. The proposed (billboard) sign shall not be located within the public right-of—way or interfere 
with Site Visibility Restriction Zones. The sign base shall not be located within existing or 
proposed public sewer or drainage easements. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

APPLICATION REQUEST 

This is an appeal filed by the applicant from the denial by the Planning Commission of a request 
for a Special Use Permit for a 75 foot tall, 20 foot x 24 foot off-premise advertising sign 
(billboard) at 1112 South Martin L. King Boulevard 

This billboard is one of four to be considered on this agenda. Staff has prepared a map of the 
proposed billboard locations, on which the subject sign is identified as billboard "D" 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The proposed billboard meets the separation requirements and is compatible with the commercial 
land use designation of the immediate vicinity. 

This billboard is one of four to be considered on this agenda. Staff has prepared a map of the 
proposed billboard locations, on which the subject sign is identified as billboard "D" 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

A) Related Actions 

08/10/06 	The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend DENIAL (PC Agenda Item 
#18/ar). 

B) Pre-Application Meeting 

04/27/06 	Staff explained the requirements for a Special Use Permit 

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: 	0.39 acres 
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B) Existing Land Use 
Subject Property: 	Medical Offices 
North: 	 Restaurant 
South: 	 Offices 
East: 	 1-15 Right-of-way 
West: 	 Offices 

C) Planned Land Use 
Subject Property: 	SC (Service Commercial) 
North: 	 SC (Service Commercial) 
South: 	 SC (Service Commercial) 
East: 	 1-15 Right-of-way 
West: 	 SC (Service Commercial) 

D) Existing Zoning 
Subject Property: 	C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
North: 	 C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
South: 	 C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
East: 	 1-15 Right-of-way 
West: 	 C-1 (Limited Commercial) 

E) General Plan Compliance 
a. Centennial Hills General Plan 
b. Southwest General Plan 
c. Southeast General Plan 

The southeast Sector Map of the General Plan designates this site for SC (Service Commercial) 
land uses 

Special Area Plan  
Charleston/Rancho Study Area 	 X  

Special Overlay District X  
Fremont Street Experience  
Historic Preservation Site  
Technology Center  
Las Vegas Enterprise Park  
Las Vegas Spectrum  
Lewis Street Corridor  
Signage District  
Gaming District  
Entertainment District  
John S. Park Historic Neighborhood  
Airport Overlay District  

Trails 	 X 
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The Charleston/Rancho study also designates this site for Service Commercial uses. 

ANALYSIS 

A) Zoning Code Compliance 

Al) Minimum Distance Separation Requirements 

The Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign is subject to a minimum 300-foot 
separation from other off-premise advertising signs not oriented toward 1-15. There 
are no existing billboards within the separation distance, and the applicant has 
indicated that this billboard will be at least 300 feet from the billboards that are 
proposed under Special Use Permits SUP-13490, SUP-13494, and SUP-13495. 

The billboard is also subject to a minimum 750-foot separation from other off-
premise advertising signs that are oriented toward 1-15 and located on the same side 
of the Interstate. There are no existing billboards within the separation distance, 

In addition, the sign cannot be located less than 300 feet from the nearest property 
line of a lot in the "R" Zoning District. The nearest "R" zoned property is located 
approximately 530 feet to the south of the proposed location. 

A2) Off-Premise Sign Requirements 

Pursuant to Title 19.04, the following Standards apply to the subject proposal: 

Standards 	Code Requirement 	 Proposed 	Compliance 
Location 	No off-premise sign may be 	Located west of the Martin 

located within the public right- 	L. King Boulevard right-of- 	Y 
of-way 	 way  

Zoning 	Off-premise signs are permitted 	Located within a C-1 
in the C-1, C-2, C-M and M 	(Limited Commercial) 	Y 

Zoning Districts only 	 zoning district  
Area 	No off-premise sign shall have 	The north faces are each 

a surface area greater than 672 	480 square feet. 
square feet, except that an 

embellishment of not to exceed 
five feet above the regular 	 Y 

rectangular surface of the sign 
may be added if the additional 
area contains no more than 128 

square feet.  
Height 	Signs within 150 feet of an 	Maximum height of 30 feet 

elevated highway may be 	above highway 
Y elevated 30 feet above the 

highway 
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Setback 	Off-premise signs shall not be 	The subject sign is set back 
located closer than 50 feet to 	approximately 120 feet 

the intersection of the present or 	from the right-of-way line 
Y future rights-of-way of any two 	of the intersection of 

public roads, streets or 	Charleston Boulevard and 
highways. 	 Martin L. King Boulevard  

Screening 	All structural elements of an 	Screened from view by sign 
off-premise sign to which the 	 panels Y 

display panels are attached shall 
be screened from view.  

Other 	All off-premise signs shall be 	Permanently secured to 
detached and permanently 	ground; located on strictly 

secured to the ground and shall 	commercial property 	Y 
not be located on property used 

for residential purposes. 

The proposed Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign meets the provisions of the 
Title 19 sign code. 

B) General Analysis and Discussion 

• Zoning 

The subject site is zoned C-1 (Limited Commercial). An Off-Premise Advertising 
(Billboard) Sign is a permitted use in this district with the approval of a Special Use 
Permit. It is not located within the Off-Premise Sign Exclusionary Zone. 

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." 

This proposed use would be located in the SC (Service Commercial) General Plan 
designation and in the C-1 (Limited Commercial) zoning district. This area is 
characteristic of commercial development, and is compatible with this proposed 
billboard. 

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

There are no physical constraints to the location of the use on the subject site. 
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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." 

There are no requirements for access to a property containing an Off-Premise Advertising 
(Billboard) Sign. 

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." 

If approved, the off-premise sign will be subject to regular inspection and will not 
compromise the public health, safety or welfare. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	17 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  9 

SENATE DISTRICT 	3 

NOTICES MAILED 	89 by City Clerk 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 1 
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Signature of Property Owner: 

6e&  Print Name: 

MARTI TILLOTSON 
Notpry Public Siote of Novoclo 

No. 97-4401-1 
My lappl. exp. Nov. 4, 2005 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

SUP-13362 
Case Number: 	  APN:  ; (c) — 

0 LJ.
— 5cv - 005  

Name of Property Owner: .  E131411nd Poi- -1 ne:r5t7(` p ri89 tP 3 MN/ VA t  5'7 
Name of Applicant:  :"--1; ,(3111a 114 4( }-1 -  /lc 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 general or limited partners, 
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability company? 

	Yes 	 .)e 	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: 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

	day of 	 .  , 
, 

/j It `0. 4 	 ••• 	 " (  . •  

Notary Public in and for said County and State 

, 

Revised 12-03-04 	 BdepoMpplication Packet\Statement of Financial Interest.doc 
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EMPIRE MEDIA ADVERTISING, IN 
5521 Magi Ranch Court 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
(702)497-6344 

Justification Letter 

April 14, 2006 

City of Las Vegas 
Planning and Development Department 
731 South Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Dear City Representative: 

I am hereby requesting a Special Use Permit for one off-premise advertising sign 24'x28' 
with an overall height of 30' above road grade as allowed by code for the following 
reasons: 

• The property is zoned C-1. 
• This proposed use does not impact current use of the property and does not impact 

surrounding parcels. 
• This is an appropriate location for this use. 
• Any delay in applying would create a financial hardship. 
• Although there has been speculation as to Martin L. King improvements the land 

owner has already lost a portion of this property for improvements and no attempt 
to condemn this land exists 

Thank you in advance for your anticipated time and attention concerning this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Michael S. Corder() 
General Manager/ Principal 

SUP-13362 
08110/06 PC 
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MPIRE 
media advertising, inc. 

5521 Magi Ranch Court Las Vegas, NV 89131 Tel: (702)497-6344 Fax (702) 255-6980 Email: empiremedia©cox.net  

August 14, 2006 

City of Las Vegas 
City Clerk's Office 
City Hall, First Floor 
400 Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

RE: 	August 10, 2006 Planning Commission Meeting 

..7"; 
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18. ABEYANCE - SUP-13362 - SPECIAL USE PERMIT - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: 
EMPIRE MEDIA - OWNER: HIGHLAND PARTNERSHIP LP - Request for a Special Use 
Permit FOR A 75 FOOT TALL, 20 FOOT X 24 FOOT OFF-PREMISE ADVERTISING SIGN 
(BILLBOARD) at 1112 South Martin L. King Boulevard (APN 162-04-501-005). C-1 (Limited 
Commercial) Zone], Ward 1 (Tarkanian). — DENIED — FINAL ACTION 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

Please allow this letter to serve as formal notice that we wish to appeal the decision made by 
the planning commission al the meeting mentioned above. Please forward this item to the 
next City Council Meeting. 

Should you have any questions or concerns regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to 
contact me at (702) 682-4949. 

Sinc9rely, 

Michael S. Cordero 
General Manager/Owner 
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A neighborhood meeting will 
be held to discuss the above-referenced 
applications on property located near the 

intersection of Charleston and Martin Luther King. 
These items are scheduled to be 

heard at the upcoming Las Vegas Planning 
Commission and Las Vegas 

City Council hearings. 

Meeting Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2006 

Meeting Time: 6:00 pm 

Meeting Place: First Presbyterian Church 
1515 W. Charleston Blvd. 
Las Vegas, Nevada 
384-4554 

cw—/5-06 

If You have any questions, please call Maims Tice @ 792-7000 

St 



Submitted at City Council 

Date fiMito? Itern 

From: Kimberly Reid on behalf of Lois Tarkanian 

Sent: 	Monday, November 13, 2006 1:31 PM 

To: 	Jeanne Maust; Robin Munier 

Subject: FW: SUP-13362 & SUP-13490 

Robin Munier 

Kimberly Reid 
Executive Assistant 
Ward 1 
702-229-2299 

From: mary gorman [mailto:maryg231@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 13, 2006 9:59 AM 
To: Lois Tarkanian 
Subject: Re: SUP-13362 Ft SU P- 13490 

Dear Councilwoman, 
I feel the above-referenced applications if approved will establish an undesirable precedent giving 
impetus to the proliferation of blight for profit. It' s not inconceivable that residents of our (or 
any) community could see a growth of unwanted and unsightly billboards within their neighborhoods. 

Access over 1 million songs - Yahoo! Music Unlimited.  
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Robin Munier 

From: Kimberly Reid on behalf of Lois Tarkanian 

Sent: 	Monday, November 13, 2006 1:35 PM 

To: 	Jeanne Maust; Robin Munier 

Subject: FW: SUP-13362 and SUP-13490 

Kimberly Reid 
Executive Assistant 
Ward 1 
702-229-2299 

From: catseye43@juno.com  [mailto:catseye43@juno.corn]  
Sent: Sunday, November 12, 2006 5:00 PM 
To: Lois Tarkanian 
Subject: SUP-13362 and SUP-13490 

This is to inform you that I do not think this Billboard is going to do any thing worth while for our 
neighborhood so Pm against. 

Sincerely, E.W. 

11/13/2006 



Robin Munier 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Kimberly Reid 
Monday, November 13, 2006 11:12 AM 
Jeanne Maust; Robin Munier 
FW: Internet Submission - Billboards 

Cl SI°  ?res 

Kimberly Reid 
Executive Assistant 
Ward 1 
702-229-2299 

	Original Message 	 
From: denjags@cox.net  [mailto:denjags@cox.net]  
Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2006 7:55 PM 
To: councilwoman-ltarkanian@LasVegasNevada.gov  
Subject: Internet Submission - Billboards 

dtizen Name: Teresa Bern 

Email: denjags@cox.net  

Comments: Dear Lois, 
I have just come from my monthly neighborhood assoc. meeting and was informed that the 
First Presbyterian Church wants to have clearance to put up 4 billboards that would be 
over 70 feet high lining MLK Blvd. I wish to ask for you to Vote Against this subject. 
If this is allowed to pass then I would see every one these these monster billboards from 
my backyard. I already have to look at one on US 95 now and that is a turning ad one. 
There is no telling which smut peddler would be knocking someone over to get on the first 
one as it would be right next to the freeway and all the topless joints. Do not want to 
see this from my backyard, then where would it stop at. Please lobby real hard to not let 
this pass. Thank you for your time and your vote against this billboard matter. 

Sincerely, 
Teresa Bern 
258-1230 

,ate: 	11/9/2006 7:55:17 PM 

1 
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Scotch Eighty Homeowners Association 
October, 2006 
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Dear Neighbor, 

We hope to encourage communication between neighbors and friends on what is 
important to our community. This is the first, I hope, of many such messages. 

Philosophy of Community- My personal opinion 
A neighborhood which has been created without covenants and 

restrictions has, with its freedom of choice, an unstated responsibility to be 
cooperative and sensitive to the feelings of others. Our personal goals should be 
peace, security and comfort and a sense of well-being that must transcend to our 
surroundings. We must rely on those around us to be like minded, and expect no 
less from those governmental representatives we have empowered to represent 
our views. Another community goal is economic; to be assured that our homes 
and our neighborhood retains esthetic qualities that sustain strong property 
values. 

If you are a homeowner, you are not an island, but a part of a community 
of citizens who must learn to work together, and in the process, enjoy the 
friendships that undoubtedly will be created. 

You are an important member of the Scotch Eighties Neighborhood 
Association. 

Boundaries 
Although, technically, our association consists of 135 home or lot owners, 

our 'sphere of influence' is dictated by the street boundaries of Oakey, Rancho, 
Charleston, Martin Luther King, 1-15. Further, our concerns must include the city-
at-large and other neighborhoods if events there might eventually impact us. 
Please keep your Board informed if any municipal issues cause you concern. 

Zoning. On your behalf the Board took the position to oppose a zoning 
change for First Presbyterian Church on Charleston. Their proposal included 
change from church type zoning to open-ended commercialization, allowing for 
large billboards on the property. A letter was sent by your Association to the 
Planning Commission, and the matter was deferred. Councilwoman Tarkanian 
also voiced negative concerns. Expect more neighborhood meetings called by 
the Church to express their opinions and reasoning. Suffice it to say, the Church, 
which has been very forthright in expressing their desires, basically wants to 
increase their values by making their property more commercial in the event 
Project Neon (MLK/1-15 expansion) takes their real property via eminent domain. 



--Scotch Eighty Homeowners Association newsletter 

Drats, the Rats. An on-going problem and we would like to suggest that 
homeowners consider perimeter rat bait traps. We are going to be contacting 
empty lot owners to see if they will take the lead and place traps out, or at least 
allow the Association to place some random traps on our own to see if we can 
make a dent in the rodent population. 

Please follow the Health Department abatement guidelines; if you have 
lost your copy, let us know and we will send another one to you. 

Real Estate. To maintain values we need to inform area realtors that the 
Association opposes increasing density by dividing large lots, and we will resist 
encroachment of small commercial zoned buildings on the periphery of the 
neighborhood, including any that would allow business traffic through our 
neighborhood streets. Likewise, realtors should inform potential buyers that this 
neighborhood may in the future be gated and an annual (but low) maintenance 
fee may be imposed. 

In the current cooling market our neighborhood real estate values seems 
to be holding between $200-240 a sq. ft. on sold homes. It is the Association's 
goal to indirectly increase your values by our positive actions, and your support. 

Miscellaneous. The Association recently ended a fence rental at Westwood 
and Oakey and purchased a fence, saving money as well as cleaning up a 
vandalized fence... Our mailing list needs your appropriate telephone numbers 
and emails for quick response. Email information to: grogan.steve@gmail.com  

The Future. We would appreciate it if you let us know about new neighbors 
moving in. For 2007 we will be planning a neighborhood picnic and will need 
coordinators. Perhaps a neighborhood garage sale for the spring? Give us ideas 
on how to build neighborhood spirit. To keep this newsletter/website light and 
informative feel free to participate with your own news and/or comments. 

November 7 th  is election time. Please vote.  

Best wishes, 

Stephen Grogan, President 
Scotch Eighty Home Owners Association 

Board of Directors 
Stephen Grogan, President (759-0001) 
Sharon Green, Vice President (387-8124) 
Mort Fox, Treasurer (384-8230) 

• 	Mysty Cain-Scalia, Secretary (452-9583) 
Barbara Hofsommer, Director (367-6696) 



Robin Munier 

From: 	 Kimberly Reid on behalf of Lois Tarkanian 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, November 15, 2006 4:03 PM 
To: 	 Jeanne Maust; Robin Munier 
Subject: 	 FW: SUP-13362 & SUP-13490 

Kimberly Reid 
Executive Assistant 
Ward 1 
702-229-2299 

	Original Message 	 
From: Judy Norman [mailto:deptl4ea@co.clark.nv.us]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 15, 2006 9:30 AM 
To: Lois Tarkanian 
Subject: SUP-13362 & SUP-13490 

-)ear Councilwoman Tarkanian, 

I would like to register my opposition to SUP-13362 and SUP-13490. (the Presbyterian 
Church's application for two billboards) The members of my neighborhood association to 
which I have spoken agree with me that this is merely an attempt on the part of the 
applicant to generate a great deal of income at the expense of the residential nature of 
the area. It seems that here in Las Vegas there is virtually no end to the number of 
billboards that "spring up". 

I would ask for denial of this application. We appreciate the work you are doing 
for our district. 

Sincerely, 

Donald Mosley 

1 



NOTE: THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION 

WAS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD BEFORE 

OR AT THE PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING 

ON THIS ITEM WHICH IS NOW APPEARING 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL 



Thomas M. Arit 
1721 Bannie Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

August 4, 2006 

Planning and Development Department 
Current Planning Division 
Development Services Center 
731 South Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I received the Notice of Public Hearing, SUP 13362, SUP 13490, and SUP 
13495. These are petitions requesting special use permits to be issued, which 
would allow for the construction and installation of billboards at three sites near 
the intersection of Martin L. King Dr. and Charleston Blvd. 

I was present at the meeting of July 13,2006 where I planned to voice my 
objection to these three proposed billboards. As you know, the hearings on 
these three proposals were continued until the August meeting. As I will be out 
of town on business at that time I would like to express my objections in writing. 

As a resident of the Scotch 80's area I object to the use of more billboards in this 
area. The billboard located near the intersection of Charleston and Rancho has 
objectionable material on it more times than not. The area near Charleston and 
Martin L. King is already congested and cluttered. Billboards would add nothing 
of value to this area. 

I am wondering what the ulterior motive of the petitioners is in trying to get 
permits for the billboards at this time. This area is destined to be re-configured in 
the next couple of years when Project Neon begins, which is going to affect the 
intersection with the construction of new ramps for 1-15, flyovers linking Martin L 
King to Western and Industrial and widening 1-15 itself. Will taxpayers'dollars be 
used to pay the owner of the billboards for their property and potential lost 
income? 

Again, to summarize, I would like to register my objection to the proposed 
billboards — SUP 13362, SUP 13490, and SUP 13495. 

Sincerely, 

jZ 
Thomas M. Ant  

ITEM NO.: W.P 	, \  

CASE NO. E2 	5A2 cf.) 
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LAW OFFICE OF L. EARL HAWLEY 
916 CASINO CENTER BOULEVARD 

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 80101 

(702) 362-8910 

FAX 17021 362-6675 

July 03, 2006 

City of Las Vegas 
Planning and Development Dept. 
Current Planning Division 
Development Services Center 
731 South Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Re: SUP 13494, 134954, 13372, 13362, 13490 
SDR 13820 

To Whom It May Concern: 

This is to advise you on behalf of the entity I represent, that objection to above 
permit applications is hereby made. Traffic in the area is a problem now and proposed 
development in the immediate area is only going to increase financial costs to the public, 
as well as create hazards that could result in accidents. 

Very truly yours, 

ITEM # 
CASE # sv\C)  \ 3 

PC MTG 	n -0(.0  _ 
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Agenda Item No.. 100. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 ['Consent Z Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

SUP-14687 - ABEYANCE ITEM - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: SENIP CVS, L.L.C. 
DBA CVS PHARMACY 2990 - OWNER: CVS 2990 LAS VEGAS, L.L.C. - Request for a 
Special Use Permit FOR A RETAIL ESTABLISHMENT WITH ACCESSORY PACKAGE 
LIQUOR OFF-SALE on 1.55 acres at 6391 West Lake Mead Boulevard (APN 138-23-720-005), 
C-1 (Limited Commercial), Ward 6 (Ros 	• of August 6, 2006 this item is located in 
Ward 5 (Weekly). NOTE: To be 	 • orning Session Item 57. The 
Planning Commission (7-0 vo ;11  stff reta &Pi; 

PROTESTS RECEIVE 

Planning Commissio 

City Council Meeti 

RECOMMENDAI 
The Planning Co 

c • A!.f.•edfiiiko 
MIT 1' tanning C‘cr 

Cil 

I 

VED BEFORE: 

tg. 

ect to conditions. 

BACKUP DOCU 
1. Location, Aerial 
2. Conditions and Sta: 
3. Supporting docume 
4. Justification Letter 
5. Backup referenced from fig Item 9 

Motion made by LAWRENCE Walliste-Appriger.  to conditions 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0 
LOIS TAR_KANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing open. 

MATTHEW DUCHOF, 3320 West Sahara Avenue, appeared on behalf of CVS Stores, and 
stated that notices were sent out to those residing within 1500 feet of the proposed CVS store. A 
neighborhood meeting was held on November 8th with the manager and district manager present 



eat, 144 veire44 Agenda Item No.: 100. 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

but no residents were in attendance. There will not be signage on the building and all efforts will 
be made to prohibit any loitering from those purchasing alcohol. 

COUNCILMAN WEEKLY commented that his office received several calls from neighbors 
supporting the request and thanked MR. DUCHOF for offering the meeting. Although residents 
were not in attendance at the meeting, he appreciated the applicant's due diligence in respecting 
the residents in his ward. 

COUNCILMAN REESE noted that it is illegal to consume alcohol on premises located within 
1000 feet of where alcohol is sold. MR. DUCHOF assured the Council that the manager and 
district manager are aware of this and will ensure this type of activity does not take place at the 
subject location. If necessary, local authorities will be contacted to resolve any and all issues. 

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing do 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: 	NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: ABEYANCE - SUP-14687 - APPLICANT: SENIP CVS, L.L.C. 
DBA CVS PHARMACY 2990 - OWNER: CVS 2990 LAS VEGAS, L.L.C. 

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE NOVEMBER 1, 2006 CITY 
COUNCIL MEETING AT THE REQUEST OF COUNCILMAN WEEKLY. 

** CONDITIONS ** 

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

Plannink and Development 

1. Conformance to all Minimum Requirements under LVMC Title 19.04.050 for Retail 
Establishment With Accessory Package Liquor Off-Sale use. 

2. 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. 

3. Approval of this Special Use Permit does not constitute approval of a liquor license. 

4. 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. 

5. This business shall operate in conformance to Chapter 6.50 of the City of Las Vegas 
Municipal Code. 

6. The space used for the sale of package liquor shall be limited to 10% of the overall floor 
area of the building. 

7. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied, 
except as modified herein. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

APPLICATION REQUEST 

This is a request for a Special Use Permit for a Retail Establishment with Accessory Package 
Liquor Off-Sale on 1.55 acres at 6391 West Lake Mead Boulevard. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This request will not alter the characteristics of the existing site. Rather, it will add an accessory 
use to a CVS pharmacy. All of the conditions of Title 19.04 are met, along with parking 
standards. Staff supports the request. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

A) Related Actions 

06/08/98 	The City Council approved a request for a General Plan Amendment (GPA-13-98) 
from ML (Medium-Low Density Residential) to SC (Service Commercial and a 
Rezoning (Z-25-98) from R-E (Residence Estates) to C-1 (Limited Commercial) for 
a proposed 100,436 square foot shopping center. 

06/14/99 	The City Council approved a request for a Site Development Plan Review [Z-25- 
98(1)] to allow a 66,195 square foot commercial retail center; a request for a 
Special Use Permit (U-40-99) for a minor auto repair facility; a request for a 
Special Use Permit (U-41-99) for off-premise sales of beer and wine in conjunction 
with at proposed convenience store; and a request for a Special Use Permit (U-42- 
99) for gasoline sales in conjunction with a proposed convenience store. 

06/24/99 	The Planning Commission approved a request for a Tentative Map on this site 
(TM-29-99). 

08/10/06 	The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC Agenda Item 
#9/ng). 

B) Pre-Application Meeting 

05/25/06 	A pre-application meeting with the applicant was held and the following items 
were discussed: 

• Staff informed the applicant of the conditions that are automatically 
applicable to this type of use. 



C) Planned Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West: 

D) Existing Zoning 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West: 

SUP-14687 - Staff Report Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

• Staff informed the applicant of the parking requirements for retail 
establishments with accessory package liquor off-sale. 

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: 

B) Existing Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West:  

1.55 

CVS 
Commercial Center 
Single-Family Residential 
Vacant Lot 
Water District Facility 

SC (Service Commercial) 
SC (Service Commercial) 
MLA (Medium Low Attached Density Residential) 
SC (Service Commercial) 
PF (Public Facilities) 

C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
R-E (Residence Estates) 
R-E (Residence Estates) 
U (Undeveloped) Zone [PF (Public Facilities) General Plan 
Designation] 

E) General Plan Compliance 
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. 
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SPECIAL DISTRICTS/ZONES 	 Yes 	No  
Special Area Plan 	 X  
Special Overlay District 	 X  

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

Airport Overlay District  
The subject site is located in the North Las Vegas Airport Overlay District that restricts 
the height of buildings to 140 feet. The subject site is well under this maximum height 
allowed. 

ANALYSIS 

A) Zoning Code Compliance 

Al) Parking and Traffic Standards 

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following Parking Standards apply to the subject 
proposal: 

	

Required 	 Provided 
Uses 	 GFA 	 Parking 	 Parking  

Ratio 

	

Regular 	Handicap 	Regular 	. Handicap  
General Retail 	11,987 	I Space / 	69 	3 	85 

SF. 	175 SF 
GFA  . 	 , 

TOTAL 	 69 	3 	85 

	

(including 	 (including 

	

handicap 	 handicap 

	

accessible) 	 accessible) 

The subject proposal has sufficient parking per Title 19.10. The addition of 
accessory package liquor off-sale will not add to the number of parking spaces 
required. 

A2) Minimum Distance Separation Requirements 

Pursuant to Title 19.04, the following Standards apply to the subject proposal: 
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Standards 	 Code Requirement 	 Provided  
Liquor 	 400 Feet of a church, synagogue, school, 	Greater than 400 
Establishment (Off- 	child care facility licensed form more than 	Feet 
premise) 	 12 children, or City park 

The subject proposal meets all distance separation requirements as contained in Title 
19.04. 

B) General Analysis and Discussion 

• Zoning 

The subject proposal meets all current standards per Title 19 for developments in a C-1 
(Limited Commercial) zone. Adequate parking is provided and the subject site is not 
located within the minimum separation distance area from protected properties. 
Because the structure currently exists, no additional development standards apply. 

• Use 

All conditions for Retail Establishments with Accessory Package Liquor Off-Sale are 
met by this request. As it is located at a major intersection (Lake Mead Boulevard and 
Torrey Pines Drive), this use is appropriate for the area and will be compatible with 
surrounding uses. It should be noted that a condition has been added above that will 
limit the floor area to be used for the sale of package liquor to 10% of the total floor 
area. The floor plans indicate that 60 square feet of 9,682 square of retail space shall 
be used for package liquor sales. This represents less than 1% of the overall floor area. 

• 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 facility licensed 
for more than twelve children, or City park. 

2. 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 
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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. 

	

3. 	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. 

	

4. 	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. 

	

5. 	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 

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 retail 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. 
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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." 

The subject proposal is compatible with the General Plan and with the surrounding land 
uses. 

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

The existing CVS site can accommodate accessory package liquor off-sale. 

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 subject site is served by West Lake Mead Boulevard (a 100-foot primary arterial) and 
North Torrey Pines Drive (an 80-foot secondary collector). These thoroughfares are 
capable of accommodating traffic that will generated by the subject proposal. 

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 subject request will not compromise the public health, safety or general welfare of the 
surrounding neighborhood nor compromise the objectives of the General Plan. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	3 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  6 

SENATE DISTRICT 	3 

NOTICES MAILED 	955 by City Clerk 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 
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DEVILOMAENI 

MIn1;44,11 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number:'()  if-D /4116f27 	APN: 138-23-720-005 

Name of Propert y  Owner: CVS 2990 Las Vegas, L.L.C. 

Name of Applicant: Senip CVS, L.L.C. dba CVS Pharmac y  #2990 

To the best of your knowled ge, does the Ma yor or any  member of the City  Council or 
Planning Commission have an y  financial interest in this or an y  other propert y  with the 
property  owner, applicant, the propert y  owner or applicant's general or limited partners, or 
an officer of their corporation or limited liability  company? 

Yes 	 E2 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 Cit y  Official holds 
an interest. Also list the Assessor's Parcel Number if the propert y  in which the interest is 
held is different from the case parcel. 

City  Official: 

Partner(s): 

APN: 

z',/"* Signature of Property  Owner. By  . e---- 	- ' c.1.-- S. it:c,/,(e._  
Kat eri e S. LeVeque, PtgPI -7. and Sole Member 

2Gi  Print Name:  

Subscribed and sworn before me 

SCP 2002A-18 LLC By LeVeque Tower LLC, Sole Member, 
By LEV LLC. Sole Member 

Thi 111) • y  of wiLA J.4./ 	, 20 	6 
.earile,,, TAD listylor _I _CM-Attorney At Law 

STATE OF 0;110 

in anAkoMifilOitlIntyiand;Stirter@tion date. 
Section 147.03 R.C. 

Bdepoi\Application Packet\Statement of Financial 1nterest.pdf Revised 12-03-04 



II 

I 

' 

RESIDENTIAL 
FUTURE COMMERCIAL 

SUBDIVISION 
(UNDEVELOPED) 

3  

vt!, 

1111 
tI 
II :1 

I 
Cum 

CVS SIONACE alY OWERS)  
Oa *a*  avifrovanmar sam lama sa. rr. 

ri
Oa Ir tille-11111.1,1011■PCI ION SOO SA ft 

co sr MO DOW POI 10..1 Si rt. 

ot le se ana MOO OM %as la It 

) r OOP ISIM.SOO/POSSINOCr Oto 1.411 as rs. 

VI I` Ow osslOsles/oOPOSSO MN TM MO rt. 

01 r trasonam. ION 441 la rr. 
0/CIS mamma. sus It la rt. 

CO 1W-111IS hIMIIIACT W allEgrekk moo sof In U. In. 

CO LsON ma. am IN/ I ortilortotli (X ilos) 'n fl rt. 

"=# 
't;; 

*,) 

'`■ 

Cq 
0 

• •5. RESIDENTIAL 

Ilk 

t.; 
45 

F. 

a. 
4,3 

el! *ME. 

it! 
Ii 

Ill 
Yid 
1 

5 

. I 

ii 

RETAIL 
W

A
T

E
R

 D
IS

T
R

IC
T

 

4MM Aft IMO WWI Awe 

-,-----...-------.........----,----  

_ 
Ma MOW nas allgeav &WO- 
	 -1 

	

a 	
 , ____ .. --El - — - ----- - ----- - _ .... ......,...--- ■ 1-7..: - ..- ' - .. —,... - ........... - ......--- - — j. — — - -___,,,A,-„,- .1 

' CO 
-4  1  LAKE' MEAD BOULEVARD (Punic') 	

CD 
CD 

	

---- Vt
.  (e.LV PROJECT NO. 107- V328) 	 1,"---- 	Cs4 

	

PLL::: .,. 	co 
- 	q.- 	 I 

	  ,T. 	 ‘ _te.c. - C■J iS 	 g12!!!!M 
- - - - - — - — - - 3r. r::: ;.; ;,..; .. ..: 4,7t. .--1...-tr.:44-f 	1.•,4=,.....,'...":174175_k71-,),..."rts M=ZATEE -017-3,.. -•-1----Zi • .  I- ••,:- V.:-. .;_,..% 	-•-•-••::::-' .•>:. ..-::.;...12.'' ,.; .1'....- 'L-= LT:4 	.'t!!!!!!15555 	

.;4 " • 	 fr o 	,, kc..........::,.. 	= 
I IS MS ) 

II 	 np• • . -. . - •/:07..,  4, ..s .' a 	.....? .1? 	 •• UMW ' 	 • 	... ,. 	 ... D 	,....a& . • 

	

I • I A, IN 1 •) >'.. 	,,---- _ -_ __ ___ 	 r  ., 	 ,t,,', • s  
7,- I 

 
z-- -  1.72--- 	 _ 	t. 	 . 

i , 
c I Fr 

	

/ 	
1  I 1 1 	as   I I 

I 	I  °V l'  0 I 	.," 	 0 	
ci 	•-_-••7 

I 	 " MACE MO iTRIPPIC NOTES  

sx   
 	Of 7 	

„„.. 	

—Irati— r- 	__D \ . 	■ 	 (91 sow. er-a ... 
' r 4—Tri—if. 	 f' 	 aw. 

I 	

go maw .1.4 wan ass. 

CD KOLL S7•4 area, la NMI ACO:11111.0 IPOOL 

4— 
41-; 

1 
44i IF 

I C4, 

c/) ,  

‘11  

4:11 2 
E4. :41  
(c) , 

' Aso. 1140 
Iv 
Ito, 

■ 

■ 
I-

I . 

t 
I:1 i:s.it  
til 
r4*  
tl. e. 1.4,. 

7,11k3.  
Viral 

• 

--L 	° 

Store 2990 
/ Parking Calculation: 

Required: 4 spaces/1,000 sl 

11,987 s.f. 
85 parking spaces 
(48 spaces required) 

R
E

SI
D

E
N

T
IA

L
 

MOSS 
I. Oa IIIISSCS PIE Meer MOIL 
a V. Irts OsOrtslos smarts nos IMAM 

P. 
raw.,tarra..44.s. 

IMMO Mal_ 

551/454.45/.4111.. 

15451/555 1115/1151•40111. wawa v., tr.k3 
0 arts OSIS IIMS We) 

$

0 OSMIUM la SISK Was 1W l'OR USN MOOG 

MAU. IN; HMSO MA SOM. SODOM 
losertscose so iss141. MGR 1.58110 Pa .me 
SO) WOO SS WW1 
contocno Nava laine Pomo IMO WON 

Vicinity Map 

CS 
II W7 NOM 

INIM551415 

SUP-14687 
08/10/06 PC 



_ 
SUP-14687 
08/10/06 PC 

# 2990- Retail sq ft: 9682 
Alcohol: 60 sq ft 

laaraifil4=11-0M1 EAL 

NES ROM AKA 	SW'S C4U4GES 
70 BE "r;lire 3# 

WSW SA S.W.,  MN wry AZDSA. to 	PIP6A0 
UM A. RSA ASKO 
MIK! CD WWII 
0110 ICV OW. MA . Mtr.wrts 
UM KV 3 KM Ctia23 

MAXOGRAMS TO NE VNT TO STOW; 

tYMIs a *um 	0114.1.% 

'Ilre 	........, 	gm" 
MSAISOI, aIIIIIIIINIIp 

1W w WARM. an.. 
, 

LIIIIMM341.e14113aLA PO St AS 33,ISASA 

SIMIMMLAIWOMMIS: 
agnORKSMOW) 

SyStEK_PLANOGRAII GROUP CHANGES: 

i9 
-\\\ , 1  \-1 

AM 	

\ 

V 	2. 3 MB -i  

hinvo. Ma$ o. petutc1 

r- 03/31/06 

'''''NETtrlS 06148 

CVS 
CAMS° SAUK Stlet 

nosne..o■ 

iffoRt MAAR 

2990 

A VEGAS 
NV 



SUP-14687 - APPLICANT: SENIP CVS, L.L.C. DBA CVS PHARMACY 2990 - OWNER: CVS 2990 LAS 
VEGAS, L.L.C. 
6391 WEST LAKE MEAD BOULEVARD 
AUGUST 10, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION 

07/18/06 
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AUGUST 10, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION 

07/18/06 
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MATTHEW D. SALTZMAN 

LAW OFFICES 

KOLESAR & LEATHAM, CHTD. 
WELLS FARGO FINANCIAL CENTER 

3320 WEST SAHARA AVENUE 

SUITE 380 

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102 

TELEPHONE 

702/362-7800 
1■11 
TELECOPIER 

702/362-9472 

June 22, 2006 

Via Hand-Delivery 

City of Las Vegas 
Planning & /Development Department 
731 South 4 th  Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Re: Business: 

Location: 
APN: 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Senip CVS, L.L.C. 
dba CVS Pharmacy 2990 

6391 W. Lake Mead Blvd., Las Vegas, NV 
138-23-720-005 

This firm represents CVS Corporation and certain affiliates, including Senip CVS, L.L.C. 
(the "Operating Entity"). The Operating Entity owns the CVS/Pharmacy #2990 store located at 
6391 W. Lake Mead Blvd. ("CVS #2990"), which has operated as a drug store/pharmacy since 
November 2001. The Operating Entity wishes to now include package liquor/beer/wine/ spirits 
("package liquor") within its sales inventory. Our client understands that the City of Las Vegas 
Zoning code, Chapter 19.04, Ord 5795 'Retail Establishment with Accessory Package Liquor 
Off-Sale' requires a Special Use Permit for the sate of package liquor at CVS #2990. 

CVS Corporation ("CVS"), the ultimate parent of the Operating Entity, recently acquired 
all free-standing Say-on Drugs stores in Nevada, and, as such, has continued the sale of package 
liquor in the drug stores under appropriate licenses. To demonstrate a uniform presence in the 
community, CVS wishes to now offer the sale of package liquor in the original TVS' stores so 
both the former Say-on Drugs stores, (which will ultimately be branded CVS/Pharmacy stores) 
and the original CVS/Pharmacy stores, may offer similar goods to all customers. The 
introduction of package liquor to CVS #2990 will not affect the environment or character of the 
immediate community, nor will it have a detrimental impact on adjacent properties, and such 
business activity will provide a benefit to the CVS customer. Most, if not all, large drugstores in 
the city also sell alcoholic beverages. No additional public services, utilities, parking or waivers 
should be necessary to accommodate the sale of liquor at this store. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if I can provide any further information to you in 
connection with this application for a Special Use Permit for the sale of package liquor at 

SUP-i 4687 
08/10/06 Pc GA6635t0011SUP DOCMCITY-2990•Juslification Ltr.doc 



KOLtSAR & LEATHAM, CHTD. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW City of Las Vegas 

Planning & Development Department 
Page 2 
June 22, 2006 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if I can provide any further information to you in 
connection with this application for a Special Use Permit for the sale of package liquor at 
CVS/Pharmacy #2990. On behalf of myself and my client, thank you in advance for your 
assistance with this matter. 

Very truly yours, 

KOLESAR & LEATHAM, CHTD. 

kvy-- 
Matthew D. Saltzman, Esq. 

MDS:jjb 

cc: 	Diane Glass, Esq. 

GA6635t0011SUP DOCSXITY-2992-Justification Ltr.doc 



NOTE: THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION 

WAS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD BEFORE 

OR AT THE PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING 

ON THIS ITEM WHICH IS NOW APPEARING 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL 
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Planning and Development Department 
Current Planning Division 

731 South Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 8910.1 

(702) 229-6301 Phone (702) 385-7268 Fax 

SLIP-14687 - APPLICANT: SENIP CVS, L.L.C. DBA CVS PHARMACY 2990 • OWNER: CVS 2990 
SUBJECT: LAS VEGAS, L.L.C, 

The above item has been placed on the One Motion/One Vote portion of the Planning Commission 
Agenda for the Augzrot JO, 2006Planning Commission meeting. All of these items will be placed at the 
be,ginning of the agenda, The Chairman of the Planning Commission will open them at the same time. 

Enclosed please find the proposed conditions of approval. If you agree to these conditions, please sign 
this form and fax it to Dorothy Marsili at 385-7268. If there is no one present at the Planning 
Commission meeting who wants to discuss this item, you will not be called to the podium to discuss the 
case. EloweVer, you must be present in cue any Planning Commissioner or member of the public wants 
to discuss the item. If you have any questions, please contact my office at (702) 229-6301. 

Please sign and date that you have read and agree to the conditions. 

Please print name 

('VS  
Company Name 

Sincerely, 

Doug Rankin 
Planning Supervisor 
Current Planning Division 

PACE 112 • RCVD AT 111£02005 11:50:03 AM (Eastern Daylight Tirnel • IVR:CVSFAX00115 DNIS:291 • CSID:4017703213 	'DURATION (mm4s):01•24 
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0;44/ 0,1 livt veset4 Agenda Item No.: 101. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 EConsent [E1 Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

SUP-15347 - ABEYANCE ITEM - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: SUN LOAN 
COMPANY - OWNER: PLAZA LOS ARCOS, LLC - Request for a Special Use Permit FOR 
A PROPOSED FINANCIAL INSTITUTION, SPECIFIED AND A WAIVER OF THE 1,000- 
FOOT DISTANCE SEPARATION REQUIREMENT FROM OTHER FINANCIAL 

Motion made by GARY REESE to Strike Item 73 [4401 Cory Place]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE 
Item 85 [ZON-13896], Item 86 [VAR-13900], Item 87 [SUP-13902], Item 88 [SUP-13903] and 
Item 89 [SDR-13904] to 01/17/2007; Item 93 [ZON-15031], Item 94 [SDR-15030] and Item 101 
[SUP-15347] to 12/06/2006; and Item 102 [SDR-15747] to 12/20/2006; TABLE Item 90 [ZON-
14344], Item 91 [VAR-15323] and Item 92 [SDR-14353]; and WITHDRAW THE APPEAL of 
Item 116 [SUP-16483] 

Passed For: 6; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 1 



0/44, Le44 veim, Agenda Item No 101. 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, GARY REESE, 
STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-
None); (Excused-LARRY BROWN) 

Minutes: 
See Item 70 for related discussion. 
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SUP-15347 
Financial Institution 

Financial Business Locations 
Subject Property 

Residential Property 0 Buffer 

• 
Financial Institution, Specified 

0 Financial Institution, Specified 
(Chrck Cashi,g 	 G,ossj 

Finance Company 

Automobile Title Loan 

Auto Pawnbroker 525 262 5 1,050 Feet 
—J 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: ABEYANCE - SUP-15347 - APPLICANT: SUN LOAN 
COMPANY - OWNER: PLAZA LOS ARCOS, LLC 

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE NOVEMBER 1, 2006 CITY 
COUNCIL MEETING AT THE REQUEST OF THE APPLICANT. 

** CONDITIONS ** 

Staff recommends DENIAL. The Planning Commission (6-1/se vote) recommends APPROVAL, 
subject to: 

Planninz and Development 

1. Conformance to Requirements 1 through 6 under LVMC Title 19.04.050 for Financial 
Institution, Specified use. 

2. 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. 

3. Approval of this Special Use Permit does not constitute approval of a business license. 

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



SUP-15347 - Staff Report Page One 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

APPLICATION REQUEST 

This is a request for a Special Use Permit for a proposed Financial Institution, Specified and a 
waiver of the 1,000-foot distance separation requirement from other Financial Institutions, 
Specified located at 7591 West Washington Avenue, Suites 140 & 150, on the southeast corner 
of Washington Avenue and Buffalo Road. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The applicant notes that a Financial Institution, Specified at 7591 West Washington Avenue is 
unique and in high demand in the area. Similar businesses are located immediately adjacent to 
the east at 7575 West Washington Ave. (Loan Mart) and 7585 West Washington Ave. 
(Superpawn) providing a 0' separation where 1000' is required. The applicant has provided no 
substantial reason for waiving this requirement therefore staff is recommending denial. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

A) Related Actions 

11/02/83 	The City Council approved a Petition (A-0010-83) to Annex property generally 
located west of Lorenzi Boulevard, between Westcliff Drive and Washington 
Avenue, containing approximately 922 acres of land, including the subject site. 
The Planning Commission recommended approval on 11/02/83. The effective 
date was 12/30/83. 

12/07/94 	The City Council approved a Rezoning (Z-0131-94) from U (Undeveloped) Zone 
[SC (Service Commercial) General Plan Designation] to C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
for this site as part of a larger request. The Planning Commission had recommended 
Approval on 12/07/94. The Rezoning expiration date was 12/07/95. 

02/07/96 	The City Council approved a Reinstatement and an Extension of Time of an 
approved Rezoning [Z-0131-94(1)], which expired on 12/07/95. The Planning 
Commission had recommended Approval on 01/11/96. The Rezoning expiration 
date was 02/07/97. 

05/12/97 	The City Council approved a Reinstatement and second Extension of Time [Z-0131- 
94(2)] of an approved Rezoning (Z-0131-94) with an expiration date of 05/12/98. 
The Planning Commission had recommended Approval on 04/10/97. 



SUP-15347 - Staff Report Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

07/13/98 	The City Council approved a third Extension of Time [Z-0131-94(4)] of an 
approved Rezoning (Z-0131-94) with no time limit. The Planning Commission had 
recommended Approval on 06/11/98. 

02/02/99 	The City Council approved the request for a Special Use Permit for property 
located on the south side of Washington Ave. approximately 230 feet east of 
Buffalo Dr., for a Pawnshop (Superpawn) and a Secondhand Dealer (U-0171-98). 

11/21/02 	The Planning Commission approved a request for a Site Development Plan 
Review (SDR-1046) for a proposed 11,987 square-foot Pharmacy on 2.5 acres 
located adjacent to the southeast corner of Buffalo Drive and Washington 
Avenue. Staff had recommended approval. 

