
MINUTES 
CITY OF NORTH LAS VEGAS 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
 

August 8, 2012 
 
 
BRIEFING: 5:30 P.M., Caucus Room, 2250 Las Vegas Boulevard 

North, North Las Vegas, Nevada 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER: 6:03 P.M., Council Chambers, 2250 Las Vegas 

Boulevard North, North Las Vegas, Nevada 
 
 
WELCOME:    Chairman Steve Brown 
 
ROLL CALL:   Chairman Steve Brown - Present 
     Vice-Chairman Jay Aston - Absent 
     Commissioner Laura Perkins - Present 
     Commissioner Sylvia Joiner-Greene - Present 
     Commissioner Willard Ewing - Present 
     Commissioner Nelson Stone - Present 
     Commissioner Felix Acevedo - Present 
 
STAFF PRESENT:   Frank Fiori, Community Development Director 
     Marc Jordan, Planning Manager 
     Robert Eastman, Principal Planner 
     Sandra Morgan, Deputy City Attorney 
     Jennifer Doody, Development & Flood Control 
     Eric Hawkins, Public Works, Traffic 
     Carolyn White, Police Department 
     Xiaohui Yu, Utilities Department 
     Jo Ann Lawrence, Recording Secretary 
 
 
VERIFICATION:   Jo Ann Lawrence, Recording Secretary 
 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Commissioner Sylvia Joiner-Greene 
 
 

PUBLIC FORUM 
 
There was no public participation. 
 
Item No. 1 was heard next. 
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MINUTES 
 
• APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR THE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF 

JULY 11, 2012 (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION)  
 
ACTION: APPROVED 

 
MOTION: Commissioner Perkins 
SECOND: Commissioner Joiner-Greene 
AYES: Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
 
 
Item No. 2 was heard next. 
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NEW BUSINESS 
 

1. UN-24-11 (44870) SOMERSET ACADEMY (PUBLIC HEARING).  AN 
APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY SOMERSET ACADEMY ON BEHALF OF 
SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT CENTENNIAL, LLC, PROPERTY OWNER, FOR AN 
AMENDMENT TO A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED SPECIAL USE PERMIT (UN-
24-11) IN A C-2, GENERAL COMMERCIAL DISTRICT TO AMEND 
CONDITION #9 BY REVISING THE SPECIFIC CONFIGURATION AND TURF 
SIZE OF THE PLAY GROUND.  THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT 385 
CENTENNIAL PARKWAY. THE ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER IS 124-27-
115-022.  (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 
 

 
It was requested by the applicant to continue UN-24-11 to September 12, 2012. 
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
 
Chairman Brown indicated the Public Hearing would remain open. 
 
 
ACTION: CONTINUED TO SEPTEMBER 12, 2012 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Perkins 
SECOND: Commissioner Stone 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
 
 
Item Nos. 8 was heard next. 
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2. UN-86-01 (44867) TAVERN AT CENTENNIAL & LOSEE (PUBLIC HEARING).  

AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY CENTENNIAL 2010, LLC, PROPERTY 
OWNER, FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME TO A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED 
USE PERMIT (UN-86-01) IN A C-1, NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL 
DISTRICT.  THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT 6412 LOSEE ROAD.  THE 
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER IS 124-24-414-013.  (FOR POSSIBLE 
ACTION) 

 
 

The application was presented by Marc Jordan, Planning Manager who explained the 
applicant was also requesting that the conditions listed in the Planning Commission 
letter dated December 22, 2004 be amended as necessary to remove the requirement 
for food service.  When the item was approved in 2001, this type of use permit was 
approved with restricted gaming or on-sale in conjunction with a restaurant and in this 
case, they had a restaurant and meeting room that were specific requirements for this 
type of use and since that time the Zoning Ordinance was amended.  The City pulled 
the separation requirements from Title 5, which is the Business License section, and 
moved them to Title 17 and also revamped it to break down the uses to restricted 
gaming, full on-sale and beer and wine; but, the Zoning Ordinance did not require food 
service with these types of uses.  The business had been operating; but, ceased 
operation on January 25, 2011 and received approval of an extension of time and was 
now requesting a second extension.  Staff recommended approval of UN-86-01 subject 
to the following conditions: 
 
1. Unless expressly authorized through a variance, waiver or another approved 

method, this development shall comply with all applicable codes and ordinances. 
 