12/16/04 	The City Council approved a request for a Site Development Plan Review (SDR- 
5393) for a proposed 16,009 square-foot commercial retail center and waivers of 
building setbacks, building orientation and perimeter and foundation landscaping 
standards on 1.55 acres adjacent to the southeast corner of Buffalo Drive and 
Washington Avenue (APN 138-27-301-015). 

01/20/05 	The City Council granted the appeal from denial by the Planning Commission for 
a request for a Variance (VAR-5531) to allow 93 parking spaces where 180 
parking spaces are required. 

09/21/06 	The Planning Commission voted 6-1/se to recommend APPROVAL (PC Agenda 
Item #25/mh). 

Business License History 

01/03/02 	The City of Las Vegas issued license # F02-00231 to -Loan Mart" for a finance 
company. The business is located at 7575 W. Washington Ave. Suite 123. The 
license is still active. 

12/10/04 	The City of Las Vegas issued license # P08-00203 to Cash America dba 
"Superpawn" for an Auto Pawnbroker. The business is located at 7585 W. 
Washington Ave. The license is still active. 

03/17/05 	The City of Las Vegas issued license # C22-00260 to Cash America dba 
-Superpawn" for a check cashing service. The business is located at 7585 W. 
Washington Ave. The license has been inactive since 07/13/2005. 

B) Pre-Application Meeting 

07/28/06 	A pre-application meeting was held and the following items were discussed: 

• 	Staff discussed the minimum conditions for Financial Institution, Specified 
uses and the distance separation required. 



SUP-15347 - Staff Report Page Three 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

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 
Gross Acres: 	1.55 

B) Existing Land Use 
Subject Property: Undeveloped 
North: Commercial center 
South: Sununerlin Parkway 
East: Commercial center 
West: City Park/Fire Station 

C) Planned Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West: 

D) Existing Zoning 
Subject Property: 

North: 
South: 
East: 
West:  

SC (Service Commercial) 
SC (Service Commercial) 
ROW (Right-of-way) 
SC (Service Commercial) 
P/R/OS (Parks/Recreation/Open Space) 

U (Undeveloped) [SC (Service Commercial) General Plan 
Designation] under a Resolution of Intent to C-1 (Limited 
Commercial) 
C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
U (Undeveloped) [ROW (Right-of-Way] 
C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
C-V (Civic) 

E) General Plan Compliance 

The subject property is located within the Southwest Sector of the General Plan. The 
property is designated SC (Service Commercial) in the General Plan. The Variance 
request is not directly impacted by any specific policies of the General Plan. 
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Special Area Plan 	 X  
Special Overlay District 	 X  
Trails 	 X  
County/North Las Vegas/HOA Notification 	 X  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 X  
Project of Regional Significance 	 X 

No special districts or zones are related to the subject property. 

ANALYSIS 

A) Zoning Code Compliance 

Al) Parking and Traffic Standards 

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following Parking Standards apply to the subject 
proposal: 

	

Required 	 Provided 
Uses 	 GFA Parking 	 Parking  

Ratio 

	

Regular 	Handicap 	Regular 	Handicap  

Financial 	2292 	1 space per 	10 	1 	93 
Institution, 	SF. 	250 square 
Specified 	 feet GFA 

The commercial center in which the proposed use is located would typically require 
180 parking spaces. However, a previous Variance (VAR-5531) allows the site to 
have only 93 spaces. As such, the proposal complies with applicable parking 
standards. 

A2) Minimum Distance Separation Requirements 

Pursuant to Title 19.04, the following Standards apply to the subject proposal: 

Standards 	 Code Requirement 	Provided  
Financial Institution, Specified 	200 Feet from existing , 	r, 	200 Feet 

residential 

1,000 Feet from a similar 	0 Feet 
use 
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B) General Analysis and Discussion 

• Zoning 

The subject proposal complies with the underlying zoning of C-1 (Limited 
Commercial). This zone allows for most retail shopping and personal services. 
Typically, this zone lies on the periphery of residential neighborhoods. 

• Use 

The use proposed is allowed in the zone noted above. However, there are certain 
conditions that apply (specifically, minimum distance separation requirements) that the 
proposal does not meet. As such, Staff recommends Denial of the request as the use 
will not be compatible with surrounding uses based on the intent of the applicable 
conditions. 

• Conditions 

1. 	The use shall comply with all applicable requirements of LVMC Title 6. 

2. 	The building and color scheme shall be subject to review by the Department to 
ensure that it will be harmonious and compatible with the surrounding area. 

3. 	No temporary signs (as described in LVMC 19.14.090) such as balloons inflated 
devices, searchlights, pennants, portable billboards, portable signs, steamers, 
trucks parked for signage purposes, or other similar devices are permitted, except 
that banners announcing a "grand opening" or that a business is "coming soon" 
may be approved administratively for a period not to exceed thirty days. 

4. 	Window signs shall not: 
a. Cover more than twenty percent (20%) of the area of all exterior windows; 
b. Include flashing lights or neon light; or 
c. Include any text other than text that indicates the hours of operation and 

whether the business is open or closed. 

5. 	The hours of operation shall not extend beyond the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 11:00 
p.m. 

6. 	The building or portion thereof that is dedicated to the use shall have a minimum 
size of one thousand five hundred square feet, and shall be designed to have 
sufficient interior space to provide for adequate customer waiting area, customer 
queuing, and transaction space (such as -teller" windows or desks). 
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7. 	No specified financial institution use may be located closer than two hundred 
feet from any parcel used or zoned for residential use. In addition, no specified 
financial institution use may be located closer than one thousand feet from any 
other specified financial institution use, auto title loan use, or auto pawn use. 
For purposes of this Paragraph (7), distances shall be measured in a straight line 
from property line to property line, without regard to intervening obstacles. The 
term "property line" refers to property lines of fee interest parcels and not 
leasehold parcels. 

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." 

The proposed land use is compatible with the General Plan. However, it is not harmonious 
with surrounding land uses as it is located within close proximity to uses from which a 
distance 1000' distance separation is required 

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

The subject site is physically able to accommodate the use proposed. Additionally, it will 
not greatly add to the intensity of the use on the site. 

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 subject site is served by Buffalo and Washington (both 100-foot primary arterials). 
The addition of the proposed use will not render the above right-of-way incapable of 
handling the traffic load created by the 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." 

The proposal may be inconsistent with the intent of the General Plan as the use will not 
meet current distance separation requirements based on Title 19. Such requirements 
stipulate that certain uses should not be located within close proximity of each other. The 
subject proposal would violate the intent of these requirements. 
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NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	3 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  34 

SENATE DISTRICT 	3 

NOTICES MAILED 	398 by City Clerk 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 



1 	 , 

114 

City Official: 

Partner(s): 

APN: 

Signature of Property Owner: 

Print Name: 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF NEVADA 

County of Clark 
PATRICIA HESTER 

App1, No. 01-69566- 1 
mv Mot. Winn Oct. 20,2009 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: SU P-15347  
APN: 138-27-301-015 

Name of Property Owner: Buffalo Washington III 

Name of Applicant: Jim Marchcsi 

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 one or applicant's general or limited partners, or 

an officer of their corporation or limited liability company? 

[2] Yes 	 ESI 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. 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

ry.W' 
This :13,/(1,  day of \AWE-  	, NC&  

;  ttV 	r- ,te 	- Zf—  

Notary Public in and for said County and State 

Revised 12-03-04 	 fAclepotlApplreation Packeataternent of Financial Interest.pdf 
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GREATER 
NEVADA 
PLANNING 

1 NC. 

July 21, 2006 

Sincerely, 

rn,c, 

Sandra Montgomery 5U P- 153471 

921-06 

Land Use Consultants 

• Zoning, Planning, Building & Land Use 

• Variances, Conditional Use Permits & Waivers 

• Permit Tracking 

• Property Analysis & Feasibility Studies 

• Business, Gaming & Liquor Licensing 

• Development Services 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS PLANNING 
731 S. 4th  Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

SUBJECT: JUSTIFICATION LETTER -- 

The name of this proposal is: Rapid Cash 

APN: 138-27-301-015 

1. This proposed use is located 7591 West Washington Ave., suites #140 & #150. 

2. The total gross acres for this site are 1.55. 

3. The current zone for this parcel is C-1 and the current general plan is service / 
commercial. 

4. The proposed land use is for check cashing business. 

5. The building is 7,009 sq. ft and the adequate parking spaces as noted on the site plan. 

6. No other business like this in the immediate area, therefore this would be an excellent 
choice. 

If I can be of any additional assistance in any of this at any time, please do not hesitate to call 
me at #312-2435. 

2756 N.N. Green Valley Pkwy, Suite 177, Henderson, Nevada 89014-2120 
tel 702-312-2435 fax 702-312-3316 website: www.gnvp.com  email: info@gnvp.com  



CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF 
October 18, 2006 

VERBATIM EXCERPT — ITEM 141 — SUP-15347 

1 Item 141 — SUP-15347 — PUBLIC HEARING — APPLICANT: SUN LOAN COMPANY — 

2 OWNER: PLAZA LOS ARCOS, LLC — Request for a Special Use Permit for a proposed 

3 	financial Institution, specified and a waiver of the 1,000-foot distance separation 

4 requirement from other financial institutions, specified at 7591 Washington Avenue, Suite 

5 140 and 150 (APN 138-27-301-015), C-1 (Limited Commercial) Zone, Ward 1 (Tarkanian). 

6 NOTE: The correct applicant is Jim Marchesi/Check City and the correct owners is 

7 Buffalo Washington III. 

8 

9 Appearance List:  

0 MATT BROWN 

11 OSCAR GOODMAN, Mayor 

12 GARY REESE, Councilman 

13 MARGO WHEELER, Director of Planning and Development Department 

' 14 LOIS TARKANIAN, Councilwoman 

15 BRYAN SCOTT, Deputy City Attorney 

16 BARBARA JO RONEMUS, City Clerk 

17 STEVE WOLFSON, Councilman 

18 
1 9  

z0 10 minutes 

21 

22 Typed by: Angela Crolli 

23 Proofed by: Ydo Yturralde 

iied after final aiji.z.„-.1 

Datelga?laAterne?Ar, Page 1 of 6 



CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF 
October 18, 2006 

VERBATIM EXCERPT — ITEM 141 — SUP-15347 

24 MATT BROWN 

25 I'd like to speak about one of the items. 

26 

27 MAYOR GOODMAN 

28 Why don't you come on up, please. You have to give us your name. 

29 

30 MATT BROWN 

31 My name is Matt Brown. I was here to speak about Item Number 141. Will I be able to do that if 

32 it's held today? I will not be here on November the first. 

33 

34 MAYOR GOODMAN 

35 	I'll let you do it, of course. 

36 

37 MATT BROWN 

38 Okay. Okay, thank you. 

39 

40 MAYOR GOODMAN 

41 Yes, when we call the, when we get there, raise your hand and I'll be happy to have you speak. 

12 

43 COUNCILMAN REESE 

44 Are there any other items? 

45 

46 MARGO WHEELER 

47 Sir, that, excuse me, if I may, Mayor Pro Tern and Mayor, that's an abey'ed item. So, we will not 

48 	-- 

49 

50 MAYOR GOODMAN 

51 Oh, we won't get there? 

Page 2 of 6 
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VERBATIM EXCERPT — ITEM 141 — SUP-15347 

52 MARGO WHEELER 

53 No Sir. 

54 

55 MAYOR GOODMAN 

56 All right, I want to give the, if he's not gonna be here, I want to give him the opportunity to 

57 speak. Now? Very good. If he, come on up sir, please. This is on Item 141. Let me read that. It's 

58 SUP-15347, Sun Loan Company, Plaza Los Arcos, LLC. Request for a Special Use Permit for a 

59 financial institution at 7591 Washington Avenue. Yes, Sir. 

60 

61 MATT BROWN 

62 Can you see the picture? 

63 

64 MAYOR GOODMAN 

65 Do we have the overhead? Yes, we see it. 

66 

67 MATT BROWN 

68 My name is Matt Brown. I'm the District Manager for Dollar Financial Group. We do businesses 

69 loan (inaudible) for the State of Nevada. I'm here today to come and request your sincere 

70 consideration for enforcement of the 1000-foot requirement been placed by the City for financial 

71 	institutions. As you can see from my pictures, the Special Use Permit 15347, by applicant, Check 

72 	City, would allow for another identical financial institution within 96 feet of our current facility. 

73 Can you see that picture? 

74 

75 MAYOR GOODMAN 

76 Yes, we can. 

77 

78 MATT BROWN 

79 Okay. I've got one more here that shows -- 

80 
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VERBATIM EXCERPT — ITEM 141 — SUP-15347 

81 MAYOR GOODMAN 

82 	All right. 

83 

84 MATT BROWN 

85 -- this is looking from our store at the back side of what will be their proposed site. A hundred 

86 feet would put us in their back room. I'm not here to debate the legitimacy of our industry; I'm 

87 simply here as a representative for the largest international lender of pay loans and check cashing 

88 services to ask for your sincere respect. 

89 Please understand that the City Planning Commission has already severely infected, impacted our 

90 ability to run our business to the fullest by allowing this building to be built to begin with. At its 

91 	lowest point this new building is 10 feet above grade of anything in our existing system. It 

92 completely hid our--plaza. 

93 To allow this direct competitor to set up shop in our front door would be forthcoming, would be 

94 a fatal blow (inaudible) to run a respectful and decent business. First we are hidden and next we 

95 are slapped in the face with the competitor right in direct shot of our store, not even across the 

96 street, 96 feet from our front door. 

97 While I understand the Planning Commission has recommended approval, I respectfully ask that 

98 you reconsider the recommendation and turn the Special Use Permit down. Anything less would 

99 be devastating to those of us who work very hard to build a business and clientele and a 

100 relationship with those who live in that area. 

101 We already lost two tenants in our plaza and we have one more that's getting ready to vacate. We 

102 are all for competition promoting to be in good business, but believe in fair standards and the 

103 enforcement of policies of the City. We have, on multiple occasions, come before the City 

104 Council and asked for a Special Use Permit waiver when we're dealing with, maybe, eight or 

105 nine hundred feet and it's been denied every time. But, yet, they're within a hundred feet and the 

106 Planning Commission recommended approval. 

107 I kind of ask you today to do the right thing and deny this request. This is not eight hundred and 

108 	ninety-six feet. It's a 96-foot separation. I (inaudible) see you'll send a clear message that fair 

109 enforcement is good business. Mayor and members of the Council, thank you for your time. 

110 
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VERBATIM EXCERPT — ITEM 141 — SUP-15347 

111 MAYOR GOODMAN 

112 All right. Thank you, and Councilman, Councilwoman Tarkanian, I believe that's in Ward 1, so - 

113 

114 COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN 

115 	Yes, it is. 

116 

117 MAYOR GOODMAN 

118 -- we'll incorporate those remarks into the record, so, when we have the opportunity to -- 

119 

.20 COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN 

121 I, could I just have your name and telephone number, though. 

122 

123 MATT BROWN 

124 Yes, my name is Matt Brown and my phone number is 8-0-9-6-5 -- 

125 

126 BRYAN SCOTT 

127 Wait, you probably--want to wait and do that off camera. 

128 

29 MATT BROWN 

130 Oh, okay, well -- 

131 

132 MAYOR GOODMAN 

133 	All right. 

134 

135 COUNCILWOMAN TAR1CANIAN 

136 Okay. Off camera, then. 

137 

138 MATT BROWN 

139 All right. Okay, thanks. 

140 
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141 COUNCILWOMAN TARICANIAN 

142 I just wanted to say the reason why we abeyed it, was because we had some questions about it. 

143 So, thank you for coming. 

144 

145 MATT BROWN 

146 Yeah, if I can — thank you very much. 

147 

148 MAYOR GOODMAN 

149 Okay, and let's have a transcript of his remarks in our backup material. 

50 

151 BARBARA JO RONEMUS 

152 Okay. 

153 

154 COUNCILMAN WOLFSON 

155 Mayor Goodman. 

156 

157 MAYOR GOODMAN 

158 Yes. 

160 COUNCILMAN WOLFSON 

161 And that was going to be a question I had, from a technological standpoint, 'cause the gentleman 

162 made some -- compelling arguments, and I wanted to be able to refresh my memory with what he 

163 	said. So, a transcript in our backup is a great idea. Thank you. 

164 

165 MAYOR GOODMAN 

166 Thank you. 

167 

168 	 (END OF DISCUSSION) 

169 /ac; yy 
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520 SOUTH FOURTH STREET 
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TELEPHONE 17021384-5563 
FACSIMILE (702) 385-1023 

EMAIL: jayajhbrownitd .corn 

Las Vegas City Clerk 
400 E. Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Attn: Barbara Jo Ronemus 

City Clerk 

Re: 	Item No. 101 — November 15, 2006 City Council Agenda 
SUP-15347 - Applicant: Sun Loan Company; Owner: Plaza Los Arcos, LLC 
Correct applicant is Jim Marchesi/Check City and the correct owner is Buffalo 
Washington III 

Dear Ms. Ronernus: 

Please be advised that I represent the applicant in connection with his request for a 
Special Use Permit for a Proposed Financial Institution, Specified and a Waiver of the 
1,000-foot Distance Separation Requirement from other Financial Institutions. 

My client is requesting that the above referenced application be abeyed until the 
December 6, 2006 City Council meeting. 

Very truly yours, 

dd, 
y H. rown 

JHB:cc 

D tekis-,06 r, it/a/ 

11/15/2006 WED 11:03 (TX/RX NO 90081 21001 
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Agenda Item No.: 102. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 []Consent Z Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW 

SDR-15747 - ABEYANCE ITEM - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: TWIN 
LAKES BAPTIST CHURCH - Request for a Site Development Plan Review FOR A 
PROPOSED 31,126 SQUARE-FOOT CHURCH/HOUSE OF WORSHIP AND A WAIVER OF 
THE PERIMETER LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENTS on 8.55 acres at the northwest corner 
of Rainbow Boulevard and Westcliff Dri - 	• APN 138-27-802-004), U 
(Undeveloped) Zone [SC (Service ,.. 00 	 . 'Designation] under Resolution of• 
Intent to C-1 (Limited Comm-,  17._ cit, \tare 1caii. 	. recommends DENIAL. 
The Planning Commission 

D BEFORE: PROTESTS 	RECEI 

Planning Commissi 

City Council Meeti 

RECOMMENDAWON:  
Staff recommends 
subject to conditions 

BACKUP DOCUM 
1. Location and Aerial 
2. Conditions and Staff 
3. Supporting Documentati 
4. Justification Letter 

ds APPROVAL, 

Motion made by GARY REESE to StrikeiTEM197 215711 Cory Place]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE 
Item 85 [ZON-13896], Item 86 [VAR-13900], Item 87 [SUP-13902], Item 88 [SUP-13903] and 
Item 89 [SDR-13904] to 01/17/2007; Item 93 [ZON-15031], Item 94 [SDR-15030] and Item 101 
[SUP-15347] to 12/06/2006; and Item 102 [SDR-15747] to 12/20/2006; TABLE Item 90 [ZON-
14344], Item 91 [VAR-15323] and Item 92 [SDR-14353]; and WITHDRAW THE APPEAL of 
Item 116 [SUP-16483] 

Passed For: 6; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 1 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, GARY REESE, 
STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-
None); (Excused-LARRY BROWN) 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: ABEYANCE - SDR-15747 - APPLICANT/OWNER: TWIN 
LAKES BAPTIST CHURCH 

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE NOVEMBER 1, 2006 CITY 
COUNCIL MEETING AT THE REQUEST OF THE APPLICANT. 

** CONDITIONS ** 

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

Plannin2 and Development 

I. 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 plan, landscape plan, and 
building elevations, submitted to the City Clerk on 9/21/06, except as amended by 
conditions herein. 

3. A Waiver from Title 19.12 is hereby approved, to allow a minimum zero perimeter 
landscape buffer where a fifteen-foot buffer is required along the southern property line 
along Westcliff Drive, 53 inch wide landscape fingers where 60 inch wide landscape 
fingers are required and to allow no parking lot landscape fingers along the foundation 
parking area. 

4. A revised site plan shall be submitted prior to the time an application is made for a 
building permit to reflect a 20-foot wide Multi-Use Transportation Trail (Bonanza Trail) in 
accordance with the Las Vegas 2020 Master Plan along the northern and eastern 
boundaries of the site. 

5. A Site Development Plan Review application for Phase II of the project shall be submitted 
and scheduled for hearing by the Planning Commission prior to the issuance of any 
permits for that part of the project. 

6. 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. The technical landscape plan shall 
include the following changes from the conceptual landscape plan. 
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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). 

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

10. All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title 
19.12.040. 

11. 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. 

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. 

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

Public Works 

14. Dedicate appropriate right-of-way for Rainbow Boulevard adjacent to this site prior to the 
issuance of any permits unless otherwise allowed by the City Engineer. 

15. 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. 

16. Construct all incomplete half-street improvements on Rainbow Boulevard and Westcliff 
Drive adjacent to this site concurrent with development of this site. 
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17. Driveways shall be designed, located and constructed in accordance with Standard 
Drawing #222a. 

18. Provide proof to the Land Development Section of the Department of Public Works that 
the Nevada Department of Transportation has approved the design of the offsite 
improvements and driveway cuts adjacent to this site on Rainbow Boulevard and Westcliff 
Drive prior to the submittal of any construction drawings. 

19. Coordinate with the Right-of-Way Section of the Department of Public Works to 
determine the application submittal requirements for Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
applications for a portion of the trail path across BLM Parcel #138-27-802-006 on the 
northern side of this site as shown on the submitted site plan. A copy of the plant survey 
(if applicable), approved right-of-way grant issued by BLM, receipt for tortoise mitigation 
fee payment and notice to proceed issued by BLM (if applicable) shall be submitted to the 
Right-of-Way Section prior to approval of construction drawings for this site or the 
issuance of any permits, whichever may occur first. 

20. Coordinate with the City Engineer's Office regarding the Bonanza Trail project. The trail 
shall be designed to connect with the portions of the trail being constructed by the City 
west and east of this site and shall be constructed to a minimum width of 12 feet and match 
the cross section being constructed by the City concurrent with development of this site. 

21. Meet with the Fire Protection Engineering Section of the Department of Fire Services prior 
to submittal of any construction drawings for this site. The design and layout of all onsite 
private circulation and access drives shall meet the approval of the Department of Fire 
Services. 

22. Site development to comply with all applicable conditions of approval of the previous 
approval and all other applicable site-related actions, except as amended herein. 

23. Unless otherwise allowed by the City Engineer, remove the western most driveway 
accessing Westcliff Drive. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

APPLICATION REQUEST 

The applicant requests a Site Development Plan Review for a proposed 31,126 square-foot 
church/house of worship and a Waiver of the perimeter landscaping requirements on 8.55 acres 
at the northwest corner of Rainbow Boulevard and Westcliff Drive. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The proposed two story building will be located on the northeast portion of the site. The first 
floor will consist of 19,224 square feet, with a 490-seat sanctuary, office space, classrooms and 
work rooms. The second floor is 11,902 square feet in area, with a 208-seat balcony and 
additional classroom space. A multi-use trail is provided along the north and east boundaries of 
the site. 

The applicant has requested a Waiver of the perimeter landscape buffer requirement along the 
Westcliff Drive and a Waiver of the parking area landscape fingers. The applicant does not 
provide any landscaping on the south side of the property along Westcliff Drive which staff 
cannot support. Therefore, denial of this project is recommended 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

A) Related Actions 

11/27/90 	The Board of Zoning Adjustment approved a Special Use Permit (U-0168-90) to 
allow the construction of a church on this property. This was final action; staff 
recommended approval. 

05/05/04 	The City Council approved a Site Development Plan Review (SDR-3997) for a 
40,649 square-foot church/house of worship and a 1,200 square-foot temporary 
modular building. A Rezoning (ZON-3995) from U (Undeveloped) [SC (Service 
Commercial) General Plan Designation] to C-1 (Limited Commercial) on 12.50 
acres adjacent to the northwest corner of Rainbow Boulevard and Westcliff Drive. 
The Planning Commission and staff recommended approval on 04/08/04. 

06/07/06 	The City Council approved an Extension of Time (EOT-13291) of an approved 
Rezoning (ZON-3995) from (Undeveloped) [SC (Service Commercial) General 
Plan Designation] to C-1 (Limited Commercial) on 12.50 acres adjacent to the 
northwest corner of Rainbow Boulevard and Westcliff. 

09/21/06 	The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC Agenda 
Item #37/jm). 
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B) Pre-Application Meeting 

08/08/06 	In the pre-application meeting, submittal requirements were discussed as were the 
determination of previous cases and their effect on this submittal. The applicant 
is submitting a new site plan; therefore, the applicant has allowed the approved 
Site Development Review (SDR-3997) to expire (5/5/06). However, the applicant 
has filed an Extension of Time on the Rezoning (ZON-3995) which the City 
Council approved on 06/07/06. In addition, the Bonanza Trail and its location 
were discussed. 

C) Neighborhood Meetings 

A neighborhood meeting is not required for this type of application, nor was one held. 

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST 

A) Site Area 
Net Acres: 

B) Existing Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West: 

C) Planned Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West: 

D) Existing Zoning 
Subject Property: 

North: 
South: 
East: 
West:  

8.55 acres 

Undeveloped 
Undeveloped 
Commercial Establishment 
Undeveloped 
Financial Institution 

SC (Service Commercial) 
ROW (Right-of-Way) 
SC (Service Commercial) 
ROW (Right-of-Way) 
SC (Service Commercial) 

U (Undeveloped) under Resolution of Intent to 
C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
U (Undeveloped) [ROW (Right-of-Way)] 
C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
U (Undeveloped) [ROW (Right-of-Way)] 
C-1 (Limited Commercial) 
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E) General Plan Compliance 

The subject site is located in the Southwest Sector of the General Plan. The existing C-1 
(Limited Commercial) zoning designation is in conformance with the SC (Service 
Commercial) category of the General Plan land use designation. This site is adjacent to a 
Multi-Use Transportation Trail (Bonanza Trail). The City is currently designing and 
constructing portions of this trail adjacent to this site to provide trail connectivity at the 
Rainbow interchange. 

, 

Special Area Plan 	 X  
Special Overlay District 	 X  

Airport Overlay District 	 X  
Trails (Bonanza Trail) 	 X  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 X  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 X  
Project of Regional Significance 	 X 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed two story church will be located on the northeast portion of the site, with the 
remainder of the parcel, with the exception of the two pads adjacent to the south property line, 
proposed to be paved for parking. The first floor of the church will consist of 19,224 square feet, 
with a 490-seat sanctuary, office space, classrooms and work rooms. The second floor is 11,902 
square feet in area, with a 208-seat balcony and additional classroom space. 

Two driveways provide egress and ingress into the site. A 32-foot wide driveway provides 
ingress access to Westcliff Drive, while a 32-foot drive provides egress to the site. A 20-foot 
wide landscape planter is provided along the north, east and west property lines, while no 
landscaping is provided along Westcliff, the south property line. 

ANALYSIS 

A) Zoning Code Compliance 

Al) Development Standards 

Pursuant to Title 19.08, the following Development Standards apply to the subject 
proposal: 
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Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 
Min. Lot Width 	 100 Feet 	 492 Feet 	Y  
Min. Setbacks 
• Front 	 20 Feet 	 320 Feet 	Y 
• Side 	 10 Feet 	 70 Feet 	Y 

• Corner 	 N/A 	 -- 	 N/A 

• Rear 	 20 Feet 	 25 Feet 	 Y 

Max. Lot Coverage 	 50 % 	 17 	 Y  
Max. Building Height 	 None 	 Two Stories 	Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 Y 	 Y 	 Y 

The request meets or exceeds Title 19 Development Standards. 

A2) Residential Adjacency Standards 

Residential Adjacency Standards to no apply to the subject development. 

A3) Parking and Traffic Standards 

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following Parking Standards apply to the subject 
proposal: 

Required 	 Provided 
Uses 	GFA Parking 	 Parking  

Ratio 
Regular , Handicap 	Regular 	Handicap  

Church 	698 seats 	1 per 4 fixed 	175 
seats  

25,566 	1/300 for 	85 
office  

Total 	 260 	15 	263 	15 

The project meets the parking standards per Title 19.10 

A4) Landscape and Open Space Standards 

Pursuant to Title 19.12, the following Landscape Standards apply to the subject 
proposal: 
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Required Standards Provided 
Ratio 	, 	Trees  

Parking Area Landscape 	1 Tree/6 Spaces 	60 Trees 	61 Trees 
Fingers  
Min. Trees - Perimeter 	1 Tree/30 Feet 	62 Trees 	57 Trees 

Min. Zone Depth Adjacent 	 15 Feet 	 0 Feet 
to Right-of-Way 

Min. Zone Depth — Interior 	 8 Feet 	 20 Feet 
Lot Lines 

The applicant provides adequate perimeter landscaping along the north and east 
boundaries of the site. The applicant does not provide any landscaping on the 
south side of the property along Westcliff Drive and is requesting a Waiver of the 
perimeter landscape buffer requirements which staff cannot support. 

Along the 31,126 square foot worship center, the applicant provides foundation 
landscaping but does not show the required one landscape island for every six 
parking spaces. In addition, the applicant is proposing 53 inch wide landscape 
fingers where 60 inch wide landscape fingers are required. A Waiver of parking 
lot landscape fmgers has also been requested as part of this application. While the 
applicant does not meet the required landscape island requirements, the applicant 
does provide foundation landscaping and 61 trees in the parking area where 60 are 
required. If the applicant were to replace the parking spaces with landscape 
fingers to meet the required number per Title 19.12., they would be deficient in 
parking. Therefore, staff supports the waiver of parking lot landscape fingers. 

B) General Analysis and Discussion 

• Zoning 

The property is zoned C-1 (Limited Commercial). The proposed house of worship is a 
permitted use in this zoning district. 

• Site Plan 

The site development plan meets Title 19 Development Standards in terms of setbacks 
and parking. 
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• Waivers 

Title 19.12 	Required 	Provided 	 Staff 
Recommendation  

Minimum Zone 	15 Feet of 	0 Feet of perimeter 	Staff does not 
Depth Adjacent to 	perimeter 	landscaping (Westcliff 	support 
Right-of-Way 	landscaping 	Drive) 

Parking area 	1 per every 6 	No fingers along the 	Staff supports 
landscape fingers 	parking spaces 	foundation parking 

spaces, however 
applicant does exceed 
the total of trees 
required and provides 
adequate foundation 
landscaping 

• Landscape Plan 

The applicant provides adequate perimeter landscaping along the north and east 
boundaries of the site. The applicant does not provide any landscaping on the south side 
of the property along Westcliff Drive and is requesting a Waiver of the perimeter 
landscape buffer requirements. 

Along the church, the applicant provides foundation landscaping but does not show the 
required one landscape island for every six parking spaces. A Waiver of parking lot 
landscape fingers has also been requested as part of this application. While the applicant 
does not meet the required landscape island requirements, the applicant does provide 
foundation landscaping and 61 trees in the parking area where 60 are required. If the 
applicant were to replace the parking spaces with landscape fingers to meet the required 
number per Title 19.12., they would be deficient in parking. 

• Elevation 

The building elevations show the building to be 45 feet, five inches in height to the top of 
the roof line; the steeple projects to a height of 77 feet, eight inches. The façade consists 
of foam cornices with stucco and kite shaped decorative insets. A metal ribbed roof will 
be constructed; the steeple is pre-fabricated. 

• Floor Plan 

The floor plan provides detail on the number and square footage of each classroom and 
seating area. 
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FINDINGS 

In order to approve a Site Development Plan application, per Title 19.18.050 the Planning 
Commission and/or City Council must affirm the following: 

1. "The proposed development is compatible with adjacent development and 
development in the area;" 

The proposed church is compatible with adjacent development, as it in close proximity to 
the freeway and other commercial uses. 

2. "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;" 

The use is consistent with the goals, objectives and policies of the General Plan; however, 
the landscaping is consistent with Title 19.12 and cannot be supported. 

3. "Site access and circulation do not negatively impact adjacent roadways or 
neighborhood traffic;" 

The project will have access to Westcliff Drive, a 100-foot Primary Arterial, which should 
not negatively impact adjacent roadways or adjacent traffic. 

4. "Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the areas and for the City;" 

The height and building elevations are appropriate for this area of 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;" 

The building elevations and design characteristics will contribute to an orderly and pleasing 
environment and are harmonious and compatible with other development in the area; 
however, the lack of landscaping along Westcliff is unsightly and not harmonious with the 
surrounding area. 

6. "Appropriate measures are taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and 
general welfare." 

Building inspections will take place to ensure conformance to the building code. 
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NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	5 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  6 

SENATE DISTRICT 	4 

NOTICES MAILED 	234 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 
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.• 	NOTARY PUBLIC 
• County of aark-State of Nevada 

CAROLYN R. STOKES 
No. 03-79340-1 

My Appointment Expires Dec. 11,2006 

cxXX9gc 

, 20 o This ihr/day of 
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nECEETIErill 
JE AUG 0 8 2006 IQ.) 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number:  S DR-15747 	APN: Z 	C> L.>c,  

Name of Property Owner: 1AjUJ 	 >Ar c'& r  

Name of Applicant: 	 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 the 
property owner, applicant, the property owner or applicant's general or limited partners, or 
an officer of their corporation or limited liability company? 

[1] 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 	  

z 
Signature of Property Owner: 	  

, 

Print Name: 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

Notary Pub lif in and for said County and State #1i in 

f depotlApplication Packet1Statement of Financial Interest.pdf Revised 12-03-04 
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SDR 15747 	 I 
Twin Lakes Baptist 
Church  

1 
NWC Westeliff & 

Rainbow 

Proposed 31.126 thousand square foot church.  

Traffic produced by proposed development:  

New development 	 DESCRIPTION 	 #UNIT 	RATE/# 	TOTAL 
UNIT  

Average Daily Traffic 	 CHURCH [1000 SF] 	 31.126 	9.11 	284 
(ADT)  
AM Peak Hour 	 0.72 	22  
PM Peak Hour 	 0.66 	21  

(heaviest 60 minutes) 

_ 
Existing traffic on all nearby streets:  

. Westcliff Drive _ 	_...— 
Average Daily Traffic 	 13,204 
(ADT)  
PM Peak Hour 	 1056  
(heavies! 60 minutes) 

Rainbow Boulevard  
Average Daily Traffic 	 62,699 
(ADD 
PM Peak Hour 	 5016  

(heaviest 60 minutes) 

Traffic Capacity of adjacent streets:  

Adjacent street ADT 
Capacity  

Westcliff Drive 	 34300  
Rainbow Boulevard 	 51700  

This project will add approximately 284 trips per day on VVestcliff and 
Rainbow.  
This will increase expected volumes by about 2 percent on Westcliff and 
less 
than one percent on Rainbow. Westcliff is at about 39 percent of capacity 
and  
Rainbow is over 

_capacity.  	
rn 	  

Based on Peak Hour use, this development will add roughly 21 additional 	 1  
cars into the area; which works out to about one every three minutes. 	 1 



L  Note that this report assumes all traffic from this development uses all named streets. 
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LENDALL MAINS ARCHITECT 
IECEIT.TEM1 

AUG 0 8 2006 a 
August 7, 2006 

Planning & Development Department 
City of Las Vegas 
731 S. 4th  St. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

RE: 	Twin Lake Baptist Church 
Request for Design and Site Review 

Please accept this letter as justification for design and site review to A.P.No. 38-27-802-004. 

We request that A.P. No. 38-27-802-004 for design and site review. Currently, parcel A.P. No. 138-27- 
802-004 is zoned C-1 Commercial with non-limited building height with our setbacks as follows: front 
yard- 20 feet; side yards- 10 feet; and rear yards- 10 feet. This project was previously reviewed by the 
City of Las Vegas in 2004 where the building was on the northwest parcel. The trail will remain as 
planned and we will comply with all C-1 requirements on the parcel. The parcel will be used for a 
proposed two-story mixed-used worship center of approximately 31,126 square feet. The previously 
approved building is being moved to the larger parcel for phase one of the development. 

The church is also requesting to leave the previously approved modular building adjacent to the area that 
will be the west of the building of the project. The Phase I building will be open December 2007. The 
Church presently has facility on Vegas Drive and is requesting the use of the modular building be allowed 
to be placed on the site as shown on the attached drawings, for office and conference meeting space until 
their Phase I building is constructed. 

SDR-15747 
09121106 PC 
3930 E. Patrick Lane, Ste. 1 

Las Vegas NV 89120 
(702) 437-5621 Phone 

(702) 437-5623 Fax 



Planning Commission Mtg. 

City Council Meeting 

Planning Commission Mtg. 

City Council Me 

RECOMMENDATION: 
The Planning Commission (5-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to conditions. 

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFI APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:  

0 

0 

0/44, Let4 vcseti, Agenda Item No.: 103. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 ['Consent El Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
REQUIRED TWO YEAR REVIEW 

RQR-13989 - ABEYANCE ITEM - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: LAMAR 
ADVERTISING - OWNER: CITY PARKWAY IV A, INC. - Required Two-Year Review of 
an approved Special Use Permit (U-0238-91) WHICH ALLOWED A 50-FOOT HIGH, 14- 
FOOT X 48-FOOT OFF-PREMISE ADVERTISING (BILLBOARD) SIGN adjacent to the 
south side of Oran K. Gragson Highway (U.S. 95) between "F" Street and Main Street (APN 
139-27-401-031), M (Industrial) Zone, Ward 5 (Weekly). The Planning Commission (5-0 vote) 
and staff recommend APPROVAL 

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:  
1. Location, Aerial and Special Maps 
2. Conditions and Staff Report 
3. Supporting documentation 
4. City Council approval letter for RQR-6252 
5. City Council approval letter for RQR-1993 
6. Backup referenced from the 07-27-06 Planning Commission meeting Item 14 

Motion made by LAWRENCE WEEKLY to Approve subject to conditions and deleting 
Condition 1 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
ATTORNEY JENNIFER LAZOVICH, Kummer, Kaempfer, Bonner, Renshaw and Ferraro, 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, appeared on behalf of the applicant and pointed out that the 
subject billboard has been on site since the early 90s. With that, she requested approval with the 
deletion of Condition 1. 

COUNCILMAN WEEKLY indicated he had discussed with ATTORNEY LAZOVICH the 
deletion of Condition 1. 
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I Off Premise Sign Exclusion Area 
Exempt - Off Premise Area Sign Area 

RQR-13989 

E8I Subject Parcel 
• City of Las Vegas Billboard Location 
• Clark County Billboard Location  

City of Las Vegas Billboard Data 

0 300 Foot Buffer Around Billboard 

750 Foot Buffer Around Freeway Billboard 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: 	NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: ABEYANCE - RQR-13989 - APPLICANT: LAMAR 
ADVERTISING - OWNER: CITY PARKWAY IV A, INC. 

THIS ITEM WAS HELD IN ABEYANCE FROM THE NOVEMBER 1, 2006 CITY 
COUNCIL MEETING AT THE REQUEST OF THE APPLICANT. 

** CONDITIONS ** 

The Planning Commission (5-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to: 

Planning and Development 

1. The applicant shall obtain building permits and call for final inspection by the Building 
and Planning Department within thirty (30) days of approval by the City Council. 

2. The Special Use Permit shall be reviewed in two (2) years at which time the City Council 
may require the off-premise sign to be removed. The applicant shall be responsible for 
notification costs of the review. Failure to pay the City for these costs may result in a 
requirement that the Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign is removed. 

3. The Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign and its supporting structure shall be 
properly maintained and kept free of graffiti at all times. Failure to perform the required 
maintenance may result in fines and/or removal of the Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) 
Sign. 

4. The property owner shall keep the property properly maintained and graffiti-free at all 
times. Failure to perform required maintenance may result in fines and/or removal of the 
off-premise sign. 

5. Only one advertising sign is permitted per sign face. 

6. If the existing Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign structure is removed, this Special 
Use Permit shall be expunged and a new Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign 
structure shall not be erected in the same location unless: (1) a new Special Use Permit is 
approved for the new structure by the City Council, and (2) the location is in compliance 
with all applicable standards of Title 19 of the Las Vegas Municipal Code including, but 
not limited to, distance separation requirements, or (3) a Variance to the applicable 
standards of Title 19 has been approved for the new structure by the City Council. 

7. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments shall be satisfied. 
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November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

APPLICATION REQUEST 

This is a Required Two Year Review of an approved Special Use Permit (U-0238-91), which 
allowed a 50 foot high, 14-foot x 48-foot Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign adjacent to 
the south side of Oran K. Gragson Highway (U.S. 95) between "F" Street and Main Street. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This is the seventh review of the subject Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign. A site 
inspection revealed that the sign is in good condition. The sign has never received a final 
inspection. A condition of approval has been included, which requires a building permit within 
thirty (30) days of approval. Therefore, staff can support the subject Required Review and 
recommends approval of the subject application. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

A) Related Actions 

05/20/92 	The City Council approved the Special Use Permit (U-0238-91), which allowed the 
14-foot x 48-foot Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign on this site subject to a 
5-year review. The Board of Zoning Adjustment recommended approval on 
10/24/91. 

05/27/97 	The City Council approved the Required Five-Year Review for the Special Use 
Permit [U-238-91(1)], which allowed the 14-foot x 48-foot Off-Premise 
Advertising (Billboard) Sign on this site subject to a 2-year review. The Board of 
Zoning Adjustment recommended approval on 05/06/97. 

06/28/99 	The City Council approved a Required Two Year Review [U-0238-91(2)]for an 
approved Special Use Permit on property located on the south side of Oran K. 
Gragson Highway (U.S. 95) between 'F' Street and Main Street, which allowed a 
14-foot, by 48-foot Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign. The Planning 
Commission recommended approval on 05/27/99. 

02/21/01 	The City Council approved a Required Two Year Review [U-0238-91(3)] for an 
approved Special Use Permit on this property, which allowed a 14-foot by 48-foot 
Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign subject to a one-year review. The 
Planning Commission and staff recommended approval on 11/16/01. 
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November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

04/03/02 	The City Council approved a Required One-Year Review [U-0238-91(4)] for an 
approved Special Use Permit on this property, which allowed a 14-foot by 48-foot 
Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign on this site subject to a one-year review. 
The Planning and staff Commission recommended approval on 02/28/02. 

05/21/03 	The City Council approved a Required One Year Review (RQR-1993) of an 
approved Special Use Permit [U-0238-94(4)1 which allowed a 14-foot x 48-foot 
Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign adjacent to the south side of Oran K. 
Gragson Highway (U.S. 95) between "F" Street and Main Street. The Planning 
Commission and staff recommended approval on 04124/03. 

07/06/05 	The City Council approved a Required Two-Year Review (RQR-6252) of an 
approved Special Use Permit (U-0238-91) which allowed one 14-foot x 48-foot 
Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign adjacent to the south side of Oran K. 
Gragson Highway (U.S. 95) between "F" Street and Main Street. The Planning 
Commission and staff recommended approval on 05/26/05. 

07127/06 	The Planning Commission voted 5-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC Agenda Item 
#14/bts). 

B) Pre-Application Meeting 

A pre-application meeting is not required for this application. 

C) Neighborhood Meetings 

A neighborhood meeting is not required for this application, nor was one held. 

D) Building Permit History 

A building permit for the subject billboard was issued on 11/02/05, but a final inspection 
was never completed. A condition of approval has been added, which requires a final 
inspection within thirty (30) days of approval. 

E) Site Inspection Information 

A Site Inspection was completed on 06/26/06. The inspection revealed that the sign is in 
good condition. Also, there were no embellishments on the subject sign. A condition has 
been included that requires the sign to be maintained and kept free of graffiti and clean at 
all times. 

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST 

A) Site Area 
Net Acres: 	5.25 



RQR-13989 - Staff Report Page Three 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

B) Existing Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 

West:  

Undeveloped 
US-95 Freeway 
Office Building 
Union Pacific Railroad 
Hotel/Casino 
Undeveloped 
U. S. 95 Freeway 

C) Planned Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West:  

MXU (Downtown Mixed-Use) 
US-95 Freeway 
MXU (Downtown Mixed-Use 
C (Downtown Commercial) 
US-95 Freeway 

D) Existing Zoning 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West:  

M (Industrial) 
US-95 Freeway 
PD (Planned Development 
C-2 (General Commercial) 
US-95 Freeway 

E) General Plan Compliance 

The site is designated as MXU (Mixed Use) on the Redevelopment Plan Map of the 
Southeast Sector of the General Plan. This land use allows a mix of uses including 
residential, offices, and commercial. The MXU (Mixed Use) land use designation is 
consistent with the M (Industrial) zoning designation. 

SPECIAL DISTRICTS/ZONES 	 Yes 	No  
Special Area Plan 	 X  

Redevelopment Plan Area  
Special Overlay District 	 X  

Parkway Center  
Trails 	 X  
Study Area 	 X  
Rural Preservation Neighborhood 	 X  
Inter-local Agreement Joint Land Use Planning Area 	 X  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 X  
Project of Regional Significance 	 X 
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Redevelopment Plan Area and Parkway Center 
This site is located within the Redevelopment Area and the Parkway Center Development 
Area. The Parkway Center Development Standards indicate that interim billboards are 
permitted but new billboards are prohibited. The property is designated MXU (Mixed 
Use) within the Redevelopment Plan. The existing M (Industrial) zoning is compatible 
with this land use. 

This site has two trails that run through the site. One is along the west side of the Union 
Pacific Railroad tracks, and the other is along the south side of Bonanza Road. However, 
neither trail will affect the location of the existing Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) 
Sign. 

ANALYSIS 

A) Zoning Code Compliance 

Pursuant to Title 19.04, the following Standards apply to the subject proposal: 

Standards 	 Code Requirement 	 Provided  
Off-Premise 	 At least 750 feet from another 	No 
Advertisement (Billboard) 	Off Premise Sign along the 	350 feet from another 

same freeway frontage and 300 	billboard 
feet 	from 	any 	other 	Off 
Premise Sign  

Off-Premise 	 At least 300 feet to the nearest 	YES 
Advertisement (Billboard) 	property line of a lot in any 	1150 feet from "R" zoned 

"R" zoned district. 	 properties 

The submitted site plan shows the billboard being at least 300 feet from any "U" or 
"R" zoning district. However, the sign is located approximately 350 feet from 
another off-premise sign along the south side of the U. S. 95 Freeway and 280 feet 
from an existing sign on the north side of the freeway. The 750-foot and 300-foot 
distance requirements were not in place when the sign was originally approved. 

B) General Analysis and Discussion 

• Zoning 

The existing Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign is allowed in the M (Industrial) 
zoning district with the approval of a Special Use Permit. 
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• Use 

Title 19.14.100 allows the removal of an Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign if 
conditions in the surrounding area have changed such that the off-premise sign no 
longer meets the standards of the Code. The continued use of the Off-Premise 
Advertising (Billboard) Sign on the subject site is appropriate; however, there has been 
new development in the vicinity with the new Internal Revenue Service building, 
Molasky building and World Market Center. Since there is new development in the 
area, it is recommended that this use be subject to a review again in two years. 

• Conditions of approval from Required Review (RQR-6252) 

1. Any part of an embellishment not in conformance with Title 19 requirements shall be 
removed immediately. 

2. The Special Use Permit shall be reviewed in one (1) year at which time the City 
Council may require the off-premise sign to be removed. The applicant shall be 
responsible for notification costs of the review. Failure to pay the City for these 
costs may result in a requirement that the Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign 
is removed. 

3. The Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign and its supporting structure shall be 
properly maintained and kept free of graffiti at all times. Failure to perform the 
required maintenance may result in fines and/or removal of the Off-Premise 
Advertising (Billboard) Sign. 

4. If the existing Off-Premise Advertising Sign Structure is removed, this Special Use 
Permit shall be expunged and a new Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign 
structure shall not be erected in the same location unless: (1) a new Special Use 
Permit is approved for the new structure by the City Council, or (2) the location is in 
compliance with all applicable standards of Title 19 of the Las Vegas Municipal 
Code including, but not limited to, distance separation requirements, or (3) a 
Variance to the applicable standards of Title 19 has been approved for the new 
structure by the City Council. 

5. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments shall be 
satisfied. 

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: 
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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." 

Title 19.14.100 allows the removal of an Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign if 
conditions in the surrounding area have changed such that the off-premise sign no longer 
meets the standards of the Code. The continued use of the Off-Premise Advertising 
(Billboard) Sign on the subject site is appropriate; however, there has been new 
development in the vicinity with the new Internal Revenue Service building, Molasky 
building and World Market Center. Since there is new development in the area, it is 
recommended that this use be subject to a review again in two years. 

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

The site is physically suitable for the proposed Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign 
use. 

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 Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign use does not generate any additional traffic 
to this site and will not require provisions for additional access. 

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 Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign use does not compromise the public health, 
safety, and welfare, as it is subject to the provisions of the Sign Code and the Uniform 
Building Code 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	17 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  6 

SENATE DISTRICT 	4 
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NOTICES MAILED 	51 by City Clerk 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 
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v4::l 	NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF NEVADA 
APPT. No 05-101149-1 

MY APPT. EXPIRES OCT. 27, 2009 

Notary Public irinand: 

Revised I 2-03-04 

and State 

PLANNING & DEVELOPN1ENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: RQR-13989 	APN: 2-7-1401-oa  

Name of Property Owner: 

Name of Applicant: 	Larnc(r Adve4ir)5 

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 compAy? 

Yes 	 V 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 properly in which the interest is 
:.eld is different from the case parcel. 

City Official: 	  

Partner(s): 	  

APN: 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

r Wepot \Application Packet \ Statement of r 111311Cia I In ierrst doc 
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RQR-13989 - APPLICANT: LAMAR ADVERTISING - OWNER: CITY PARKWAY IV A, INC. 
SOUTH SIDE OF ORAN K. GRAGSON HIGHWAY (U.S. 95) BETWEEN "F" STREET AND MAIN STREET 
JULY 27, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION 
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July 7, 2005 

LAS VEGAS CITY COUNCIL 

OSCAR B. GOODMAN 
MAYOR 

GARY REESE 
MAYOR PRO TEM 

LARRY BROWN 
LAWRENCE WEEKLY 

STEVE WOLFSON 
'S TARKANIAN 
VEN D. ROSS 

DOUGLAS A. SELBY 
CITY MANAGER 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
400 STEWART AVENUE 

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 

VOICE 702.229,6011 

TTY 702.386.9108 
www.lasvegasnevada.gov  

16112-001-06-05 
CLV 7009 

Mr. Scott Adams 
City Parkway IV A, Inc. 
400 Las Vegas Boulevard South 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

RE: RQR-6252 — REQUIRED TWO YEAR REVIEW 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF JULY 6, 2005 

Dear Mr. Adams: 

The City Council at a regular meeting held July 6, 2005 APPROVED the Required 
Two-Year Review of an approved Special Use Permit (U-0238-91) WHICH 
ALLOWED ONE 14-FOOT BY 48-FOOT OFF-PREMISE ADVERTISING 
(BILLBOARD) SIGN adjacent to the south side of Oran K. Gragson Highway (U.S. 
95) between "F" Street and Main Street (APN 139-27-401-031), M (Industrial) 
Zone. The Notice of Final Action was filed with the Las Vegas City Clerk on July 7, 
2005. This approval is subject to: 

Planning and Development 
1. Any part of an embellishment not in conformance with Title 19 

requirements shall be removed immediately. 

2. The Special Use Permit shall be reviewed in one (1) year at which time the 
City Council may require the off-premise sign to be removed. The 
applicant shall be responsible for notification costs of the review. Failure to 
pay the City for these costs may result in a requirement that the Off-
Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign is removed. 

3. The Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign and its supporting structure 
shall be properly maintained and kept free of graffiti at all times. Failure to 
perform the required maintenance may result in fines and/or removal of the 
Off-Premise Advertising (Billboard) Sign. 

4. If the existing Off-Premise Advertising Sign Structure is removed, this 
Special Use Permit shall be expunged and a new Off-Premise Advertising 
(Billboard) Sign structure shall not be erected in the same location unless: 
(1) a new Special Use Permit is approved for the new structure by the City 
Council, or (2) the location is in compliance with all applicable standards of 
Title 19 of the Las Vegas Municipal Code including, but not limited to, 
distance separation requirements, or (3) a Variance to the applicable 
standards of Title 19 has been approved for the new structure by the City 
Council. RQR-13989 

07127/06 PC 



Sincerel , 

Vicky Da 
Assistankfeputy City Clerk for 
Barbara Jo Ronemus, City Clerk 

Mr. Scott Adams 
RQR-6252 — Page Two 
July 7, 2005 

5. 	All City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments shall be 
satisfied. 

cc: 	Planning and Development Dept. 
Development Coordination-DPW 
Dept. Of Fire Services 

Mr. Scott Naftzger 
Lamar Outdoor Advertising 
1863 Helm Drive 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 

RQR-13989 
07/27/06 PC 



May 27, 2003 

MAYOR 
OSCAR B. GOODMAN 

CITY COUNCIL 
GARY REESE 

(MAYOR PRO-TEM) 

MICHAEL J. McDONALD 
RRY BROWN 
rE B. McDONALD 

L—iRENCE WEEKLY 
MICHAEL MACK 

CITY MANAGER 
DOUGLAS A. SELBY 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
400 STEWART AVENUE 

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 

VOICE 702.229.6011 

TTY 702.386.9108 
www.o.las-vegas.nv.us  

RQR-13989 
07/27106 PC 

Ms. Lesa Coder 
City Parkway IV A, Inc. 
400 Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

RE: RQR-1993 - REQUIRED ONE YEAR REVIEW 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF MAY 21, 2003 

Dear Ms. Coder: 

The City Council at a regular meeting held May 21, 2003 APPROVED the Required 
One Year Review of an approved Special Use Permit [U-0238-94(4)] WHICH 
ALLOWED A 14 FOOT X 48 FOOT OFF-PREMISE ADVERTISING (BILLBOARD) 
SIGN adjacent to the south side of Oran K. Gragson Highway (U.S. 95) between "P 
Street and Main Street (APN: 139-27-401-031), M (Industrial) Zone. The Notice of 
Final Action was filed with the Las Vegas City Clerk on May 22, 2003. This approval 
is subject to: 

Planning and Development 
1. This Use shall be reviewed in two (2) years at which time the City Council 

may require the off-premise sign to be removed. The applicant shall be 
responsible for notification costs of the review. Failure to pay the City for 
these costs may result in a requirement that the off-premise advertising 
(billboard) sign is removed. 

2. The existing off-premise advertising (billboard) sign shall be reviewed as part 
of any Site Development Plan Review application for that parcel it is located 
on. Conditions may be added for the off-premise advertising (billboard) sign 
to be removed or redesigned. 

3. The off-premise advertising (billboard) sign and its supporting structure shall 
be properly maintained and kept free of graffiti at all times. Failure to 
perform the required maintenance may result in fines and/or removal of the 
off-premise advertising (billboard) sign. 



Sincerely, 

Ms. Lesa Coder 
ROR-1993 — Page Two 
May 27, 2003 

4. 	All of the supporting structure, were there is graffiti, shall be repainted as required by the 
Planning and Development Department, within 30 days of final approval by City Council. 
Failure to perform the required painting may result in fines and/or removal of the 
off-premise advertising (billboard) sign. 

5. 	Only one advertising sign is permitted per sign face. 

6. 	If the existing off-premise advertising sign structure is removed, this Special Use Permit 
shall be expunged and a new off-premise advertising sign structure shall not be erected 
in the same location unless: (1) a new Special Use Permit is approved for the new 
structure by the City Council, or (2) the location is in compliance with all applicable 
standards of Title 19 of the Las Vegas Municipal Code including, but not limited to, 
distance separation requirements, or (3) a Variance to the applicable standards of Title 
19 has been approved for the new structure by the City Council. 

7. 	All City Code requirements and design standards of all City Departments shall be 
satisfied. 

eak-e-LA .- 

Angela Crolli 
Deputy City Clerk II for 
Barbara Jo Ronemus, City Clerk 

cc: Planning and Development Dept. 
Development Coordination-DPW 
Dept. Of Fire Services 

Mr. Scott Naftgzer 
Lamar Outdoor Advertising 
1863 Helm Drive 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 

RQR-13989 
07127/06 PC 



NOTE: THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION 

WAS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD BEFORE 

OR AT THE PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING 

ON THIS ITEM WHICH IS NOW APPEARING 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL 



d date that you have read and agree to the conditions. Please Si 

- 	  

Signature 	 Date 

5.cr4E-- vto 	cz-R 

07/21/2006 19:15 FAX 702 385 3128 	CLV OFF BUS DEV 	 0001 
• 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
ONE MOTION/ONE VOTE 

Planning and Development Department 
Current Planning Division 

731 South Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 229-6301 Phone (702) 385-7268 Fax 

SUBJECT: RQR-13989 - APPLICANT: LAMAR ADVERTISING - OWNER: CITY PARKWAY IV A, INC.  

The above item has been placed on the One Motion/One Vote portion of the Planning Commission 
Agenda for the July 27, 2006 Planning Commission meeting. All of these items will be placed at the 
beginning of the agenda. The Chairman of the Planning Commission will open them at the same time. 

Enclosed please find the proposed conditions of approval. If you agree to these conditions, please sign 
this form and fax it to Carman Burney at 385-7268. If there is no one present at the Planning 
Commission meeting who wants to discuss this item, you will not be called to the podium to discuss the 
case. However, you must be present in case any Planning Commissioner or member of the public wants 
to discuss the item. If you have any questions, please contact my office at (702) 229-6301. 

Please trint name 

, (-- 	 cf.,/ 	- lokLf 
Company Name 

(06\44,V/11'i 	1 v 

Sincerely, 

Flinn Fagg, AICP, Manager 
Current Planning Division 

Ihfc- 

14 



azoly te44 t/e04 Agenda Item No.. 104. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 OConsent Z Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 

GPA-15231 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: CHARLES H. AND GAIL W. 
SHIELDS - Request to Amend a portion of the Centennial Hills Sector Plan of the Master Plan 
FROM: R (RURAL DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) TO: 0 (OFFICE) on a portion of 0.96 acres at 
7180 West Azure Drive (APN 125-27-503-008), Ward 6 (Ross). The Planning Commission (6-1 
vote) and staff recommend DENIAL 

CEIVED BEFORE: 

Mtg. 

PROTESTS 	RECEIVED B 

Planning Commission M 

City Council Meeting 

RECOMMENDAT 
The Planning Co 

BACKUP DOCU 
1. Location and Ae 
2. Conditions (Not 
3. Supporting Doc 
4. Justification Letter 
5. Backup referenced 

Motion made by STEVEN 

0 

tern 23 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain715Wed: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WE 	, 	BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing open. 

The applicant, CHARLES SHIELDS, indicated he would like to use the remaining unzoned 
portion of his parcel for parking. The subject portion is not suitable for residential, as the City 
requested a 165-foot bus turn out in the front yard. In addition, there is a safety issue, as there 
have been two accidents with traffic coming from Azure Way. There is currently vagrant noise 
with the nearby bar and grill restaurant and the Starbucks that opens at 4:30 a.m. MR. SHIELDS 
pointed out that only one resident was opposed to having the proposed parking up against his 



az-114Le4ett/eSem,  Agenda Item No. 104. 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

wall. However, this neighbor operates an illegal commercial landscaping business from his 
residence with employees arriving at 4:30 a.m. 

COUNCILMAN ROSS confirmed he was aware of the activity that MR. SHIELDS referred to. 
He explained that the bus turn out is important and a priority, as it will assist in maintaining 
traffic flow. BART ANDERSON, Public Works, remarked that parking will not be deficient 
with the bus turn-out. 

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing closed. 



0 	200 	400 Feet 
CASE: 	CPA-15231 
RADIUS: 1000 FT 

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: 
R (RURAL DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) 
PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: 
0 (OFFICE) 



200 	400 Feet 
CASE: 	GPA-15231 
RADIUS: 1000 FT 

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: 
R (RURAL DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) 
PROPOSED GENERAL PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: 
0 (OFFICE) 
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e44, Leset Vesetet 
AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: GPA-15231 - APPLICANT/OWNER: CHARLES H. SHIELDS 
AND GAIL W. SHIELDS 

** CONDITIONS ** 

The Planning Commission (6-lids vote) and staff recommend DENIAL. 



GPA-15231 - Staff Report Page One 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This application seeks to amend a portion of the Centennial Hills Interlocal Land Use Plan of the 
General Plan from R (Rural Density Residential) to 0 (Office) on 0.96 acres at 7180 West Azure 
Drive. 

The applicant is proposing to convert the existing residence to a medical office building. The 
site is located east of Tenaya Way and north of Azure Drive just south of the 1-215 Beltway. In 
addition to the amendment of the General Plan, the applicant is requesting a Rezoning (ZON-
15233) and a Site Development Review (SDR-15235). 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Related Relevant City Actions by P&D, Fire, Bldg., etc.  
10/06/04  The City Council approved a request to Amend (GPA-4631) a portion of the 

Centennial Hills Sector Plan of the Master Plan from R (Rural Density 
Residential) to 0 (Office), a Rezoning (ZON-4635) from R-E (Residence 
Estates) to P-R (Professional Office and Parking), and a Site Development 
Plan Review (SDR-4638) for a professional office and parking on a portion of 
0.96 at 7180 West Azure Drive (APN 125-27-503-008). Planning 
Commission and staff recommended DENIAL.  

10/18/06  Request for an Extension of Time of an approved Site Development Plan 
Review (SDR-4638) that allowed a office and parking lot on 0.96 acres at 
7180 West Azure Drive (APN 125-27-503-008), R-E (Residence Estates) 
Zone.  

10/18/06 

	

	Request for an Extension of Time of an approved Rezoning (ZON-4635) from 
R-E (Residence Estates) to P-R (Professional Office and Parking) on 0.96 
acres at 7180 West Azure Drive  
The Planning Commission recommended denial of companion items ZON-
15233 and SDR-15235 concurrently with this application. 

10/19/06 
The Planning Commission voted 6-1/ds to recommend DENIAL (PC Agenda 
Item #23/jm).  

Related Building Permits/Business Licenses  
No building permits pertain to this site.  

Pre-Application Meeting  
06/29/06  ' A pre-application meeting was held. The applicant was informed of the 

previous conditions on the site that restricted the General Plan Amendment, 
Rezoning and Site Development Review to the south portion of the site. The 

, applicant is requesting to expand the site with parking and landscaping for a 
future office expansion. Submittal requirements were noted. 



GPA-1523 I - Staff Report Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

Neighborhood Meeting  
09/25/06 	A neighborhood meeting was held at 6:00 PM at Cimarron Rose Community 

Center, 5591 North Cimarron Road. Three citizens attended the meeting. A 
resident was concerned that the parking lot abutting their property would 
intrude into his privacy, while two other residents were in favor of the 
development and didn't have any concerns.  

Details of Application Request  
Site Area  
Net Acres 0.96 acres 

Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
Subject Property 	Single Family 	R (Rural Density 	R-E (Residence 

Residence 	Residential) 	 Estates)  
North 	 Single Family 	R (Rural Density 	R-E (Residence 

Residence 	Residential) 	 Estates)  
South 	 Undeveloped 	0 (Office) 	R-E (Residence 

Estates) Resolution of 
Intent to P-R 

(Professional Office 
and Parking)  

West 	 Undeveloped 	SX-TC (Suburban 	T-C (Town Center) 
Mixed Use — Town 

Center)  
East 	 Single Family 	R (Rural Density 	R-E (Residence 

Residence 	Residential) 	 Estates) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan 	 X 	Y  
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 X 	Y  
Trails 	 X 	Y  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 X 	 Y  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 X 	Y  
Project of Regional Significance 	 X 	Y 



GPA-15231 - Staff Report Page Three 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Standard 	 Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  
Min. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 N/A 	 N/A  

Min. Lot Width 	 60 Feet 	 150 Feet 	 Y  
Min. Setbacks 

• Front 	 20 Feet 	 70 Feet 	Y 
• Side 	 5 Feet 	 8.5 Feet 	Y 
• Corner 	 15 Feet 	 30 Feet 	Y 
• Rear 	 15 Feet 	 104 Feet 	 Y  

Max. Lot Coverage 	 50% 	 4.3% 	 Y  
Max. Building Height 	 2 Stories/ 35 Feet 	2 Stories 	 Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 Yes, screened 	 Yes 	 Y  
Mech. Equipment 	 Screened 	 Yes 	 Y 

Residential Adjacency Standards 	Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  
3:1 proximity slope 	 N/A 	 N/A 	N/A  
Adjacent development matching setback 	 N/A 	 N/A 	N/A  

50 Feet from 
Trash Enclosure 	 protected property 	102 Feet 	Y 

Landscaping and Open Space Standards  

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 
Ratio 	 Trees  

Parking Area 	 1 Tree/6 Spaces 	7 Trees 	14 Trees 	Y  
Buffer: 

Min. Trees 	1 Tree/20 Linear Feet 	23 Trees 	36 Trees 	Y  

TOTAL 	 30 Trees 	50 Trees 	Y  
Min. Zone Width 15 Feet 	 15 Feet 

. (adjacent to ROW) 	 Y  

Min. Zone Width 
(side and rear 	 8 Feet 	 8 Feet 
property lines)  
Wall Height 	 6 Feet 	 Existing wall 	Y 



GPA-15231 - Staff Report Page Four 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following parking standards apply: 
Parking Requirement  

	

Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  

Area or 	 Parking 	Parking  

	

Number of 	Parking 	 Handi- 	Handi- 
Use 	 Units 	 Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
Office, Other 	 1/300 
Than Listed 	1,183 SF 	GFA 	3 	1 	4 	1 	Y  

1/200 
GA up to 
2,000 SF, 

Office, 	 Plus 
Medical and 	 1/175 
Dental 	1,677 SF 	thereafter 	9 	- 	32 	1 	Y  
SubTotal 	2,860 SF 	 12 	1 	36 	2  
TOTAL 	 13 	 38 	 Y 

ANALYSIS 

The proposed medical office conversion will be accessed via three drives, two from Tenaya Way, 
an 80-foot Secondary Collector, and one from Azure Drive, a 50-foot right-of-way. The site plan 
indicates the existing single-family residence will be converted to a combination general office 
(1,183 square feet) and a medical office (1,677 square feet). An expansion of the use, a separate 
building approximately 4,525 square feet in size, is planned for the future. On-site parking is 
located to the rear of the site. A circular drive is shown on the south end of the site that connects 
Azure and Tenaya. Perimeter landscaping that meets the minimum requirements of Title 19 is 
indicated on the landscape plan. 

Adjacent to the site are single-family residences to the north and east, undeveloped residential 
designated property to the south, and undeveloped property in the Town Center Plan Area to the 
west. The Southeast Sector Plan of the General Plan designates the site as R (Rural Density 
Residential). This application proposes to change the land use designation to 0 (Office) to 
accommodate a medical office. 



GPA-15231 - Staff Report Page Five 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

FINDINGS 

Section 19.18.030.1 of the Las Vegas Zoning Code requires that the following conditions be met 
in order to justify a General Plan Amendment: 

1. The density and intensity of the proposed General Plan Amendment is compatible 
with the existing adjacent land use designations. 

The proposed 0 (Office) General Plan designation provides for small lot office 
conversions as a transition along Primary and Secondary streets, from residential to 
commercial uses, and for large planned office areas. The proposed 0 (Office) designation 
is inconsistent and not compatible with the adjacent R (Rural Density Residential) General 
Plan designations and land uses to the north, south and east. Furthermore, the proposed 0 
(Office) designation is not recommended for this particular site due to potential of the 
encroachment of office use into a Rural Preservation Neighborhood. 

2. The zoning designations allowed by the proposed amendment will be compatible with 
the existing adjacent land uses or zoning districts. 

The proposed zoning of P-R (Professional Office and Parking) would permit the proposed 
medical office conversion on 0.96 acres. This zoning designation is compatible with the 
existing SX-TC (Service Commercial — Town Center) designated properties to the west; 
however, the proposed P-R (Professional Office and Parking) zoning is not compatible 
with the R-E (Residence Estates) zoned property to the north and east and the U 
(Undeveloped) Zone [R (Rural Density Residential) General Plan Designation] and U 
(Undeveloped) Zone [R (Rural Density Residential) General Plan Designation] to the 
south. The proposed P-R (Professional Office and Parking) zoning would also create a 
inconsistent and incompatible situation. 

3. There are adequate transportation, recreation, utility, and other facilities to 
accommodate the uses and densities permitted by the proposed General Plan 
Amendment. 

There are adequate transportation, recreation, utility, and other facilities to accommodate 
the proposed office project. The Northwest Area Command of the Las Vegas Metropolitan 
Police Department services the site with a substation at 9850 West Cheyenne (located at 
the northwest corner of Cheyenne and Metro Academy Way, west of Grand Canyon). Fire 
Station #41, at 6989 Buffalo Drive (located south of Elkhorn Road) is the closest city 
facility to the site. 

4. The proposed amendment conforms to other applicable adopted plans and policies 
that include approved neighborhood plans. 

There are no other adopted plans or policies that apply to this application. 
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NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	9 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  13 

SENATE DISTRICT 	9 

NOTICES MAILED 	71 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 1 
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NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF NEVADA 

County of Clark 

:Tel STACY J. BENSON 

ointment Expires Aug. 9. 2096 
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PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: GPA-15231 APN:  125--  	 — eog 

Name of Property Owner: ei.44.4.k, 	*7' 	/- L 	ti.ig  

Name of Applicant:  ei,c/4- 	Es  

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: 	 9  

Signature of Property Owner: 
e.04/1, 

Print Name: 	ON-2si,e,C_ .S 	 1>--5  

Subscribed and sworn before me 

This 	day of  -it) / Li' 	,2€X1 

Revised 12-03-04 

RECEIVED 
f 1depoMpplication Packet‘Siatement of Financial Intqccsl.clac, 

!,• /110r 
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Captain. C.H. & Dr. G. W. Shields 

7180 West Azure Dr, 
LAS VEGAS NEVADA 89130 
U SA 

Tel (702) 658 3385 Cell (7021 525 4668 
Fax (702) 658 8202 
Erna(' sq20004latIglobal net 

July 18th, 2006 

Doug Rankin, 
City of Las Vegas Planning and Development, 
731 S. Fourth Street, 
Las Vegas. NV. 89101 

Re: Justification Letter: 7180 west Azure Dr, Las Vegas.89130 

The applicant is proposing a General Plan Amendment from Rural to Office, a Rezoning 
from Rural to Professional Office and a Site Design review on approximately one acre. 

The applicant is proposing a medical office building. Currently there is a residence on 
the property that would be remodeled to accommodate the medical office uses. The 
applicant also proposes a 4,500 square foot medical office expansion in the near future. 
The existing building is surrounded by mature intense landscaping and will remain 
residential in character. The proposed site plan satisfies Title 19 development 
requirements including parking and landscaping. The original project scope is above 
This letter is to complete the action to include the appropriate parking. 

The site is located east of Tenaya Way and north of Azure Drive just south of the 1-215 
Beltway and east of US-95. Although the proposed site is planned for rural use, 
immediately west of the site is planned and zoned Town Center (TC). The TC category 
is described as a General Commercial Planned Development. The equivalent General 
Plan Categories for the TC designation are Service Commercial, General Commcial, 
Office, Light Industrial/Research and High Density Residential. IC is described as 
"a mixed uses employment center development category" created by the intersection of 
US95 and the proposed beltway systems. Uses include mall facilities or shopping centers 
and other retail facilities: high density residential uses: planned business: office and 
industrial park: and recreational uses. 

The proposed General Plan Amendment and Rezoning from Rural to Office Professional 
is the ideal transition from this high density, urban master planned community which is 
immediately adjacent to the proposed site, and the residential development to the 
southeast. 

GPA-15231 
10119106 PC 

RECEIVED 

2N, 
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Further, the burdens imposed by such a change will be consistent with those imposed by 
the IC uses as well as the current traffic flow on Tenya and Azure just south of the 
Beltway. 

The proposed plan amendment and rezoning is compatible with the TC to the east and 
furthers the goals of the general plan by promoting transitional zoning where appropriate. 

Please contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 

/2( 	e 
Charles Shields 

GPA-15231 
10/19/06 PC 	RE IvED 
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To: 72474@352 	 P.2'6 OCT-16-2006 09:48 From 

October 13, 2006 

Planning and Development Department 

Current Planning Division 

Development Services Center 

731 South Fourth Street 

Las Vegas, NV 89101 

RE: &PA-15231, SDR-15235, ZON 15233 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I, Al Strand, strongly oppose and object to the above mentioned 

proposals, I own the property at 7120 West Azure Drive. I am NOT in 

agreement of any kind of rezoning, re-planning, or redevelopment of the 

property at 7180 West Azure Drive. My opposition comes in part from the 
following: 

-The allowance of rezoning for this one property only, creates an unfair 
situation on the immediate surrounding property owners that may have also 
wanted to rezone their properties in the past and were unsuccessful in part 
due to the recent development of additional residential housing built 
adjacent to the surrounding properties. What allows the property at 7180 
West Azure Drive in whole or part to be rezoned and not the surrounding 
properties? 

-In regards to re -plan from Residential to Office, rezone from Residence 
Estates to Professional Office and Parking, and redevelopment from Single 
Family to an Office my concern as a neighboring property would be the 
traffic and parking conditions that would follow. An increase in traffic and 
parking in the immediate area raises not a just a safety concern to the 
associated neighbors, but also a property value concern over the high traffic 
that could come from the re-planning, rezoning, and or redevelopment. 

f 



To:7024740352 	 P.316 OCT-16-2006 09:48 From: 

I strongly request that the above mentioned proposals NOT be 
granted, in concern for the surrounding properties and the community in a 
whole. I am not able to attend the Planning Commission meeting in person on 
October 19, 2006 at 6 p.m. and request that this written response be my 
representation in my absence. If there are any questions, please feel free 

to contact me. 

Thq/* You, 

Al Strand 
Property Owner/Resident 
7404 Wittig Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89131 
Tel: 702-320-4159 
Cel: 702-460-1334 
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 OConsent Z Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
REZONING RELATED TO GPA-15231 

ZON-15233 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: CHARLES H. AND GAIL W. 
SHIELDS - Request for a Rezoning FROM: R-E (RESIDENCE ESTATES) TO: P-R 
(PROFESSIONAL OFFICE AND PARKING) on a portion of 0.96 acres at 7180 West Azure 
Drive (APN 125-27-503-008), Ward 6 (Ross). The Planning Commission (6-1 vote) and staff 
recommend DENIAL 

ECEIVED BEFORE:  

Mtg. 

PROTESTS RECEIVED Ell 

Planning Commission M 

City Council Meeting 

RECOMMENDAT 
The Planning Co 

BACKUP DOCUN 
1. Location and Ae 
2. Conditions and S 
3. Supporting Doc 
4. Justification Letter 
5. Backup referenced 

Motion made by STEVEN 

0 

0 

tern 24 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 	 • 	ed: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WE 	, 	BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
See Item 104 for related discussion. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: ZON-15233 - APPLICANT/OWNER: CHARLES H. SHIELDS 
AND GAIL W. SHIELDS 

** CONDITIONS ** 

The Planning Commission (6-lids vote) and staff recommend DENIAL. 

Plannink and Development 

1. A General Plan Amendment (GPA-15231) to an 0 (Office) Land Use Designation 
approved by the City Council. 

2. A Resolution of Intent with a two-year time limit is hereby granted. 

3. A Site Development Plan Review (SDR-15235) application, if approved by the City of Las 
Vegas is required prior to issuance of any permits, any site grading, and all development 
activity for the site. 

Public Works 

4. Dedicate an additional five feet of right-of-way for a total half-street width of 45 feet on 
Tenaya Way and a 54-foot radius on the northeast corner of Tenaya Way and Azure Drive 
adjacent to this site prior to the issuance of any permits. Also dedicate appropriate right-
of-way adjacent to this site for a bus turnout on Tenaya Way in accordance with Standard 
Drawing #234.3 and grant a passenger shelter and loading pad easement in accordance 
with Standard Drawing #234.2 if requested by the Regional Transportation Commission 
(RTC) prior to the issuance of any permits, unless otherwise allowed by the City Traffic 
Engineer. 

5. Construct all incomplete half-street improvements on Tenaya Way, including a bus 
turnout, to meet current City Town Center Standards adjacent to this site concurrent with 
development. In addition, construct half-street improvements, including appropriate 
transitional paving, on Azure Drive adjacent to this site concurrent with development. 
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). 

6. Coordinate with the Collection Systems Planning Section of Public Works to determine an 
appropriate public sewer connection to service this site prior to the issuance of any permits 
for this site. 
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7. 	Meet with the Flood Control Section of the Department of Public Works for assistance 
with establishing finished floor elevations and drainage patterns 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 drainageways as recommended. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a request for a Rezoning from R-E (Residence Estates) to P-R (Professional Office and 
Parking) on 0.96 acres at 7180 West Azure Drive. The applicant is proposing to convert the 
existing residence to a medical office building. The site is located east of Tenaya Way and north 
of Azure Drive just south of the 1-215 Beltway. In addition to the Rezoning, the applicant is 
requesting an amendment to the General Plan (GPA-15231) and a Site Development Review 
(SDR-15235). 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Related Rele  
10/06/04 The City Council approved a request to Amend (GPA-4631) a portion of the 

Centennial Hills Sector Plan of the Master Plan from R (Rural Density 
Residential) to 0 (Office), a Rezoning (ZON-4635) from R-E (Residence 
Estates) to P-R (Professional Office and Parking), and a Site Development 
Plan Review (SDR-4638) for a professional office and parking on a portion of 
0.96 at 7180 West Azure Drive (APN 125-27-503-008). Planning 
Commission and staff recommended DENIAL.  

10/18/06 Request for an Extension of Time of an approved Site Development Plan 
Review (SDR-4638) that allowed a office and parking lot on 0.96 acres at 
7180 West Azure Drive (APN 125-27-503-008), R-E (Residence Estates) 
Zone.  

10/18/06 	
Request for an Extension of Time of an approved Rezoning (ZON-4635) from 
R-E (Residence Estates) to P-R (Professional Office and Parking) on 0.96 
acres at 7180 West Azure Drive  
The Planning Commission recommended denial of companion items GPA-
15231 and SDR-15235 concurrently with this application. 

10/19/06 
The Planning Commission voted 6-1/ds to recommend DENIAL (PC Agenda 
Item #24/jm).  

Pre-Application Meeting  
A pre-application meeting was held. The applicant was informed of the 
previous conditions on the site that restricted the General Plan Amendment, 

06/29/06 Rezoning and Site Development Review to the south portion of the site. The 
applicant is requesting to expand the site with parking and landscaping for a 
future office expansion. Submittal requirements were noted.  

Neighborhood Meeting  
09/25/06 A neighborhood meeting was held at 6:00 PM at Cimarron Rose Community 

Center, 5591 North Cimarron Road. Three citizens attended the meeting. A 
resident was concerned that the parking lot abutting their property would 
intrude into his privacy, while two other residents were in favor of the 
development and didn't have any concerns. 
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Details of Application Request 
Site Area 
Net Acres 0.96 acres 

Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
Single Family 	R (Rural Density 	R-E (Residence 

Subject Property 	Residence 	Residential) 	Estates)  
Single Family 	R (Rural Density 	R-E (Residence 

North 	 Residence 	Residential) 	Estates)  
R-E (Residence 
Estates) Resolution of 

South 	 Undeveloped 	0 (Office) 	Intent to P-R 
(Professional Office 
and Parking)  

SX-TC (Suburban 
Mixed Use — Town 

West 	 Undeveloped 	Center) 	 T-C (Town Center)  
Single Family 	R (Rural Density 	R-E (Residence 

East 	 Residence 	Residential) 	Estates) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan 	 X 	Y  

Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 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 

Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  

Min. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 N/A 	 N/A  

Min. Lot Width 	 60 Feet 	 150 Feet 	 Y  

Min. Setbacks 
• Front 	 20 Feet 	 70 Feet 	Y 
• Side 	 5 Feet 	8 Feet 6 Inches 	Y 
• Corner 	 15 Feet 	 30 Feet 	Y 
• Rear 	 15 Feet 	 104 Feet 	 Y  

Max. Lot Coverage 	 50% 	 4.3% 	 Y  

Max. Building Height 	 2 Stories/ 35 Feet 	2 Stories 	 Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 Yes, screened 	 Yes 	 Y  
Mech. Equipment 	 Screened 	 Yes 	 Y 
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Residential Adjacency Standards 	Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  
3:1 proximity slope 	 N/A 	N/A 	N/A  
Adjacent development matching setback 	 N/A 	N/A 	N/A  

50 Feet from 
Trash Enclosure 	 protected property 	102 Feet _ 	Y 

Landscaping and Open Space Standards  

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 
Ratio 	 Trees  

Parking Area 	 1 Tree/6 Spaces 	7 Trees 	14 Trees 	Y  
Buffer: 

Min. Trees 	1 Tree/20 Linear Feet 	23 Trees 	36 Trees 	Y  
TOTAL 	 30 	 50 	 Y  
Min. Zone Width 15 Feet 	 15 Feet 
(adjacent to ROW) 	 Y  
Min. Zone Width 
(side and rear 	 8 Feet 	 8 Feet 
property lines)  
Wall Height 	 6 Feet 	 Existing wall 	Y 

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the . following parking standards apply: 
Parking Requirement  

	

Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Area or 	 Parking 	Parking  

	

Number of 	Parking 	 Handi - 	 Handi- 
Use 	Units 	Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
Office, Other 	 1/300 
Than Listed 	1,183 SF 	GFA 	3 	1 	4 	1 	Y  

1/200 
GA up to 
2,000 SF, 

Office, 	 Plus 
Medical and 	 1/175 
Dental 	1,677 SF 	thereafter 	9 	- 	32 	1 	Y  
SubTotal 	2,860 SF 	 12 	1 	36 	2  
TOTAL 	 13 	 38 	 Y 
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ANALYSIS 

The zone change to P-R (Professional Office and Parking) Zone would be consistent with the 
proposed General Plan Amendment to 0 (Office). The P-R (Professional Office and Parking) 
allows for office uses in an area that is predominantly residential but because of traffic and other 
factors is no longer suitable for the continuation of low-density residential uses. This district is 
designed to be a transitional zone to allow low intensity administrative and professional offices. A 
low volume of direct daily client and customer contact characterizes these uses. To decrease the 
impact to adjacent residential uses, single-family structures should be retained or new development 
in the P-R (Professional Offices and Parking) district should be constructed to maintain a residential 
character. The P-R (Professional Offices and Parking) District is consistent with the Office 
category of the General Plan. 

The proposed P-R (Professional Office and Parking) zoning designation is not compatible with 
the adjacent residential uses, which are zoned R-E (Residence Estates) to the north and east and 
the U (Undeveloped) [R (Rural Density Residential) General Plan Designation] to the south. In 
addition, the proposed general and medical office does not meet the intent of the P-R Zone -to be 
a transitional zone to allow low intensity administrative and professional offices, which are 
characterized by a low volume of direct daily client and customer contact." A medical office has 
a higher traffic volume and higher rate of customer contact on a daily basis than a low-intensity 
office use. 

FINDINGS 

In order to approve a Rezoning application, pursuant to Title 19.18.040, the Planning 
Commission or City Council must affirm the following: 

1. 	"The proposal conforms to the General Plan." 

The site is currently designated R (Rural Density Residential) on the Centennial Hills 
Interlocal Land Use Plan of the General Plan. A related General Plan Amendment 
application (GPA-15231) proposes to amend the land-use designation to 0 (Office). The 
zone change to P-R (Professional Offices and Parking) will be consistent with the 
proposed General Plan Amendment to 0 (Office). 

The proposed zoning is incompatible and does not conform to the General Plan because of 
the Plans' focus on the protection of existing neighborhoods. 

2. "The uses which would be allowed on the subject property by approving the rezoning 
will be compatible with the surrounding land uses and zoning districts." 
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The proposed zoning of P-R (Professional Office and Parking) would permit the proposed 
general/medical office conversion. However, because of the potential intensity of the 0 
(Office) land use designation and proposed medical office, the use is not compatible with 
the surrounding zoning classifications, including R-E (Residence Estates) to the north and 
east, and U (Undeveloped) [R (Rural Density Residential) General Plan Designation] to 
the south. The P-R (Professional Office and Parking) zoning district constitutes spot 
zoning and would encroach into a Rural Preservation Neighborhood. 

3. "Growth and development factors in the community indicate the need for or 
appropriateness of the rezoning." 

The proposed general and medical office conversion is not appropriate on the subject 
property in relation to the adjacent rural residential uses in an area designated as a Rural 
Preservation Neighborhood. The proposed P-R (Professional Office and Parking) zoning 
classification and the proposed medical office will not be compatible with the surrounding 
land uses. The past trend of development has not shown that the neighborhood is in 
transition so there aren't any indicators that support the proposal. 

4. "Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate 
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed zoning district." 

The site is accessed via three drives, two from Tenaya Way, an 80-foot Secondary 
Collector, and one from Azure Drive, a 50-foot right-of-way. The rights-of-way provide 
adequate access to the site. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	9 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  13 

SENATE DISTRICT 	9 

NOTICES MAILED 	71 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 1 
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Yes X 	No 

This  J  	day of .1)//  

and for said County and State Notary P
z4a

uIJfç 

Revised [2-03-04 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
11V---7t4 STATE OF NEVADA 

wo-ff 	County of Clark 

, , • , 	STACY J. BENSON 
• 6956-1 

t.tgx.Ap.ggijitment..Egit ■11.13;zo..cai 

r,  
I IdeponApplication PackenStatement of Financial Interest doc 

3 LANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number:  Z-00\J--- 152_3  APN: 	 -  

Name of Property Owner:  iLleitAr_ L.c_s 	L.,,41 	 )4.1 	s  

Name of Applicant:  6,4,4 Az 	S 124 SA-1  

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 properly 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? 

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: 

-5/1/4 Cki) 

Signature of Property Owner: 	 //:  

Print Name: Cc,s  
/ 

Subscribed and sworn before me 
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Captain. C.H. & Dr. G. W. Shields 

7180 West Azure Dr. 
LAS VEGAS NEVADA 89130 
USA 

Tel (702) 658 3385 Cell (702) 525 4668 
Fax (702) 658 8202 
Email sq2000@attglobal net 

July 18th, 2006 

Doug Rankin, 
City of Las Vegas Planning and Development, 
731 S. Fourth Street, 
Las Vegas. NV. 89101 

Re: Justification Letter: 7180 west Azure Dr, Las Vegas.89130 

The applicant is proposing a General Plan Amendment from Rural to Office, a Rezoning 
from Rural to Professional Office and a Site Design review on approximately one acre. 

The applicant is proposing a medical office building. Currently there is a residence on 
the property that would be remodeled to accommodate the medical office uses. The 
applicant also proposes a 4,500 square foot medical office expansion in the near future. 
The existing building is surrounded by mature intense landscaping and will remain 
residential in character. The proposed site plan satisfies Title 19 development 
requirements including parking and landscaping. The original project scope is above. 
This letter is to complete the action to include the appropriate parking. 

The site is located east of Tenaya Way and north of Azure Drive just south of the 1-215 
Beltway and east of US-95. Although the proposed site is planned for rural use, 
immediately west of the site is planned and zoned Town Center (TC). The TC category 
is described as a General Commercial Planned Development. The equivalent General 
Plan Categories for the TC designation are Service Commercial, General Conuncial, 
Office, Light Industrial/Research and High Density Residential. IC is described as 
"a mixed uses employment center development category" created by the intersection of 
US95 and the proposed beltway systems. Uses include mall facilities or shopping centers 
and other retail facilities: high density residential uses: planned business: office and 
industrial park: and recreational uses. 

The proposed General Plan Amendment and Rezoning from Rural to Office Professional 
is the ideal transition from this high density, urban master planned community which is 
immediately adjacent to the proposed site, and the residential development to the 
southeast. 

ZON-15233 
10/19/06 PC 

RECEIVED 
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Further, the burdens imposed by such a change will be consistent with those imposed by 
the TC uses as well as the current traffic flow on Tenya and Azure just south of the 
Beltway. 

The proposed plan amendment and rezoning is compatible with the TC to the east and 
furthers the goals of the general plan by promoting transitional zoning where appropriate. 

Please contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 

,/ ALVV  
Charles Shields 

ZON-15233 
10/19/06 PC 

RE. vEn 
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To: 7024740352 	 P.2'6 OCT-16-2006 09:46 From: 

October 13, 2006 

Planning and Development Department 

Current Planning Division 

Development Services Center 

731 South Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

RE: 6PA-15231, SDP-15235, ZON 15233 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I, Al Strand, strongly oppose and object to the above mentioned 
proposals. I own the property at 7120 West Azure Drive. I am NOT in 

agreement of any kind of rezoning, re-planning, or redevelopment of the 

property at 7180 West Azure Drive. My opposition comes in part from the 

following: 

-The allowance of rezoning for this one property only, creates an unfair 
situation on the immediate surrounding property owners that may have also 
wanted to rezone their properties in the past and were unsuccessful in part 

due to the recent development of additional residential housing built 
adjacent to the surrounding properties. What allows the property at 7180 
West Azure Drive in whole or part to be rezoned and not the surrounding 
properties? 

-In regards to re-plan from Residential to Office, rezone from Residence 
Estates to Professional Office and Parking, and redevelopment from Single 
Family to an Office my concern as a neighboring property would be the 
traffic and parking conditions that would follow. An increase in traffic and 
parking in the immediate area raises not a just a safety concern to the 
associated neighbors, but also a property value concern over the high traffic 
that could come from the re-planning, rezoning, and or redevelopment. 
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To:7024740352 	 P.3/6 OCT-16-2006 09:48 From: 

I strongly request that the above mentioned proposals NOT be 

granted, in concern for the surrounding properties and the community in a 

whole. I am not able to attend the Planning Commission meeting in person on 

October 19, 2006 at 6 p.m. and request that this written response be my 

representation in my absence. If there are any questions, please feel free 

to contact me. 