2. The extension of time shall be valid until July 25, 2013. 
 
John Murillo, Great American Capital, 8350 West Sahara Avenue #210, Las Vegas, 
NV  89117 appeared on behalf of the applicant indicating he concurred with Staff 
recommendation. 
 
Commissioner Felix Acevedo asked the applicant if there was a potential tenant. 
 
Mr. Murillo responded they had two possible tenants; but, could do nothing until the 
extension of time was approved. 
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Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
 
Chairman Brown closed the Public Hearing. 
 
 
ACTION: APPROVED SUBJECT TO STAFF RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS; 

FORWARDED TO CITY COUNCIL FOR FINAL CONSIDERATION 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Stone 
SECOND: Commissioner Ewing 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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3. UN-50-11 (44869) VEGAS CHEER AUTHORITY (PUBLIC HEARING).  AN 

APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY VEGAS CHEER AUTHORITY ON BEHALF 
OF NORTH FIFTH PROPERTIES, LLC, PROPERTY OWNER, FOR AN 
AMENDMENT TO A PREVIOUSLY APPROVED SPECIAL USE PERMIT (UN-
50-11) IN AN M-2, GENERAL INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT TO EXPAND AN 
EXISTING INDOOR RECREATION. THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT 3630 
NORTH 5TH STREET. THE ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER IS 139-11-201-
003.  (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 

The application was presented by Marc Jordan, Planning Manager who explained the 
applicant was proposing to expand the existing facility into two adjacent suites which 
would occupy the entire building which was a little over 18,000 square feet.  There were 
40 parking spaces allocated and 57 spaces were required; but the entire site was over 
parked and there was a reciprocal parking agreement in place, Staff did not anticipate 
any adverse affect on the site.  Staff recommended approval of UN-50-11 with the 
following conditions: 
 
1. That, unless expressly authorized through a variance, waiver or another 

approved method, this development shall comply with all applicable codes and 
ordinances. 

 
2. That UN-50-11 is site-specific and non-transferable.  Any future expansion to the 

use will require further consideration and approval by the Planning Commission. 
 
3. That all associated activities take place within the building. 
 
4. The applicant shall provide evidence of parking compliance and record a 

Reciprocal Parking Agreement prior to the issuance of a Certificate of 
Occupancy. 

 
5. Hours of operation are limited to 3:00 p.m. through 9:00 p.m. 

 
Lisa Golden, 3630 North 5th Street, Suite 100, North Las Vegas, NV  89032 
appeared on the application indicating she concurred with Staff recommendation. 
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
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Chairman Brown closed the Public Hearing. 
 
 
ACTION: APPROVED SUBJECT TO STAFF RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Ewing 
SECOND: Commissioner Stone 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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4. UN-25-12 (44855) ATC 306810 (PUBLIC HEARING).  AN APPLICATION 

SUBMITTED BY AMERICAN TOWER ASSET SUB, LLC ON BEHALF OF 
DONOVAN WAY ENTERPRISES LLC, PROPERTY OWNER, FOR A SPECIAL 
USE PERMIT IN AN M-2, GENERAL INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT TO ALLOW AN 
EXTENSION TO AN EXISTING TELECOMMUNICATION TOWER.  THE 
PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT 4890 DONOVAN WAY.  THE ASSESSOR'S 
PARCEL NUMBER IS 123-31-402-005.  (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
The application was presented by Marc Jordan, Planning Manager who explained the 
applicant was requesting an increase to the height of an existing telecommunication 
tower from 97 feet to 107 feet.  The facility was enclosed by a perimeter wall and the 
tower was located near the frontage of the site.  It was required that the tower could 
accommodate five carriers, which was possible, and the tower was not required to be a 
stealth design.  Staff recommended approval of UN-25-12 subject to the following 
conditions: 
 
1. That, unless expressly authorized through a variance, waiver or another 

approved method, this development shall comply with all applicable codes and 
ordinances. 

 
2. That the tower shall not exceed 110 feet in height measured from the grade 

elevation. 
 
No Name or address stated, appeared on behalf of the applicant indicating he 
concurred with Staff recommendation. 
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
 
Chairman Brown closed the Public Hearing. 
 
Commissioner Laura Perkins asked the applicant’s representative about the 
construction equipment, tanks and debris stored at the front of the site. 
 