Thank You, 

Al Strand 
Property Owner/Resident 
7404 Wittig Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89131 
Tel; 702-320-4159 
Cel: 702-460-1334 
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 EConsent [S] Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW RELATED TO GPA-15231 AND ZON-15233 

SDR-15235 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: CHARLES H. AND GAIL W. 
SHIELDS - Request for a Site Development Plan Review FOR THE PROPOSED 
CONVERSION OF A SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENCE TO AN OFFICE on 0.96 acres at 7180 
West Azure Drive (APN 125-27-503-008), R-E (Residence Estates) Zone under Resolution of 
Intent to P-R (Professional Office and Ps iliaaWasationiuLl R-E (Residence Estates) Zone 
[PROPOSED: P-R (Professional I 
Commission (6-1 vote) and St.. 

PROTESTS RECEIVE 	9 

Planning Commissio 

City Council Mee 

RECOMMENDA 
The Planning Co 

BACKUP DOCU 

ard 6 (Ross). The Planning 

IVED BEFORE: 

tg. 

1. Location and Aeri 
2. Conditions and Sta: 
3. Supporting Docume 
4. Justification Letter 
5. Backup referenced from 

Motion made by STEVEN D. ROSlittomippcoxe-sul"riditions 

g Item 25 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
See Item 104 for related discussion. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: SDR-15235 - APPLICANT/OWNER: CHARLES H. AND GAIL 
W. SHIELDS 

** CONDITIONS ** 

The Planning Commission (6-1/ds vote) and staff recommend DENIAL. 

Planning and Development 

1. Conformance to the Conditions of Approval for an Amendment to the General Plan (GPA-
15231) and a Rezoning (ZON-15233), if approved. 

2. Site Development Plan Review (SDR-4638) is hereby expunged. 

3. 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. 

4. All development shall be in conformance with the site plan, landscape plan, and building 
elevations, date stamped 07/18/06, except as amended by conditions herein. 

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. 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. 

7. 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). 

8. All mechanical equipment, air conditioners and trash areas shall be fully screened in views 
from the abutting streets. 
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9. All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title 
19.12.040. 

10. 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. 

11. 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. 

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

Public Works 

13. Remove the existing driveways on Azure Drive and Tenaya Way. The new driveway on 
Tenaya Way shall meet the intent of Standard Drawing #222a and shall be restricted to 
right-in and right-out turning movements. 

14. 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. 

15. Landscape and maintain all unimproved rights-of-way, if any, on Tenaya Way and Azure 
Drive adjacent to this site. 

16. Submit an Encroachment Agreement for all landscaping and private improvements located 
in the Tenaya Way and Azure Drive public right-of-way, if any, adjacent to this site prior 
to occupancy of this site. 

17. Meet with the Fire Protection Engineering Section of the Department of Fire Services to 
discuss fire requirements for the proposed use of this facility. 

18. Site development to comply with all applicable conditions of approval for Zoning 
Reclassification ZON-15233 and all other applicable site-related actions. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a request for a Site Development Plan Review for the proposed conversion of a single-
family residence to an office on 0.96 acres at 7180 West Azure Drive. 

The applicant is proposing to convert the existing residence to a medical office building. The 
site is located east of Tenaya Way and north of Azure Drive just south of the 1-215 Beltway. In 
addition to the Site Development Plan Review, the applicant is requesting an Amendment to the 
General Plan (GPA-15231) and a Rezoning (ZON-15233). 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
Related Relevant City Actions by P&D, Fire, Bldg., etc.  

10/06/04 The City Council approved a request to Amend (GPA-4631) a portion of the 
Centennial Hills Sector Plan of the Master Plan from R (Rural Density 
Residential) to 0 (Office), a Rezoning (ZON-4635) from R-E (Residence 
Estates) to P-R (Professional Office and Parking), and a Site Development 
Plan Review (SDR-4638) for a professional office and parking on a portion of 
0.96 at 7180 West Azure Drive (APN 125-27-503-008). Planning 
Commission and staff recommended DENIAL.  

10/18/06 Request for an Extension of Time of an approved Site Development Plan 
Review (SDR-4638) that allowed a office and parking lot on 0.96 acres at 
7180 West Azure Drive (APN 125-27-503-008), R-E (Residence Estates) 
Zone  

10/18/06 	Request for an Extension of Time of an approved Rezoning (ZON-4635) from 
R-E (Residence Estates) to P-R (Professional Office and Parking) on 0.96 
acres at 7180 West Azure Drive  
The Planning Commission recommended denial of companion items GPA-
15231 and ZON-15233 concurrently with this application. 

10/19/06 
The Planning Commission voted 6-1/ds to recommend DENIAL (PC Agenda 
Item #25/jm).  

Related Building Permits/Business Licenses  
No building permits pertain to this site. 
Pre-Application Meeting  

06/29/06 A pre-application meeting was held. The applicant was informed of the 
previous conditions on the site that restricted the General Plan Amendment, 
Rezoning and Site Development Review to the south portion of the site. The 
applicant is requesting to expand the site with parking and landscaping for a 
future office expansion. Submittal requirements were noted. 
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Neighborhood Meeting  
09/25/06 A neighborhood meeting was held at 6:00 PM at Cimarron Rose Community 

Center, 5591 North Cimarron Road. Three citizens attended the meeting. A 
resident was concerned that the parking lot abutting their property would 
intrude into his privacy, while two other residents were in favor of the 
development and didn't have any concerns. 

Details of Application Request 
Site Area 
Net Acres 	J0.96  acres 

Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
Subject Property 	Single Family 	R (Rural Density 	R-E (Residence 

Residence 	Residential) 	 Estates)  
North 	 Single Family 	R (Rural Density 	R-E (Residence 

Residence 	Residential) 	 Estates)  
South 	 Undeveloped 	0 (Office) 	R-E (Residence 

Estates) Resolution of 
Intent to P-R 

(Professional Office 
and Parking)  

West 	 Undeveloped 	SX-TC (Suburban 	T-C (Town Center) 
Mixed Use — Town 

Center)  
East 	 Single Family 	R (Rural Density 	R-E (Residence 

Residence 	Residential) 	 Estates) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan 	 X 	Y  
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 X 	Y  
Trails 	 X 	Y  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 X 	 Y  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 X 	Y  
Project of Regional Significance 	 X 	Y 
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DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Standard 	 Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  

Min. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 N/A 	 N/A  

Min. Lot Width 	 60 Feet 	 150 Feet 	 Y  

Min. Setbacks 
• Front 	 20 Feet 	 70 Feet 	Y 
• Side 	 5 Feet 	 8.5 Feet 	Y 
• Corner 	 15 Feet 	 30 Feet 	Y 
• Rear 	 15 Feet 	 104 Feet 	 Y  

Max. Lot Coverage 	 50% 	 4.3% 	 Y  
Max. Building Height 	 2 Stories/ 35 Feet 	2 Stories 	 Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 Yes,  screened 	 Yes 	 Y  
Mech. Equipment 	 Screened 	 Yes 	 Y 

Residential Adjacency Standards 	Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  

3:1 proximity slope 	 N/A 	 N/A 	N/A  

Adjacent development matching setback 	 N/A 	N/A 	N/A  
50 Feet from 

Trash Enclosure 	 protected property 	102 Feet 	Y 

Landscaping and Open Space Standards  

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 
Ratio 	 Trees  

Parking Area 	 1 Tree/6 Spaces 	7 Trees 	14 Trees 	Y  

Buffer: 
Min. Trees 	1 Tree/20 Linear Feet 	23 Trees 	36 Trees 	Y  

TOTAL 	 30 Trees 	50 Trees 	Y  

Min. Zone Width 15 Feet 	 15 Feet 
(adjacent to ROW) 	 Y  

Min. Zone Width 
(side and rear 	 8 Feet 	 8 Feet 
property lines)  
Wall Height 	 6 Feet 	 Existing wall 	Y 
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Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following parking standards apply: 
Parking Requirement  

Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Area or 	 Parking 	Parking  
Number of 	Parking 	 Handi- 	Handi- 

Use 	Units 	Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
Office, Other 	 1/300 
Than Listed 	1,183 SF 	GFA 	3 	1 	4 	1 	Y  

1/200 
GA up to 
2,000 SF, 

Office, 	 plus 
Medical and 	 1/175 
Dental 	1,677 SF 	thereafter 	9 	- 	32 	1 	Y  
SubTotal 	2,860 SF 	 12 	1 	36 	2  
TOTAL 	 13 	 38 	 Y 

ANALYSIS 

• Site Plan 

The site plan indicates a rectangular shaped 41,654 square-foot lot. The proposed medical 
office conversion will be accessed via three drives, two from Tenaya Way, an 80-foot 
Secondary Collector, and one from Azure Drive, a 50-foot right-of-way. The site plan 
indicates the existing single-family residence will be converted to a combination general 
office (1,183 square feet) and a medical office (1,677 square feet). An expansion 
(approximately 4,525 square feet) for medical office is planned in the future. On-site 
parking is located to the rear of the site. A total of 38 parking stalls, including two 
handicap accessible spaces, are located to the rear of the site. A circular drive is shown on 
the south end of the site that connects Azure Drive and Tenaya Way. A trash enclosure is 
located towards the northeast corner of the site, adjacent to Tenaya Way, approximately 
seventy feet (70') from the residential property line to the north. Signage is not indicated 
on the site plan. 

• Landscape Plan 

The landscape plan indicates perimeter landscaping on the entire site and in the front yard 
of the existing residence. Perimeter landscaping includes a fifteen-foot (15') wide 
landscape area along the Tenaya Way and Azure Drive street frontages. The side and rear 
landscape areas are shown as eight feet in width. Landscape islands are indicated in the 
parking area, as required. 
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The perimeter landscaping along Tenaya Way and Azure Drive indicates new twenty-four 
inch box California Pepper Trees and some existing mature trees (Pine trees) spaced twenty 
feet on center with intermittent 5-gallon Feathery Cassias and Mexican Primrose shrubs 
and 1-gallon Hybrid Gazania. Landscaping in the front yard of the proposed residential 
office conversion consists of mature landscaping, including pine trees, cypress trees and a 
variety of hedges. The landscape plan indicates the existing lawn will be removed and 
replaced with inorganic ground cover. 

• Building Elevations 

The two-story existing residence will be converted into a 1,677 square-foot medical office 
and a 1,183 square-foot general office for a total of 2,860 square feet. The existing 
residence is characterized by white stucco exterior with a pitched light gray and coral tiled 
roof. Arched windows on the residence and above the garage add interest to the structure. 
No additions are planned for the office conversion. The site plan indicates a future medical 
office expansion, at the rear, which would be reviewed under a separate Site Development 
Plan Review application. 

FINDINGS 

In order to approve a Site Development Plan application, per Title 19.18.050 the Planning 
Commission and/or City Council must affirm the following: 

1. The proposed development is compatible with adjacent development and 
development in the area; 

The proposed general and medical office is not compatible with the adjacent rural 
residential land uses. The proposed zoning of P-R (Professional Office and Parking) would 
permit the proposed general/medical office conversion. However, this zoning designation 
and proposed medical office use is not compatible with the surrounding zoning 
classifications, including R-E (Residence Estates) to the north and east, and U 
(Undeveloped) Zone [R (Rural Density Residential) General Plan Designation] to the 
south. 

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; 

The proposed general and medical office conversion is not consistent with the intent of the 
Master Plan, which designates the area as Rural Density Residential. 
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3. Site access and circulation do not negatively impact adjacent roadways or 
neighborhood traffic; 

The site is accessed via three drives, two from Tenaya Way, an 80-foot Secondary 
Collector, and one from Azure Drive, a 50-foot right-of-way. The rights-of-way provide 
adequate access to the site. However, there is concern with the encroachment of traffic 
related to the medical office use. 

4. Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area and for the City; 

The photo elevations submitted for the existing residence are appropriate for the rural 
residential area. The proposed landscape palette materials will provide an aesthetically 
pleasing environment. 

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; 

The existing residential character of the structure will remain the same with the office 
conversion and; therefore, would be compatible with the existing residential development 
in the area. 

6. Appropriate measures are taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and 
general welfare. 

The proposed development will be subject to permits and final inspection for a Certificate 
of Occupancy and; therefore, will not compromise the health, safety and general welfare. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	9 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 13 

SENATE DISTRICT 	9 

NOTICES MAILED 	71 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 1 
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Subscribed and sworn before me 

This  /. ...31   day of JO / 1/  ,2O'6 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF NEVADA 

County of Clark 
STACY J. BENSON 

No; 0P76956.1 
vAttgegrtzgLEglAt4taigit?...og 

R E. 0 E l V E 
fldepotNApplication Packet\Statement of Financial Interest doc 

41.44, 	 !AA 
Notary Pub 	and for said County and State 

Revlsed 12-03-04 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number:  SDR-15235  APN: 	 - 	eoo,E 

Name of Property Owner:  (10,itAiLar  

Name of Applicant: (gg,j#s  1.14 1-ZS 

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? 

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: 

, 	-S? 	S 
Signature of Property Owner: 

Print Name: diew,<L, c_..x.c. s,  
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SDR 15235  
Charles H. & Gail W. Shields  

7180 W Azure 

Proposed 7.385 thousand lure foot office conversion/expansion.  

Traffic produced by proposed development:  

New Use 	 DESCRIPTION 	 #UN1T 	RATE/ft 	TOTAL 
UNIT  

Average Daily Traffic 	MEDICAL-DENTAL OFFICE BUILDING [1000 	7.385 	36.13 	267 
(ADT) 	 SF] 
AM Peak Hour 	 2.48 	18  
PM Peak Hour 	 3.72 	27  
(heaviest 60 minutes) 

Previous Use 	 DESCRIPTION 	 #UNIT 	RATE/ft 	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 

(heaviest 60 minutes) 

Net Change 	 DESCRIPTION 	 #UNIT 	RATE/fl 	TOTAL 
UNIT  

Average Daily Traffic 	MEDICAL-DENTAL OFFICE BUILDING [1000 	7.385 	 257 
(ADT) 	 SF] 
AM Peak Hour 	 17  
PM Peak Hour 	 26  
(heaviest 60 minutes) 

Existing traffic on all nearby streets:  

Azure Drive  
Average Daily Traffic 	 5,264 
(AD7')  
PM Peak Hour 	 421  

(heaviest 60 minutes) 

Tenaya Way  
Average Daily Traffic 	 9,068 
(ADT)  
PM Peak Hour 	 725  

heaviest 60 minutes) 

Traffic Capacity of adjacent streets:  

Adjacent street ADT 



Capacity  

.  Azure Drive 	 3000  
Tenaya Way 	 34300  

This project will add approximately 257 trips per day on Azure and 
Tenaya.  
This will increase expected volumes by about 5 percent on Azure and 
about  
3 percent on Tenaya. Azure is over capacity for a street with individual  
driveways on it, and Tenaa is at about 26 percent of capacity. lir  

Based on Peak Hour use, this development will add roughly 26 additional  
cars into the area; which works out to about one every two minutes.  

I  
Note that this report assumes all traffic from this development uses all named streets. 
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Captain. C.H. & Dr. G. W. Shields 

7180 West Azure Dr. 
LAS VEGAS NEVADA 89130 
USA 

Tel (702) 658 3385 Cell (702) 525 4668 
Fax (702) 658 8202 
Email sq2000eattg1obal net 

July 18th, 2006 

Doug Rankin, 
City of Las Vegas Planning and Development, 
731 S. Fourth Street, 
Las Vegas. NV. 89101 

Re: Justification Letter: 7180 west Azure Dr, Las Vegas.89130 

The applicant is proposing a General Plan Amendment from Rural to Office, a Rezoning 
from Rural to Professional Office and a Site Design review on approximately one acre. 

The applicant is proposing a medical office building. Currently there is a residence on 
the property that would be remodeled to accommodate the medical office uses. The 
applicant also proposes a 4,500 square foot medical office expansion in the near future. 
The existing building is surrounded by mature intense landscaping and will remain 
residential in character. The proposed site plan satisfies Title 19 development 
requirements including parking and landscaping. The original project scope is above. 
This letter is to complete the action to include the appropriate parking. 

The site is located east of Tenaya Way and north of Azure Drive just south of the 1-215 
Beltway and east of US-95. Although the proposed site is planned for rural use, 
immediately west of the site is planned and zoned Town Center (TC). The TC category 
is described as a General Commercial Planned Development. The equivalent General 
Plan Categories for the TC designation are Service Commercial, General Commcial, 
Office, Light Industrial/Research and High Density Residential. TC is described as 
"a mixed uses employment center development category" created by the intersection of 
US95 and the proposed beltway systems. Uses include mall facilities or shopping centers 
and other retail facilities: high density residential uses: planned business: office and 
industrial park: and recreational uses. 

The proposed General Plan Amendment and Rezoning from Rural to Office Professional 
is the ideal transition from this high density, urban master planned community which is 
immediately adjacent to the proposed site, and the residential development to the 
southeast. 

SDR-15235 
10119106 PC 
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Further, the burdens imposed by such a change will be consistent with those imposed by 
the TC uses as well as the current traffic flow on Tenya and Azure just south of the 
Beltway. 

The proposed plan amendment and rezoning is compatible with the TC to the east and 
furthers the goals of the general plan by promoting transitional zoning where appropriate. 

Please contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 

ef/4  
Charles Shields 

SDR-15235 
10/19/06 Pc RECEIVED 



NOTE: THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION 

WAS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD BEFORE 

OR AT THE PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING 

ON THIS ITEM WHICH IS NOW APPEARING 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL 



To: 7024740352 	 P.216 OCT-16-2006 09:48 From: 

October 13, 2006 

Planning and Development Deportment 
Current Planning Division 
Development Services Center 
731 South Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

RE: &PA-15231, SDR-15235, ZON 15233 

To Whom It May Concern: 

I, Al Strand, strongly oppose and object to the above mentioned 

proposals. I own the property at 7120 West Azure Drive. I am NOT in 

agreement of any kind of rezoning, re-planning, or redevelopment of the 
property at 7180 West Azure Drive, My opposition comes in part from the 

following: 

-The allowance of rezoning for this one property only, creates an unfair 
situation on the immediate surrounding property owners that may have also 
wanted to rezone their properties in the past and were unsuccessful in part 
due to the recent development of additional residential housing built 
adjacent to the surrounding properties. What allows the property at 7180 
West Azure Drive in whole or part to be rezoned and not the surrounding 
properties? 

-In regards to re-plan from Residential to Office, rezone from Residence 
Estates to Professional Office and Parking, and redevelopment from Single 
Family to an Office my concern as a neighboring property would be the 
traffic and parking conditions that would follow. An increase in traffic and 
parking in the immediate area raises not a just a safety concern to the 
associated neighbors, but also a property value concern over the high traffic 
that could come from the re-planning, rezoning, and or redevelopment. 



To: 7024740352 	 P.316 OCT-16-2006 09:48 From: 

I strongly request that the above mentioned proposals NOT be 

granted, in concern for the surrounding properties and the community in a 
whole. I am not able to attend the Planning Commission meeting in person on 
October 19, 2006 at 6 p.m. and request that this written response be my 

representation in my absence. If there are any questions, please feel free 
to contact me. 

Thai* You, 

Al Strand 
Property Owner/Resident 
7404 Wittig Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89131 
Tel: 702-320-4159 
Cel: 702-460-1334 



0/44/O,  1A4 ',/e 64, 	Agenda Item No.: 107. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 []Consent [ZI Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 

GPA-16502 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: SANDSTONE ARCHES, LLC - OWNER: 
GALTAR, LLC - Request to Amend a portion of the Centennial Hills Sector Plan FROM: GC 
(GENERAL COMMERCIAL) TO: SC (SERVICE COMMERCIAL) on 4.14 acres at 4600 
North Rancho Drive (APN 138-02-102-007 and 009), Ward 6 (Ross). The Planning 
Commission (7-0 vote) and staff recomm LIALLILLIV 4 

PROTESTS RECEIVED B 

Planning Commission M 

City Council Meeting 

RECOMMENDAT 
The Planning Co 

BACKUP DOCUN 
1. Location and Ae 
2. Conditions (Not 
3. Supporting Doc 
4. Justification Letter 

Motion made by STEVE 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abg 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWREN 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

CEIVED BEFORE: 

n Mtg. 

0 

ject to conditions. 

, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
S; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 

Minutes: 
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing open. 

RICHARD MORENO, Moreno and Associates, 300 South Fourth Street, appeared on behalf of 
the applicant and expressed appreciation for the Planning Commission and staffs 
recommendation for approval. He accepted all conditions and requested approval of all 
applications. 

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing closed. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: GPA-16502 - APPLICANT: SANDSTONE ARCHES, LLC - 
OWNER: GALTAR, LLC 

** CONDITIONS ** 

The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL. 



GPA-16502 - Staff Report Page One 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a request to Amend a portion of the Centennial Hills Sector Plan from GC (General 
Commercial) to SC (Service Commercial) on 4.14 acres at 4600 North Rancho Drive. There are 
two companion items (ZON-16504 & SDR-16503) to Rezone this land to C-1 (Limited 
Commercial) and a Site Development Plan Review for an 80,534 square-foot commercial center. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Relatei Rdewint dyActions by PD Fire, BMg, eft.  
08/21/02 A request for a General Plan Amendment to GC (General Commercial), a 

Rezoning to C-2 (General Commercial), and a Special Use Permit for an 
automobile dealership on a portion of this site (GPA-24-02, Z-49-02, U-0076- 
02) was approved by the City Council. Staff and the Planning Commission 
recommended denial.  

02/19/03 A request for a General Plan Amendment to GC (General Commercial), a 
Rezoning to C-2 (General Commercial), and a Site Development Plan Review 
for an automobile dealership on a portion of this site (GPA-1410/ZON-
1411/SDR-1413) was approved by the City Council. Staff and the Planning 
Commission recommended approval. The C-2 (General Commercial) zoning 
for this site has since expired.  

09/20/06 An extension of time (EOT-15595) for Z-0049-02 was approved by the City 
Council.  
The Planning Commission recommended approval of companion items ZON-
16504 and SDR-16503 concurrently with this application. 

The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC 
10/19/06 	Avnda Item #351jk).  

08/23/06 	At the pre-application 	meeting the 	applicant 	was 	informed that this 
development should have a one-lot commercial subdivision filed to remove 
parcel lines. 	A throat depth of 32 feet for the commercial driveways is 
required and a traffic impact analysis is also required. 	The applicant was 
informed that the development complies with residential adjacency standards. 
Additionally, the applicant was informed of the setback and parking 
requirements.  

09/27/06 	A neighborhood meeting was held at 6:00 pm at the Cimarron Rose 
Community Center, 5591 Cimarron Road. There were no attendees from the 
public to express any concerns over this project. There were three people 
associated with the project in attendance and one staff member from Planning 
and Development. 
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Details of Application Request  
Site Area  
Gross Acres 	4.17  
Net Acres 	4.14 

Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
Subject Property 	Undeveloped 	GC (General 	R-E (Residence Estates) 

Commercial) 	(ROT) C-1 (Limited 
Commercial), C-1 

(Limited Commercial), 
C-2 (General 
Commercial)  

North 	Single-family & 	MLA (Medium-Low 	C-2 (General 
Commercial 	Attached Density 	Commercial) & R-PD11 

	

Residential) & GC 	(Residential Planned 
(General 	Development - 11 Units 

Commercial) 	 Per Acre)  
South 	 Commercial 	SC (Service 	C-1 (Limited 

Commercial) 	Commercial)  
East 	 Single-family 	L (Low Density 	R-1 (Single Family 

Residential) 	Residential) 

West 	 Commercial & 	SC (Service 	C-2 (General 
Undeveloped 	Commercial) 	Commercial) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan 	 X  
Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 X 	 Y  

A-0 Airport Overlay District 	 X 	 Y  
Trails 	 X 	 Y  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 X 	N/A  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 X 	N/A  
Project of Regional Significance 	 X 	N/A 
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DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Per Title 19.08 the followint development standards apply: . 
Standard 	 Requ ired/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  

Min. Lot Size 	 N/A 	4.14 	N/A  
Min. Lot Width 	 100 Feet 	400 Feet 	Y  
Min. Setbacks 

• Front 	 20 Feet 	25 Feet 
• Side 	 10 Feet 	10 Feet 	Y 
• Corner 	 N/A 	N/A 
• Rear 	 20 Feet 	25 Feet  

Min. Distance Between Buildings 	 N/A 	18 Feet 	Y  
Max. Lot Coverage 	 50% 	20.8% 	Y  
Max. Building Height 	 N/A 	23 Feet 	Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 50 Feet 	300+ Feet 	Y  
Mech. Equipment 	 Screened 	Screened 	Y 

Per Title 19.08.060 the . ifollowing residential adjacency standards apply: 

Residential Adjacency Standards, 	 RequiredIAllowed 	Provided 	,Compliance  
3:1 proximity slope 	 69 Feet 	 190+ Feet 	Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 50 Feet 	 140+ Feet 	Y 

Existing 	Permitted 	Units 	Proposed 	Permitted 	General 	Permitted 

Zoning 	Density 	Allowed 	Zoning 	Density 	Plan 	Density  
R-E 	N/A 	N/A 	C- 1 	 N/A 	 SC 	 N/A 

(Residence 
Estates) & 

R-E 
(Residence 

Estates) 
(ROI) C-2 
(General 

Comercial) 

Per Title 19.10 & 19.12 the . following landscape standards apply: 

Landscaping and Open Space Standards  

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 

Ratio 	 Trees  
Parking Area 	 1 Tree/6 Spaces 	55 Trees 	55 Trees 	Y  
Buffer: 

Min. Trees 	1 Tree/30 Linear Feet 	59 Trees 	74 Trees 	Y  

TOTAL 	 119 	 129 	Y  

Min. Zone Width 	 8 Feet & 15 Feet 	 10 Feet & 20 

	

Feet 	Y  
Wall Height 	 N/A 	 None 	Y 
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Per Title 19.10, the fallowing parking standards.  apply: 

Parking Requirement  

	

Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Area or 	 Parking 	Parking  

	

Number of 	Parking 	 Handi- 	 Handi- 
Use 	Units 	Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
Office 	80,534 SF 	1:300 	262 	7 	258 	10 	No  

SubTotal 	80,534 SF 	 262 	7 	258 	10 	No  
TOTAL 
(inducing 	80,534 SF 
handicap) 	 262 	7 	258 	10 	No  
Loading 
Spaces 	 4 	 4 	 Yes 

ANALYSIS 

This property is located within the Centennial Hills Sector Plan area. There have been several 
land-use applications filed on this property and the adjacent parcels that comprise the entirety of 
the companion Site Development Plan Review application. The purpose of this request is to 
provide consistency in the land-use designations and zoning for all of the parcels within the 
proposed development. An associated Rezoning (ZON-16504) is a companion item with this 
request. The Rezoning seeks to reclassify approximately 4.2 acres from R-E (Residence Estates) 
and R-E (Residence Estates) (RU! to C-2) to C-1 (Limited Commercial). The C-1 (Limited 
Commercial) Zone requested in the associated Rezoning is consistent with the eastern portion of 
the proposed development, which is currently zoned C-1 (Limited Commercial). A companion 
Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16503) is a request for an 80,534 square-foot office 
complex. This property is bounded by a pedestrian path (trail) along the Rancho Drive frontage. 
The site plan for the proposed development is showing an adequate landscape buffer and a five-
foot sidewalk, thereby meeting the requirements for a pedestrian path. 

FINDINGS 

Section 19.18.030.1 of the Las Vegas Zoning Code requires that the following conditions be met 
in order to justify a General Plan Amendment: 

1. The density and intensity of the proposed General Plan Amendment is compatible with the 
existing adjacent land use designations, 

2. The zoning designations allowed by the proposed amendment will be compatible with the 
existing adjacent land uses or zoning districts, 
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3. There are adequate transportation, recreation, utility, and other facilities to accommodate 
the uses and densities permitted by the proposed General Plan Amendment; and 

4. The proposed amendment conforms to other applicable adopted plans and policies that 
include approved neighborhood plans. 

In regard to "1": 

The proposed general plan amendment is compatible with the surrounding land uses. This request 
will actually reduce the allowable intensity of land uses and a more intense land-use approved via a 
prior general plan amendment and rezoning. 

In regard to "2": 

The zoning designation permitted within the proposed General Plan Amendment will be of a lower 
intensity than what has already been approved on this site. 

In regard to "3": 

The transportation and utility facilities to this site are adequate enough to accommodate the use 
proposed by this general plan amendment. 

In regard to "4": 

This request conforms to the applicable, adopted plans and policies for this area. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	9 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  1 

SENATE DISTRICT 	4 

NOTICES MAILED 	319 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	0 

PROTESTS 	 0 



PLANNING. t. 

DEVELOWENT 

(5 

This  2g..2.  buSir ,20 000 

Miry Public. SOW el Reads 
A. FRIEDMAN 

Appointment No. 03-$3037-1 
My Appt. Expires &a 7. 2007 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number.  GPA-16502 APN: 138-02-102-007 and 009 

Name of Property Owner: Galtar, LLC 

Name of Applicant:  Sandstone Arches, 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 	 E3 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: 

Print Name: 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

(-2(4 t•SS fk") inzyk; 

NotaryKlgic in and for said County And State 

Revised 12-03-04 



Nomna■•■■ ---•■•■• 
11■111111=11110111•1■11. • • ‘‘, 
MIIINNIWMIIIMM■ • o • a IL■alla • o kjio 

CAilD 

000 
000 
000 

000 

I,  
0 0 0 

• 0 • 

,V.I.III■11■11111M• WY: 

,1111111M/A■inow 

VA 

It 

I 	/ 

nniirearniim 
111111MIMMIIIII1111111111111111111Mun: 

// 
—fimuma.1._•11m111131111111111111111_1111111111111111v 

tuirmu. 
Cr) 

LECENQ 

L 	LOW DENSITY RESIDENTAL 

kIEDUM DENSITY REvoENTAL 

MLA MEDIUM — LOW A TTACHED 
DENSITY RESIDEN TAL 

GC GENERAL COMMERCIAL 

Sc 	SERVICE COMMERCIAL 

GPA-46502---  
10/19/06 PC 

INNINIB■11■1■ 1 

1111E11 1 v••••••••••• ■•• 

=OM 

UI 

IVVVIIKCA 

C12 

111C 
YAW 

1111111M 
1111111111,2 
111•11••■2 

11/41■11■ 

Nall1M11011111MIIIIPANF, 
011111 111111MILi, 

0,■11111111•11111MIWA: 

ovv • • 

SINIMM■ 

0:0:V 

so ,  
00 00 

SW 
V00 
VO 

VO0 
000 
V00 

WO / 

veg. 

k
IMINIII .  

lowa■Arnitt o■ 
MONIMMINFAMMII■ lat■IIIVAIIMINII■NOW. 

VON•■•.,46741■11•1=1.1111•MMIUMNII■ 4 
-7wwww■■■■
■Ml. I. 1..,Mm.i-- _AM11•■•■•■ 

170/%90 99.0. i 0 • 0 999 011/ 	001/ 0 0 • • • V • • 1. IP 	• 0 • • IP,P 	VI/ 0 • • 	IP 0 0 
99 IF /7 V 
0 000000 • • o • w 
imi• 0.1/ • 
MEV ‘7 . _-,—.... a■ o ve / ________.........._ 

NIN■A■wommemaimmaul■r.K. 

000 
0 0 

• 0 

CAD 

Woo 
■40.4 

Kr/ 

rA 

.°7°11 °.°71:71:  11711.° 

A 

rioravaragrararm 
unimmummummtmumm 

1111111•1111111111111311M111 ■1111111MUM 
111111111111111111111111111111111111MUMMIIIII 
111111M11111111111111111111111111111M11111111 
11■1111111111111MINMIIIMMIIIIIIMIMI 
11111111111111111111111111111111111.1111MII 

r , mummommison.... _ 
, unnunummumm id* 

immimumm....  
, / imminuminumm joi 

nummmullum• Ilsoll 
II •-•1111111111111111111111111111 MIME p 	II 	-- ..mmur eimIll 
116....m. 
unnEmmillirmlinno... 
mummlummuumummuil 

/ Emmunnummummu L 	mmummummummem ..„ ... 	liummummummanum .... -- 	----simmummun rinik 	 ^......•11.1111.11. 

filliiiiird111111.1.1 
• IIIIMMISMIllarliinnill 

/ 	 111111111■1111111111M111111111111•1111111111 
111■111111111111111•11111111111MIMI11111111 
MMEIMIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIMIIIIIII 

Immm11111111111111111111•11I 
— simmelmluat 

EITIVEIMImmeN. /7,1111M1111111•1111111111111011111Momm 
r mumummummummem 

irem1111M11111101111 

000 
00 

000 
000 
000 

MUM 
1111111 

DIEM 

/ 



, 

M L i 
, 

ALINUI _RM! 

I t- GEAU 
L 	Wv■ DENIIY NLSIOEN I A! 

IA 	MEDIUM DENS! Y RE SIDEN 1 Al 
ML A MEDIUM- L ()W A I 1 ACK 

UENSI I Y EI. ,ior N AI 

Nt. NAL CUMMt HCIAI 

SC SCRVICF COMMCIRCIAi 

INECERWill 
at SEP 05 2006 

G PA:16502_ 
10/19106 PC 



Sincerely, 

ary Leobold, AICP 
Director of Planning 

RIGHT --1121(lient driven 
August 29, 2006 

City of Las Vegas 
Planning and Development Department 
731 South 4' h  Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 
89101 

Dear Ladies/Gentlemen: 

Please accept this letter from Wright Engineers on behalf of our client, Sandstone 
Arches LLC, as the justification for related requests for a General Plan Amendment, a 
Rezoning and a Site Development Plan Review for development of property at 4600 
Rancho Drive (APNtrs138-02-102-005, 006, 007, 008, 009 and 011). 

Our client intends to develop 10 one-story office pads containing a total of 81,240 square 
feet on the site. The site is currently split from a land use and zoning standpoint and the 
General Plan Amendment and Rezoning requests are intended to rectify this situation. 
The two parcels fronting on to Rancho Drive (APNWs138-02-102-007 and 009) are 
currently designated GC (General Commercial), and were zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial); however, the C-2 zoning on 138-02-102-009 (per ZON-1411) elapsed on 
February 19, 2005, leaving R-E (Residence Estates) zoning in its place, and the C-2 
zoning on 138-02-102-007 (per Z-0049-02) is the subject of an Extension of Time 
request (EOT-15595) scheduled for the September 20, 2006 City Council agenda. 

The intent is to seek a General Plan Amendment from GC (General Commercial) to SC 
(Service Commercial), and a conforming Rezoning from the R-E and C-2 districts to C-1 
(Limited Commercial) on these two parcels, to match the existing land use and zoning 
on the other four parcels, which are currently designated as SC and are hard zoned as 
C-1. A Site Development Plan Review for the project is also being submitted. This site 
plan fully conforms to Title 19 regulations. 

This site was the location of a previously approved used car sales lot (SDR-1413) which 
were approved by Las Vegas City Council on February 19, 2003. The current office 
project will not require general commercial land use and zoning, and will be more 
compatible with surrounding residential and office uses than the previous project. The 
current request is for an attractive, one-story office campus that will compliment the 
area. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

c-7.(7.,3 1-74777 -1-77/ 7 
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 OConsent Z Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
REZONING RELATED TO GPA-16502 

ZON-16504 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: SANDSTONE ARCHES, LLC - OWNER: 
GALTAR, LLC - Request for a Rezoning FROM: R-E (RESIDENCE ESTATES) UNDER 
RESOLUTION OF INTENT TO C-2 (GENERAL COMMERCIAL) AND C-2 (GENERAL 
COMMERCIAL) TO: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL) on 4.14 acres at 4600 North Rancho 
Drive (APN 138-02-102-007 and 009), AiiiiiiThe Planning Commission (7-0 vote) 
and staff recommend APPROV 

EIVED BEFORE: 

0 

PROTESTS 	RECEIVED 

Planning Commission 

City Council Meetin 

ect to conditions. 
RECOMMENDA 
The Planning Co 

BACKUP DOCUM 
1. Location and Ae 
2. Conditions and S 
3. Supporting Docum 
4. Justification Letter 

Motion made by STEVEN 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 	 • 	ed: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WE 	, 	BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
See Item 107 for related discussion. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: ZON-16504 - APPLICANT: SANDSTONE ARCHES, LLC - 
OWNER: GALTAR, LLC 

** CONDITIONS ** 

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

Planning and Development 

1. A General Plan Amendment (GPA-16502) to a SC (Service Commercial) Land Use 
Designation approved by the City Council. 

2. A Resolution of Intent with a two-year time limit is hereby granted. 

3. A Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16503) application, if approved by the City of Las 
Vegas is required prior to issuance of any permits, any site grading, and all development 
activity for the site. 

Public Works 

4. Construct all incomplete half-street improvements on Rancho Drive 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. 

5. Landscape and maintain all unimproved right-of-way, if any, on Rancho Drive adjacent to 
this site. 

6. Obtain an Occupancy Permit from the Nevada Department of Transportation for all 
landscaping and private improvements in the Rancho Drive public right-of-way adjacent to 
this site prior to the issuance of any permits. 



ZON-16504 - Conditions Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

7. A Traffic Impact Analysis must be submitted to and approved by the Department of Public 
Works prior to the issuance of any building or grading permits, submittal of any 
construction drawings or the recordation of a Map subdividing this site. Comply with the 
recommendations of the approved Traffic Impact Analysis prior to occupancy of the site. 
The Traffic Impact Analysis shall also include a section addressing Standard Drawings 
#234.1 #234.2 and #234.3 to determine additional right-of-way requirements for bus 
turnouts adjacent to this site, if any; dedicate all areas recommended by the approved 
Traffic Impact Analysis. All additional rights-of-way required by Standard Drawing 
#201.1 for exclusive right turn lanes and dual left turn lanes shall be dedicated prior to or 
concurrent with the commencement of on-site development activities unless specifically 
noted as not required in the approved Traffic Impact Analysis. Phased compliance will be 
allowed if recommended by the approved Traffic Impact Analysis. No recommendation of 
the approved Traffic Impact Analysis, nor compliance therewith, shall be deemed to 
modify or eliminate any condition of approval imposed by the Planning Commission or 
the City Council on the development of this site. 

8. 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. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a request for a Rezoning for a proposed 80,534 square-foot commercial development 
consisting of ten pad sites with single-story buildings on 7.03 acres with a companion General 
Plan Amendment (GPA-16502) and Site Development Plan Review (SDR-15603). 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Related Relevant City Actions by P&D, Fire, Bldg., etc.  
08/21/02 A request for a General Plan Amendment to GC (General Commercial), a 

Rezoning to C-2, and a Special Use Permit for an automobile dealership on a 
portion of this site (GPA-24-02, Z-49-02, U-0076-02) was approved by the 
City Council. Staff and the Planning Commission recommended denial.  
A request for a General Plan Amendment to GC (General Commercial), a 

02/19/03 

	

	Rezoning to C-2, and a Site Development Plan Review for an automobile 
dealership on a portion of this site (GPA-1410/ZON-1411/SDR-1413) was 
approved by the City Council. 	Staff and the Planning Commission 
recommended approval. 	The C-2 (General Commercial) zoning for this 
project has since expired.  

09/20/06 An Extension of Time (EOT-15595) for Z-0049-02 for was approved by the 
City Council.  
The Planning Commission recommended approval of companion items GPA-
16502 and SDR-16503 concurrently with this application. 

The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC 
10/19/06 	Agenda Item #36/jk).  

Pre-Application Meeting  
08/23/06 	At the 	pre-application 	meeting the 	applicant 	was 	informed 	that this 

development should have a one-lot commercial subdivision filed to remove 
parcel lines. 	A throat depth of 32 feet for the commercial driveways is 
required and a traffic impact analysis is also required. 	The applicant was 
informed that the development complies with residential adjacency standards. 
Additionally, the applicant was informed of the setback and parking 
requirements. 

Details of Application Request  
Site Area  
Gross Acres 	4.17  
Net Acres 	4.14 
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Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
Subject Property 	Undeveloped 	GC (General 	R-E (Residence Estates) 

Commercial) 	(ROI C-1), C-1 (Limited 
Commercial), C-2 

(General Commercial)  
North 	 Single-family & 	MLA (Medium Low 	C-2 (General 

Commercial 	Attached) & GC 	Commercial) & R-PD 11 
(General Commercial) 	(Residential Planned 

Development — 11 Units 
Per Acre)  

South 	 Commercial 	SC (Service 	 C-1 (Limited 
Commercial) 	Commercial)  

East 	 Single-family 	 L (Low) 	 R-1 (Single Family 
Residential)  

West 	 Commercial & 	SC (Service 	 C-2 (General 
Undeveloped 	Commercial) 	 Commercial) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  

Special Area Plan 	 X  

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 Y 	 Y  

A-0 Airport Overlay District 	 Y 	 Y  
Trails 	 Y 	 Y  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 N 	N/A  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 N 	N/A  
Project of Regional Significance 	 N 	N/A 

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Per Title 19.08 the followina development standards apply: 
Standard 	 Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  

Min. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 4.1 4 	N/A  

Min. Lot Width 	 100 Feet 	400 Feet 	Y  

Min. Setbacks 
• Front 	 20 Feet 	25 Feet 
• Side 	 10 Feet 	10 Feet 	Y 
• Corner 	 N/A 	 N/A 
• Rear 	 20 Feet 	25 Feet  

Min. Distance Between Buildings 	 N/A 	18 Feet 	Y  
Max. Lot Coverage 	 50% 	20.8% 	Y  
Max. Building Height 	 N/A 	23 Feet 	Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 50 Feet 	300+ Feet 	Y  
Mech. Equipment 	 Screened 	Screened 	Y 
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Per Title 19.08.060 the .following residential adjacency standards apply: 
Residential Adjacency Standards 	 Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  
3:1 proximity slope 	 69 Feet 	190+ Feet 	Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 50 Feet 	300+ Feet 	Y 

Per Title 19.10 & 19.12 the .following landscape standards apply: 
Landscaping and Open Space Standards  

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 
Ratio 	 Trees  

Parking Area 	 1 Tree/6 Spaces 	55 Trees 	55 Trees 	Y  
Buffer: 

Min. Trees 	1 Tree/30 Linear Feet 	59 Trees 	74 Trees 	Y  

TOTAL 	 119 	 129 	 Y  
Min. Zone Width 	 8 Feet & 15 Feet 	 10 Feet & 

20 Feet 	Y  
Wall Height 	 N/A 	 None 	Y 

Per Title 19.10, the . following parking standards apply: 
Parking Requirement  

	

Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Area or 	 Parking 	Parking  

	

Number of 	Parking 	 Handi- 	 Handl- 
Use 	 Units 	 Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
Office 	80,534 SF 	1:300 	262 	7 	258 	10 	No  

SubTotal 	80,534 SF 	 262 	7 	258 	10 	No  
TOTAL 
(including 	80,534 SF 
handicap) 	 262 	7 	258 	10 	No  
Loading 
Spaces 	 4 	 4 	 Yes 

ANALYSIS 

This property is located within the Centennial Hills Sector Plan area. There have been several 
land-use applications filed on this property and the adjacent parcels that comprise the entirety of 
this Site Development Plan Review. The purpose of this request is to create an office 
development consisting of ten buildings and 80,534 square feet of lease space. An associated 
Site Development Plan Review (SDR-16503) is a companion item with this request. The 
Rezoning seeks to reclassify approximately 4.2 acres of this site from R-E (Residence Estates) 
and R-E (Residence Estates) under Resolution of Intent to C-2 (General Commercial) to C-1 
(Limited Commercial). The C-1 (Limited Commercial) zoning requested on the western portion 
of this site is consistent with the eastern portion of the proposed development, which is currently 
zoned C-1 (Limited Commercial). 
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A companion General Plan Amendment (GPA-16502) is also seeking to amend the Centennial 
Hills Sector Plan from GC (General Commercial) to SC (Service Commercial). This property is 
bounded by a pedestrian path (trail) along the Rancho Drive frontage. The site plan for the 
proposed development is showing an adequate landscape buffer and a five-foot sidewalk, thereby 
meeting the requirements of a pedestrian path. 

The site is extensively landscaped. The proposed development will have Texas Honey Mesquite 
trees throughout the site. The Rancho Drive and Torrey Pines Drive street frontages have trees 
spaced approximately 20 feet on center where 30 feet on center is required, while the interior 
property lines have trees spaced 30 feet on center, as required by code. Shrubbery and ground 
cover for the site includes Shrubby Senna, Bush Morning Glory, Desert Broom, and Red Yucca. 
The buildings have extensive foundational landscaping with shrubbery surrounding each 
building. 

The site has an access point on Rancho Drive and a secondary access on Torrey Pines Drive. 
There are 269 parking spaces for the site, which is one stall less than required by code, to which 
the applicant has indicated that they will be incorporating covered parking. This will eliminate 
the need for landscape fingers within a portion of the parking lot, thereby allowing for additional 
parking spaces in order to meet code. The site will provide ten handicapped parking spaces, 
three more than required by code. The four loading spaces meet code requirements and the 
development incorporates three trash enclosures for the development. The applicant hasn't 
shown signs for this development and it should be noted that all signage for this project will have 
to meet the requirements for the C-1 (Limited Commercial) zoning district. 

FINDINGS 

In order to approve a Rezoning application, pursuant to Title 19.18.040, the Planning 
Commission or City Council must affirm the following: 

1. "The proposal conforms to the General Plan." 

This proposal conforms to the General Plan and, in fact, is a down zoning and a reduction 
in intensity of a previously approved use on this site. 

2. "The uses which would be allowed on the subject property by approving the rezoning 
will be compatible with the surrounding land uses and zoning districts." 

The proposed development will be less intense that the previously approved use on the 
western portion of the site. Moreover, the proposed use is compatible with the adjacent 
BLM office to the north, along Torrey Pines Drive and the adjacent shopping center to the 
south, along Rancho Drive. 
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3. "Growth and development factors in the community indicate the need for or 
appropriateness of the rezoning." 

This property is an infill site that has had previous land-use approvals more intense than 
the proposed development. Therefore, the approval of a development less intense than 
what has been previously approved is appropriate. 

4. "Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate 
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed zoning district." 

Rancho Drive and Torrey Pines Drive will not be negatively affected by this development. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	9 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  1 

SENATE DISTRICT 	4 

NOTICES MAILED 	319 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	0 

PROTESTS 	 0 



Subscribed and sworn before me 

Vicir ,20 

Notary Publ.-1pin and for said County and State 

a. 
LANNINC & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: ZON-16504 A PN: 138-02-102-007 and 009 

Name of Property Owner: Galtar, LLC 

Name of Applicant:  Sandstone Arches, 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 	 12 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: 

Print Name: hs 	IlfNiz  

Revised 12-03-04 

16■111641611■464606•41641641611641111  

I • or.- .:4"„. 	A. FRIEDMAN 
■ Notary Public, Stab at Reads 

.• 	Appointment No. 03-83037-1 4   
My Appt. Expires Aug 7, 2007 

r 	11 
itterestpdf 	! • 

SEP 05 7.U33 	.) 
\depoMpplication Packet \Statement of 
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Sincerely, 

ary Leobold, AICP 
Director of Planning 

RIGHT  
client driven 

August 29, 2006 

City of Las Vegas 
Planning and Development Department 
731 South 4 th  Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 
89101 

Dear Ladies/Gentlemen: 

Please accept this letter from Wright Engineers on behalf of our client, Sandstone 
Arches LLC, as the justification for related requests for a General Plan Amendment, a 
Rezoning and a Site Development Plan Review for development of property at 4600 
Rancho Drive (APNifs138-02-102-005, 006, 007, 008, 009 and 011). 

Our client intends to develop 10 one-story office pads containing a total of 81,240 square 
feet on the site. The site is currently split from a land use and zoning standpoint and the 
General Plan Amendment and Rezoning requests are intended to rectify this situation. 
The two parcels fronting on to Rancho Drive (APNWs138-02-102-007 and 009) are 
currently designated GC (General Commercial), and were zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial); however, the C-2 zoning on 138-02-102-009 (per ZON-1411) elapsed on 
February 19, 2005, leaving R-E (Residence Estates) zoning in its place, and the C-2 
zoning on 138-02-102-007 (per Z-0049-02) is the subject of an Extension of Time 
request (EOT-15595) scheduled for the September 20, 2006 City Council agenda. 

The intent is to seek a General Plan Amendment from GC (General Commercial) to SC 
(Service Commercial), and a conforming Rezoning from the R-E and C-2 districts to C-1 
(Limited Commercial) on these two parcels, to match the existing land use and zoning 
on the other four parcels, which are currently designated as SC and are hard zoned as 
C-1. A Site Development Plan Review for the project is also being submitted. This site 
plan fully conforms to Title 19 regulations. 

This site was the location of a previously approved used car sales lot (SDR-1413) which 
were approved by Las Vegas City Council on February 19, 2003. The current office 
project will not require general commercial land use and zoning, and will be more 
compatible with surrounding residential and office uses than the previous project. The 
current request is for an attractive, one-story office campus that will compliment the 
area. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

---)
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BACKUP DOCUMMTATI 
1. Location and Aerid 
2. Conditions and Sta 
3. Supporting Document 
4. Justification Letter 
5. Revised Justification Letter 
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 EConsent Z Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW RELATED TO GPA-16502 AND ZON-16504 

SDR-16503 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: SANDSTONE ARCHES, LLC - OWNER: 
MERHI GHASSAN AND GALTAR, LLC - Request for a Site Development Plan Review FOR 
A PROPOSED 81,240 SQUARE FOOT COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT CONSISTING OF 
10 PAD SITES WITH SINGLE-STORY BUILDINGS on 7.03 acres at 4600 North Rancho 
Drive (APN 138-02-102-005 through 009 ,,,. - " 	, .? - (Residence Estates) Zone under 
Resolution of Intent to C-2 (Gener.. • .-. -rcia 	• - . •1:,-1 (Limited Commercial) Zone 
[PROPOSED: C-1 (Limited C.),- -mid) Zia A \ .swil: 6 oiRo21 	e Planning Commission (7- 
0 vote) and staff recommet ReiÃ oiloppri 	1,<( 
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City Council Meeti 

RECOMMENDA 
The Planning Conmisision (71,1111*) aid titf 4101ffilinfikallp7VAL, 44iject to conditions. 

Motion made by STEVEN D. ROSS to APTSMEMIr—ect to conditions 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
See Item 107 for related discussion. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: SDR-16503 - APPLICANT: SANDSTONE ARCHES, LLC - 
OWNER: GALTAR, LLC 

** CONDITIONS ** 

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

Plannink and Development 

I. 	Conformance to the Conditions of Approval for Rezoning (ZON-16504) and General Plan 
Amendment (GPA-16502), 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 building elevations, date stamped 
09/05/06, and landscape and site plan, date stamped 10/17/06 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. 
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8. All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title 
19.12.040. 

9. 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. 

10. 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. 

11. This property is listed on the Las Vegas Historic Property Register and is therefore subject. 

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

Public Works  

13. Coordinate with the City Surveyor to discuss mapping options for this site. 

14. Dedicate 40 feet of right-of-way adjacent to this site for Torrey Pines Drive prior to the 
issuance of any permits or, alternatively, in conjunction with a subdivision map for this 
site. 

15. Construct all incomplete half-street improvements on Torrey Pines Drive 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. 

16. A Traffic Impact Analysis must be submitted to and approved by the Department of Public 
Works prior to the issuance of any building or grading permits, submittal of any 
construction drawings or the recordation of a Map subdividing this site. Comply with the 
recommendations of the approved Traffic Impact Analysis prior to occupancy of the site. 
The Traffic Impact Analysis shall also include a section addressing Standard Drawings 
#234.1 #234.2 and #234.3 to determine additional right-of-way requirements for bus 
turnouts adjacent to this site, if any; dedicate all areas recommended by the approved 
Traffic Impact Analysis. All additional rights-of-way required by Standard Drawing 
#201.1 for exclusive right turn lanes and dual left turn lanes shall be dedicated prior to or 
concurrent with the commencement of on-site development activities unless specifically 
noted as not required in the approved Traffic Impact Analysis. Phased compliance will be 
allowed if recommended by the approved Traffic Impact Analysis. No recommendation of 
the approved Traffic Impact Analysis, nor compliance therewith, shall be deemed to 
modify or eliminate any condition of approval imposed by the Planning Commission or 
the City Council on the development of this site. 
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17. 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. 

18. Driveways shall be designed, located and constructed in accordance with Standard 
Drawing #222a and shall meet the approval of the Nevada Department of Transportation 
for all driveways accessing Rancho Drive. 

19. 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. 

20. Meet with the Fire Protection Engineering Section of the Department of Fire Services to 
discuss fire requirements for the proposed use of this facility. The design and layout of all 
onsite private circulation and access drives shall meet the approval of the Department of 
Fire Services. 

21. Site development to comply with all applicable conditions of approval for ZON-16504 and 
all other site-related actions. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a request for a Site Development Plan Review for a proposed 80,534 square-foot 
commercial development consisting of ten pad sites with single-story buildings on 7.03 acres 
with a companion General Plan Amendment (GPA-16502) and Rezoning (ZON-15604). 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
Related Rein, 	 , 	

4.  

A request for a General Plan Amendment to GC (General Commercial), a 
08/21/02 Rezoning to C-2 (General Commercial), and a Special Use Permit for an 

automobile dealership on a portion of this site (GPA-24-02, Z-49-02, U-0076- 
02) was approved by the City Council. Staff and the Planning Commission 
recommended denial.  

02/i 9/03 A request for a General Plan Amendment to GC (General Commercial), a 
Rezoning to C-2, and a Site Development Plan Review for an automobile 
dealership on a portion of this site (GPA-1410/ZON-1411/SDR-1413) was 
approved by the City Council. Staff and the Planning Commission 
recommended approval. The C-2 zoning for this project has since expired.  

09/20/06 An Extension of Time (EOT-15595) for Z-0049-02 for was approved by the 
City Council.  
The Planning Commission recommended approval of companion items GPA-
16502 and ZON-16504 concurrently with this application. 

The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC 
10/19/06 	Agenda hem #37/jk).  
Ireca 	Me  
08/23/06 	At 	the 	pre-application 	meeting 	the 	applicant 	was 	informed that 	this 

development should have a one-lot commercial subdivision filed to remove 
parcel lines. 	A throat depth of 32 feet for the commercial driveways is 
required and a traffic impact analysis is also required. 	The applicant was 
informed that the development complies with residential adjacency standards. 
Additionally, the applicant was informed of the setback and parking 

. requirements.  
Details of Application Request  
Site Area 	

. 

Gross Acres 	7.03 
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Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
Subject Property 	Undeveloped 	GC (General 	R-E (Residence Estates) 

Commercial) 	(ROT C-1), C-1 (Limited 
Commercial), C-2 

(General Commercial) 

North 	 Single-family & 	MLA (Medium Low 	C-2 & R-PD1 1 
Commercial 	Attached) & GC 

(General Commercial) 

South 	 Commercial 	SC (Service 	 C-I (Limited 
Commercial) 	 Commercial)  

East 	 Single-family 	 L (Low) 	 R-1 (Single Family 
Residential)  

West 	 Commercial & 	SC (Service 	 C-2 (General 
Undeveloped 	Commercial) 	 Commercial) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan 	 x  
Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 Y 	 Y  

A-0 Airport Overlay District 	 Y 	 Y  
Trails 	 Y 	 Y  

Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 N 	N/A  

Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 N 	N/A  
Project of Regional Significance 	 N 	N/A 

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Per Title 19.0g the following.: development standards appiv: _ 	. 
Standard 	 Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  
Min. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 4.14 	N/A  

Min. Lot Width 	 100 Feet 	400 Feet 	Y  
Min. Setbacks 

• Front 	 20 Feet 	25 Feet 
• Side 	 10 Feet 	10 Feet 	y 
• Corner 	 N/A 	N/A 
• Rear 	 20 Feet 	25 Feet  

Min. Distance Between Buildings 	 N/A 	18 Feet 	Y  
Max. Lot Coverage 	 50% 	20.8% 	Y 
Max. Building Height 	 N/A 	23 Feet 	Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 50 Feet 	300+ Feet 	Y  
Mech. Equipment 	 Screened 	Screened 	Y 
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Per Title 19.08.060 the following residential adjacency standards apply: 

Residential Adjacency Standards 	 Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  
3:1 proximity slope 	 69 Feet 	190+ Feet 	Y  
Trash Enclosure 	 50 Feet 	300+ Feet 	Y 

Per Title 19.10 & 19.12 the following landscape standards apply: 
Landscaping and Open Space Standards  

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 
Ratio 	 Trees  

Parking Area 	1 Tree/6 Spaces 	55 Trees 	55 Trees 	Y  
Buffer: 

Min. Trees 	1 Tree/30 Linear Feet 	59 Trees 	74 Trees 	Y  
TOTAL 	 114 	 129 	 Y  
Min. Zone Width 	 8 Feet & 15 Feet 	 10 Feet & 

20 Feet 	Y  
Wall Height 	 N/A 	 None 	Y 

Per Title 19.10. the following parking standards apply: 
Parking Requirement  

	

Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Area or 	 Parking 	Parking  

	

Number of 	Parking 	 Handi- 	 Handi- 
Use 	 Units 	Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
Office 	 80.534 SF 	1:300 	262 	7 	258 	I() 	No  

SubTotal 	80,534 SF 	 262 	7 	258 	10 	No  

TOTAL 
(including 	80,534 SF 
handicap) 	 262 	7 	258 	10 	No  
Loading Spaces 	4 	 4 	 Yes 

ANALYSIS 

This property is located within the Centennial Hills Sector Plan area. There have been several 
land-use applications filed on this property and the adjacent parcels that comprise the entirety of 
this Site Development Plan Review. The purpose of this request is to create an office 
development consisting of ten buildings and 80,534 square feet of lease space. An associated 
Rezoning (ZON-16504) is a companion item with this request. The Rezoning seeks to reclassify 
approximately 4.2 acres of this site from R-E (Residence Estates) and R-E (ROI to C-2) to C-1 
(Limited Commercial). The C-1 (Limited Commercial) zoning requested on the western portion 
of this site is consistent with the eastern portion of the proposed development, which is currently 
zoned C-1 (Limited Commercial). 
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A companion General Plan Amendment (GPA-16502) is also seeking to amend the Centennial 
Hills Sector Plan from GC (General Commercial) to SC (Service Commercial). This property is 
bounded by a pedestrian path (trail) along the Rancho Drive frontage. The site plan for the 
proposed development is showing an adequate landscape buffer and a five-foot sidewalk, thereby 
meeting the requirements of a pedestrian path. 

The site is extensively landscaped. The proposed development will have Texas Honey Mesquite 
trees throughout the site. The Rancho Drive and Torrey Pines Drive street frontages have trees 
spaced approximately 20 feet on center where 30 feet on center is required, while he interior 
property lines have trees spaced 30 feet on center, as required by code. Shrubbery and ground 
cover for the site includes Shrubby Sienna, Bush Morning Glory, Desert Broom, and Red Yucca. 
The buildings have extensive foundational landscaping with shrubbery surrounding each 
building. 

The site has an access point on Rancho Drive and a secondary access on Torrey Pines Drive. 
There are 269 parking spaces for the site, which is one stall less than required by code, to which 
the applicant has indicated that they will be incorporating covered parking, which will eliminate 
the need for landscape fingers within a portion of the parking lot, thereby allowing for additional 
parking spaces in order to meet code. The site will provide ten handicapped parking spaces, 
three more than required by code. The four loading spaces meet code requirements and the 
development incorporates three trash enclosures for the development. The applicant hasn't 
shown signs for this development and it should be noted that all signage for this project will have 
to meet the requirements for the C-1 (Limited Commercial) zoning district. 

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 will be less intense that the previously approved use on the 
western portion of the site. Moreover, the proposed use is compatible with the adjacent 
BLM office to the north, along Torrey Pines Drive and the adjacent shopping center to the 
south, along Rancho Drive. 

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; 

The proposed development will be a reduction in the intensity of what the General Plan 
permits for the western portion of the site. The design of the project meets or exceeds the 
landscape and buffer standards. 
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3. Site access and circulation do not negatively impact adjacent roadways or 
neighborhood traffic; 

Access to the site will be attained via Rancho Drive, a 120-foot wide Primary Arterial and 
Torrey Pines Drive, an 80-foot wide Secondary Collector street, as designated by the 
Master Plan of Streets and Highways, which should not be negatively affected by this 
development. 

4. Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area and for the City; 

The building and landscape materials for the proposed development will benefit the area 
ty developing an infill site. 

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; 

The design of the buildings is attractive and will utilize earth-tone colors in the brown and 
tan range. Additionally, a slate veneer will be applied as a wainscot in some areas of the 
building and will be applied to the entire façade or the entry of the buildings. 

6. Appropriate measures are taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and 
general welfare. 

The health, safety, and general welfare of this area will not be jeopardized by this 
development. Development of this site will eliminate an undeveloped parcel that could 
attract vagrants. 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION 

The Planning Commission amended condition #3 as shown. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED  9 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  1 

SENATE DISTRICT 	4 

NOTICES MAILED 	319 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 



Subscribed and sworn before me 

This 	C.) day, ,20 

Notary Publ 

Revised 12-03-04 

and for said County and State 

3 LANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: SDR-16503  AM: 138-02-102-006 

Name of Property Owner: Merhi Ghassan 

Name of Applicant:  Sandstone Arches, 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 	 DI 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: 

Print Name: 6, k qssANI ihc/ k 

•:;11 ,, 	A. FRIEDMAN 
,-;;.*: Notary PuNc. Stela of Nevada 

Appointment No. 03-83037-1 
My Appt. Expires Aug 7, 2007 ,  

loweneepowerwerimpmerveomer 

1 \depo0Application PackeaSta or Financial lnterestpdf 

SEP 05 20:3 



Di 

164641161dlimaild1"1"161164111dh".1A. FRIEDMAN 

/VS 0 4611 ,1, I Appointment No. 03-83037- I 
My Appt. Expires A 7, 2007 

t*V'  Notary Pubk, State of Nevada 

This in iki4) r  , 20 CC, 

Notary/PO:Tic in and for said County and State 

LANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: SDR-16503 A PN:  138-02-102-005, -007, -008, -009 and -011  

Name of Property Owner: Galtar, LLC 

Name of Applicant:  Sandstone Arches, 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 	 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: 	 .  

Print Name: 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

C-- 1'Na.SS ivy  

Revised 12-03-04 BdepoMpplication PackeAS 

ji 
ern of Financial interestpdf , 

SEP 0 5 2036 _ 
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SDR 16503  
Sandstone Arches, LLC  

ES Rancho, S of Lone Mountain 

Proposed 81.24 thousand s uare foot office development.  

Traffic produced by proposed development:  

New Use 	 DESCRIPTION 	 NUNIT 	RATE/N 	TOTAL 
UNIT  

Average Daily Traffic 	GENERAL OFFICE BUILDING [1000 SF] 	81.24 	11.01 	894 
(ADT)  
AM Peak Hour 	 1.55 	126 	_ 
PM Peak Hour 	 1.49 	121  
(heaviest 60 minutes) 

	.... 
Existing traffic on all nearby streets:  

Rancho Drive  
Average Daily Traffic 	 28,127 
(ADT)  
PM Peak Hour 	 2250  

(heaviest 60 minutes) 

Lone Mountain Road  
Average Daily Traffic 	 15,268 
(ADT)  
PM Peak Hour 	 1221  

(heaviest 60 minu(es) 

Torrey Pines Drive 
Average Daily Traffic 	 2,560 
(ADT)  
PM Peak Hour 	 205  

(heaviest 60 minutes) 

Traffic Capacity of adjacent streets:  

Adjacent street ADT  
Capacity 

Rancho Drive 	 51700  
Lone Mountain Road 	 32585  
Torrey Pines Drive 	 32585  

This project will add approximately 894 trips per day on Rancho, Lone Mountain and Torrey Pines.  
This will increase expected volumes on Rancho by about 3 percent, on Lone Mountain by about 6 percent and 
on Torrey Pines by about 35 percent. Rancho is at about 54 percent of capacity. Lone Mountain is at about  
47 percent of capacity and Torrey Pines is at about 8 percent of capacity.  

Based on Peak Hour use, this development will add roughly 121 additional 



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

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

ary Leobold, AICP 
Director of Planning 

inRIGHT  

August 29, 2006 

City of Las Vegas 
Planning and Development Department 
731 South 4 1h  Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 
89101 

Dear Ladies/Gentlemen: 

Please accept this letter from Wright Engineers on behalf of our client, Sandstone 
Arches LLC, as the justification for related requests for a General Plan Amendment, a 
Rezoning and a Site Development Plan Review for development of property at 4600 
Rancho Drive (APNWs138-02-102-005, 006, 007, 008, 009 and 011). 

Our client intends to develop 10 one-story office pads containing a total of 81,240 square 
feet on the site. The site is currently split from a land use and zoning standpoint and the 
General Plan Amendment and Rezoning requests are intended to rectify this situation. 
The two parcels fronting on to Rancho Drive (APNIfs138-02-102-007 and 009) are 
currently designated GC (General Commercial), and were zoned C-2 (General 
Commercial); however, the C-2 zoning on 138-02-102-009 (per ZON-1411) elapsed on 
February 19, 2005, leaving R-E (Residence Estates) zoning in its place, and the C-2 
zoning on 138-02-102-007 (per Z-0049-02) is the subject of an Extension of Time 
request (EOT-15595) scheduled for the September 20, 2006 City Council agenda. 

The intent is to seek a General Plan Amendment from GC (General Commercial) to SC 
(Service Commercial), and a conforming Rezoning from the R-E and C-2 districts to C-1 
(Limited Commercial) on these two parcels, to match the existing land use and zoning 
on the other four parcels, which are currently designated as SC and are hard zoned as 
C-1. A Site Development Plan Review for the project is also being submitted. This site 
plan fully conforms to Title 19 regulations. 

This site was the location of a previously approved used car sales lot (SDR-1413) which 
were approved by Las Vegas City Council on February 19, 2003. The current office 
project will not require general commercial land use and zoning, and will be more 
compatible with surrounding residential and office uses than the previous project. The 
current request is for an attractive, one-story office campus that will compliment the 
area. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

ia 
RECFEW7,-(11 

SEP 0 5 2005 
$DR716503 
10/19/06 PC 

[Client driven 



ary L4obold, AICP 

c. 	Jim Davis SDR-16503 
REVISED 

10119106 PC 

RIGHT 
;client driven 

October 16, 2006 
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7425 Peak Di ■ ve 

Las Vegas, NV 89128 

(p) 702.933.700C/ 

Ill 702.933.7001 

800.933 7611 

wi.ghtengineet s con, 

City of Las Vegas 
Planning and Development Department 
731 S. Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Attention: Mr. Doug Rankin 

Subject: 	SDR-16503 [Sandstone Arches LLC] 

Dear Mr. Rankin 

As we have discussed recently, minor revisions have been made to this project, to improve the 
quality of the site plan and to address concerns raised by staff. The minor changes on the 
enclosed plans are as follows: 

• The two buildings directly facing Rancho Drive have been slightly reconfigured to be 
symmetrical with each other, instead of having a larger and a smaller building. This has 
resulted in a slight reduction of floor space for the overall project. This redesign has very 
slightly shifted the drive aisle entrance from Rancho. This entrance still meets 222A 
standards. 

• The parking area at the east end of the site has been slightly reconfigured to pick up 
additional parking spaces. There are now more spaces than required by Code. 

• We have added two more trash enclosure areas, for a total of three areas. 
• The landscape plan has been modified to be based on the revised site plan. 

These changes address comments made by staff and improve the overall quality of the 
development while not materially impacting the design. We ask that you include these revised 
plans in the packets for Thursday's Planning Commission meeting, and to make the appropriate 
condition change (condition #4) regarding the date stamp of these revised plans. 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Warm regards, 

WRIGHT ENGINEERS 

Revised Site and Landscaping Plans 



/44 NM, 	Agenda Item No.: 110. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 

SUBJECT: 	 • 
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 

El Consent Z Discussion 

GPA-17129 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: PRAYER CENTER REVIVAL 
CRUSADE MINISTRIES - Request for a Rezoning FROM: MLA (MEDIUM-LOW 
ATTACHED DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) TO: PF (PUBLIC FACILITIES) on 0.69 acres at 
1316 and 1352 Miller Avenue and 1329 West Carey Avenue (APNs 139-21-510-007, 073 and 
074), Ward 5 (Weekly). The Planning csigoissiesakyote) and staff recommend 
APPROVAL 

PROTESTS RECEIVED  

Planning Commission 

City Council Meetin 

0 

RECOMMENDATION: 
The Planning Co 

BACKUP DOCUM 
1. Location and Ae 
2. Conditions (Not 
3. Supporting Docuni 
4. Justification Letter 

Motion made by LAWRE 

ect to conditions. 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 	 • 	ed: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WE 	, 	BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
MELVIN GREEN, 3305 West Spring Mountain Road, Suite 92, appeared on behalf of the 
applicant and agreed with staffs recommendation. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: GPA-17129 - APPLICANT/OWNER: PRAYER CENTER 
REVIVAL CRUSADE MINISTRIES 

** CONDITIONS ** 

The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL. 



GPA-17129 - Staff Report Page One 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a request to amend the Southeast Sector Plan from MLA (Medium-Low Attached Density 
Residential) to PF (Public Facilities) on 0.69 acres at 1316 and 1352 Miller Avenue and 1329 
West Carey Avenue. There are two companion items (ZON-16632 & SDR-15034) to Rezone 
this land to C-V (Civic) and a Site Development Plan Review for the expansion of an existing 
church. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

,  
The applicant was informed at the pre-application meeting that rezoning the 

06/19/06 C-1 (Limited Commercial) and C-2 (General Commercial) zoned parcels to 
R-2 (Medium-Low Density Residential) with a Special Use Permit for the 
Church and a Site Development Plan Review were necessary. Additionally, 
the applicant was informed that a Project of Regional Significance 
Questionnaire would be required for this project. 	The applicant was also 
informed of the setback requirements for the zoning district. 	Public Works 
informed the applicant about the required dedications and drainage issues.  

09/19/06 The applicant was informed that by requesting a General Plan Amendment 
and a Rezoning to the C-V (Civic) zoning district would eliminate the need 
for a Special Use Permit and the Variance the applicant originally filed. This 
project is no longer a Project of Regional Significance since the Special Use 
Permit has been eliminated.  
The Planning Commission recommended approval of companion items ZON-
16632 and SDR-15034 concurrently with this application. 

The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC 
10/19/06 	Agenda Item #49/jk)  

10/09/06 	A neighborhood meeting was held on Monday, October 9, 2006 at 6:00 p.m. 
at the Prayer Center Revival Church, 1316 Miller Avenue, Las Vegas, 
Nevada. There were two people representing the applicant, one staff member 
from Planning & Development in attendance. No members of the public 
came to participate in the meeting. 



GPA-17129 - Staff Report Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

Details of Application Request  
Site Area  
Net Acre', 0.69 

Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
C-1 (Limited 

MLA (Medium Low 	Commercial) & 
Subject Property 	Church 	 Attached) 	C-2 (General 

Commercial)  
Government 	City of North Las 

North 	Facility 	 Vegas 	 C-1 (North Las Vegas)  
C-2 (General 

Undeveloped & 	 Commercial) & 
South 	Single-family 	MLA (Medium Low 	R-2 (Medium-Low 

Residential 	Attached) 	 Density Residential)  
Undeveloped & 	MLA (Medium Low 	C-2 (General 

East 	Single-family 	Attached) & SC 	Commercial) & R-2 
Residential 	(Service 	 (Medium-Low Density 

Commercial) 	Residential)  
C-2 (General 

Undeveloped & 	MLA (Medium Low 	Commercial) & R-2 
West 	Tavern 	 Attached) & SC 	(Medium-Low Density 

(Service 	 Residential) 
Commercial) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan  

Redevelopment Plan Area 	 N 	N/A  
West Las Vegas Plan 	 Y 	 Y  

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 Y  

C-V Civic District 	 Y  
A-0 Airport Overlay District 	 Y 	 Y  

Trails 	 N 	N/A  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 N 	N/A  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 N 	N/A  
Project of Regional Significance 	 N 	N/A 



GPA-17129 - Staff Report Page Three 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Per Title 19.06, the following development standards apply: 
Provided 	Compliance  

Min. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 0.68 ac 	Y or N  
Min. Lot Width 	 N/A 	 244 Feet 	Y or N  
Min. Setbacks 

• Front 	 N/A 	32.75 Feet 
• Side 	 N/A 	55.5 Feet 	 N/A 
• Corner 	 N/A 	8 Feet 
• Rear 	 N/A 	11 Feet  

Min. Distance Between Buildings 	 N/A 	 N/A 	 N/A  
Max. Lot Coverage 	 N/A 	 24.6% 	 N/A  
Max. Building Height 	 N/A 	 28.75 Feet 	N/A  
Trash Enclosure 	 N/A 	 7 Feet 	 N/A  
Mech. Equipment 	 N/A 	 N/A 

Per Title 19.12. the follovi'im; landscape requirements applv: 
Landscaping and Open Space Standards  

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 
Ratio 	 Trees  

Parking Area 	N/A Trees/Space 	 N/A 	 Zero 	N/A  
Buffer: 

Min. Trees 	N/A Trees/Linear Feet 	N/A 	 39 	N/A  

TOTAL 	 N/A 	 N/A 	 42 	N/A  
3 Feet/ 

Min. Zone Width 	 N/A 	 12 .4 Feet 	N/A  

Wall Height 	 N/A 	 N/A 	N/A 

Per Title 19.10, the . following parking standards apply: 

Parking Requirement  
Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Area or 	 Parking 	Parking  
Number of 	Parking 	 Handi - 	 Handi- 

Use 	 Units 	Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
Church , 7,423 sq. ft. N/A N/A 36 2 Y  
SubTotal  
TOTAL 
(including 
handicap)  
Loading 
Spaces 	_ N/A 



GPA-17129 - Staff Report Page Four 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

ANALYSIS 

The purpose of this application is to change the Southeast Sector Plan from MLA (Medium Low 
Attached) to P-F (Public Facilities). There are companion applications for a Rezoning (ZON-
16632) to reclassify 0.68 acres from C-1 and C-2 to C-V and a Site Development Review Plan 
(SDR-15034) for the expansion of an existing 1,664 square-foot church to a 7,423 square-foot 
church. This property is located within the West Las Vegas Plan Area, which is a plan for 
neighborhood revitalization by halting and revising the decline of some older areas by stabilizing 
and improving this area via protecting the area from the intrusion of incompatible non-residential 
land uses. 

The building construction will consist of CMU block and stucco with stucco and wood trim. The 
building field will be painted in a light blue color with accent and trim colors in a dark blue. The 
roofing materials used in this project will consist of slate shingles and the color of the slate is a 
medium-toned gray. The landscaping for this site will consist of Raywood Ash, Mondel Pine, 
and Modesto Ash trees, and a ground cover of Green Desert Spoon, Trailing Indigo Bush, 
Fortnight Lilly, and Red Hesperaloe. 

FINDINGS 

Section 19.18.030.1 of the Las Vegas Zoning Code requires that the following conditions be met 
in order to justify a General Plan Amendment: 

1. The density and intensity of the proposed General Plan Amendment is compatible with the 
existing adjacent land use designations, 

2. The zoning designations allowed by the proposed amendment will be compatible with the 
existing adjacent land uses or zoning districts, 

3. There are adequate transportation, recreation, utility, and other facilities to accommodate 
the uses and densities permitted by the proposed General Plan Amendment; and 

4. The proposed amendment conforms to other applicable adopted plans and policies that 
include approved neighborhood plans. 

In regard to "1": 

The proposed development is consistent with the General Plan and will be a much need addition to 
the area by helping to revitalize this portion of the West Las Vegas Plan Area. 
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In regard to "2": 

The zoning and the proposed development is consistent and compatible with surrounding area. 
Additionally, this development will significantly improve the design of the existing building and the 
landscaping of the property, which currently doesn't have landscaping on it. 

In regard to "3": 

Since this is a small church, the affect to the existing roadways should not be significant. Moreover, 
the church, being more of a neighborhood church, is situated such that people in the neighborhood 
can easily walk to church without affecting the existing street system. 

In regard to "4": 

The proposed amendment conforms to the adopted plans and the West Las Vegas Plan Area. 
Moreover, Goal 6 of the West Las Vegas Plan is addressed as two of the three parcels are 
undeveloped or in disrepair. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	9 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  13 

SENATE DISTRICT 	9 

NOTICES MAILED 	252 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	0 

PROTESTS 	 0 



Li Yes rg,K/0 

City Official: 

Partner(s): 

APN 

Signature of Property Owner: 

Pripine: rd& 40C /4 arreti 

Subscribed and sworn befor 

Puttt.h.• 
OF WEVADA 

Mat 
(ILA' 

r '1: 

Iii 
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: PA-17129 ApN:  1.5f 21 -57o -073> ,071, 009-, 

Name of Property Owner:  4 Asee 62 pan e. 

Name of Applicant:  14/1 leC 14444.11.  

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? 

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. 

This Z(.; day of S. , 1  ;VT itV 	20 

Notary Public in and for said County and State 

r:\dcMpphauon  Packet \Statement or Financial I nIcrest.pd Revised 12-03-04 
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Melvin D. Green, A1A, NCARB 
Owner 
Melvin Green Architect, Ltd. GPA-17129 

10/19/06 PC 

DO DD 
0 El 

0 MELVIN GREEN ARCHITECT, LIMITED 

September 26, 2006 

Planning and Development Department 
Development Services 
731 South 4th  Street 

RE: 	REVISED Justification Letter for APN 139-215-100-07, 139-215-100-073 and 074, for 
General Plan Amendment Submittal. 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Melvin Green Architect, Ltd., acting as authorized agent for the applicant/property owners, are 
pleased to submit this justification letter in support of our request for General Plan Amendment 
Submittal for the above-referenced project. There is an existing church on the proposed project 
location. 

The proposed project consists of a single-storey, 7,423 sq. ft. church, fully described in the 
Architectural exhibits that are part of the Site Development Review. 

The proposed church will be compatible with the surrounding area. The main building entrance 
will be located adjacent to Lexington Street. Landscaping compliments the building exterior 
facade. Additional intense landscaping will be added to screen the proposed parking lot. 

General Plan Amendment 

We are requesting a change from MLA to Public Facility to allow the expansion of an existing 
church; CV zoning is allowed in a Public Facility designation. The Church will not create any 
adverse to the community and will be in conformance with CV zoning requirements. 

If you have any questions or comments regarding this matter, please feel free to contact my 
office. 

Thank you, 

3305 WEST SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD, SUITE 92 	LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102 
PHONE: 702.362.8974 	FAX: 702.364.9406 	email: mgreen@mgci.com  
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The Planning Co 
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2. Conditions and S 
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Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abg 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENC 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, ST 
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Mtg. 
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ject to conditions. 

, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
S; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 

0 

eizly tm, veism Agenda Item No.: 111. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 []Consent [E] Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
REZONING RELATED TO GPA-17129 

ZON-16632 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: PRAYER CENTER REVIVAL 
CRUSADE MINISTRIES - Request for a Rezoning FROM: C-1 (LIMITED COMMERCIAL) 
AND C-2 (GENERAL COMMERCIAL) TO: C-V (CIVIC) on 0.69 acres at 1316 and 1352 
Miller Avenue and 1329 West Carey Avenue (APNs 139-21-510-007, 073 and 074), Ward 5 
(Weekly). The Planning Commission (7,-,Iyahrjesil liggf recommend APPROVAL 

Minutes: 
See Item 110 for related discussion. 
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C4 1,44 veie44 
AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: ZON-16632 - APPLICANT/OWNER: PRAYER CENTER 
REVIVAL CRUSADE MINISTRIES 

** CONDITIONS ** 

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

Plannin2 and Development 

1. A General Plan Amendment (GPA-17129) to a P-F (Public Facilities) Land Use 
Designation approved by the City Council. 

2. A Resolution of Intent with a two-year time limit is hereby granted. 

3. A Site Development Plan Review (SDR-15034) application, if approved by the City of Las 
Vegas is required prior to issuance of any permits, any site grading, and all development 
activity for the site. 

Public Works 

4. Dedicate a 20-foot radius on the northwest corner of Miller Avenue and Lexington Street 
and an additional 5-foot for a total radius of 25 feet on the southwest corner of Carey 
Avenue and Lexington Street prior to the issuance of any permits; coordinate with the 
Right-of-Way Section of the Department of Public Works for assistance in the preparation 
of appropriate documents. 

5. 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. 

6. Meet with the Flood Control Section of the Department of Public Works for assistance 
with establishing finished floor elevations and drainage patterns 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. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a request to Rezone from C-1 (Limited Commercial) and C-2 (General Commercial) to 
C-V (Civic) on 0.69 acres at 1316 and 1352 Miller Avenue and 1329 West Carey Avenue. There 
are two companion items (GPA-17129 & SDR-15034) to Amend the Southeast Sector Plan on 
this land to P-F (Public Facilities) and a Site Development Plan Review for the expansion of an 
existing church. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

,,Pre-Application Meeting  
The applicant was informed at the pre-application meeting that rezoning the 

06/19/06 C-1 (Limited Commercial) and C-2 (General Commercial) zoned parcels to 
R-2 (Medium-Low Density Residential) with a Special Use Permit for the 
Church and a Site Development Plan Review were necessary. Additionally, 
the applicant was informed that a Project of Regional Significance 
Questionnaire would be required for this project. 	The applicant was also 
informed of the setback requirements for the zoning district. 	Public Works 
informed the applicant about the required dedications and drainage issues.  

09/19/06 The applicant was informed that by requesting a General Plan Amendment 
and a Rezoning to the C-V (Civic) Zoning District would eliminate the need 
for a Special Use Permit and the Variance the applicant originally filed. This 
project is no longer a Project of Regional Significance since the Special Use 
Permit has been eliminated.  
The Planning Commission recommended approval of companion items GPA-
17129 and SDR-15034 concurrently with this application. 

The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC 
10/19/06 	Agenda Item #50/jk).  

Neighborhood Meeting  
10/09/06 A neighborhood meeting was held on Monday, October 9, 2006 at 6:00 p.m. 

at the Prayer Center Revival Church, 1316 Miller Avenue, Las Vegas, 
Nevada. There were two people representing the applicant, one staff member 
from Planning & Development in attendance. No members of the public 
came to participate in the meeting. 

Details of Application Request 
Site Area 
Net Acres 0.69 
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Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
MLA (Medium Low 	C-1 	(Limited 
Attached) 	 Commercial) 	& 	C-2 

Subject Property 	Church 	 General Commercial) 

Government 	City of North Las 
North 	 Facility 	 Vegas 	 C-1 (North Las Vegas)  

C-2 	(General 
Commercial) 	& 	R-2 

Undeveloped 	& 	 (Medium-Low Density 
South 	 Single-family 	MLA (Medium Low 	Residential) 

Residential 	Attached)  
Undeveloped 	& 	MLA (Medium Low 	C-2 	(General 

East 	 Single-family 	Attached) 	& 	SC 	Commercial) 	& 	R-2 
Residential 	(Service 	 (Medium-Low Density 

Commercial) 	Residential)  
Undeveloped 	& 	MLA (Medium Low 	C-2 	(General 

West 	 Tavern 	 Attached) 	& 	SC 	Commercial) 	& 	R-2 
(Service 	 (Medium-Low Density 
Commercial) 	Residential) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan  

Redevelopment Plan Area 	 N 	N/A  

West Las Vegas Plan 	 Y  

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 Y  

C-V Civic District 	 Y  
A-0 Airport Overlay District 	 Y 	 Y  

Trails 	 N 	N/A  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 N 	N/A  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 N 	N/A  
Project of Regional Significance 	 N 	N/A 

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Per Title 19.06, the .following development standards apply: 

Standard 	 Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  
MM. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 0.68 ac 	Y or N  
Min. Lot Width 	 N/A 	 244 Feet 	Y or N 
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Min. Setbacks 
• Front 	 N/A 	32.75 Feet 
• Side 	 N/A 	55.5 Feet 	 N/A 
• Corner 	 N/A 	8 Feet 
• Rear 	 N/A 	11 Feet  

Min. Distance Between Buildings 	 N/A 	N/A 	 N/A  
Max. Lot Coverage 	 N/A 	24.6% 	 N/A  
Max. Building Height 	 N/A 	28.75 Feet 	 N/A  

Trash Enclosure 	 N/A 	7 Feet 	 N/A  

Mech. Equipment 	 N/A 	 N/A 

Per Title 19.12, the following landscape requirements apply: 

	

. 	. 
Landscaping and Open Space Standards  

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 

Ratio 	 Trees  
Parking Area 	N/A Trees/Space 	 N/A 	 Zc ro 	N/A  
Buffer: 

Min. Trees 	N/A Trees/Linear Feet 	N/A 	 39 	N/A  

TOTAL 	 N/A 	 N/A 	 42 	N/A  
3 Feet/ 

Min. Zone Width 	 N/A 	 12 .4 Feet 	N/A  

Wall Height 	 N/A 	 N/A 	N/A 

Per Title 19.10, the following parking standards apply: 
. 	a 

Parking Reqwtrement  
Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Area or 	 Parking 	Parking  
Number of 	Parking 	 Handi- 	Handi- 

Use 	Units 	Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
1 	Y Church 	7,423 sq. ft. 	 N/A 	N/A 	36 	_  

SubTotal 	7,423 sq. ft. 	 36 	2 	Y  

TOTAL 
(including 
handicap) 	7,423 sq. ft 	 36 	2 	Y  

Loading 
Spaces 	N/A 
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ANALYSIS 

The purpose of this application is to rezone this property from C-1 (Limited Commercial) and C-
2 (General Commercial) to C-V (Civic). There are companion applications for a General Plan 
Amendment from MLA (Medium Low Attached) to P-F (Public Facilities) and a Site 
Development Review Plan (SDR-15034) for the expansion of an existing 1,664 square-foot 
church to a 7,423 square-foot church. This property is located within the West Las Vegas Plan 
Area, which is a plan for neighborhood revitalization by halting and revising the decline of some 
older areas by stabilizing and improving this area via protecting the area from the intrusion of 
incompatible non-residential land uses. The building construction will consist of CMU block 
and stucco with stucco and wood trim. The building field will be painted in a light blue color 
with accent and trim colors in a dark blue. The roofing materials used in this project will consist 
of slate shingles and the color of the slate is a medium-toned gray. The landscaping for the site 
will consist of Raywood Ash, Monde] Pine, and Modesto Ash trees, and a ground cover of Green 
Desert Spoon, Trailing Indigo Bush, Fortnight Lilly, and Red Hesperaloe. 

FINDINGS 

In order to approve a Rezoning application, pursuant to Title 19.18.040, the Planning 
Commission or City Council must affirm the following: 

1. "The proposal conforms to the General Plan." 

The proposed development is consistent with the General Plan and will be a much need 
addition to the area by helping to revitalize this portion of the West Las Vegas Plan Area. 

2. "The uses which would be allowed on the subject property by approving the rezoning 
will be compatible with the surrounding land uses and zoning districts." 

The zoning and the proposed development is consistent and compatible with surrounding 
area. Additionally, this development will significantly improve the design of the existing 
building and the landscaping of the property, which currently doesn't have landscaping on 
it. 

3. "Growth and development factors in the community indicate the need for or 
appropriateness of the rezoning." 

One of the parcels has an existing church on it, but the other two parcels are undeveloped 
or in disrepair; therefore, rezoning and development of this site is not only appropriate, but 
a benefit to the area. 
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4. 	"Street or highway facilities providing access to the property are or will be adequate 
in size to meet the requirements of the proposed zoning district." 

Since this is a small church, the affect to the existing roadways should not be significant. 
Moreover, the church, being more of a neighborhood church, is situated such that people in 
the neighborhood can easily walk to church without affecting the existing street system. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	9 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 13 

SENATE DISTRICT 	9 

NOTICES MAILED 	252 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 



Name of Applicant: 

Signature of Property Owner: 

Print N 

LA NNI N G 
DEVELOPMENT 

DIVILCUMCMT 
ItIVICILFCIENTI1 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

OZ N-16632 	139-2,1§-/00 
Case Number: 	APN:  (3°1 — 	/0c) 73 t7  
Name of Property Owner: 

To the best of your knowledge, does the Mayor or any member of the City Council of., 
' 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, 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: 

_pi a Alit ,  

III II 1:4 

Notary Public in and for said County and State 

Subscribed and sworn before 

This  I #41  day of 	14 	, 20a0  
STATE OF  7Vella a  

• 

COUNTY OF 	  

Shanti .B 	 Ford 
Notary Public, State of Nevada 
Appointment No. 03-83105-1 

My Appt. Expires July 17, 2007 
Ampepapapwwwwwwwwww■Pqrrirrirl 



0 0 0 0 
DOD  

DO 
• 0 

....111M.111110.11/112/.• 

INOPSOPI• 	 IF 

vADIOPE APEA 

r OSIP1191110111 ■011 

IMMENELORRE 

SOTIONTAME IETIACK 

snw loon Oi 

GF_NERAL NOTES 

it 
1 

1 
I' ll 

 

144  
flIt 
hut 

so t . 

I l F 
I z --- 

,a4eowet moms To,OSTANOmm PARIDTS 
—We .serrir 	'OW" • law 

1 1 1 
M 
WA I 

MITI{ ROAM* 	 LAMM POPNoli 
1.0.0 PM .6 	 WO 

DOTION COMPS RPM& 
(-- C.  

mo• 
MEN 
••• 

Maim 
111.11. 

• 

im•gan 

i

nmost") 

• • WWII 
MENAI' 
1111111e• 

• Mow 
amma .  

.071/00  

MILLER 

TTJi 1 

CAREY AVE VICINITY MAP 

i z 
0 I p. 