The applicant’s representative responded the equipment and construction debris 
belonged to the property owner and had nothing to do with the cell tower site. 
 
 
ACTION: APPROVED SUBJECT TO STAFF RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Perkins 
SECOND: Commissioner Ewing 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
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NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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5. ZOA-03-12 (44929) AMENDMENT TO USES IN C-P DISTRICT (PUBLIC 

HEARING).  AN ORDINANCE AMENDMENT INITIATED BY THE CITY OF 
NORTH  LAS VEGAS TO AMEND TITLE 17 (ZONING ORDINANCE), 
SECTION 17.20.010 (PERMITTED USE TABLE) OF THE NORTH LAS VEGAS 
MUNICIPAL CODE TO AMEND USE STANDARDS FOR “PERSONAL 
SERVICE ESTABLISHMENTS” WITHIN THE C-P, PROFESSIONAL OFFICE 
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT; AND PROVIDING FOR OTHER MATTERS 
PROPERLY RELATED THERETO.  (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
The application was presented by Robert Eastman, Principal Planner who explained the 
application was directly related to an item heard at the July 11, 2012 Planning 
Commission Meeting.   When doing more analysis, hair salons were classified as 
personal services which could also include laundries, dry cleaners, barber shops, health 
and fitness studios and tanning salons. It was felt a hair salon was appropriate at the 
location requested by an applicant at the July 11, 2012 Planning Commission meeting, 
but would not be appropriate in all C-P Districts.  Staff felt it would be more appropriate 
to allow personal services in a C-P District as a special use, so the use could be 
reviewed by the Board on a case by case basis, which would allow appropriate 
conditions to be placed on them.  Staff recommended that ZOA-03-12 be approved and 
forwarded to City Council with personal services as a special use within the C-P District. 
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  The following participant came 
forward. 
 
• Jim Rothermel, owner of Silverleaf Business Park, 5360 Secluded Brook, 

Las Vegas, NV 89149 indicated he agreed with Staff’s recommendation. 
 
Chairman Brown closed the Public Hearing. 
 
 
ACTION: APPROVED; FORWARDED TO CITY COUNCIL FOR FINAL 

CONSIDERATION 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Ewing 
SECOND: Commissioner Stone 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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6. AMP-05-12 (44871) DONNA & ROME (PUBLIC HEARING).  AN APPLICATION 

SUBMITTED BY PEPPERDINE ENTERPRISE  INC., PROPERTY OWNER, 
FOR AN AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, LAND USE 
ELEMENT, TO CHANGE THE CURRENT DESIGNATION OF MIXED-USE 
COMMERCIAL TO MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL. THE PROPERTY IS 
LOCATED APPROXIMATELY 300 FEET NORTH OF ROME BOULEVARD 
AND WEST OF DONNA STREET.  THE ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER IS 
124-23-301-015.  (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
The application was presented by Robert Eastman, Principal Planner who explained the 
property was currently in a Mixed Use Development.  The Kohl’s store was developed 
prior to the adoption of the new land use plan and was a standard suburban auto 
oriented shopping center.  The Mixed Use Commercial land use designation typically 
would be a mix of uses, the majority and largest amount would be commercial 
developments, but would also have supporting residential uses and would need to be 
integrated and walkable for pedestrian uses.  As the Kohl’s was developed prior to the 
change to the Comprehensive Plan, the parcel, and the parcel to the south, was 
separated from the mixed uses that were envisioned along North 5th Street and the 
Mixed Use Commercial would be difficult to accomplish on the parcel.  Therefore, the 
applicant was requesting it be amended to Multi-family to allow the rezoning, which was 
previously continued, to R-3.  When reviewing the site, it was not felt R-3 Multi-family 
was appropriate at the proposed location.  While many of the plans, including the 
Comprehensive Plan and the North 5th Street Plan, support higher densities along the 
North 5th Street Corridor, they were always with the caveat of, “at certain appropriate 
locations for the neighborhood”.  Across Donna Street was Single-Family Residential 
and it was not felt that higher density Multi-family was appropriate at that location.  R-2 
zoning, which allowed up to 13 units per acre, is what was in place and was a more 
appropriate buffer than Multi-Family, which would allow up to 25 units per acre.  Donna 
Street was a 60 foot right of way, two lane street that allowed residential parking on one 
side of the street and the more appropriate land use was a lower density residential.  
Staff recommended approval of ZN-04-12 for Single-family Medium Density, which 
would be in conformance with the existing zoning of R-2. 
 
George Garcia, 1711 Whitney Mesa Drive, Suite 110, Henderson, NV  89014 
appeared on behalf of the applicant stating he did not think AMP-05-12 was necessary 
and objected to it.  He showed a map and gave some orientation on the location of the 
property.  The current R-2 zoning was overlayed by the existing plan, which was the 
proposed site, and was within The Mixed Use Commercial designated on the Land Use 
Plan, which encompassed the proposed property and also encompassed other Mixed 
Use Commercial areas that were Multi-family.  There were other multi-family projects in 
the vicinity of the site, some of which were R-4.  The plan, as currently approved, 
contained zoning for multi-family uses and was not carved out where they were forced 
to apply for an AMP for Multi-Family Residential.  The plan recognized having a Multi-
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family use.  Mr. Garcia stated their proposed use was consistent with the plan for the 
North 5th Street corridor.  North 5th Street was clearly identified in the plan.  The 
proposed site was within 660 feet of a transit station; so, it was felt the proposed site 
was appropriate for a higher density development.  A transit oriented area requires 
employment centers with high intensity commercial uses and high density residential.  
Even though Kohl’s was previously approved, the site was master planned for Mixed 
Use Commercial and the only way you could get to the Mixed Use Land environment 
was to bring in some other elements.  It was almost impossible to make free standing 
mixed use projects, given the location and size of the property.  The current R-2 zoning 
could not be integrated on the site any more than the proposed project because the 
zoning could not be connected.  With an R-3 project, as proposed, there could be more 
connectivity and the applicant had provided for it in the plan.  R-2 would not cure the 
connectivity problem; therefore, the land use designation did not need to be changed, 
the zoning could be left as it was.  Connectivity could be provided on the site, which the 
applicant was willing to do, and was a site design issue.  Mr. Garcia pointed out the 
challenges today were dramatically different than when the land use was originally 
approved in 2006.  When the Comprehensive Plan was adopted, it was recognized that 
the sites were in-fill remnant pieces and would never be a perfect mixed use project.  
The applicant was proposing Multi-family high density at 25 units per acre with 50 of 
them close to North 5th Street and then 25 as you stair stepped down and the project 
would help support the businesses and the transit oriented concept and were within 
walking distance to a transit station.  The plans were fully compatible with the area; but, 
he did not see how you could be compatible with a Kohl’s store butting up against the 
property with a driveway delivery access and with single family homes across the street 
when they were fronting the street.  It was difficult to try fit in-fill development.  A 
neighborhood meeting was held for the rezoning and a second meeting was held for the 
Amendment to the Master Plan.  Those in attendance were in support of the project, 
except for those who wanted a dog park on the site.  They understood the relationship 
to the commercial and that it was not a desirable environment and they did not want a 
project as envisioned by Staff, as it would be a small project without an association and 
would not have parks and amenities and would be much smaller than what was in the 
area and there would be virtually no enforcement authority for the CC & R’s.  They were 
proposing to put in courtyard apartments, which would break up the mass of the building 
and would create a building orientation that was more friendly to the neighbors because 
it was not a massive building.   Mr. Garcia showed an illustration of what could be done 
with the site in terms of landscaping to make the site appeal to the neighboring 
properties. 
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  The following participant came 
forward: 
 
Scott Sauer (no address stated) spoke in opposition of the application indicating he 
did not feel the area was appropriate for R-3 zoning and there was no guarantee the 
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project shown by the applicant was what would be built, as it was not tied to the 
approvals. 
 
Commissioner Nelson Stone asked the notification radius and how many people 
showed up for the neighborhood meeting. 
 
Mr. Eastman explained the applicant and the City use the same list, which came from 
the County’s property owner records.  The radius used was 750 feet for an AMP; but, he 
did not know how many notices were sent by the City as he did not have the file.  The 
applicant’s list should have been the same as the City; but, the affidavit submitted with 
the application for the AMP showed the applicant used a radius of 500 feet.  
 
Commissioner Stone asked how many residents would have received notification. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded previously it was stated there was a neighborhood meeting on 
June 22, 2012 with 43 notification letters being sent out. 
 
Commissioner Stone asked if there were any letters of protest received. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded when the City sent out their Public Hearing notices, there were 
three cards returned showing opposition to the application. 
 