!"§ 

cagnme tame/ 

WO NOON% 
or.poot 	 NONOPPEO 

OPP000l PO 
/MI.. IMAM 

ENV 

AS1.01 
I1P OPPIPD 

co 
tu 

vs 

2 
4 8  
> 
few  

< 
w 

0 
w z  w 

O
V

E
R

A
L

L 
SI

T
E

 P
LA

N
  

OVERALL SITE PLAN 

SCALE:I" = 20 -0 

PROJECT SITE ANALYSIS  

NYE AREA* 	 UAW 
MALMO AREA 
M
OCC

E 
 U
O
P
P
AN

E
CT

A 
 M
CE

R 
 O
.
L 
 

T

:

w
eP
r  

TTP£O4TACTON 	 GE 
 

PROJECT PROPERTY • Mt DEVD-use 	

IS

P

A

aT4 

PARKING ANALYSIS  

filt9111/12 

CHUROD NOME OF yams> 
i MACE PER MM. Of NON FIREO MAME NOA iN 
moRINIP APEA • Mono sp. • 71 

°PPM MEOCAL AND DeNTAL 
• MADE PM no SP. 
MIME • MO /207 ER • 3 

CLASSROOM 
1 SPACES FOR EACH CUSSNOCA,  
3 CLASSROOMS x 7 • I 

NuEnc-ApPEO IMUNG WAR • ( Planotr.0 $**CES) 
ILANDICAP*ED SPACES REWIRED/ 7 SPACES 

TOTAL AWING RECANTED • *a 

• salinia irmemniED 

STANCWIDPARPEG STALLS I . E It • 72 DREES 
COMPACT MEMO STALLS t X sr • F1 SPACES 
• 30% of TOTN. MAMA APACE= 

MOCAPPED SPACES • Z SPACES 

TOTAL PMMI PROVIDED • 10 s•AcEs 

KEYNOTES 

T. WEN TO OM MUM= FOR NCOMONTAL 
OMINSIMS NOT MOM 

L KELM PAL PECOMEMATIONI Iwo REOLARENENTS 
OF 'ME MOTEOMCAL IMMSTICATION FtEPORT 

1 CONCRETE COVIRPCMD WALL. coaawww. 
VTR FULCRA CCALTRACLOR 

CONCRETE PAVMG PER SOLS REPORT 

C 55101, LEMSCPPENS AND DROATION METED! TO SE 
DS110UE0 COMUCTIM COOPIONATI C. 
LANDSCAPE DRAM= 

L COMMUTE islilOti. OTAANMS TOP Malmo 
MALL 

T. COORDINATE MN MAL CRAMP= PM PARKING 
STALL 0411021400 AND RARER MIPS. 

OVOGES IDEVEL FLOM 515 ACCEMELE MITT 
SuLL COMT WM AM Al TT I SIC. 341. ONOMES 
LEVEL CP UIMN PIEMPAD FOP Klemm TOSE 
VEMCAL MMOUT MOE nEATLEArr pumas 
SEMEENUt FlUTO• MAIOMM ARE TOSE 
sirvoiown. SLOPE NOT STEEPER TM, M 
ORBATER 111015 VP ME TO SE ITCC01MME33 WITH 
CMS RAM 1N10 05 ELEVATOR ANSI ATT?1 WC 303 

TIE APAIME SLOPE OF WALIONG SWAGES MALL 
I NOT WI STEEPEST Tem EL 

poRTEM OF AN ACCESSIBLE ROUTE MN RiMsC 

NORT 	.1663 

s,. Ail WEIONIa MILS TO MM. SEM MO MEM TO 

SLOPES STEEPER MON TIE ME MIS MO MALL 
COURT WM AND Ant 1 MG.I. 11* MOSS SURE 
0,  PR ACCESS/NE ROUTE MALL MT SE 

—3 
MAR 

MR IAA AM AIMS MG 

Ps 

 

10/19/06 PC 
SEP 07 2006 

RECEI V ED 



4) ri OaDe CAD 	01)C1 OT.00a1 
- 	Mil 	- own 

‘ 	, 
1111! 	, 

1:,11 	(iD  	I
I
li 

1 	Mgagligg- 	- 

<>WO 	 Om° 
4. 04 

.15151512152135 	=WC= & 
023teeen2M 	eereaMEITE 

eimemsetweem 	EfErEszemsam 
&tazi-mmaxim - arrimmErm. 

i.eixtumizaw 	REPIWril 
eermeatatere 	mr_ameritiem 
eeentErtEMI3 I VraPPMIJITT1,019 
EMMEE5225729 EMEZEMITMEEt 
EZIMITEMITI EMT" 
EVECEELXCEEVEZ MI221622213355 

1 
Br - 	

I 	

0 @I* 

r V 	r0 1 
1 	 z■ 	 4' ji 	_ 

- 

	

r_a 	 4 . 	 4 

0® i 	OCCI 

	

,--Ltd--4—irs—. 	...—ttz-- 	tr-r  
_ W4•  

U0
7ClErn.Y2 li 

SEP 08 2006 LI 

0 

0 
-a 

0 

cn 

(.0 

(") 

cn 

?13  

coo 

r--- 	g 

2,T, 
n 4 

P 	4o 
w' 	'6 

8 

rJ  

PRAYER CENTER REVIVAL MINISTRIES 
1316 MILLER AVE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89106 

OVERALL FLOOR PLAN 

NAGA KeIN4r1 Green Nchtect. lkl 

WAWA. ANA. OA • IA W 16. • Arl 10.4. 

dom. tow:oft 

• Aft. 
A Nab.. • 0.• AAA 

Tr 
f 	DO 

DOD — vE1000 

> 



r1 n  
LI DH  

CLI 
MELVIN GREEN ARCHITECT, LIMITED 

September 5, 2006 

Planning and Development Department 
Development Services 
731 South 4th  Street 

RE: 	REVISED Justification Letter for APN 139-215-100-07, 139-215-100-073 and 074, for 
Site Development Review, Variance and Waiver of Development Standards, Rezoning, 
and Special Use Permit for Proposed Church Addition 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Melvin Green Architect, Ltd., acting as authorized agent for the applicant/property owners, are 
pleased to submit this justification letter in support of our request for Site Development Review, 
Special Use Permit and Waiver of Conditions and Zoning approval for the above-referenced 
project in a C-210-1 Zoning designation. There is an existing church on the proposed project 
location. 

The proposed project consists of a single-storey, 7,423 sq. ft. church, fully described in the 
Architectural exhibits that are part of this Site Development Review. 

The proposed church will be compatible with the surrounding area. The main building entrance 
will be located adjacent to Lexington Street. Landscaping compliments the building exterior 
facade. Additional intense landscaping will be added to screen the proposed parking lot. 

Waiver of Development Standards 

We are requesting a waiver to reduce the north setback perimeter landscaping to 3'-0" from 
residential property line. We propose to provide a more intense landscape with trees, shrubs, 
and ground cover to compensate for the decrease in landscape width. 

Variance of Development Standards 

We are requesting a variance to reduce the required front yard setback from 20'-0" to 8'-0" on 
Miller Street because of the location of the existing building we are attaching to. And also the 
space is limited on the north due to the 3 to 1 residential adjacency setback rule. We will 
provide intense landscaping as required to minimize the impact, including trees, shrubs, and, 
ground cover along Miller. 

Special Use Permit 

We are requesting a Special Use Permit to allow a church in the designated zoning. The 
original church never required a Special Use Permit in the past; but because of the proposed 
new church addition the SUP is required. 

3305 WEST SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD, SUITE 92 	LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102 
PHONE: 702.362.8974 	FAX: 702.364.9406 	email: mgreen@mgci.com  
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ZON-16632 
10/19/06 PC 



Justification Letter 
Page 2 of 2 

Rezoning from Cl,C2 to R2 

We are requesting to have the Cl and C2 zoned parcels rezoned to R2 (medium-low density 
residential) so that parcels will be in conformance with the designation of the General Plan. 

If you have any questions or comments regarding this matter, please feel free to contact my 
office. 

Melvin D. Green, AIA, NCARB 
Owner 
Melvin Green Architect, Ltd. 

ZON-16632 
10/19/06 PC 

3305W. SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD, SUITE 92a LAS VEGAS, NV 89102 a PH: 702.362.8974 0 FAX: 702.364.9406 
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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 EConsent [E] Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW RELATED TO GPA-17129 AND ZON-16632 

SDR-15034 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: PRAYER CENTER REVIVAL 
CRUSADE MINISTRIES - Request for a Site Development Plan Review FOR A PROPOSED 
5,750 SQUARE-FOOT ADDITION TO AN EXISTING 1,673 SQUARE-FOOT CHURCH 
AND A WAIVER OF PERIMETER LANDSCAPE BUFFER REQUIREMENTS on 0.69 acres 
at 1316 and 1352 Miller Avenue and 132 4  - 	- 	venue (APNs 139-21-510-007, 073 and 
074), C-1 (Limited Commercial)2 ,000: • -11rirli!".1.1"1111°1- 	111144 1 ercial) Zone [PROPOSED: C-V 
(Civic) Zone], Ward 5 (Weekl . 	e liSittinkg 4  1, ,  ssiipn'w - . ote) and staff recommend 
APPROVAL 

D BEFORE: PROTESTS 	RECEI 

Planning Commissi 

City Council Meeti 

RECOMMENDA 
The Planning Co 

BACKUP DOCU 
1. Location Map 
2. Conditions and St 
3. Supporting Document 
4. Justification Letter 

tg. 

end'APPRO; lject to conditions. 

Motion made by LAWRENCE WELINZ&-APPItir to conditions 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
See Item 110 for related discussion. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: SDR-15034 - APPLICANT/OWNER: PRAYER CENTER 
REVIVAL CRUSADE MINISTRIES 

** CONDITIONS ** 

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

Planninz and Development 

1. 	Approval of and conformance to the Conditions of Approval for Rezoning (ZON-16632) 
shall be required. 

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 07/17/06, the 
landscape plan, date stamped 07/18/06, and the building elevations, date stamped 07/11/06 
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. 



SDR-15034 - Conditions Page Two 
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8. All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title 
19.12.040. 

9. 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. 

10. 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. 

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

Public Works  

12. Coordinate with the City Surveyor to determine if Mapping is necessary; comply with the 
recommendations of the City Surveyor. 

13. Provide a copy of a recorded Joint Access Agreement between the parcels that comprise 
this site prior to the issuance of any permits, unless the parcels are legally joined into one 
parcel. 

14. 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. 

15. Landscape and maintain all unimproved rights-of-way, if any, adjacent to this site. 

16. 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. 

17. Meet with the Fire Protection Engineering Section of the Department of Fire Services to 
discuss fire requirements for the proposed use of this facility. 

18. Site development to comply with all applicable conditions of approval for Zoning 
Reclassification ZON-16632 and all other site-related actions. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a request for a Site Development Plan Review for the expansion of an existing church on 
0.69 acres at 1316 and 1352 Miller Avenue and 1329 West Carey Avenue. There are two 
companion items (GPA-17129 & ZON-16632) to Amend the Southeast Sector Plan to P-F 
(Public Facilities) and to Rezone this land to C-V (Civic). 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Pre-Application Meeting  
06/ I 9/06 The applicant was informed at the pre-application meeting that rezoning the C-

1 (Limited Commercial) and C-2 (General Commercial) zoned parcels to R-2 
(Medium-Low Density Residential) with a Special Use Permit for the Church 
and a Site Development Plan Review were necessary. Additionally, the 
applicant was informed that a Project of Regional Significance Questionnaire 
would be required for this project. 	The applicant was also informed of the 
setback requirements for the zoning district. 	Public Works informed the 
applicant about the required dedications and drainage issues.  

09/19/06 The applicant was informed that by requesting a General Plan Amendment and 
a Rezoning to the C-V (Civic) Zoning District would eliminate the need for a 
Special Use Permit and the Variance the applicant originally filed. This 
project is no longer a Project of Regional Significance since the Special Use 
Permit has been eliminated.  
The Planning Commission recommended approval of companion items GPA-
17129 and ZON-16632 concurrently with this application. 

The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC Agenda 
10/19/06 	Item #51/jk).  

Neighborhood Meeting  
10/09/06 A neighborhood meeting was held on Monday, October 9, 2006 at 6:00 p.m. at 

the Prayer Center Revival Church, 1316 Miller Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada. 
There were two people representing the applicant, one staff member from 
Planning & Development in attendance. No members of the public came to 
participate in the meeting. 

Details of Application Request 
Site Area 
Net Acres 0.69 



SDR-15034 - Staff Report Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
C-1 (limited 

MLA (Medium-Low 	Commercial) & C-2 
Subject Property 	Church 	 Attached Density 	(General Commercial) 

Residential)  
Government 	City of North Las 

North 	 Facility 	 Vegas 	 C-1 (North Las Vegas)  
C-2 (General 
Commercial) & R-2 

Undeveloped & 	 (Medium-Low Density 
South 	 Single-family 	MLA (Medium Low 	Residential) 

Residential 	Attached)  
C-2 (General 
Commercial) & R-2 

Undeveloped & 	MLA (Medium Low 	(Medium-Low Density 
East 	 Single-family 	Attached) & SC 	Residential) 

Residential 	(Service 
Commercial)  

C-2 (General 
Commercial) & R-2 

Undeveloped & 	MLA (Medium Low 	(Medium-Low Density 
West 	 Tavern 	 Attached) & SC 	Residential) 

(Service 
Commercial) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan  

Redevelopment Plan Area 	 N 	N/A  
West Las Vegas Plan 	 Y 	 Y  

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 Y  

C-V Civic District 	 Y  
A-0 Airport Overlay District 	 Y 	 Y  

Trails 	 N 	N/A  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 N 	N/A  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 N 	N/A  
Project of Regional Significance 	 N 	N/A 

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Per Title 19.06, the . f011owing development standards apply: 
Standard 	 Required/Allowed 	Provided 	Compliance  
Min. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 0.68 ac 	Y or N 
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Min. Lot Width 	 N/A 	 244 Feet 	Y or N  

Min. Setbacks 
• Front 	 N/A 	32.75 Feet 
• Side 	 N/A 	55.5 Feet 	 N/A 
• Comer 	 N/A 	8 Feet 
• Rear 	 N/A 	11 Feet 

Min. Distance Between Buildings 	 N/A 	N/A 	 N/A  

Max. Lot Coverage 	 N/A 	24.6% 	 N/A  

Max. Building Height 	 N/A 	28.75 Feet 	 N/A  
Trash Enclosure 	 N/A 	7 Feet 	 N/A  

Mech. Equipment 	 N/A 	 N/A 

Per Title 19.12, the following landscape requirements apply: 
Landscaping and Open Space Standards  

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance 
Ratio 	 Trees  

Parking Area 	N/A Trees/Space 	 N/A 	 Zero 	N/A  

Buffer: 
Min. Trees 	N/A Trees/Linear Feet 	N/A 	 39 	N/A  

TOTAL 	 N/A 	 N/A 	 42 	_ 	N/A  
3 Feet/ 

Min. Zone Width 	 N/A 	 12 .4 Feet 	N/A  

Wall Height 	 N/A 	 N/A 	N/A 

Per Title 19.10, the following parking standards apply: 
Parking Requirement  

Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Area or 	 Parking 	Parking  
Number of 	Parking 	 Handi- 	Handi- 

Use 	Units 	Ratio 	Regular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  

Church 	7,423 sq. ft. 	 N/A 	N/A 	36 	2 	Y  

SubTotal 	7,423 sq. ft 	 36 	2 	Y  

TOTAL 
(including 
handicap) 	7,423 sq. ft 	 36 	2 	Y  
Loading 
Spaces 	N/A 
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ANALYSIS 

The purpose of this application is for a Site Development Review Plan to expand an existing 
1,664 square foot church to a 7,423 square foot church. There are companion applications for a 
General Plan Amendment (GPA-17129) to amend the southeast sector plan from MLA (Medium 
Low Attached) to P-F (Public Facilities) and a Rezoning (ZON-16632) to reclassify 0.68 acres 
from C-1 (Limited Commercial) and C-2 (General Commercial) to C-V (Civic). This property is 
located within the West Las Vegas Plan Area, which is a plan for neighborhood revitalization by 
halting and revising the decline of some older areas by stabilizing and improving this area via 
protecting the area from the intrusion of incompatible non-residential land uses. The building 
construction will consist of CMU block and stucco with stucco and wood trim. The building 
field will be painted in a light blue color with accent and trim colors in a dark blue. The roofing 
materials used in this project will consist of slate shingles and the color of the slate is a medium-
toned gray. The landscaping for the site will consist of Raywood Ash, Mondel Pine, and 
Modesto Ash trees, and a ground cover of Green Desert Spoon, Trailing Indigo Bush, Fortnight 
Lilly, and Red Hesperaloe. 

FINDINGS 

In order to approve a Site Development Plan application, per Title 19.18.050 the Planning 
Commission and/or City Council must affirm the following: 

1. The proposed development is compatible with adjacent development and 
development in the area; 

The proposed development is an expansion of an existing church, which serves the 
spiritual needs of the people within the immediate area and is compatible with the 
development within the immediate 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; 

The proposed development is consistent with the General Plan and with Title 19. 
Additionally, this development will significantly improve the design of the existing 
building and the landscaping of the property, which currently doesn't have landscaping on 
it. 

3. Site access and circulation do not negatively impact adjacent roadways or 
neighborhood traffic; 

Since this is a small church, the affect to the existing roadways should not be significant. 
Moreover, the church, being more of a neighborhood church, is situated such that people in 
the neighborhood can easily walk to church without affecting the existing street system. 
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4. Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area and for the City; 

The building and landscape materials are not only appropriate for this area, they may help 
in the revitalization of this portion of the West 1.as Vegas Plan Area. 

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; 

The building design is harmonious and compatible with development in the area and may 
help generate further interest in revitalizing this area. 

6. Appropriate measures are taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and 
general welfare. 

Development of this site should not negatively affect the public health, safety, and general 
welfare of the area. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	9 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  13 

SENATE DISTRICT 	9 

NOTICES MAILED 	252 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	0 

PROTESTS 	 0 



Name of Applicant: 

Signature of Property  Owner: 

Print Nod& 	rn G64-41,  IdArr-4-414  

, Shanti B. Ford 
p Notary Public, State of Nevada 

Appointment No. 03-83105-1 
My Appt. Expires July 17, 2007 

1 

4 
4 

PLANNING • 
DEVELOPMENT 

Drift LOIMI./01 
If IVICMCENTEI 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

SDR-1 5034 /39 	/00 -  
Case Number: 	 APN:  (3e7 2-t 	7Y T.)7 CI  

Name of Property  Owner:  '71,a..%1cyz._  

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 an y  other property  with the 
property  owner, applicant, the propert y  owner or applicant's general or limited partners, 
or an officer of their corporation or limited liability  company? ' 

If yes, please indicate the member of the Cit y  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 propert y  in which the interest is 
held is different from the case parcel. 

City  Official: 	  

Partner(s): 	  

APN: 

Subscribed and sworn before/  

This 	'141  day  of  J Y 	 , 20 0  
1111, vi 

,!;; 
Notary  Piiblic in and for said County  and State 

STATE OF  /Veva Al& 

COUNTY OF  dia 1*-k  
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PROJECT SITE ANALYSIS  

SITE AREA . 	 36013SE 
EMSTMO STRUCTURE 	 LEV SP 
PROPOIMO A0011100. 	 1.70000 
MURANO AREA 	 TOSS 0 
5715 0075570070 • 	 33% 
OCCUPANCY CROUP 	 'Al' 
1000 05 CONSTRUCTION 	 1505 5.0 

PROJECT PROPERTy . sin ma.  RAN 
SPECIAL USE PERMIT C. ' ""'"'"7  

I 	PARKING ANALYSIS 	I 
ISSESIL 
CITURCW W.OuSE Or PAXISMIT 

I SPACE PER TOO /1 E. OE NON TREO SEATING ARIA P. 
WORTINV APEA• 2.467/160 s 3 • Ns 

CLASSROOM 
I SPACES FOR EA03 CLASSROOM 
3 CLASSROOMS X 2 • 6 

HANOCAPPEO P0101040 0*I6 . 2 PARKING SPACES' 
4000001510400 505E5 RECIUMED• 3 SPACES 

TOTAL ~NINO MOUNTED. 36 

CtiltinfilMEL 

50000400 PARIVI•O VALLE IT X M. 15200055 
COMPACT PARIONO STMAS * X 40 • 71 SPACER 
• MR ef TOUR PAMONO SPACES 

PANDICAPPEO SPACES • 2 EMCEE 

TOTAL MAMMY PROPMED • 50 5070* 

KEYNOTES  

C,;0  INCECAMS AMA  

CD r mm KROA4TeS WM 

0 TWIT OVOSURE 

0 WM OCTTNICESERIACX 

10 STREET part es wro 

GENERAL NOTES 

050000 70 CMS. DRAWINGS ECM NORTIONTN. 
04935.0016 700 MON. 

2 r-OUA)W RE00.041010ATIONS ARO MARRO/EMS 
011  CROTETamnem INVESOTIATIONREPTOW 

I CONCRETE CONTRACTS:Et SHALL COTMONATE 
311300070 CONTRACTOR 

s. CONCIEETE PAYING AM SOILS REPORT 

S TORT LN4OSTAPING NO AIMOATion SYSTIMAS 70 07 
INSTALLED SW CONTRACTOR COORONATE M1 
LANDSCAPE ORAVANOS 

4. 0000000450R ITATM CRAL 00A000436 ECM PETATMNO 
WAILS 

7 CCOROINAIT WITH ORR ORNAIINO FOR PARKING 
51013. OMENSIONS NO PUNTER ARENT 

• CHANGES M LEPEL ALONG AN ACME:MU ROUTE 
S4013. COMPLY WON mom Al *17 sea set cwwats 
7.0470 00 TIC MON MAXMUM M*6 PERMETTEO TO PI 
VERTICAL W/1140110  0005 TREATMENT. 04411365 
SelymEN ISO 0000 1/31 mali MAMMA ARE TO St 
20057.50 50454 sLOme NOT STEEPER TOR 1 ROOMERS 
MEIJER TPAN WI ARE TO IST ACCCMPLISPED WON 
CURS RAMP. RPM,  CA ELEVATOR. MOM A117 1 MC Mr3 

114 RUNNWO SLOPE TIT INNAMS RUMMERS MaAtl 
NOT RE STEEPER TM. 

10 PORTIONS 07 MI ACCESSIBLE ROUTE MITP RUNNINSI 
MEMO* STEEPER MAN I 20 PPE RAMPS NV MOLL 
COMPLY PREP ANSI A ■ 47 1 SEC • 11 125004004 500* 
SOAR *00570457.0. 00015 XXXI NOT SE STEEPER 
THAN 7 MI Mel MO 1 SEC. Asa3 
ML MASONRY WALLS TO MATCH W SUE 500000075 TO 
EXISTMC MASONRY MAILS 

12 SLOPE ALL AIM WEI FT AWAY 020* 54700550 
IL (1) INCRCAIMI EXOTINET 

VAR-15036 SDR- 15034ECEIVE0 

REVISED 1011 9!06 roc 1 7 2D0 



VAR-15036 SDR-15034 
REVISED 10/19/06 PC 

LANDSCAPE NOTES  

• TNE SPRINGER SYSTEN OES414 Val ES SASSO ON Toe 
SPENR. OPERATING PRESSURE AND OE TAAXPARI Raw 
MOND MORN ON THE !PAW ORAWINGS AT 000 400W 
OP CONNECTCN. 1NE RRNIATTON OORRACTOR WEE 
SEWS wATER 'PLUME PRIOR TO CONSTIRCTION. 
REPORT ONTO NERENCE *STREW THERMO. 
PRESSURE 00000200 0W ORE WC* ORANNOS MD TRE 
ACTION. PRESSURE RETONO AT TM IROGATTON POINT OP 
CONON DON TO NTS CONTRACTOR. N IRE INERT 

PRESSURE OPTERFACIS ARE ROT REPORTED PRIOR TO 
START OP CONSTRUCTON. TICIONNIATORCONTRICTOR 
STOLL ASSUAN RAI. nEsommourr RR PRY REVISERS 
NSCSSSArn 

2 000 MM MOAN° 003200 002 SE DIACIRANNATC. Pat. 
00000 SANWA ETC SNOW No. NEED PREAS *PCP! 
OELCAI CLAPUTT ONLY AND GULL SE NSTAI1110 N 
ouvmma Amps 020202242 CONRJCTS MOWER OE 
SPRINKL&I MIEN PLANTINO PRO PACEINCRRA. 
MATURES. 

1 CFCS OE RESpONSGARs OT TME INIRTAITON 
CONTRACTOR TO PNAL WOO ~SELF WITIT ON, CRAM 
IMPERENCES. LOCATION OP %NIS PRO REOPIPP3 
WALLS. 

L. 12400200100 CONTRACTOR OREL KUSH NV POJUST 
01.2. 00003220 REPOS POR OPRISLIM PERPOREPACEANO 
TO PRESENT OvERSPRAY ONTO wALRELWCTACsaTS 
ARMOR 'MONO AS MUD. AS POSSIBLE 

1. ALL POP-UP SPINNILERS ERNE SE INSTAL= SO TNAT 
upoN RETRACTION 00 720 R200 00122 NO 2200 0* 
SOIL Or APIS SOO NEL SE SACNINASMED IWO INE 
SPRINGIER CAUSING Tod RISER PISTON TO &RCA Pi TNE 
0.020032100 

G. PLL SIPRANSER HEADS SEAL. SE SET PERPRACPCLILAR TO 
REIM GRACE OP THE ARRA TO le RRICATED UNLESS 
$ITE 0000200045 000400* INNERSTO ADJUSTRONS TO 
In woo 

LANDSCAPE LEGEND  

ay. 	=Rms. tow 	Imam. 	... 	warm. 

0 	••■••■••••• 	room.. 	 ...■ 

0 	........... 

	

-- 

0 
0 	 ...... 	 .......... 	 ...... 

a 	 ...... 	 a.m... 	 ...a. 

0 	................. ........ 	..... 

0 0 0 0 
DOD  

DO 
• 0 

111.0 h••■•Wil 

.1101RI... 

11 1 1 
/IP 

- 
1 1111  
ilt‘. 

SC  

 E 
w w w 
< 

w oi 
0 

ffi 	Wtp  >- > 
CI. 

a. 

-gt 

- (38  
g z 

TYPICAL CONIFER PLANTING 
SCALE:NOT TO SCALE 

OVERALL LANDSCAPE PLAN 

SCALE:?: 

1, 1 
I 

9 

2 

CAREY AVE 

TYPICAL TREE PLANTING 
SCALE:NOT TO SCALE 

TYPICAL SHRUB PLANTING 
SCALE:NOT TO SCALE 

MILLER JUL I 8 ZI306 

L1.01 
- 	— SCALE:1`=20%0* 	'NORTH 11.1.1111 

RATER BASIN 

hi — 
,,,--sucrovmsvEN 

Ir 

• .e.. 

ItERS DIA  

SPOGILL WA  
RAYNE TOP SOL 

PLACE•ACRPORN 
7 MEET AS SNORE 

PRUNE AS 04PS:C1EO 

PUMA NOSE 

OUT NARES. 3 PER NEE 

TURNIWCILES 

BURLAP TO REALLEI 
(CUT FRO., SuPPACE) 

UCORCE ROOT 
NEON 

204 	 STMES. 
1 PERT 

NAME TOPSOIL, 
COGNAC TEO SPCNEu. 

*.c., 

frit] 4111-i2 
.11111,11111 9 1P.11,011.141111eitisi,AAAT7iIINIArsil 

.1111 )  
: ,za 1411 	 :.•••1 - 4111r, 

IPA 	
LX14111110 	i .1•111:!, 

PROPOS= STIRIJCISNIE • 

ADDITION 

	

L 	 111•44 

	

:1  I FA "‘t. .1P4701.r4 	irc a°. VA3c 1F.t ZIT" 

L
E

X
IN

G
T

O
N

 

111••••• 
Kn. 	411........,117 
171.11•11 
oan,41. 	111.011 

cans 



<*>0) 041...11 Oao 

4 
0 
A 

r- 
-n 
s- 

r§ 
5 

L 
P_ 
40: 

RaRTXRPFE 

CIE1 

IL..V 
111  

0 03)C1 Olq 

MMISIVOMVAS 

000{0.1 

00 

® t 
1. NI 

F 

7 0 1-
< 	

• 
XD gi g ? 

i i 	P 114 1  
S '9 	' 1 	S 

TEc iri-77173-7 , 
SEP 0 8 2006 

rn 

mai 

CO 

reS 

-a 

C) 

PRAYER CENTER REVIVAL MINISTRIES 
1316 MILLER AVE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89106 

'OVERALL FLOOR PLAN 

mGA Wm  GOON AlCilied, Utt. 

MI* 	 IF • `a■ P.O. 

■••1.1■••=4.48•0•0 Mos Onefr.10,041..... 

ill . 	Ei 
If 	DO 
i ODD  
;0000 

we, • 11,14 MM1•04 

> 
'0 1111 

FiNGSFRESI 

0® 
*01 

1222152=13 
EffEEMEefff 

teiMEM1325 
lAraMEMIMECE1 
EIZEMEEEECI21 
et29352533tra 
MITIMEEME05 
EZETEEEM525511 
PZESEEB=25310 
E15130333253333  

erZifeliel529 
EMEBEEEEZEel 
53:251MEMEM 
IITZEMTZEffil 
ETEDMITEMEE 
1332ZEMTEEME 
321222212115:25 
ETEVE1ECEEEM3 
eceetemeetTesa 
ramysiteerfea 

1E4 41 li  . 134,... . 
I 	: , ' r 
.. - _ . 	: 	. 

5. 14 a„ .  
• 1 ro ol, 



EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE 

EAST EXTERIOR ELEVATION 
./e ••4 

INIMMEIBEIZSM 

Wi 

........................................ 

0 0 0 0 
ODD  

DO 
• 0 

lomewa 
tmeco.,17 TOME* 	rote. *Worm Lex 

rX0•11CreiN , TEXIte■ED 	COSTA WITMOILIM 

0150.1•117.0a.0.1  

'111W 	ISM:Vew 	Josue's:NM 

Oro,  swan rill% RID 	!treriounaMIN 

■ 1201.011t0 0 !CUM, 

Zz...) 1110Y MT 	 ita000-fel 

0 	 !AWN 	

MIRA Mame ov 11  

P.4  

SOUTH EXTERIOR ELEVATION 
' 

•••• 

SEW 

VI !Pi ith 
II: Lill cr! 1111i 

0111111f 

MININVNI 

0  Di 

NORTH EXTERIOR ELEVATION 
st 	e • < 

WEST EXTERIOR ELEVATION 
t 	3 , ■•• ■ •0- 

RECEIVED 1 

JUL I MA 

SDR-15034 
'10119106 PC 

tAl 

E.,  

:a' S 

cc 9 

4.2 
ec 

▪ 1111.N1111 

SAL. 	 *11.111(.71, 

•••■••• 
ay we mow 

- 
A2.01 

E
X

T
E

R
IO

R
 E

LE
V

A
T

IO
N

S
 



SDR 15034 	 _ 
Pra er Center Revival Crusade Ministries  

1316& 1352 
'Who- 

Prom osed 5.75 thousand s  uare foot church 	 Pa 	  

Traffic produced by proposeddevelop ment:  

New development 	 DESCRIPTION 	 #UNIT 	RATE/# 	TOTAL 
UNIT  

Average Daily Traffic 	 CHURCH [1000 SF] 	 5.75 	911 	52 
(ADT)  
AM Peak Hour 	 0.72 	4  
PM Peak Hour 	 0,66 

(heaviest 60 minutes) 

	  [-- 
Existing  traffic on all nearby streets: counts not available for Lexington or 
Miller  

Martin L. King 
Boulevard  

Average Daily Traffic 	 33,971 
(ADD  
PM Peak Hour 	 2718  
(heaviest 60 minutes) 

Carey Avenue  
Average Daily Traffic 	 20,576 
(ADD  
PM Peak Hour 	 1646 
(heaviest 60 minutes 

	 _ 
Traffic Capacity of adjacent streets:  

Adjacent street ADT  
Capacity  

Martin L. Kin: Boulevard 	 34300  
Carey Avenue 	 34300  

This project will add approximately 52 trips per day on Martin L. King,  
Carey, Lexington and Miller. This will  increase  expected volumes by less  
than one RP...Tent on Martin L. King and Carey, Martin L King is at about  
99 percent capacity and Carey is at about 60 percent of capacity. Counts  
are not available for Lexington or Miller, but they are believed to be under  
capacity.  

Based on Peak Hour use this development will add roughly 4 additional 	 _ 
cars into tie area; which worksout to about one every fifteen minutes.  

Note that this report assumes all traffic from this development uses all ramed s uecis .  
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Melvin D. Green, AIA, NCARB 
Owner 
Melvin Green Architect, Ltd. SDR-15034 

10119106 PC 

0000 
DOD 

OD 
ID MELVIN GREEN ARCHITECT, LIMITED 

July 11,2006 

Planning and Development Department 
Development Services 
731 South 4 th  Street 

RE: 	Justification Letter for APN 139-215-100-07, 139-215-100-073 and 074, for Site Development 
Review, Variance and Waiver of Development Standards for Proposed Church Addition 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Melvin Green Architect, Ltd., acting as authorized agent for the applicant/property owners, are pleased to 
submit this justification letter in support of our request for Site Development Review and Waiver of 
Conditions approval for the above-referenced project in a C-2/C-1 Zoning designation. There is an 
existing church on the proposed project location. 

The proposed project consists of a single-storey, 7,423 sq. ft. church, fully described in the Architectural 
exhibits that are part of this Site Development Review. 

The proposed church will be compatible with the surrounding area. The main building entrance will be 
located adjacent to Lexington Street. Landscaping compliments the building exterior facade. Additional 
intense landscaping will be added to screen the proposed parking lot. 

Waiver of Development Standards 

We are requesting a waiver to reduce the north setback perimeter landscaping to 3'-O" from residential 
property line. We propose to provide a more intense landscape with trees, shrubs, and ground cover to 
compensate for the decrease in landscape width. 

Variance of Development Standards 

We are requesting a variance to reduce the required front yard setback from 20'-0" to 8 1-0" on Miller 
Street because of the location of the existing building we are attaching to. And also the space is limited 
on the north due to the 3 to 1 residential adjacency setback rule. We will provide intense landscaping as 
required to minimize the impact, including trees, shrubs, and ground cover along Miller. 

If you have any questions or comments regarding this matter, please feel free to contact my office. 

3305 WEST SPRING MOUNTAIN ROAD, SUITE 92 	LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89102 
PHONE: 702.362.8974 	FAX: 702.364.9406 	email: mgreen ct•!mgci.com 
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Agenda Item No.: 113. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 []Consent Z Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
MAJOR MODIFICATION 

MOD-12919 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: DORSAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC - 
OWNER: FULSTONE 1993 TRUST AND JEFF SELLINGER - Request for a Major 
Modification to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan TO AMEND THE LAND USE 
DESIGNATION FROM: MD-2 (MAJOR MEDICAL) TO: MD-1 (MEDICAL SUPPORT) on 
0.74 acres at 728 Desert Lane (APN 139- 40 	ard 5 (Weekly). The Planning 
Commission (7-0 vote) and staff r-• 	- 	•ir • • 1•_:, 

EIVED BEFORE: 
Mtg. 

0 

Planning Commission 

City Council Meetin 

ect to conditions. 
RECOMMENDATION: 
The Planning Co 

BACKUP DOCU 
1. Location and Ae 
2. Conditions and St 
3. Supporting Docum 
4. Justification Letter 

Motion made by LAWRENik-NWEEAWSW litilineAkerwce y4E06/2006 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain7,00WK• 	ed: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WE 	, 	BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
This item was originally held in abeyance to 12/06/2006 but appeared on the 12/20/2006 agenda. 

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing open. 

Since the applicant was not present, COUNCILMAN WEEKLY indicated he would prefer 
holding the items in abeyance. There were some concerns with the site plan and a discussion 
would need to take place prior to his decision. 



041 0,11.44vekt4 Agenda Item No.: 113. 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DANIEL DEEGAN, 1801 Granite Avenue, expressed that the Rancho Manor residents favor 
residential and mixed-use developments in the medical district that created more variety and 
vitality. However, he expressed concern for entitlements, in which this project would be located 
directly in the path of a major arterial. MAYOR GOODMAN responded that the City Attorney's 
office has advised Council that the decision has to be based upon the project itself and not future 
plans for a highway. MR. DEEGAN questioned if it was the right time to make a major 
modification or an amendment to the General Plan when there are infrastructure issues that have 
not been resolved. ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY SCOTT added that Council can choose to 
shorten the length of time an applicant has to begin development. 

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing closed. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: MOD-12919 - APPLICANT: DORSAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC - 
OWNER: FULSTONE 1993 TRUST AND JEFF SELLINGER 

** CONDITIONS ** 

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

Planning and Development 

1. 	Site Development Plan Review (SDR-12922) approved by the City of Las Vegas prior to 
issuance of any permits, any site grading, and all development activity for the site. 



MOD-12919 - Staff Report Page One 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

APPLICATION REQUEST 

This is a request for a Major Modification to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan to amend the 
land-use designation from MD-2 (Major Medical) to MD-1 (Medical Support) on 0.74 acres at 728 
Desert Lane. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The applicant proposes a five-story, mixed-use development consisting of 30 residential 
condominium units and 9,350 square feet of medical office space on 0.74 acres. The subject 
request to change the MD-2 (Major Medical) sub-district classification of the Las Vegas Medical 
District to MD-1 (Medical Support) would be required to permit the development. 

BACKGROUND DATA: 

A) Previous Actions 

05/27/97 	The City Council approved a Request for Rezoning (Z-0020-97) on properties 
located between Alta Drive and Charleston Boulevard and Martin L. King 
Boulevard and Rancho Drive from R-1 (Single Family Residential), R-3 (Medium 
Density Residential), R-4 (High Density Residential), R-5 (Apartment), R-E 
(Residence Estates), P-R (Professional Offices and Parking), C-1 (Limited 
Commercial), C-2 (General Commercial), and C-V (Civic) to PD (Planned 
Development) on 171 acres. The Planning Commission and staff recommended 
approval on April 2, 1997. 

06/19/02 	The City Council approved a Request for a Major Modification [Z-0020-97(33)] 
to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan to update and revise the Plan document, as 
part of the City's General Plan for the area bounded by Alta Drive to the north, 
Charleston Boulevard to the south, Martin L. King Boulevard to the east and 
Rancho Drive to the west. The Planning Commission and staff recommended 
approval on April 11, 2002. 

11/17/04 	The City Council approved a Request for a Major Modification MOD-5267 to the 
Las Vegas Medical District Plan in order to reduce height and setback restrictions 
on mixed-use developments, list them as a specific use on the table of permitted 
uses, provide for the incorporation of the live/work ordinance, and clarify the 
table of permitted uses to update terminology. The Planning Commission and 
staff recommended approval on October 21, 2004 



MOD-12919 - Staff Report Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

10/19/06 	The Planning Commission recommended denial of companion items SUP-16246 
and SDR-12922 concurrently with this application. 

The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend APPROVAL (PC Agenda 
Item #13/ar). 

B) Pre-Application Meeting 

A pre-application meeting was held on March 21, 2006. Issues discussed included: 

o The Department of Building and Safety indicated that a handicap accessible route 
would need to be shown to the right-of-way. 

o A representative from the Traffic Division indicated that Project Neon could 
affect this site, and that a traffic study would be required. 

o The Department of Public Works indicated that a Flood Study would be required 
because of the underground parking. 

o The Planning Department informed the applicant of the Medical District 
Streetscape standards. 

C) Neighborhood Meetings 

A neighborhood meeting is not required for this application, nor was one held. 

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST 

A) Site Area 
Gross Acres: 

B) Existing Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West: 

C) Planned Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West:  

0.74 acres 

Undeveloped 
Clark County Health District warehouse 
Parking lot 
Apartments 
Offices 

UMC [MD-2 (Major Medical)] 
UMC [MD-2 (Major Medical)] 
UMC [MD-1 (Medical Support)] 
UMC [HD (High Density Residential)] 
UMC [P-0 (Professional Office)] 
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MOD-12919 - Staff Report Page Three 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

D) Existing Zoning 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West:  

PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 

E) General Plan Compliance 

The subject site is located within the Southeast Sector of the General Plan. More 
specifically, the site is located within the Las Vegas Medical District Neighborhood Plan 
(LVMD), which is itself an element of the General Plan. This site is designated as MD-2 
(Major Medical) within the LVMD. The Major Medical category is intended to allow the 
most intensive development within the LVMD. It is designed to allow major medical uses 
and office uses. 

In terms of zoning, the site is zoned PD (Planned Development). The PD (Planned 
Development) zoning district is consistent with the General Plan designation and the 
proposed use shown on companion site plan SDR-12922 is a permitted use within the PD 
(Planned Development) zoning district. 

Special Area Plan 
as Vegas Medical District 

Special Overlay District 

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

Las Vegas Medical District 

The intent of the Las Vegas Medical District is to provide for future and continued 
development in this area of an interrelated and cohesive mix of uses in a manner that is safe, 
orderly, and manageable for pedestrians. 

INTERAGENCY ISSUES  

There are no interagency issues involved with this request. 



MOD-12919 - Staff Report Page Four 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

ANALYSIS 

A) Zoning Code Compliance 

The applicant proposes a five-story, mixed-use development consisting of 30 residential 
condominium units and 9,350 square feet of medical office space on 0.74 acres. The subject 
request to change the MD-2 (Major Medical) sub-district classification of the Las Vegas 
Medical District to MD-1 (Medical Support) would be required to permit the development. 

B) General Analysis and Discussion 

The Las Vegas Medical District was created to provide for the transitional development of 
the area bounded by Charleston Boulevard, Rancho Drive, Alta Drive, and Martin Luther 
King Boulevard. Focusing on the two principal uses, University Medical Center and Valley 
Hospital, the PD (Planned Development) plan document encourages medically oriented uses 
as well as supporting commercial and residential uses, developed in a pedestrian oriented 
manner. 

This site is designated as MD-2 (Major Medical) within the LVMD. The Major Medical 
category is intended to allow the most intensive development within the LVMD. It is 
designed to allow major medical uses and office uses. The minimum allowable site shall be 
one acre to encourage large-scale development. The applicant is requesting this Major 
Modification to amend the sub-district to MD-1 (Medical Support), which allows less intense 
development within the LVMD. It is designed to allow medical and related office and 
professional uses. 

The proposed amendment to MD-1 (Medical Support) will provide for a mixed-use 
development that will serve as a transition between the MD-2 (Major Medical) uses to the 
north and the MD-1 (Medical Support) designated uses to the south of the project site and; 
therefore, is an appropriate amendment for this site. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	19 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  6 

SENATE DISTRICT 	3 

NOTICES MAILED 	70 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 
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161 

APN: N/A 

Signature of Property Owner: 

Print Na 

SHERRY CRESPO 
Notary Public-State of Nevada 

APPT, NO. 97 - 1421 - 1 
My App. Expires March 13, 20)0 

This t elk 

4614.12.1.41. • 

Otary Public 	d for said County and State 

day of CI 

LANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number:  MOD-12919  APN: 139-33-402-021 

Name of Property Owner: The Fullstone 1993 Trust (50%) / Jeff Sellinger (50%) 

Name of Applicant: Dorsal Development 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? 

Y e s 	 Et 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: N/A 

Partner(s): N/A 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

lAdepoMpplication Pack0Statement of Financial Interestpdf Revised 12-03-04 



Signature of Property Owner: 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

This  tp,   ay of AVIA... 	200  (00,  

SHERRY CRESPO 
Notary Public-State of Nevada 

APPT. NO, 97-1421-1 
My App, Explms March 13, 2010 

Revised 12-03-04 bdrpot\Application PackeltSiatement of Financial Interest pdf 

Notary Public in iftlid for said C6unty and State 

TL1SNMNG 
CCVELOPM0,11 

111W 'LANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: MOD-12919  APN: 139-33-4024)21 

Name of Property Owner: The Ful!stone 1993 Trust (50%) / Jeff Se!linger (50%) 

Name of Applicant: Dorsal Development LI,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? 

Yes 	 Ei 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: N/A 

Partner(s): N/A 

APN: N/A 
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Sincerely, 

Chad Vellinga, P.E. 

CHAD VELLINGA,  
3311 S. RAINBOW, STE. 129 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89146 

CIVIL ENGINEER  
(702) 949-2900 

FAX (702) 949-2901 

April 10, 2006 

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

RE: JUSTIFICATION LETTER 
MAJOR MODIFICATION (MD-2 to MD-1) 
DESERT LANE MEDICAL OFFICES & RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS 

Dear Current Planning, 

The owners and applicant of the property located at 728 Desert Lane also identified as 
APN: 139-33-402-021, have requested that we present and submit this application for a 
Major Modification to the "Las Vegas Medical District Plan". 

The proposed development includes 24 residential condominiums in addition to the 
medical office space. Residential condominiums are not allowed in MD-2. The 
proposed MD-1 zoning will conform to the uses proposed for this project. The additional 
residential component of this project we fell will be beneficial to the medical 
professionals working in the Medical District. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call. 

MOD-12919 
10/19106 PC 
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0/44, 1/44 vese44 Agenda Item No. 114. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 [j]Consent Z Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SPECIAL USE PERMIT RELATED TO MOD-12919 

SUP-16246 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: DORSAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC - 
OWNER: FULSTONE 1993 TRUST AND JEFF SELLINGER - Request for a Special Use 
Permit FOR A PROPOSED MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT at 728 Desert Lane (APN 139-33- 
402-021), [PROPOSED: MD-1 (MEDICAL SUPPORT) Las Vegas Medical District Plan 
Designation], Ward 5 (Weekly). The Plagaggamewg§gion (7-0 vote) and staff recommend 
DENIAL 

EIVED BEFORE: PROTESTS 	RECEIVED 
Planning Commission 

City Council Meetin 

RECOMMENDATEON:  
The Planning Co 

BACKUP DOCUMENTATI 
1. Location Map 
2. Conditions and St 
3. Supporting Docurn 
4. Justification Letter 

Mtg. 