Commissioner Stone asked Mr. Garcia about his meeting notifications. 
 
Mr. Garcia responded there were two neighborhood meetings.  At the first meeting held 
there were seven people who signed in and of the seven, one said rezoning was 
acceptable, one wanted a dog park, one wanted a park, and one was concerned about 
not being able to park on their own street, one the proposed rezoning was compatible 
and wanted it limited to two story.  At the second meeting, there was one person in 
attendance with no negative comments.   
 
Commissioner Stone asked Staff if the site was zoned R-2 or R-3, if an FDP, SPR or 
PUD was required to be submitted for a final site plan review. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded if they were going forward as an R-3, most likely he would 
submit for a site plan review. 
 
Commissioner Stone clarified that the site plan being shown was not being voted on, 
but was just one idea of what could be done on the site.  Transition zoning from 
commercial to residential was very difficult and he recalled the area of Home Depot on 
Craig Road where a project failed and agreed with the concept of connectivity and 
asked Staff if connectivity could be accommodated without reciprocal agreements. 
 



City of North Las Vegas  Planning Commission Minutes 
Page 14  August 8, 2012 
 
 
Mr. Eastman responded the new zoning ordinance encouraged connectivity and it was 
heavily encouraged that many developments have connectivity to neighboring parcels.  
The City would need to be creative to get Kohl’s, when they came in to finish their 
development, to create something that would be useful for that connection point. 
 
Deputy City Attorney Sandra Morgan clarified for Commissioner Stone that the Affidavit 
for the neighborhood meeting held by the applicant referenced 500 feet as the 
notification radius and it should have been 750 feet per the Municipal Code. 
 
Mr. Garcia indicated  the mailing list was provided by the City. 
 
Commissioner Will Ewing asked if there was a problem with approving AMP-05-12 and 
ZN-04-12 and sending them to City Council for final consideration even though the 
recommendation was different than what was requested by the applicant.   
 
Mr. Eastman explained if the AMP, as recommended by Staff, for Single-family Medium 
density, which the R-3 was not in compliance with, so if the ZN were approved for R-3, 
a recommendation for the AMP for Multi-family should be forwarded to City Council, so 
they were in compliance with each other.  Mr. Eastman also explained both apps could 
be approved, but, the key was approving the AMP for Multi-family instead of Single-
family Medium.   
 
Commissioner Stone verified that Staff’s recommendation was for approval with 
Single-family Medium, which was almost a housekeeping item to bring things in line with 
what existed as R-2, so the second application would not be actionable by the Board. 
 
Mr. Eastman explained, if the AMP were approved for Single-family Medium, from a 
staff perspective and legal perspective, they would recommend that the zoning 
ordinance be denied because Staff felt the R-2 zoning was still appropriate. 
 
Chairman Brown asked if the Board approved the application with Single-family 
Medium, as recommended by Staff, if the applicant had to agree with the 
recommendation.   
 
Mr. Eastman explained the Board was forwarding their recommendation of Single-family 
Medium to City Council for the land use designation.  The application would still go 
forward with the applicant requesting Multi-family and then Staff’s and the Commission’s 
recommendation would be for Single-family medium, if that was the decision of the 
Commission. 
 
Chairman Brown explained an AMP was not linked to a specific project.  If the AMP was 
approved, the property owner could put anything on the site that was allowed by the 
zoning on the site and pointed out, the project shown by the applicant was just a 
depiction of what could be built on the site.  The project was not reviewed by Staff and 
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may not conform with Codes.  Chairman Brown asked if the application was approved, if 
a three story building could be put on the site without approval. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded if the site was zoned R-3, a taller building would be allowed 
and depending on the number of units proposed, it may not be large enough to warrant 
a major site plan review, therefore, it would be reviewed by Staff and would not have to 
come back before the Commission for approval and a building taller than 28 feet would 
be allowed as R-3. 
 
Chairman Brown clarified Staff would not have the authority to not allow more than a 
two story building. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded that was correct. 
 
Mr. Garcia stated Staff had the ability to deny a site plan review, which would mean the 
site plan would go before the Commission and pointed out it was not practical or cost 
effective to build a three story building. 
 
Commissioner Laura Perkins asked for clarification on the AMP. 
 
Mr. Eastman explained the Board would be sending a recommendation to City Council 
and Staff’s recommendation was for Single-family Medium; therefore, the land use 
would be in compliance with the existing zoning.  The applicant was requesting Multi-
family and R-3; so, what happens with the AMP, it would still go forward, the City 
Council would still be informed and it would still be in the application that the applicant 
was asking for Multi-family then it would be up to City Council to determine what they 
thought was the appropriate zoning for the site and whether to uphold Staff’s 
recommendation or approve what was requested by the applicant.   
 
Commissioner Perkins clarified, if the application was approved, they were approving 
Multi-family as requested by the applicant. 
 
Deputy City Attorney Morgan clarified Staff was recommending Single-family Medium 
and the applicant was requesting Multi-family. 
 
Commissioner Perkins felt R-2 was a more appropriate buffer between Single-family 
Residential and Commercial and thought it was overzealous to put that high of a density 
on such a small piece of property. 
 
Commissioner Stone asked staff if the adjacent commercial was a PUD, C-1 or C-2. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded the Commercial was zoned C-2. 
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Commissioner Stone clarified that C-2 was the most intense Commercial and then it 
was M-1.  The most intense commercial possible was adjacent to the proposed site and 
transitional zoning should be considered.   
 
 
ACTION: APPROVED FOR MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL; FORWARDED TO 

CITY COUNCIL FOR FINAL CONSIDERATION 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Stone 
SECOND: Commissioner Ewing 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone and 

Acevedo 
NAYS: Commissioner Perkins 
ABSTAIN: None 
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OLD BUSINESS 
 
7. ZN-04-12 (44293) DONNA & ROME (PUBLIC HEARING).  AN APPLICATION 

SUBMITTED BY PEPPERDINE ENTERPRISES INC., PROPERTY OWNER, 
FOR A RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY FROM AN R-2, SINGLE-FAMILY 
MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT TO AN R-3, MULTI-FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT.  THE PROPERTY IS GENERALLY LOCATED 250 
FEET NORTH OF ROME BOULEVARD AND WEST OF DONNA STREET. THE 
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER IS 124-23-301-015.  (CONTINUED MARCH 
14, APRIL 11 AND JUNE 13, 2012)  (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
The application was presented by Robert Eastman, Principal Planner who explained the 
application would support the requested R-3 zoning; however, Staff did not feel the 
higher density Multi-family was appropriate at the proposed location, as the Kohl’s 
center to the north was required to have certain buffers in place adjacent to the 
residential and did not have curb cuts and traffic did not get on Donna Street from the 
Kohl’s Center and that type of condition could not be placed on this application as their 
only access was on to Donna Street.  Donna could support a small multi-family, it would 
increase traffic; therefore, Staff was recommending denial of ZN-04-12. 
 
George Garcia, 1711 Whitney Mesa Drive, Suite 110, Henderson, NV  89014 
appeared on behalf of the applicant asking that comments made previously be brought 
forward and added that traffic would increase but the street was capable of handling the 
increased traffic and a traffic study would be done.  The following was carried forward 
from AMP-05-12: 
 