Motion made by LAWRENIC\WEEAWyptpl-1411inAebuceyeig06/2006 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; AbstairWed: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WE 	, 	BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
This item was originally held in abeyance to 12/06/2006 but appeared on the 12/20/2006 agenda. 

See Item 113 for related discussion. 
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0;41 idset veite44 
AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: SUP-16246 - APPLICANT: DORSAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC - 
OWNER: FULSTONE 1993 TRUST AND JEFF SELLINGER 

** CONDITIONS ** 

The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) and staff recommend DENIAL. 

Plannink and Development 

1. Approval of and conformance to the Conditions of Approval for Site Development Plan 
Review SDR-12922 shall be required. 

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



SUP-16246 - Staff Report Page One 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

APPLICATION REQUEST 

This is a request for a Special Use Permit a proposed five-story, mixed-use development 
consisting of 30 residential condominium units and 9,350 square feet of medical office space on 
0.74 acres at 728 Desert Lane. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Because the floor plans depict parking spaces at ground level, the proposed development does 
not comply with the mixed-use standards of the Las Vegas Medical District Plan (page 12). 
These standards require that the office use shall be located at ground-level fronting the primary 
public right-of-way, and the primary entry way to that use shall be directly from and oriented to a 
street. 

Because there is no hardship, which precludes compliance with these requirements, the 
recommendation for this application is denial. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

A) Related Actions 

05/27/97 	The City Council approved a Request for Rezoning (Z-0020-97) on properties 
located between Alta Drive and Charleston Boulevard and Martin L. King 
Boulevard and Rancho Drive from R-1 (Single Family Residential), R-3 (Medium 
Density Residential), R-4 (High Density Residential), R-5 (Apartment), R-E 
(Residence Estates), P-R (Professional Offices and Parking), C-1 (Limited 
Commercial), C-2 (General Commercial), and C-V (Civic) to PD (Planned 
Development) on 171 acres. The Planning Commission and staff recommended 
approval on April 2, 1997. 

06/19/02 	The City Council approved a Request for a Major Modification [Z-0020-97(33)] 
to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan to update and revise the Plan document, as 
part of the City's General Plan for the area bounded by Alta Drive to the north, 
Charleston Boulevard to the south, Martin L. King Boulevard to the east and 
Rancho Drive to the west. The Planning Commission and staff recommended 
approval on April 11, 2002. 



SUP-16246 - Staff Report Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

11/17/04 	The City Council approved a Request for a Major Modification MOD-5267 to the 
Las Vegas Medical District Plan in order to reduce height and setback restrictions 
on mixed-use developments, list them as a specific use on the table of permitted 
uses, provide for the incorporation of the live/work ordinance, and clarify the 
table of permitted uses to update terminology. The Planning Commission and 
staff recommended approval on October 21, 2004. 

10/19/06 	The Planning Commission recommended approval of companion items MOD- 
12919 and denial of SDR-12922 concurrently with this application. 

10/19/06 	The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend DENIAL (PC Agenda Item 
#15/ar). 

B) Pre-Application Meeting 

A pre-application meeting was held on March 21, 2006. Issues discussed included: 

o The Department of Building and Safety indicated that a handicap accessible 
route would need to be shown to the right-of-way. 

o A representative from the Traffic Division indicated that Project Neon could 
affect this site, and that a traffic study would be required. 

o The Department of Public Works indicated that a Flood Study would be 
required because of the underground parking. 

o The Planning Department informed the applicant of the Medical District 
Streetscape standards. 

C) Neighborhood Meetings 

A neighborhood meeting is not required for this application, nor was one held. 

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST 

A) Site Area 
Gross Acres: 	0.74 acres 

B) Existing Land Use 
Subject Property: Undeveloped 
North: 	Clark County Health District warehouse 
South: 	Parking lot 
East: 	 Apartments 
West: 	Offices 
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SUP-16246 - Staff Report Page Three 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

C) Planned Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West: 

D) Existing Zoning 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West:  

UMC [MD-2 (Major Medical)] 
UMC [MD-2 (Major Medical)] 
UMC [MD-1 (Medical Support)] 
UMC [HD (High Density Residential)] 
UMC [P-0 (Professional Office)] 

PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 

E) General Plan Compliance 

The subject site is located within the Southeast Sector of the General Plan. More 
specifically, the site is located within the Las Vegas Medical District Neighborhood Plan 
(LVMD), which is itself an element of the General Plan. This site is designated as MD-2 
(Major Medical) within the LVMD. The Major Medical category is intended to allow the 
most intensive development within the LVMD. It is designed to allow major medical uses 
and office uses. 

In terms of zoning, the site is zoned PD (Planned Development). The PD (Planned 
Development) zoning district is consistent with the General Plan designation and the 
proposed use shown on companion site plan SDR-12922 is a permitted use within the PD 
(Planned Development) zoning district. 

Special Area  Plan 
Las Vegas Medical District 

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

Las Vegas Medical District 

The intent of the Las Vegas Medical District is to provide for future and continued development 
in this area of an interrelated and cohesive mix of uses in a manner that is safe, orderly, and 
manageable for pedestrians. 



SUP 16246 - Staff Report Page Four 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

INTERAGENCY ISSUES 

There are no interagency issues involved with this request. 

ANALYSIS 

A) Zoning Code Compliance 

Al)  Parking and Traffic Standards 

Pursuant to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan, the following Parking Standards 
apply: 

	

Required 	 Provided 
Uses 	, 	GFA 	

R atio 	 . Parking 	 Parking  

	

Regular 	Handicap , 	Regular 	Handicap  
Medical 	9,350 	One space 	52 
Offices 	SF. 	for each 200 

sf of gfa up 
to 2,000 sf, 

plus one 
space for 

each 
additional 

, 	175 sf  
30 	 1 space per 	30 
Condominium 	 unit 
Units 	.  
TOTAL 	 82 	4 	82 	4 

The proposed development complies with the parking standards of the Las Vegas 
Medical District Plan. 

The Medical District Standards also require two bicycle parking spaces to be 
provided in conjunction with a medical office. The submitted site plan depicts 14 
such spaces and thus complies with this portion of the standards. 

Pursuant to Title 19.08, the following Standards apply: 

Standards 	 Code Requirement 	Provided  
Trash Enclosure 	 50 Feet from residential 	1,489 feet from 

residential 

The trash enclosure meets the separation requirement of the zoning code. 



SUP-16246 - Staff Report Page Five 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

B) General Analysis and Discussion 

• Zoning 

The proposed office use is consistent with the PD (Planned Development) Zoning 
District and the MD-1 (Medical Support) Las Vegas Medical District land-use 
designation. 

• Use 

Because the floor plans depict parking spaces at ground-level, the proposed 
development does not comply with the mixed-use standards of the Las Vegas Medical 
District Plan (page 12). These standards require that the office use shall be located at 
ground-level fronting the primary public right-of-way, and the primary entry way to 
that use shall be directly from and oriented to a street. 

Because there is no hardship, which precludes compliance with these requirements, the 
recommendation for this application is denial. 

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." 

Because the floor plans depict parking spaces at ground-level, the proposed development 
does not comply with the mixed-use standards of the Las Vegas Medical District Plan 
(page 12). 

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

The site can accommodate the proposed mixed-use development. 

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." 

Adequate access to Desert Lane and Bearden Drive is depicted on the site. These adjacent 
roadways will not be adversely affected by this development. 



SUP-16246 - Staff Report Page Six 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

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." 

Approval of the use will not be inconsistent with the General Plan, nor will it compromise 
public health, safety, or welfare. 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION 

The Planning Commission concurred that the project is not designed to meet Medical District 
standards. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	19 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  6 

SENATE DISTRICT 	3 

NOTICES MAILED 	72 by City Clerk 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 
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PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number: SUP-16246 APN:  	...  

Name of Property Owner:  A r r:\ 	A7_ALk 

Name of Applicant: 	41 r 	A 7- IN Lk 

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 	 1̀ `  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: 

Print Name: 	ü  

Subscribed and sworn before me 

_. 

I itkkli%"41  

"Need:44044, 04,4 rtkomeo..... 

UNDA LEE 
Nolaq Pubile, State of Nevada 

AoPointment No. 05946051 
Aopt Expires De(:. 1,2008 , Itpelor.!"-lf,  V .  • '• 	- . - . 1:•, .;11, t •,:vtoevragorpselP.4 

f:Ndepo6Application Packct\Statement of Financial Inte-est.doc Revised 12-03-04 
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Chad Vellinga, PE 

Civil Engineer LLC (702) 400-5560 
(702) 949-2901 fax 
cvcivil@yahoo.com  

3445 S Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas. NV 89102 

Sincerely, 

Chad Vellinga, P.E. 

August 23, 2006 

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

RE: JUSTIFICATION LETTER 
SPECIAL USE PERMIT 
DESERT LANE MEDICAL OFFICES & RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS 

Dear Current Planning, 

The owners and applicant of the property located at 728 Desert Lane also identified as APN: 
139-33-402-021, have requested that we present and submit this application for a Special Use 
Permit to allow 30 single family residential condominium units. The proposed Mixed Use 
project will also include 9,350 sq-ft of Medical Office Space. 

A Major Modification Application, MOD 12919, has previously been submitted requesting a 
zone change from MD-2 to MD-1. The proposed MD-1 zoning will allow for residential 
condominiums per the Las Vegas Medical District Plan provided they are part of a mixed use 
development and the units are located on a second or successive floor. The proposed 
development satisfies these criteria and is in conformance to the Las Vegas Medical District 
Plan. 

Please note that building floor plans and elevations have been modified and are different than 
what was shown in the previous applications, (SDR 12922, & MOD 12919). We will be 
using these drawings at all public hearings, and we request that you update the drawings in the 
previous applications to be consistent with this application. These changes make better use of 
the site, and improve the parking. In fuel, a parking waiver will no longer be required. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call. 

TEIPI  
11 ■ S 
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SUP-16246 
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aavxt IA4 ves(44 Agenda Item No.: 115. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 OConsent Z Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SITE DEVELOPMENT PLAN REVIEW RELATED TO MOD-12919 AND SUP-16246 

SDR-12922 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: DORSAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC - 
OWNER: FULSTONE 1993 TRUST AND JEFF SELLINGER - Request for a Site 
Development Plan Review FOR A PROPOSED FIVE-STORY MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT 
CONSISTING OF 24 RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIMUM UNITS AND 13,465 SQUARE 

Motion made by LAWRENCE WEEKLY to Hold in Abeyance to 12/06/2006 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
This item was originally held in abeyance to 12/06/2006 but appeared on the 12/20/2006 agenda. 

See Item 113 for related discussion. 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: ABEYANCE - SDR-12922 - APPLICANT: DORSAL 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC - OWNER: FULSTONE 1993 TRUST AND JEFF SELLINGER 

** CONDITIONS ** 

The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) and staff recommend DENIAL. 

Plannink and Development 

I. 	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 site plan and landscape plans, date 
stamped 08/23/06, and building elevations, date stamped 05/08/06, 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. 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). 

5. All utility boxes exceeding 27 cubic feet in size shall meet the standards of LVMC Title 
19.12.040. 

6. A Comprehensive Construction Staging Plan shall be submitted to the Planning and 
Development Department for review and approval prior to the issuance of any building 
permits. The Construction Staging Plan shall include the following information: Design 
and location of construction trailer(s); design and location of construction fencing; all 
proposed temporary construction signage; location of materials staging area; and the 
location and design of parking for all construction workers 

7. Prospective buyers shall be informed that views may be obscured by future adjacent 
development and this information shall be included in project CC & R's. 
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8. 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. 

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

Public Works 

10. Prior to submittal of any construction drawings or Maps subdividing this site, or any 
further actions, coordinate with the City Engineer to discuss the potential extension of 
Bearden Drive through this site. 

11. Construct all incomplete half-street improvements on Bearden Drive and Desert 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. 

12. Remove all substandard public street improvements, if any, and replace with new 
improvements meeting current City Standards concurrent with development of this site. 

13. Grant pedestrian walkway easements for all public sidewalks not located within public 
right-of-way along Bearden Drive. 

14. Meet with the Flood Control Section of the Department of Public Works for assistance 
with establishing 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. 

15. All landscaping and private improvements (including trash enclosures) 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. 

16. Site development to comply with all applicable conditions of approval for Z-20-97 and all 
other applicable site-related actions. 
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** STAFF REPORT ** 

APPLICATION REQUEST 

This is a request for a Site Development Plan Review for a proposed five-story, mixed-use 
development consisting of 30 residential condominium units and 9,350 square feet of medical 
office space on 0.74 acres at 728 Desert Lane. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Because the floor plans depict parking spaces at ground-level, the proposed development does 
not comply with the mixed-use standards of the Las Vegas Medical District Plan (page 12). 
These standards require that the office use shall be located at ground-level fronting the primary 
public right-of-way, and the primary entry way to that use shall be directly from and oriented to a 
street. 

Because there is no hardship, which precludes compliance with these requirements, the 
recommendation for the subject application is for denial. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

A) Previous Actions 

05/27/97 	The City Council approved a Request for Rezoning (Z-0020-97) on properties 
located between Alta Drive and Charleston Boulevard and Martin L. King 
Boulevard and Rancho Drive from R-1 (Single Family Residential), R-3 (Medium 
Density Residential), R-4 (High Density Residential), R-5 (Apartment), R-E 
(Residence Estates), P-R (Professional Offices and Parking), C-1 (Limited 
Commercial), C-2 (General Commercial), and C-V (Civic) to PD (Planned 
Development) on 171 acres. The Planning Commission and staff recommended 
approval on April 2, 1997. 

06/19/02 	The City Council approved a Request for a Major Modification [Z-0020-97(33)] 
to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan to update and revise the Plan document, as 
part of the City's General Plan for the area bounded by Alta Drive to the north, 
Charleston Boulevard to the south, Martin L. King Boulevard to the east and 
Rancho Drive to the west. The Planning Commission and staff recommended 
approval on April 11, 2002. 
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11/17/04 	The City Council approved a Request for a Major Modification MOD-5267 to the 
Las Vegas Medical District Plan in order to reduce height and setback restrictions 
on mixed-use developments, list them as a specific use on the table of permitted 
uses, provide for the incorporation of the live/work ordinance, and clarify the 
table of permitted uses to update terminology. The Planning Commission and 
staff recommended approval on October 21, 2004. 

10/19/06 	The Planning Commission recommended approval of companion items MOD- 
12922 and denial of SUP-16246 concurrently with this application. 

10/19/06 	The Planning Commission voted 7-0 to recommend DENIAL (PC Agenda Item 
#16/ar). 

B) Pre-Application Meeting 

A pre-application meeting was held on March 21, 2006. Issues discussed included: 

o The Department of Building and Safety indicated that a handicap accessible 
route would need to be shown to the right-of-way 

o A representative of the Traffic Division indicated that Project Neon could 
affect this site, and that a traffic study would be required. 

o The Department of Public Works indicated that a Flood Study would be 
required because of the underground parking. 

o The Planning Department informed the applicant of the Medical District 
Streetscape standards. 

C) Neighborhood Meetings 

A neighborhood meeting is not required for this application, nor was one held. 

DETAILS OF APPLICATION REQUEST 

A) Site Area 
Gross Acres: 

B) Existing Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West: 

C) Planned Land Use 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South:  

0.74 acres 

Undeveloped 
Clark County Health District warehouse 
Parking lot 
Apartments 
Offices 

UMC [MD-2 (Major Medical)] 
UMC [MD-2 (Major Medical)] 
UMC [MD-1 (Medical Support)] 
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East: 
West: 

D) 	Existing Zoning 
Subject Property: 
North: 
South: 
East: 
West:  

UMC [HD (High Density Residential)] 
UMC [P-0 (Professional Office)] 

PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 
PD (Planned Development) 

E) General Plan Compliance 

The subject site is located within the Southeast Sector of the General Plan. More 
specifically, the site is located within the Las Vegas Medical District Neighborhood Plan 
(LVMD), which is itself an element of the General Plan. This site is designated as MD-2 
(Major Medical) within the LVMD. The Major Medical category is intended to allow the 
most intensive development within the LVMD. It is designed to allow major medical uses 
and office uses. 

In terms of zoning, the site is zoned PD (Planned Development). The PD (Planned 
Development) zoning district is consistent with the General Plan designation and the 
proposed use shown on companion site plan SDR-12922 is a permitted use within the PD 
(Planned Development) zoning district. 

Special Area Plan 
Las Vegas Medical District 

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

Las Vegas Medical District 

The intent of the Las Vegas Medical District is to provide for future and continued development 
in this area of an interrelated and cohesive mix of uses in a manner that is safe, orderly, and 
manageable for pedestrians. 

INTERAGENCY ISSUES 

There are no interagency issues involved with this request. 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The applicant proposes a five-story, mixed-use development consisting of 30 residential 
condominium units and 9,350 square feet of medical office space on the subject 0.74 acres. 
Access to the site is provided by driveways to Desert Lane and Bearden Drive. Parking is 
provided on a below-grade level and on a street-grade level. Landscaping with 24-inch box trees 
is shown at the vehicular entrances. The elevations drawings depict a 55-foot tall structure with 
a stucco exterior and stone veneer accents. 

ANALYSIS 

A) Zoning Code Compliance 

Al) Development Standards 

Pursuant to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan, the following Development 
Standards apply: 

Standards 	 Required 	Provided 	Compliance  
Mth. Lot Size 	 N/A 	 0.75 Acres 	Y  
MM. Lot Width 	 N/A 	 100 Feet 	Y  
Min. Setbacks 
• Front 	 N/A 	 15 Feet 	 Y 
• Side 	 N/A 	 10 Feet 	 Y 

• Rear 	 N/A 	 15 Feet 	 Y 

Max. Lot Coverage 	 N/A 	 46 % 	 Y  
Max. Building Height 	 N/A 	 5 Stories/55 	Y 

Feet  
Trash Enclosure 	50 Feet from residential 	1,489 feet from 	Y 

residential  
Loading Zone 	 N/A 	 No 	 Y  
Mech. Equipment 	 Screened 	Screened 	Y 

The proposed development meets the standards of the Medical District Plan. 

A2) Residential Adjacency Standards 

Pursuant to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan, mixed-use projects are exempt 
from the Residential Adjacency Standards. 
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A3) Parking and Traffic Standards 

Pursuant to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan, the following Parking Standards 
apply: 

	

Required 	 Provided 
Parking 	 Parking  

Uses 	 GFA 
Ratio 	Regular 	Handica 	Regular 	Handica 

P 	 p  
Medical 	9,350 	One space 	52 
Offices 	SF. 	for each 200 

sf of gfa up 
to 2,000 sf, 

plus one 
space for 

each 
additional 

175 sf  
30 	 1 space per 	30 
Condominium 	 unit 
Units  
TOTAL 	 82 	3 	82 	4 

The proposed development complies with the parking standards of the Las Vegas 
Medical District Plan. 

The Medical District Standards also require two bicycle parking spaces to be 
provided in conjunction with a medical office. The submitted site plan depicts 14 
such spaces and thus complies with this portion of the standards. 

A4) Landscape and Open Space Standards 

Pursuant to the Las Vegas Medical District Plan, the following Landscape 
Standards apply: 

Standards 	
Required 	Provided 

Ratio 	 Trees  
Buffer: 
• Min. Trees 	 1 Trees/Linear Feet 	7 Trees 	7 Trees  
• MM. Zone Width 

Desert Lane 	 5 to 15 Feet 	 15 Feet 
Bearden Drive 	 5 to 15 Feet 	 15 Feet 
North property line 	 5 Feet 	 5 Feet 
South property fine 	 5 Feet 	 5 Feet 

The proposed site plan meets the landscaping standards of the Medical District 
plan. 
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The Medical District Plan requires Desert Lane and Bearden Drive to have 
streetscape treatments which consist of a five to 15-foot wide landscape planter, 
and ten-foot wide public sidewalk. The submitted site plan depicts compliance 
with this standard along both adjacent streets. 

B) General Analysis and Discussion 

• Zoning 

The proposed office use is consistent with the PD (Planned Development) zoning 
district and the MD-1 (Medical Support) Las Vegas Medical District land use 
designation. 

• Site Plan 

The site plan complies with the standards of the Las Vegas Medical District. 

• Waivers 

No waivers are required in conjunction with this application. 

• Landscape Plan 

The width of the planters and the size and locations of the tress comply with the 
landscape standards of the Medical District Plan. 

• Elevation 

The proposed materials and architectural articulation are in compliance with the 
standards of the Medical District Plan. 

• Floor Plan 

Because the floor plans depict parking spaces at ground-level, the proposed 
development does not comply with the mixed-use standards of the Las Vegas Medical 
District Plan (page 12). These standards require that the office use shall be located at 
ground-level fronting the primary public right-of-way, and the primary entry way to 
that use shall be directly from and oriented to a street. 

Because there is no hardship, which precludes compliance with these requirements, the 
recommendation for this application is denial. 
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FINDINGS 

In order to approve a Site Development Plan application, per Title 19.18.050 the Planning 
Commission and/or City Council must affirm the following: 

1. "The proposed development is compatible with adjacent development and 
development in the area;" 

The proposed mixed-use development is compatible with adjacent development and the 
surrounding area. 

2. "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;" 

The setbacks and landscaping as proposed comply with the Medical District plan and Title 
19. 

Because the floor plans depict parking spaces at ground-level, the proposed development 
does not comply with the mixed-use standards of the Las Vegas Medical District Plan 
(page 12). 

3. "Site access and circulation do not negatively impact adjacent roadways or 
neighborhood traffic;" 

Adequate access to Desert Lane and Bearden Drive is depicted on the site. These adjacent 
roadways will not be adversely impacted by this development. 

4. "Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the areas and for the City;" 

Building and landscape materials are appropriate for the area. 

S. 	"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;" 

Building design and architectural features will be harmonious and compatible with 
surrounding development. 

The Las Vegas Medical District Plan standards require that the office use shall be located 
at ground-level fronting the primary public right-of-way, and the primary entry way to that 
use shall be directly from and oriented to a street. The floor plans depict parking spaces at 
ground-level and do not comply with this standard. 
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6. 	"Appropriate measures are taken to secure and protect the public health, safety and 
general welfare." 

The site will be subject to inspections and will not compromise public health and safety. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	19 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  6 

SENATE DISTRICT 	3 

NOTICES MAILED 	70 by Planning Department 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 0 
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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 	 [El No 
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SDR 12922  
Dorsal Development, LLC  

728 Desert Lane 

Proposed 13.465 thousand square foot medical office development. 	- 	  

Traffic produced by proposed development:  

DESCRIPTION 	 #UNIT 	RATE/# 	TOTAL 
UNIT  

Average Daily Traffic (ADT) 	 RES. CONDO/TOWNHOUSE [DWELL] 	24 	5.86 	141  
AM Peak Hour 	 0.44  
PM Peak Hour 	 0.52 	12  

(heaviest 60 minutes) 

DESCRIPTION 	- 	 #UNIT 	RATE/# 	TOTAL 
UNIT  

Average Daily Traffic (ADT) 	 MEDICAL - DENTAL OFFICE BUILDING [1000 	13.465 	36.13 	486 
SF] 

AM Peak Hour 	 2.48 	33  
PM Peak Hour 	 3.72 	50  
(heaviest 60 minutes) 

Total 	 DESCRIPTION 	 #UNIT 	RATE/# 	TOTAL 
UNIT  

Average Daily Traffic (ADT) 	 MEDICAL-DENTAL OFFICE BUILDING [1000 	13.465 	 627 
SF] 

AM Peak Hour  	44  
PM Peak Hour 	 63  

wiest60 msnufe3) 

c.xi Wig traffic on all nearby streets: No count data available for Bearden and Desert  
i  

Charleston Boulevard 	1 

Average Daily Traffic (ADD_ 	 49,880  
PM Peak Hour 	 3990    _ 

. 	(heavies: 60 minutes) 

Shadow Lane 	
Average Daily Traffic (ADT) 	 7,350     — 

I PM Peak Hour 	 588  
I 	themes: 60 minutest 
f---
1 
  	 - 	  
Traffic Capacity of adjacent streets: 

=-- 	 
 	, 	 Adjacent street ADT  

Capacity  
I Charleston Boulevard 	 I 	 I 



Shadow Lane 	 24450  

This project will add approximately 627 trips per day on Charleston, Shadow  Desert  
and Bearden. This will increase expected volumes by about 1 percent on Charleston  
and 9 percent on Shadow. Charleston is over capacity and Shadow is at about 30  
percent of capacity. Counts are not available  for Desert or Bearden, but they are  
believed to be under capacity.  

Based on Peak Hour use, this development will add roughly 63 additional  
cars into the area; which works out to about  one even, minute.  

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



MOD-12919, VAR-12925 & SDR-12922 - APPLICANT: 
FULLSTONE 1993 TRUST AND JEFF SELLINGER 
728 DESERT LANE 
AUGUST 24, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION 

DORSAL DEVELOPMENT, U-C - OWNER: 

05/4/06 



MOD-12919, VAR-12925, SUP-16246 & SDR - 12922 - APPLICANT: DORSAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC - 
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OCTOBER 19, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION 
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OCTOBER 19, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION 
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3311 S. RAINBOW, STE. 129 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89146 April 10, 2006 

(702) 949-2900 
FAX (702) 949-2901 

Sincerely, 

Chad Vellinga, P.E. 

CHAD  VELLINGA, P.E. 	 CIVIL ENGINEER 

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

RE: JUSTIFICATION LETTER - 
VARIANCE ON-SITE PARKING 
DESERT LANE MEDICAL OFFICES & RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS 

Dear Current Planning, 

The owners and applicant of the property located at 728 Desert Lane also identified as 
APN: 139-33-402-021, have requested that we present and submit this application for a 
Variance for the required onsite parking for the mixed use develop of medical offices and 
residential condominiums. 

This Development will provide a total of 85 on-site parking spaces where 99 spaces 
would typical be required if the respective uses were not mixed. 

The medical offices require a total of 75 parking spaces and the residential 
condominiums require 24 parking spaces. The parking demand for the medical office 
space will occur between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. The demand for the 
residential condominiums will occur between the hours of 5:15 p.m. to 7:15 a.m. and on 
weekends. The demand for each use occurs at different times of the day. The parking 
provided will provide adequate service for each type of use. 

In addition this development is providing 6 motorcycle spaces where none are required, 
and providing 12 additional bicycle spaces. Thus the site will have a total of 108 mixed 
parking spaces. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call. 

SDR-12922 
10/19/06 PC 
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0/41 0,044 ve-se44 Agenda Item No.: 116. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 OConsent [S] Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
SPECIAL USE PERMIT 

SUP-16483 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT: PAWN PLACE - OWNER: DECATUR 
REAL ESTATE HOLDINGS, LLC - This is an appeal of the denial by the Planning 
Commission of a request for a Special Use Permit FOR A PAWN SHOP AND WAIVERS OF 
THE 200-FOOT DISTANCE SEPARATION REQUIREMENT FROM A RESIDENTIAL USE 
AND OF THE 1,000-FOOT DISTANCE 	° • REQUIREMENT FROM SIX 
SIMILAR USES at 1940 North D 	dlOt ,s • 	-I* • 	19-301-005), C-1 (Limited 
Commercial) Zone, Ward 5 ( 	. /De ILt  , Abrrlim 	5-2 vote) and staff 
recommend DENIAL 

ED BEFORE: PROTESTS 	RECEI 

Planning Commissi 

City Council Meeti 

RECOMMENDA 
The Planning Co 

tg. 

BACKUP DOCU 
1. Location, Aerial an 
2. Conditions and Staf 
3. Supporting Document 
4. Justification Letter 
5. Appeal letter filed by Bill t., 
6. Submitted after final agenda - L 	9.44:6448sisiemor - ; Maren Parry and protest letters 
7. Backup referenced from the 10-19-06 	emmission Meeting Item 60 

Motion made by GARY REESE to Strike Item 73 [4401 Cory Place]; HOLD IN ABEYANCE 
Item 85 [ZON-13896], Item 86 [VAR-13900], Item 87 [SUP-13902], Item 88 [SUP-13903] and 
Item 89 [SDR-13904] to 01/17/2007; Item 93 [ZON-15031], Item 94 [SDR-15030] and Item 101 
[SUP-15347] to 12/06/2006; and Item 102 [SDR-15747] to 12/20/2006; TABLE Item 90 [ZON-
14344], Item 91 [VAR-15323] and Item 92 [SDR-14353]; and WITHDRAW THE APPEAL of 
Item 116 [SUP-16483] 

Passed For: 6; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 1 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, GARY REESE, 
STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-
None); (Excused-LARRY BROWN) 



ell ."'fLm't 1e-544  Agenda Item No.: 116. 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

Minutes: 
See Item 70 for related discussion. 
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AGENDA AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: SUP-16483 - APPLICANT: PAWN PLACE - OWNER: 
DECATUR REAL ESTATE HOLDINGS, LLC 

** CONDITIONS ** 

The Planning Commission (5-2/bg/rt vote) and staff recommend DENIAL. 

Planning and Development 

I. 

	

	Conformance to all Minimum Requirements under LVMC Title 19.04.050 for Pawn Shop 
use. 

2. 	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. 

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

4. The use shall comply with the applicable requirements of LVMC Chapter 6.60. 

5. No outdoor display, sales or storage of any merchandise shall be permitted. 



SUP-16483 - Staff Report Page One 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is an appeal of the denial by the Planning Commission of a request for a Special Use Permit 
for a Pawn Shop and Waivers of the 200-foot distance separation requirement from a residential 
use and of the 1,000-foot distance separation requirement from six similar uses at 1940 North 
Decatur Boulevard. 

The applicant seeks approval of a Special Use Permit for a Pawn Shop to be located in a 
commercial building in an existing shopping center on the southeast corner of Lake Mead 
Boulevard and Decatur Boulevard. The subject site does not meet the minimum distance 
requirements from residential use as the parcel is located zero feet from the boundary of a single-
family residential development to the east. Additionally, six Financial Institution, Specified uses 
are located less than 1,000 feet from the proposed use. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

04/18/84 	The City Council approved a Rezoning (Z-0014-84) on the site from R-E 
(Residence Estates) to C-1 (Limited Commercial).  

03/18/87 The City Council approved a Plot Plan review of the subject site.  
The City Council approved a SP-0002-87, a Shared parking agreement 
between the property owners of the commercial parcels around, and 

12/17/87 including, and the subject site. The agreement pertains to the commercial 
development that is located between Lake Mead Boulevard to the north, 
Decatur Boulevard to the west, and Concord Drive to the south. The parking 
agreement was approved, but never recorded.  

04/06/88 The City Council approved a Reinstatement and Extension of Time for the 
subject site.  
The Planning Commission approved a Review of Condition (conditions #5 

8/22/89 and #7 of approved Plot Plan Review to allow a six-foot slump stone wall and 
10-foot setbacks adjacent to Concord Village Drive).  
The Planning Commission tabled a request for a Site Development Plan 
Review (SDR-2997) for a 6,500 square-foot general retail building and a 

02/12/04 reduction of the front yard setback to allow 10 feet where 20 feet is the 
minimum required, a reduction in the side yard setback to allow 5 feet where 
10 feet is the minimum required, and a reduction in the required amount of 
perimeter landscaping.  
The Planning Commission tabled a request for a Site Development Plan 

04/06/05 Review (SDR-6025) and Waivers of front setback, foundation, buffer, and 
parking lot landscaping standards on 0.83 acres adjacent to the northeast 
corner of Decatur Boulevard and Concord Village Drive. 



Net Acres 2.84 

SUP-16483 - Staff Report Page Two 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

10/19/06 	
The Planning Commission voted 5-2/bg/rt to recommend DENIAL (PC 
Agenda Item #60/im).  

Related Building Permits/Business Licenses  
02/01/05 	1918 Decatur — Decatur Finance  
10/01/05 	1928 Decatur — American General Finance of America  

Pre-Application Meeting  
8/15/06 	A pre-application meeting was held to discuss the requirements for a Special 

Use Permit for a pawn shop at the proposed location. In addition, the 
applicant was informed that this would constitute a project of regional 
significance, as well as require waivers for the distance requirements for 
residential uses and financial institution, specified.  

Neighborhood Meeting  
A neighborhood meeting was not held, nor was one required. 

Details of Application Request 
Site Area 

Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
SC (Service 	C-1 (Limited 

Subject Property 	Shopping Center 	Commercial) 	Commercial)  
Convenience Store 	SC (Service 	C-1 (Limited 

North 	 w/ gasoline 	Commercial) 	Commercial)  
Single Family 	ML (Medium Low 	R-CL (Single Family 

South 	 Residential 	Density Residential) 	Compact Lot) 	.. _  
Single Family 	ML (Medium Low 	R-CL (Single Family 

East 	 Residential 	Density Residential) 	Compact Lot)  
SC (Service 	C-1 (Limited 

West 	 Shopping Center 	Commercial) 	Commercial) 

- 	 . 

Spec ial Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan 	 X 	Y  
Trails 	 X 	Y  
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 X 	Y  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 X 	Y  
Project of Regional Significance 	 X 	Y 



SUP-16483 - Staff Report Page Three 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Minimum Distance Separation Requirements 

Pursuant to Title 19.04, the following Standards apply to the subject proposal: 

Standards 	Code Requirement 	Provided 
Pawn Shop 	200-Feet from any parcel 	The subject site does not meet the minimum distance 

zoned 	or 	used 	for 	requirements from residential use as the parcel is 
residential use. 

	

	located zero feet from the boundary of a single-family 
residential development to the east. 

1,000-Feet from any other 	Additionally, six financial institution specified are 
pawn shop or specified 	located less than 1,000 feet from the proposed use: 
financial institution. 	• 	1911 Decatur — Vegas Auto Title Loans 

• 1918 Decatur — Decatur Finance 
• 1928 Decatur — American General Finance of 

America 
• 1941 Decatur — Ace Cash Express 
• 1967 Decatur — Cashland 
• 4750 W. Lake Mead — Rainbow Loan 

Pursuant to Title 19.10, the following parking standards apply: 
Parking Requirement  

Gross Floor 	Required 	 Provided 	Compliance  
Area or 	 Parking 	 Parking _  
Number of 	Parking 	 Handl- 	Handi- 

Use 	Units 	Ratio 	Re -4ular 	capped 	Regular 	capped  
Shopping 	 1 per 

Center 	26,100 	250 	100 	5 	145 	5 	Y  
SubTotal 	 100 	5 	145 	5  
TOTAL 	 105 	 150 

ANALYSIS 

The applicant seeks approval of a Special Use Permit for a Pawn Shop to be located in a 6,000 
square foot commercial building in an existing shopping center on the southeast corner of Lake 
Mead Boulevard and Decatur Boulevard. The proposed Pawn Shop does not meet the distance 
separation requirement from residential property nor from a financial institution, specified. A 
waiver of these requirements has been requested. 



SUP-16483 - Staff Report Page Four 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

• Zoning 

The existing zoning is C-1 (Limited Commercial). This zoning is appropriate for the 
General Plan Land Use designation of C (Commercial). The proposed Pawn Shop 
use is allowed under that designation with approval of a Special Use Permit. 

• Use 

Pawn Shop is defined as follows: 

A facility (other than a bank, saving and loan or mortgage banking company) used for 
the business of lending money on the security of pledged goods or for the business of 
the purchase of tangible personal property on the condition that it may be redeemed 
or repurchased by the seller for a fixed price within a fixed period of time. 

The use as proposed by the applicant will meet this definition as outlined in the Code, 
and is a permitted use in the C-1 (Limited Commercial) Zoning district with a Special 
Use Permit as sought by this application. 

• Conditions 

Pursuant to Title 19.04.050 the following conditions must be met for a Pawn Shop: 

• The use shall comply with the applicable requirements of Title 6 of the Las Vegas 
Municipal Code. 

• No outdoor display, sales or storage of any merchandise shall be permitted. 

• No pawn shop shall he located on either side of Fremont Street or on Las Vegas 
Boulevard South, between Charleston Boulevard and Sahara Avenue. 

The proposed Pawn Shop use will be established in an existing building and will be 
compatible with the adjacent commercial uses. The proposed use will not be in 
conformance with the requirements set forth in Title 19. This request will require a 
Waiver from the separation requirement from residential land uses. 

In addition, the applicant is seeking Waivers from the separation requirement of 1,000 
feet from six similar specified financial institution uses. 



SUP-16483 - Staff Report Page Five 
November 15, 2006 City Council 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." 

The proposed Pawn Shop would be in an existing suite within an existing shopping center, 
which already has an active cash loan business license, and therefore the proposed use 
cannot meet the separation requirements from a Financial Institution, Specified. There are 
five additional Financial Institution, Specified which are also within the 1,000-foot 
separation buffer creating an additional incompatibility. Furthermore, the parcel is less 
than the required 200 feet from single-family residential to the east and south. As a result 
of the failure to meet separation requirements on these many conflicts, staff cannot 
recommend approval for this Special Use Permit. 

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

There are no physical constraints to the location of the proposed Pawn Shop use within the 
existing building on the site. 

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 primary access to the site is via two access aisles entering off Decatur Boulevard, 
designated as a (100-foot) Primary Arterial roadway on the Master Plan of Streets and 
Highways, which will adequately serve the proposed Pawn Shop 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." 

The Special Use Permit for a Pawn Shop requires separation from residential uses as well 
as from financial institutions, specified. As the subject site fails to meet these separation 
requirements, the public welfare protections required in Title 19 may be compromised. 



SUP-16483 - Staff Report Page Six 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION  

There was one speaker protesting the application at the Planning Commission Meeting. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 	8 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT  7 

SENATE DISTRICT 	4 

NOTICES MAILED 	586 by City Clerk 

APPROVALS 	 0 

PROTESTS 	 4 
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SENT BY: 

Signature of Property Owner: 

LAURA E. OCHOA 
Commission # 1507570 

Nolan/ Public - California 
Los Angeles County 

My Comm. Expkes Aug 15. 2005 

EktaKINOPlicalion PooketStaloneni of Financial IntereeLdno 

PLANNING 6 
DevuormENT 

P1. NA I\; 	DEN FLOPNIFN DIT.P,t1i2TNIVNT 
•orttOthiPpir 
1111vIctl CiM744 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number:  SUP-16483  
Name of Property Owner;  4/4 T 144 .ewitc.st—tr,1 /6-40.,,ye,$ ILL 

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 ether 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: 

APN: 

Print Name:  1)&-ed7aa / 	es 14 —A— 	 ( 	 6 5  
D Rgdrity /.=•"444 

Subscribed and sworn before me 

This la _day of  AUGUST  , 20_0Jo 

LiluZA E. (140A NOM2.8 Reuc  
Notary Public in and for said County and State 

ltswiestf 12-03414 
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SUP-16483 - APPLICANT: PAWN PLACE - OWNER: DECATUR REAL ESTATE HOLDINGS, LLC 
1940 NORTH DECATUR BOULEVARD 
OCTOBER 19, 2006 PLANNING COMMISSION 

09/26/06 
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JINVEI ■iY COMP4 

August 31, 2006 

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

RE: Special Use Permit for APN: 139-19-301-005 

We are requesting a SUP for a pawn shop use at the 1940 N. Decatur Boulevard location. 
We realize that staff s recommendation for approval will require applying the waiver 
option to the separation requirements from other finance businesses and residential zoned 
parcels. 

We have enclosed an exhibit that maps the location of the finance businesses in Las 
Vegas that are covered by the separation requirement. This exhibit displays the 
proliferation of these types of businesses and the difficulty in finding locations that will 
meet the separation requirements. We have put forth an extremely large amount of time 
to identify a location that meets the City's separation requirements before presenting this 
location. 

The request for staff approval and waiver of separation requirements is based on the 
following points: 

• This is not a new business but the moving of an existing pawn shop currently 
located at 2416 Tam Drive. The move is necessary due to the landlord not being 
willing to provide lease extensions in light of condominium development 
potential on or near the existing location. 

• The proliferation of the finance businesses makes meeting the distance 
requirements extremely difficult. 

• Finding a location for a pawnshop is further challenged by the fact this business 
needs significant space for storage of collateral. Our standard store size is 6,000 
square feet. 

• There are not any pawn shops within the distance requirement of the proposed 
location. 

• Pawn shops interest rates are regulated by state law unlike the other financial 
institutions in the area. This results in loans being available at a lower interest 
rate for those people in the neighborhood who need short tam loans. 

SUP-16483 
10/19/06 PC 

Pawn Shop Management. I. C • 3010 S. Valley Viow Bk./41 • 	VP2i1S Nevar-0 P2 t0:". • ‘ t'i-1.,! 	I • 6 	- 



• The vacancy rate for retail buildings in this part of the Las Vegas valley is 1.6% 
according to the survey by Restrepo Consulting and Colliers Real Estate Co. 
effective June 30, 2006. This limited availability certainly contributes to the 
difficulty in finding locations that meet separation requirements and still enable 
the business to succeed. 

Our hours of operation are as follows: Monday through Saturday 9:00 a.m. — 7:00 p.m. 
and Sunday 10:00 a.m. — 5:00 p.m. 

Enclosed is the staff report pertaining to the building's approval for construction in 2002. 
The report indicates "Total Parking Provided: 150 spaces. Total Parking Required: 143 
spaces". In addition the building was built for general retail use with a parking 
requirement of 1 space for every 175 square feet. The pawn shop requirement for 
parking is 1 space for every 250 feet. Although we will initially only use the 3000 square 
feet that is currently vacant, we have made arrangements to occupy the remaining 3000 
square feet as the respective lease agreements expire. This will eventually result in a net 
reduction in required spaces of ten parking spaces. 

This property is zoned commercial which is the appropriate zoning for a pawnshop use. 
We believe the unique circumstances associated with this request warrant the staff's 
application of the waiver option to recommend approval for this special use permit. 
If you have any questions please call me at 497-1226 or our contact person Bill Curran, 
Curran & Parry, at 471-7000 

Thank you, 

i; 

Craig McCall 

cc Bill Curran 

SUP-16483 
10/19/06 PC 



LAW OFFICES 

BALLARD SPAHR ANDREWS Ex, INGERSOLL, LLP 

BANK OF AMERICA PLAZA s t 1 C. tE IL 
300 SOUTH FOURTH STREET, SUITE 1201 

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89 I 0 1-60 1 8 

702-471-7000 

FAX: 702-471-7070 

WWW.BALLARDSPAHR.COM  

BILL CURRAN 
DIRECT DIAL: (702) 471-7000 
E-MAIL: CURRANB©BALLARDSPAHR.COM  

PHILADELPHIA, PA 

BALTIMORE, MD 

DENVER, CO 

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 

VOORHEES, NJ 

WASHINGTON, DC 

WILMINGTON, DE 

CI T Y CLE:Wh 

100b OCT 30 A II: 00 

October 26, 2006 

Via Facsimile and U.S. Mail 

Barbara Jo (Roth) Ronemus 
City Clerk 
City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Re: REQUEST TO APPEAL PLANNING COMMISSION DECISION 
SUP-16483 - October 19, 2006 Planning Commission Agenda 

Dear Ms. Ronemus: 

On behalf of my client, Pawn Place, I respectfully submit this letter of request to 
appeal the October 19, 2006 Planning Commission decision regarding the above referenced 
application. 

Please call if you have any questions. Thank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

C_AAA.A.6t.er,,, e. 

Bill Curran 



MAREN PARRY ORIGINAL 
DIRECT DIAL: (702) 387-3096 
PERSONAL FAX: (866) 381-5357 
E-MAIL: PARRYM@BALLARDSPAHR.COM  

DMWEST #6467424 v1 
Date Pig/0G item 

LAW OFFICES 

BALLARD SPAHR ANDREWS 6c, INGERSOLL, LLP 

BANK OF AMERICA PLAZA 

300 SOUTH FOURTH STREET, SUITE 1201 

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101-6018 

702-471-7000 

FAX: 702-471-7070 

WWW.BALLARDSPAHR.COM  

PHILADELPHIA, PA 

BALTIMORE, MD 

DENVER, CO 

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 

VOORHEES, NJ 

WASHINGTON, DC 

WILMINGTON, DE 

November 9, 2006 

By Hand Delivery 

Barbara Jo (Roni) Ronemus 
City Clerk 
City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Re: REQUEST TO WITHDRAW APPEAL 
SUP-16483 - November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 
Item #116 

Dear Barbara: 

After extensive discussion with Councilman Weekly, the applicant, Pawn Place, 
respectfully requests that its appeal of the Planning Commission's decision to deny SUP-16483 
be withdrawn from consideration by the City Council at the November 15, 2006 City Council 
Meeting. We appreciate the feedback which we have received from the Planning Commissioners 
and staff throughout the application process, and we have commenced our search for a location 
which will be more suitable for the proposed use. 

If you have any questions about this request, please do not hesitate to contact my 
office. Thank you for your assistance. 

Sincerely, 

MP/cm 

■=2 

C=0  

r-rt 
r- 

-0 	rT1 rt-1 

I?? 
LA.) 

cc: 	Margo Wheeler 
Bill Marion 
Councilman Weekly 
Craig McCall 

fina: 



DeAnn Stout 
4949 Sawyer Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

IRECEIVLii 
cATY CLERK 

NOV -1 A 10:01 

DeAnn Stout 
Concerned Neighbor 

levotest 

11/07/2006 10:02 	7027992716 SWREGION SSSD 	 PAGE 01 

November, 2006 

Barbara Jo Ronemus 
City Clerk 
City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 

Dear Ms. Ronemus: 

am most concerned about SUP-16483. I am highly opposed to another 
Pawn Shop in this neighborhood. There is a SuperPawn already located on 
Lake Mead Blvd near Jones, approximately one mile west of this proposal. I 
am also opposed to the waivers that are requested with this permit. 

Thank you for your time with this matter. The neighborhood is working 
diligently in keeping our area clean, safe, and attractive and we thank you for 
your effort in making this happen. 

Sincerely, 

Submitte1 after final ageric:a 

Date /4,4a Item 

11/07/2006 TUE 08:06 [TX/RX NO 8846] a001 



Catherine Scott 
5274 Sawyer Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

RECEIVED 
CITY CLERK 

/801 NOV 13 A q 36 

SW REGION SSSD 	 PAGE 01/01 11/13/2006 09:47 	7992572 

November 13, 2006 

Barbara Jo Ronemus 
City Clerk 
City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 

Dear Ms. Ronemus: 

I am most concerned about SUP-16483. I am opposed to another pawn 
shop in my neighborhood. There is currently a SuperPawn located on Lake 
Mead Blvd near Jones, approximately one mile west of this proposal. I am 
also opposed to the waivers that are requested with this permit. As a parent 
of two minors, I do not want another pawn shop within a mile of each other. 

Thank-you for your time and attention with this matter. The neighborhood is 
working diligently in keeping our area clean, safe, and attractive. My 
husband and I thank you for your support to keeping our neighborhood safe 
and clean. 

Sincerely, 

S 

Catherine Scott 
Concerned Neighbor and Parent 

Liomitted after final 

Date 11/1 3)06 Item 4062 

11/13/2006 MON 09:37 [TX/RX NO 8974] a001 



FROM: David Clark 
4950 Sawyer Ave. 
Las Vegas NV 89108 

NOV 13 A )b2 

FAX NO. : 702 6473554 	 Nov. 12 2006 07:04PM P1 FROM : Dave & Barb Clark 

RE.OEIVLD 
CITY CLERK 

TO: 
Barbara Jo Ronemus 
County Clerk 
City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 

DATE: 11/13/2006 

RE: SUP 16483 (appeal from denial to open another pawn shop) 

Mr. Weekly: 
At the forthcoming 11/15/06 City Council meeting the owner of a chain of pawn shops 
will seek an appeal for a waiver after being denied at the 10/19/06 Planning Commission 
meeting. I was present and spoke against "Pawn Place" at that meeting. 

Our neighborhood has an existing pawn shop (Super Pawn) at the corner of Lake Mead 
and Jones, not quite a mile from where Pawn Place wants to move in. The commercial 
strip malls at Lake Mead and Decatur are now saturated with businesses that cater to the 
seamier elements of the surrounding neighborhood. There has been a noticeable increase 
in criminal activity in the area where just a few years ago there was none. I have 
witnessed open consumption of alcohol directly in front of H & H Liquor, a few yards 
from which Pawn Place wants to open its doors. We presently have 4 bars, 2 liquor 
stores, 5 payday loan stores, it auto title loan store, 3 discount stores (Dollar Store, etc.). 
The neighbors are trying to arrest any further erosion of the commercial area in question_ 

I have lived in this neighborhood 16 years and wish like everyone else to keep the area 
clean and safe. Please sustain the Planning Commission's denial for another pawn shop 
in our neighborhood. 

Respectfully, aX(171c. ".44°.  

aitcV final 

Date /11/4 cf, Item 4Lii 

11/12/2006 SUN 19:04 [TX/RX NO 872] a001 



Sincerely, 

Alice Shillock 
638-8174 

I 

11/14/2006 07:20 	7026388175 BC PRODUCTIONS 	 PAGE 01 

rLCEJVLLi 
12,ITY CLERK • 	• 

200b NOV IU A 8: 0 S 

November 13, 2006 

FROM; 
Alice Shillock 
5275 Sawyer Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

TO: 
Councilman Lawrence Weekly 
City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89109 

-sk-a-c-- 
and 

Protest 

Barbara Jo Ronemus 
City Clerk 
City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89109 
F- 	W-0 -1  

am contacting you both to express my concern about SUP-16483 and a 
waiver for a pawn shop at Lake Mead and Decatur. I am an 11 year resident 
and am concerned about the negative impact another pawn shop would have 
to my neighborhood. There is no need for another pawn shop in this area. 
There is already one, Super Pawn, near Lake Mead Blvd. and Jones. 

The proposed new pawn shop has already by rejected by the Planning 
Commission. Please support the Planning Commission and their-effect,  to 
keep our neighborhood safe. _ 

after finai 

Date //// 4410 ditern 

11/14/2006 TUE 07:25 [TX/RX NO 8979] Z001 
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Protest 

P 

C, 
JVcVcvL cX  

P.1 

riLCEIVED 
CITY CLERK 

WIDi NOV 114 A 11: 03 

OL7 Lt&c3" 

1J,/ / 

Nov 14 06 11:57a 
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Harry and Earla Lasswell 

P.' 
Nov 14 06 09:24a 

1.,ITY CLERK 

NS NOV I LI A 8: 2b 

From: Harry and Earla Lasswell 
5053 W Sawyer Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

TO: Councilman Lawrence Weekly 
City of Las Vegas 
Las Vegas, NV 89101cc: 

r:4  
cc: Barbara Jo Ronemus, City Clerk 

RE: SUP 16483 (appeal stemming from denial to open a pawn shop) 

Dear Mr. Weekly, 

Our neighborhood is feeling "threatened" by the possibility of another pawn shop opening 
nearby. We have a pawn shop 1/4 mile down Lake Mead plus 4 bars a couple of loan shops and 
don't want this trend to continue. We are already suffering from an overflow of crime from the 
North Las Vegas area as recently quoted to me by a Las Vegas police officer. We are working 
hard to keep up the value of these 1/2  acre lots with custom ranch houses and to maintain our quiet 
lifestyle. Many of our homes have been bought by people who are updating these homes and 
putting their hard-earned money into their bit of the Las Vegas area. 

Please help us keep our dreams and hard work a reality and don't allow more of this type of store 
to open in our area. We really do have enough. 

Thank you, 

vce06  a . 	 / 3 

11/14/2006 TUE 08:28 (TX/RI NO 8980] a001 



Harry and Earla Lasswell 

P.' Nov 14 06 09:34a 

1ITI CLERK 

/115 NONI 114 A 8: 38 

From: Harry and Earla Lasswell 
5053 W Sawyer Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

TO: Councilman Lawrence Weekly 
City of Las Vegas 
Las Vegas, NV 8910Icc: 

cc: Barbara Jo Ronemus, City Clerk 

RE: SUP 16483 (appeal stemming from denial to open a pawn shop) 

Dear Mr. Weekly, 

Protest  

Our neighborhood is feeling "threatened" by the possibility of another pawn shop opening 
nearby. We have a pawn shop 1/4 mile down Lake Mead plus 4 bars a couple of loan shops and 
don't want this trend to continue. We are already suffering from an overflow of crime from the 
North Las Vegas area as recently quoted to me by a Las Vegas police officer. We are working 
hard to keep up the value of these 'A acre lots with custom ranch houses and to maintain our quiet 
lifestyle. Many of our homes have been bought by people who are updating these homes and 
putting their hard-earned money into their bit of the Las Vegas area. 

Please help us keep our dreams and hard work a reality and don't allow more of this type of store 
to open in our area. We really do have enough. 

Thank you, 

`Vcdod, a  
LZ--6-7) /3 

11/14/2006 TUE 08:39 [TX/RX NO 8981] 2n001 
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Nov 14 06 02:04p 	 p.1 

November 14, 2006 

TO: Councilman Lawrence Weekly 

cc: Barbaro Jo Ronemus, City Clerk 

RE: SUP 16483 (Appeal stemming from denial to open a pawn shop) 
Appeal to be held Nov. 14, 2006 

ft ,a A A M A/A,  

1 n 	/f.,tv 

6 4- extex- 
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ri E.C.;EIVED 
1:.;ITY CLERK 

1006 NOV IS A 10: ID 

To whom It may concern 
Councilman: Lawrence weekly 
City clerk: Barbara Jo Ronemus 

Re: Sup 16483 	(another pawnshop) 

From: Rafael & Mercedes Zaimez 
Residents of 5431 Sawyer Ave. 89108 

We reach to you for help. Our neighborhood is very important for us. We have 

teenagers and grandkids, The Examples of what we see on our streets give to our kids a 

scene of what kind of life they want to achieve. Unfortunately another pawnshop close to 

our home does not bring desirable images. Please help us to make our neighborhood 

better not worse, we strongly appose for the opening of another pawnshop. If this was 

happening in your neighborhood around your kids, What would you do? 

Please as our representative appose to this appeal. 

Thank you for your time. 

ubrnd 1;12; 

Datefi:-/,3---altem 4e//6 

11/15/2006 WED 10:08 [TX/RX NO 9007] 12001 



November 14, 2006 
CITY CLERK 

MI) NOV IS A q: 58 

Brian and Carrie Connolly 
5379 Sawyer Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

Thank you, 

Nov 15 2006 10:56AM HP LRSERJET FAX 	 p.1 

Councilman Lawrence Weekly 
Via Fax: (702) 382-8558 

RE: Case #SUP 16483 	 Protest 
Dear Councilman Weekly: 

We are writing this letter in strong OPPOSITION to the proposal of a Pawn Shop at Lake 
Mead and Decatur. 

We encourage business in our area, however, pawn shops do not necessarily bring the 
most upstanding clientele. 

We have children and the safety of our children is of the utmost importance. There is - 
already a pawn shop at Jones and Lake Mead and there is no need for another pawn shop 
in this area. 

Please consider this as our Councilman and tight to keep the pawn shop out of our area. 

cc: 	Via Fax 
Barbara Jo Ronemus, 
Clerk 

11/15/2006 WED 09:51 [TX/RX NO 9006] Q001 



incerely, 

ARID and PAULA 
• 5028 Sawyer Ave 

Las Vegas, NV 89108 
647-3140 

NOV-15-2006(WED) 10:04 	Lyons Law Firm (FAX)702 432 8715 	 P.002/002 

November 14, 2006 
RECEIVED 

CITY CLERK 

NOV 15 A q: 21 

City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Attn: Ms. Barbara Jo Ronemus 
City Clerk 

RE: SUP - 16483 

Dear Ms. Ronemus: 

We are writing with regard to the above referenced matter. We are extremely 
concerned for a number of reasons. It seems that this area is being dumped on not 
only by the City but the County because we are an older neighborhoods. Within a half 
of mile there is already a Super Pawn, not to mention 4 bars, 2 liquor stores, 5 payday 
loan stores and an auto title loan store. 

This action has already been denied and the owner of this chain of pawn shops is 
seeking an appeal for a waiver afer being denied once at the October 19 th  Planning 
Commission meeting. And, to have the meeting scheduled at 1:00, while most 
everyone is at work, is a sleazy trick. 1, for one, because I work for a living will be 
unable to attend this meeting as will most of the people in this neighborhood. Actually, I 
would bet that if it was you who was noticed about this meeting you would not be able 
to attend either because of your job. 

We, the residents of this area are very concerned with what is happening. It seems to 
us that, because we are an older area, that the Commission does not care about what. 
they let in. We have a noticeable increase of traffic down our street who don't obey the 
speed limit. We have an increased incidence of trash being thrown out of car windows 
and the police sirens are now a constant noise. 

My husband and 1 are recLuesting that the Commission deny this application and help us 
keep what is left of our ndighb-Ortiood to the neighborhood. 

\\\, 

11/15/2006 WED 08:18 [TX/RX NO 8004] a002 



FROM :PRISM PRODUCTS FAX NO. : 702-314-5082 Nov. 14 2006 04:05PM P1 

ECE1YEU 
1.:ITY CLERK 

884 NOV IQ ID 2: 59 Attn: Barbara Jo Ronemus 
Councilman Lawrence Weekly 	 r°t'est 

Re: SUP 16483 Meetine Wednesday November 15, 2006 1:00 pm 

As owners of a home on Sawyer Avenue, we are writing to communicate our desires 
regarding the choice of businesses that would go in at the intersection of Sawyer and 
Decatur Avenue. We do not want a pawn shop to be put in that location. Pawn shops are 
known to be popular locations for criminals to unload stolen merchandise. As a result, 
these shops attract such individuals. We have families and children and do not want draw 
this type of population. Going on the intemet, we found several articles referring to the 
very real fact that thieves frequently sell their stolen merchandise to pawn shops. One 
such article confirmed, "Police say pawn shops are easy places for criminals to get rid of stolen 
items." 

Family-friendly, wholesomelwell-keqclean businesses are what we desire. Please submit 
businesses with these characteristics. 

Sincerely, 

Frank and Mary Bundra 
5079 Sawyer Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 
702-604-6700 

11/14/2006 TUE 15:01 [TX/RX NO 8990] a 001 



aoef/)0. 

, A, 	 .naiyail7f 2a4b)  /991/ai  
f  gt/61-"Zi  

P. ' Nov 14 06 03:51p 

rq..tEIVED 
1.:ITY CLERK 

MB NOV Iii P 2:51 

November 14, 2006 

Protest  

TO: Councilman Lawrence Weekly 

cc: Barbaro Jo Ronemus, City Clerk 

RE: SUP 16483 (Appeal stemming from denial to open a pawn shop) 
Appeal to be held Nov. 14, 2006 

11/14/2006 TUE 14:55 ITX/RX NO 89871 Q001 
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November 14, 2006 

LEIVED 
CITY CLERK 

Sincerely 
.-• • 

■•■ 

IA 
"SC 

RoberNi. liankert 

4871 Sawyer Ave. 

, 

11/14/2006 3:20 PM 	 Kim Banked 702-836-1976 	 p.01 

AM NOV ILi  P 3:22 

R.12: 	Case 4SUP16483 

Councilman Weekly, 

I must respond in the strongest terms that I am adamantly opposed to the opening of a pawn shop on the 

comer of Sawyer Avenue and Decatur Blvd. Case I/ SUP 16483 does not merit approval - this issue was 
already denied and I feel that this appeal is just. an  attempt by the parties applying, to "end-around" the 
wishes (Inv neighbors and myself. 1 will attend the meeting on the 15' and look tbrward to your help. 

Cc: 	Barbara Jo Ronemus, Clark County Clerk 



FRX NO. :6360756 FROM : 
Nov. 14 2006 09:39RM P1 
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• REUIVED 
CITY CLERK 

831) NOV IS A 1: 55 

November 14,2006 

TO: Councilman Lawrence Weekly 

cc: Barbaro Barbaro Jo Ronernus, City Clerk 	
Of" 

RE: SUP 16483 (Appeal stemming from denial to open a pawn shop) 
Appeal to be held Nov. 14, 2006 

• 

Pleasebe advisecl,thati am Verrmuch opposed to a pawn shop or check cashing' 
busineis opening in my neighborhood. 

They prey on the low-income who can least afford the high rates of interest. 

Regards • 

Mary Jo Greenlee 	• . • v.„ 
4923 Sawyer Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada " .891Q8 

702, 648-5994 home 
702;521-4136F' 

. !tv 
t• 

, 

11/14/2006 TUE 17:12 [TX/RX NO 8999] 2001 



RE GE IVED 
1.:ITY CLERK 

Ann V. MacMillan 
5353 Sawyer Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

1006 NOV 15 A 1:b9 
VIA FACSIMILE 

Sincerel 

Sent By: AARDVARK; 	 7026486085; 	 Nov-15-06 9:51AM; 	Page 2/2 

November 15, 2006 

Councilman Lawrence Weekly 
Las Vegas City Council 
400 Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

RE: Case No. SUP 16483 

Dear Councilman Weekly: 

I am against the proposed Pawnshop being allowed on the northwest corner of 
Lake Mead Blvd. and Decatur Blvd. I am a homeowner in the Curtis Park Manor 
area, specifically one street over on Sawyer Ave. I have lived in my home since 
1962 and the increase in traffic on my street alone is 70% or higher. This increase is 
from traffic cutting through our neighborhood, not from people who live in the 
neighborhood. The increase in traffic for a strip mall that will sit at the end of my 
street is bad enough, but the increase in traffic for a Pawnshop will be intolerable. 

I would also like to point out that is already a Pawnshop on the northeast corner of 
Lake Mead Blvd., and Jones. This Pawnshop is less than 3/1 of a mile away. Our 
residential neighborhood does not need two Pawnshops less than a mile away from 
each other. Lets be honest Pawnshops do not attract the most desirable people. 
Many (not all) items "pawned" are stolen property. Suffice to say a Pawnshop 
bordering Curtis Park Manor is not an asset to our neighborhood or the other 
surrounding neighborhoods. 

I therefor urge you to vote against Case No. SUP 16483. Thank you for your time 
and serious consideration regarding this matter. 

Ann V. MacMillan 

Cc: Barbara Jo Ronemus (Clark Co. Clerk) 

ttp 

11/15/2006 WED 07:59 [TX/RX NO 9002] Z002 



Sent By: AARDVARK; 7026486085; Nov-15-06 9:55AM; 	Page 2/2 

Victoria A. MacMillan 
5353 Sawyer Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Oft, 
CC. 
C=1 
c=r.  

November 15, 2006 

Councilman Lawrence Weekly 
Las Vegas City Council 
400 Stewart Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

RE: Case No. SUP 16483 

o 
, 

cn 
r— <  

> 	rirr- c: 
99 
zr 
NJ 

Dear Councilman Weekly: 

I am against the proposed Pawnshop being allowed on the northwest corner of 
Lake Mead Blvd. and Decatur Blvd. 1 recently Moved back in with my mother in the 
Curtis Park Manor area, specifically one Street over on Sawyer Ave. I grew up in this 
house in the late 1960's through the 1980's and the increase in traffic on my street 
alone is 70% or higher. This increase is from traffic cutting through our 
neighborhood, not from people who live in the neighborhood. 'The increase in traffic 
for a strip mall that will sit at the end of my street is bad enough, but the increase in 
traffic for a Pawnshop will be intolerable. 

I would also like to point out, that there is already a pawnshop on the northeast 
corner of Lake Mead Blvd:, and Jones Blvd. (CashAmerica Super Pawri. 5910. W. 
Lake Mead Blvd). This Pawnshop is less.  than .3/4 of a Mile away; Our residential 
neighborhood does not need two Pawnshops less than a mile away from each other: 
Lets' be honest Pawnshops do not attract the most desirable people. Many (riot:all) .  
items "pawned" are stolen property. Suffice to say a Pawnshop bOrdering :Curtis 
Park Manor is not an asset to our neighborhood or the other surrounding 
neighborhoods. 

I therefor urge you to vote against Case No. SUP 16483. Thank you for your time 
and serious consideration regarding this matter. 

Since", 

a 7 A 

Victoria A. MacMillan 

Cc; Barbara Jo Ronemus (Clark Co. Clerk) 

11/15/2006 WED 08:04 [TX/RX NO 9003] a002 
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FROM: Gerald Goldin 
5001 Sawyer Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

TO: 
Barbara Jo Ronemus 
County Clerk 
City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV. 

DATE: 11/14/2006 

RE: SUP 16483 (appeal from denial to open another pawn shop) 

Barbara Jo Ronemus: 
At the forthcoming 11/15/2006 City Council meeting the owner of a chain of pawn shops 
will seek an appeal for a waiver after being denied at the 10/19/06 Planning Commission 
meeting. I was present and spoke against "Pawn Place" at the meeting. 

We do not need another pawn shop in our neighborhood. We are saturated with pawn 
shops now. Furthermore, within our neighborhood we presently have 2 liquor stores, 
one auto title loan store, 5 pay day loan stores, 4 bars and 3 discount stores. 

I hope you are aware of the fact that the Referendum in North Las Vegas barring 
anymore pawn shops passed. Our area is close to North Las Vegas and we would 
hope that you understand there are presently enough pawn shops in our immediate area.. 
My wife and I are highly concerned and oppose the waivers which have been requested 
with this permit. 
With that said I certaintly hope the Planning Commission denies another pawn shop 
in our neighborhood. 

Very truly yours, 



NOTE: THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION 

WAS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD BEFORE 

OR AT THE PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING 

ON THIS ITEM WHICH IS NOW APPEARING 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL 



DeAnn Stout 
4949 Sawyer Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89108 

October 16, 2006 

Leo Davenport 
Planning CornrnisRion 
City of Las Vegas 
400 Stewart Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 

Dear Mr. Davenport: 

I am most concerned about SUP-16483. I am opposed to another Pawn Shop in this neighborhood. 
There is a SuperPawn already located on Lake Mead Blvd near Jones, approximately one mile west 
of this proposal. I am also opposed to the waivers that are requested with this permit. 

Thank you for your time with this matter. The neighborhood is working diligently in keeping our 
area clean, safe, and attractive and we thank you for your effort in making this happen. 

DeAnn Stout 
Concerned Neighbor 
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Barb 
4050 
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as, NV 89108 

Octobil-  16, 2006 

Leo D Venport 
Planni , 

ta  
Commission 

City o ! s Vegas 
400 St art Ave. 
Las V as, NV 

Dear . Davenport: 

I am 	concerned about SUP-16483. I am opposed to another Pawn Shop in this neighborhood. 
There i , a SuperPawn already located on Lake Mead Blvd near Jones, approximately one mile west 
of this oposal. I am also opposed to the waivers that are requested with this permit. 

I am in easing,ly concerned that we have to continually fight to preserve our neighborhood. We 
are alw. $ getting notices for variances that would ultimately hurt our property values and lifestyle. 
These t les of variance would probably never be considered in "newer" neighborhoods. We even 
have a i rson running a carpet cleaning business out of a home near ours. We have taken them to 
court a his vans are still parked in the street and the empty lot at the end of our street. We have 
come bore the commission on many occasions. We must soon come in front of the commission 
again in nother matter the involves the three lots at the end of our street. We have drivers racing 
down o it  street to avoid the light at Lake Meade and Decatur. Now we must contend with a pawn 
shop. would like to preserve our "older neighborhood -  and would appreciate your support. 

Thank y , for your time with this matter. The neighborhood is working diligently in keeping our 
area cle , safe, and attractive and we thank you for your effort in making this happen. 

Sincere! 

Barb Cla 
Concern Neighbor 
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aziley-at 144 tks#44 Agenda Item No.: 117. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006  

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 
DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER 	 []Consent El Discussion 

SUBJECT:  
REQUIRED SIX MONTH REVIEW 

RQR-17296 - PUBLIC HEARING - APPLICANT/OWNER: WAL-MART REAL ESTATE 
BUSINESS TRUST - Required Six Month Review of an approved Site Development Plan 
Review [Z-0108-88(15)] THAT ALLOWED DELIVERY HOURS BETWEEN 7:00 A.M. AND 
8:00 P.M. MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY WITH NO SUNDAY DELIVERIES in 
conjunction with a 39,910 square foot rete - 	- it at 5850 West Craig Road (APN 138- 
01-219-004), C-1 (Limited Comm -  - .10 41, ... P.re a! 	Staff recommends APPROVAL 

:EIVED BEFORE:  

Mtg. 

PROTESTS RECEIVED  

Planning Commission 

City Council Meetin 

RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends APPROV 

BACKUP DOCUMENTAT 
1. Location and Ae 
2. Conditions and St 
3. Supporting Docum 
4. Justification Letter 
5. City Council approval 

0 

0 

Motion made by STEVEN D. INik1S4T Alaraetptilta tbsafairrons 

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; DiCIIMITITE7 Excused: 0 
LOIS TARKANIAN, LAWRENCE WEEKLY, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN, 
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); 
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None) 

Minutes: 
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing open. 

RYAN ARNOLD, 3225 South Rainbow Boulevard, appeared on behalf of the applicant and 
discussed changes made to the property including the upgrades. MR. ARNOLD hopes to move 
forward with the changes and staffs conditions and respectfully requested approval. 



0/41 ixt L44 ve,sm Agenda Item No.: 117. 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

BILL LAMBRIES, 5917 Morbreezes Lane, resides directly behind the loading dock on the 
subject parcel. He complimented COUNCILMAN ROSS' office and the applicant in their 
efforts and receptiveness to any complaints. 

COUNCILMAN ROSS was appreciative of MR. LAMBRIES' recognition of the applicant's 
performance, as he would be most impacted by the application. The Councilman confirmed for 
COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN that the changes stemmed from residents' concerns and 
clarified that only the delivery hours and not the store hours were revised. The prior problem 
with vehicles parking along MR. LAMBRIES' back wall has ceased due to the abatement of 
delivery vehicles. 

Although COUNCILWOMAN TARKANIAN complimented COUNCILMAN ROSS on his 
efforts, he emphasized much of the gratitude should be bestowed upon MR. ARNOLD and the 
applicant. 

After voting on the item, COUNCILMAN WOLFSON inquired about alternatives to alleviate 
some applicants' wait time, such as allowing some items to be time certain for those that come on 
a less frequent basis. In all fairness, MAYOR GOODMAN responded that, for the most part, 
individuals have the opportunity to review and see where their items are on the agenda. 
COUNCILMAN WOLF SON mentioned there could be room for improvement and suggested the 
City Manager's office explore with the City Clerk's office any possible alternatives. 

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the public hearing close 
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AGENDA MEMO 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING DATE: 	NOVEMBER 15, 2006 
DEPARTMENT: PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 
ITEM DESCRIPTION: RQR-17296 - APPLICANT/OWNER: WAL-MART REAL 
ESTATE BUSINESS TRUST 

** CONDITIONS ** 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL, subject to: 

Plannin2 and Development 

1. Conformance to all conditions of approval of Required Review (RQR-11641) and all other 
subsequent related actions as required by the Planning and Development Department and 
the Department of Public Works. 

2. All City Code requirements and design standards of all City departments must be satisfied. 



RQR-17296 - Staff Report Page One 
November 15, 2006 City Council Meeting 

** STAFF REPORT ** 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

12/07/88 	The City Council approved a Rezoning (Z-0108-88) to C-1 	(Limited 
Commercial) on this site part of a larger request.  

10/06/02 The City Council approved a Site Development Plan Review [Z-0108-88(15)] 
for a proposed 39,910 square foot neighborhood market and a Special Use 
Permit (U-0071-02) for Package Liquor Sales on the subject property. The 
Planning Commission and staff recommended approval on 09/12/02.  

09/23/04 The Planning Commission approved a request for a Master Sign Plan (MSP-
5003) for a 39,910 square foot Wal-Mart Neighborhood Market on the subject 
property. Staff recommended approval of the request.  

01/05/05 The City Council approved an Extension of Time (EOT-5743) of the 
approved Special Use Permit (U-0071-02) for Package Liquor Sales in 
conjunction with the neighborhood market. Staff recommended approval of 
the request.  

03/16/05 The City Council approved a Site Development Plan Review (SDR-5896) for 
a proposed 12,360 square-foot Commercial Development and Waivers of 
Foundation Landscaping and the 20-foot perimeter landscaping requirement 
on 1.76 acres adjacent to the northeast corner of Craig Road and Jones 
Boulevard. The Planning Commission and staff recommended approval on 
02/10/05.  

06/15/05 	The City Council approved a Special Use Permit (SUP-6417) for a Financial 
Institution, Specified and Waivers of the 1,000-foot minimum distance 
separation from a similar use, 200-foot minimum distance separation form a 
residential use, and the hours of operation within the neighborhood market. A 
condition of approval allowed the use to operate 24-hours a day. The 
Planning Commission recommended approval on 05/12/05. Staff 
recommended denial of the request.  

04/19/06 The City Council approved a Required One Year Review (RQR-11641) of an 
approved Site Development Plan Review [Z-0108-88(15)] that allowed 
delivery hours between 5:30 A.M. and 8:00 P.M. seven days a week in 
conjunction with a 39,910 square foot retail development at 5850 West Craig 
Road. Staff recommended denial of the request.  

01/25/05 	A temporary Certificate of Occupancy was issued for the neighborhood 
market. A business license for the market was also issued.  

03/11/05 	A Certificate of Occupancy was issued for the neighborhood market after the 
final inspection was completed. 

Details of Application Request 
Site Area 



Net Acres 	I  6 . 77  

Surrounding Property 	Existing Land Use 	Planned Land Use 	Existing Zoning  
Subject Property 	Shopping Center 	SC (Service 	C-1 (Limited 

Commercial) 	Commercial)  
North 	 Single Family 	ML (Medium Low 	R-PD5 (Residential 

Dwellings 	Density Residential) 	Planned Development 
— 5 Units per Acre)  

South 	Shopping Center 	SC (Service 	C-1 (Limited 
Commercial) 	Commercial)  

East 	 Single Family 	ML (Medium Low 	R-PD5 (Residential 
Dwellings 	Density Residential) 	Planned Development 

— 5 Units per Acre)  
West 	 Retail Building 	SC (Service 	R-E (Residence 

Commercial) 	Estates) under 
Resolution of Intent to 

C-1 (Limited 
Commercial) 

Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Area Plan 	 X  
Special Districts/Zones 	 Yes 	No 	Compliance  
Special Purpose and Overlay Districts 	 X  
Trails  	X 	 
Rural Preservation Overlay District 	 X  
Development Impact Notification Assessment 	 X  
Project of Regional Significance 	 X 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This is a Required Six Month Review of an approved Site Development Plan Review [Z-0108- 
88(15)] that allowed delivery hours between 7:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M. Monday through Saturday 
with no Sunday deliveries in conjunction with a 39,910 square foot retail development at 5850 
West Craig Road. 

ANALYSIS 

This is the second Required Review on the subject Wal-Mart site. The original Site 
Development Plan Review [Z-0108-88(15)] was approved by the City Council on 10/16/02. 
Condition of approval number three allowed delivery hours between 5:30 a.m. and 8:00 p.m., 7 
days a week. The condition also required that a Review of Condition be heard one year after the 
issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy. 

A second Required Review (RQR-11641) was approved by the City Council on 04/19/06. The 
City Council amended the condition for the delivery hours to be limited from 7 a.m. to 8 p.m., 
from Monday through Saturday with no Sunday deliveries. The condition also required an 
additional Review of Condition within six months of the amended delivery hours. 



The applicant has indicated that they are in compliance with the conditions of approval from 
Required Review (RQR-11641). Code Enforcement has also indicated that there are no pending 
cases and no complaints since the hours have been changed. Therefore, staff supports the 
Required Review with no further reviews. 

Previous conditions of approval from Required Review (RQR-11641). 

1. Delivery hours shall be reviewed in six months. 

2. The applicant shall work with the Fire Department to install bollards to block 
access to the fire lane. 

3. On-site truck signage shall be submitted for review and approval by the Planning 
and Development Department. 

4. Delivery hours as stated in Condition Number 3 of Z-0108-88(15) shall be limited to 
7 a.m. to 8 p.m. Monday through Saturday with no Sunday deliveries. 

5. Conformance to all applicable conditions of approval of Z-0108-88(15). 

FINDINGS 

The delivery hours imposed by the City Council have been adhered to. The applicant has also 
complied with the previous conditions of approval from Required Review (RQR-11641). Code 
Enforcement has also indicated that there have been no complaints since the last Required 
Review. Therefore, staff is recommending approval of the subject case with no further reviews. 

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS NOTIFIED 

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT 

SENATE DISTRICT 

NOTICES MAILED  

APPROVALS 	0 

PROTESTS 	 0 



Di 

City Official: 

Partner(s): 

APN 	 

Signature of Property Owner: 

Karen Ruth Had:tin-a - 
County of Renton 

Notary Public - Arkansas 
My Commission Exp. 06127/20W 

'LANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL INTEREST 

Case Number-  Pe•X--  1 12-c1 	APN:  131- oi - 	OP 4  

Name of Property Owner: %Ai  . &tar+ -Rua estztte Bus; Aps s TrUS+' 

Name of Applicant:  tat( - MO+ Rea_i Estair RstA.S1Aess Trust  

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. 

Print Name: 	. 1  
_be 1•, s 

Subscribed and sworn before me 
eir 

This 24 	day of ci; ( 	, 20 

„e, ,)11- 	1-17--1-4 	, ,  
otary Public in and for said County and State 

fklepoi1Application Packeatatement of Financial Interest.pdf Revised 12-03-04 



I C I 

*-f_hik•* rj 
1 g 
1 I 

il 

ri I 
P 
Eg IC 

I g 
IC 

C 	CO 

8
W 

4 
g 

5 
5 
t 
3 c 
g uJ 

 c/) 
■If 

WAir 1_,MART 
r 

i  
t '41 

Or a. 

•":" 

m. 	 it 	 1.■ 

.4 	  1 	(*AAR% Rae 

	 - 	
.. 

1 
g 

■11111110 

APPROPALB 

• 1 

GRAPHIC SCALE 

111111111 

.+6,V110M 
r 

st.• SUS. a, • v. 

1,40yi - IWO 
pm, I 

CT 31_2006_ 
■•■■■■■•■ 

RQR-17296 
11/15/06 CC 



Da 90/S1/I I 
96ZLI -11611 

ZY,..,511112:25 :34  

33a. r' 3AI 
.■■■ 

SNICHLYA313 
motomma 

• 

.116a. 

POW 	 7.1411.0 

OW-NI 	 11. 

%It •001 

WON* 

r.vATT 	11.6i1 NAT 	tug65 0 

0 

=M MEI 
MIN 

IIM=1111 
=II MEI 

MEI 

G:11=l4 
11=111=1.11 
EZZ;17ZU 
167111Q;47.104 

=_- 

• f • 	. 	 I 	 pr 
04 	

-.L. 
4 0 

UMW SAW MM. WIN 

.1re WK.. NM 

re...4m v.* 2. aft 

Er. Alt *um, 4. ma A. I At mil 

WNW 	 WISOMI 

WWW.• 
-1.1. VOW SW WM Ws offIlig Oro 

ISM OW. ...a an 

(WI of aro, • • 
O.. Wow p .m. In 

Mal MI AO 

IMO 
Pao MN M. 11...• mom Mt 

0... 1..1.. If... Wm 

Imo lwrs um al 

St; 

6^— 

=OP 
TOw II. mg 	 En 

lormir ommums 
awn .W10.111S Foe.. MOM Oil 

awful INA =WM Inra 

Inima SWIMS lag !WS 

SUSS WIWV WW IMMO NW .0 WS 

Aft 

OA .0 a. 
iv WO*. .1001,  WON. 

MAK. MOO .01.141... OR 

Om  

It *alma aIr. 

110.1.1.1 

I. IOW. sum ON 

141.04.141. 

Iwo MO go 
cFp 

1  
S11.01443)1 	1...31110311:6 Imo* a011121U0 



Pi 	 5 IIIIIi IIIIII I11111 111 ONIINIIIIIII Mit 1 Slil 

IIIIIII 11 I 1 

pliii
111111 411 II  iiimiiiimi 
s1laawnilffilin1al!!!!!;11!!!!!!!!!!NO littLA 

:1111> 

14!;ii ii11111111 1111 

msasi l mum 

"4 	. 1 ,1,,t11 1 11i 	,• I ,  . ti ',...,..... ,  

iiiili7 

	

:„„„ 	 it 	..:-. 
illiiilq 

ij
,i1, . ,I,11. till : 

"Ilil lmenth ••••• 111;. .11:1:E.:.  
[111111111111X.: C.  

1$111111,1 
III 

I 111 

1 1 11 1 

Mil 	1! : : 11 I It 1 1 to  I 	. 1 	th w 	1-] I II 	411; 	I I I I i g v i t 	I 0A II I I I! Ipi 
I 	I 

i ',:q4talt,1 
'...... 	I I! 

et . :tr,m1P.:1:9, omit 
4114...11141 NI — 

il dol.): 	 : iii!1.111i)01:11 ■1 pr 
II lioillollt iiii z.;.,iisiletim- 
lialME:N! _. 

tiz  
,1 01111104 

glum • 
.1000!noom 

c 
, 	,E  

"11"1"1111 
• 	:r. ,,,, 1111 

0111111111[11? 
11111111E1 

==E1 

EiNEEHEE121! 

co_ 

n\z, 



W/z//..7/5,4 A ify.W/ 	re,,,,49740 
UV" 
wri/44;;?0, , 	p4rowi4e. 

_ _ _ • 	e'tZ1-. • • -r 1 

IBEINASE 
1•10.041.01110* 
r.=■■=zrz.m.  
atalinUala 

MIMMOOMO1101.1•■ 
•■■■•••■•■••■■■•••••• 

,•1 .ii i t 

scw.777P■ %! - - 1 V 	I 
;55 

: 	 /4 Ati 
0,11.4...../42  0  , 

ecoi 
.0 or a..J00 wt.  

• ■,•-' 

I 
I 

I g  

f I 

COMA ad I PWAVACYUYT 
CROSS SP • 3M00 

FIE, • Irami 

A 

I 	 I 	 I 	 1 	 I  

• - 	• 

2 0"64 

:y/A 
V'e4 

1 

1 

2 

ji 
WAl=n1+.4ART 

7- 4.0 %I si 

RQR-17296 
11/15/06 CC 

OCT 3 2006 

i: =At.  
- pz..fl. _ 

	

,,r., .., " 	1 i 	..... ..... 	7 
I 	

.- 

,;10,1! ,:;;;,..„ •....-,-.:2 ,,,,„ 	16...Lk s•.. , r. ,17. 	-.... - 	 = 
!••11:'' 	)."..0  4 '.-..',•-,u ,•-•, -..5,,  .-,,--•,..- 	.3=, .,s•bai - - - • 21 	 

:::-.,: .1..../ 	 -WA•NT.i171-3._..1..117:11̀ . 11  • —1111ii  , 	....m.rammumu'an:: . 11 it  

1 	

z __ 4. -) : .■ r.. 
: ;,..... \ 

	

, . , 	1 1 	/ 	.: 	Il i l ' 

1  - 	.i... 

	

1 	

I.Oroll doeyou 

... ... 

	

_  	

■■■ 

	

. 	I 	 11111W) 

' 	1 	0 	5 I 	I 
I 

 a 
- - 4 V • 

r 0,,  

•.',. `..,44.4,A.d. 6 1 	,..„., 	
.......... 	, ,.... 	 •••••=, ill  

! 1 1.. 	i  ,p...,..,.,-,... . — ...... ,, . --- •-4..„, .,- ----,..,,..1..4..,.....,,,,.....';..,; —r"°- .5  ei  ,..,- ,  - - ,- - -.,.,. 14 4   . 11  

..   

	

 --.,„ 	.,     1__Ii 	' .4.  ' s 4  - 
....-- 	 ,. 

	

...... ...... -.--;:kr 	.riftS  .r..;---*0...... .--7.7.,...arareilf ■jisp:Fir iiir-=-..,VIII -":"V,4-4---,--.---e-,74,-  — - 

	

-1---  - - - -4-  - -- ------ ---•- ------  -17 ---- 	.s _.......__  ! 	
..... 	 -""--- 

j; I 	In 	 L. C4yklGi3Ser----  .A A.,. 

tara-.14,81 
■•••■ 

g 

$gl 

2 
g 

g 

GRAPHIC SCALE 

1Seafi= 



A 	0 
! 



ALL 
TRUCKS 





10/24/2006 15:23 FAX lj 002/002 

Sincerely, 
EN ENGINEERING INC. 

Emily Bertoldö 
Plaartiag Coordinao 
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October 2, 2006 

Ms. Margo Wheeler, AICP 
Director, Planning and Development Department 
City of Las Vegas 
731 S. Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

RE: RQR-11641-REQUIRED ONE YEAR REVIEW- 5850W. Craig Rd. 
WAL-MART NEIGHBORHOOD MARKET #5258 

Dear Ms. Wheeler: 

On behalf of our client, Wal-Mart Stores, Inc, we respectfully request approval for 
the above application and subsequently continuation of the modifications to the 
conditions of approval. 

On April of this year we met before City Council to discuss the conditions of 
approval as previously set in place. We worked with Councilman Ross, his liaison 
Shelia Lambert, the neighbors and Wal-Mart representatives to come to an 
agreeable solution regarding the delivery hours, truck delivery route and access, 
and on-site signage. The previous conditions of approval have been modified to 
include the following: 

• Delivery hours from 7 am — 8 pm, Monday through Saturday only 
• Increased Signage directing delivery trucks and access route 
• Increased Landscape buffer to decrease the noise between the neighbors 

and the Delivery area 
• Chain and bollard system that prevents pedestrian and customer traffic 

from accessing the rear of the store 

These conditions have all been met and the Wal-Mart store manager has been 
diligent in enforcing them with the delivery vendors. We therefore, request your 
approval and continuation of these modifications as approved at the April 19, 
2006. Please contact me at 702.866.6604 should you have any questions. 



June 1,2006 

LAS VEGAS CITY COUNCIL 

OSCAR B. GOODMAN 
MAYOR 

GARY REESE 
MAYOR PRO TEM 

LARRY BROWN 
LAWRENCE WEEKLY 

STEVE WOLFSON 
LOIS TARKANIAN 
STEVEN D. ROSS 

DOUGLAS A. SELBY 
CITY MANAGER 

Margo Wheeler 
Director 
Planning and Development Department 

VOICE 702.229.6011 
TT? 702.386.9108 

wvnv.lasvegasnevada.gov  
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Mr. Michael Gardner 
Wal-Mart Real Estate Business Trust 
2001 SE 10th  Street 
Bentonville, AR 72716 

RE: RQR-11641 — REQUIRED ONE YEAR REVIEW 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF APRIL 19, 2006 

Dear Applicant: 

The City Council at a regular meeting held April 19, 2006 APPROVED the request 
for a Required One Year Review of an approved Site Development Plan Review [Z-
0108-88(15)1 THAT ALLOWED DELIVERY HOURS BETWEEN 5:30 A.M. AND 8:00 
P.M. SEVEN DAYS A WEEK in conjunction with a 39,910 square foot retail 
development at 5850 West Craig Road (APN 138-01-219-004), C-1 (Limited 
Commercial) Zane. The Notice of Final Action was filed with the Las Vegas City 
Clerk on April 20, 2006. This approval is subject to: 

Planning and Development 
1. 	Delivery hours shall be reviewed in six months. 

2. 	The applicant shall work with the Fire Department to install bollards to block 
access to the fire lane. 

3. On-site truck route signage shall be submitted for review and approval by the 
Planning and Development Department. 

4. Delivery hours as stated in Condition Number 3 of Z-0108-88(15) shall be 
limited to 7 a.m. to 8 p.m. Monday through Saturday with no Sunday 
deliveries 

5. Conformance to all applicable conditions of approval of Z-0108-88(15). 

CITY OF LAS VEGAS 
400 STEWART AVENUE 

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 

Sincerely, 

CaivaL (t)itith 

cc: See Attached List 

Carmel Viado 
Deputy City Clerk I for 
Barbara Jo Ronemus, City Clerk 

.•• . ■■ • 



Mr. Michael Gardner 
RQR-11641 — Page Two 
June 1, 2006 

cc: 	Planning and Development Dept. 
Development Coordination-DPW 
Dept. of Fire Services 

Kris Munn 
EN Engineeing • 
245 East Warm Springs Road, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
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Agenda Item No.. 118. 

) 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

SUBJECT:  
SET DATE ON ANY APPEALS FILED OR REQUIRED PUBLIC HEARINGS FROM THE 
CITY PLANNING COMMISSION MEETINGS, CENTENTIAL HILLS ARCHITECTURAL 
REVIEW COMMITTEE AND DANGEROUS BUILDING OR NUISANCE/LITTER 
ABATEMENTS 

Minutes: 
AB - 6600 Lemitar Drive; AB - 886 Miller Avenue; AB - 5433 Flora Spray Street; RQR-17040, 
RQR-17098, SUP-13490, SUP-16498, SUP-16520, SUP-17301, SUP-17308, SUP-17310, VAR-
14734, VAR-16497, VAR-16512, VAR-16516 VAR-16525, VAR-16769, VAR-17156, VAR-
17299, VAR-17306 AND VAC-170 



az4v4 te44 ve-set4 Agenda Item No.: 119. 

AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 15, 2006 

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

Minutes: 
DOROTHY BARNES, Las Vegas resid 
continue to harass her. 

DANIEL DEEGAN, 1801 
billboards. He also did n 
financial strains. 

ROCHAND JOSHU 
law enforcement of 
the harsh conditions 
homeless situation 

GAIL SACKO, a h 
situation has been h 
ignored. She believe 
homelessness, providi 
MR. COLLINS regardiii 

with the programs and agencies that 

ential proliferation of 
ire billboards to alleviate 

eyed was abused by 
s the homeless and 
officials on the 

e homeless 
rgestions have been 
in alleviating 

g. She agreed with 

and understood the need to 
s be submitted by the 

'ell if plans reflected solutions for all 
types of situations, as all homeless individuals do not fit into one category. 

LANCE SUENO appeared with his mother, BETTY. MR. SUENO commented on a past 
accident he was involved in, his personal injury trial and the unfair treatment he has since 
experienced. He was displeased at the run around given to him by several agencies and has filed 
formal complaints. He noted the 14th Amendment and the Nevada Revised Statutes and is 
seeking protection from what he believes have been criminal acts towards him. It is his firm 
belief that the entire situation has caused him to endure physical pain from untreated injuries, 
psychological trauma and deprivation resulting in total financial ruin over the past eight years. 
MAYOR GOODMAN suggested MR. SUENO could speak with any member of Council after 
the meeting. 

Meeting adjourned at 4:05 p.m. 

COUNCILWOMAN T 
rid homelessness but pointed on 
homeless advocates. She believed it 