George Garcia, 1711 Whitney Mesa Drive, Suite 110, Henderson, NV  89014 
appeared on behalf of the applicant stating he did not think AMP-05-12 was necessary 
and objected to it.  He showed a map and gave some orientation on the location of the 
property.  The current R-2 zoning was overlayed by the existing plan, which was the 
proposed site, and was within The Mixed Use Commercial designated on the Land Use 
Plan, which encompassed the proposed property and also encompassed other Mixed 
Use Commercial areas that were Multi-family.  There were other multi-family projects in 
the vicinity of the site, some of which were R-4.  The plan, as currently approved, 
contained zoning for multi-family uses and was not carved out where they were forced 
to apply for an AMP for Multi-Family Residential.  The plan recognized having a Multi-
family use.  Mr. Garcia stated their proposed use was consistent with the plan for the 
North 5th Street corridor.  North 5th Street was clearly identified in the plan.  The 
proposed site was within 660 feet of a transit station; so, it was felt the proposed site 
was appropriate for a higher density development.  A transit oriented area requires 
employment centers with high intensity commercial uses and high density residential.  
Even though Kohl’s was previously approved, the site was master planned for Mixed 
Use Commercial and the only way you could get to the Mixed Use Land environment 
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was to bring in some other elements.  It was almost impossible to make free standing 
mixed use projects, given the location and size of the property.  The current R-2 zoning 
could not be integrated on the site any more than the proposed project because the 
zoning could not be connected.  With an R-3 project, as proposed, there could be more 
connectivity and the applicant had provided for it in the plan.  R-2 would not cure the 
connectivity problem; therefore, the land use designation did not need to be changed, 
the zoning could be left as it was.  Connectivity could be provided on the site, which the 
applicant was willing to do, and was a site design issue.  Mr. Garcia pointed out the 
challenges today were dramatically different than when the land use was originally 
approved in 2006.  When the Comprehensive Plan was adopted, it was recognized that 
the sites were in-fill remnant pieces and would never be a perfect mixed use project.  
The applicant was proposing Multi-family high density at 25 units per acre with 50 of 
them close to North 5th Street and then 25 as you stair stepped down and the project 
would help support the businesses and the transit oriented concept and were within 
walking distance to a transit station.  The plans were fully compatible with the area; but, 
he did not see how you could be compatible with a Kohl’s store butting up against the 
property with a driveway delivery access and with single family homes across the street 
when they were fronting the street.  It was difficult to try fit in-fill development.  A 
neighborhood meeting was held for the rezoning and a second meeting was held for the 
Amendment to the Master Plan.  Those in attendance were in support of the project, 
except for those who wanted a dog park on the site.  They understood the relationship 
to the commercial and that it was not a desirable environment and they did not want a 
project as envisioned by Staff, as it would be a small project without an association and 
would not have parks and amenities and would be much smaller than what was in the 
area and there would be virtually no enforcement authority for the CC & R’s.  They were 
proposing to put in courtyard apartments, which would break up the mass of the building 
and would create a building orientation that was more friendly to the neighbors because 
it was not a massive building.   Mr. Garcia showed an illustration of what could be done 
with the site in terms of landscaping to make the site appeal to the neighboring 
properties. 
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  The following participant came 
forward: 
 
Scott Sauer (no address stated) spoke in opposition of the application indicating he 
did not feel the area was appropriate for R-3 zoning and there was no guarantee the 
project shown by the applicant was what would be built, as it was not tied to the 
approvals. 
 
Commissioner Nelson Stone asked the notification radius and how many people 
showed up for the neighborhood meeting. 
 
Mr. Eastman explained the applicant and the City use the same list, which came from 
the County’s property owner records.  The radius used was 750 feet for an AMP; but, he 
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did not know how many notices were sent by the City as he did not have the file.  The 
applicant’s list should have been the same as the City; but, the affidavit submitted with 
the application for the AMP showed the applicant used a radius of 500 feet.  
 
Commissioner Stone asked how many residents would have received notification. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded previously it was stated there was a neighborhood meeting on 
June 22, 2012 with 43 notification letters being sent out. 
 
Commissioner Stone asked if there were any letters of protest received. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded when the City sent out their Public Hearing notices, there were 
three cards returned showing opposition to the application. 
 
Commissioner Stone asked Mr. Garcia about his meeting notifications. 
 
Mr. Garcia responded there were two neighborhood meetings.  At the first meeting held 
there were seven people who signed in and of the seven, one said rezoning was 
acceptable, one wanted a dog park, one wanted a park, and one was concerned about 
not being able to park on their own street, one the proposed rezoning was compatible 
and wanted it limited to two story.  At the second meeting, there was one person in 
attendance with no negative comments.   
 
Commissioner Stone asked Staff if the site was zoned R-2 or R-3, if an FDP, SPR or 
PUD was required to be submitted for a final site plan review. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded if they were going forward as an R-3, most likely he would 
submit for a site plan review. 
 
Commissioner Stone clarified that the site plan being shown was not being voted on, 
but was just one idea of what could be done on the site.  Transition zoning from 
commercial to residential was very difficult and he recalled the area of Home Depot on 
Craig Road where a project failed and agreed with the concept of connectivity and 
asked Staff if connectivity could be accommodated without reciprocal agreements. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded the new zoning ordinance encouraged connectivity and it was 
heavily encouraged that many developments have connectivity to neighboring parcels.  
The City would need to be creative to get Kohl’s, when they came in to finish their 
development, to create something that would be useful for that connection point. 
 
Deputy City Attorney Sandra Morgan clarified for Commissioner Stone that the Affidavit 
for the neighborhood meeting held by the applicant referenced 500 feet as the 
notification radius and it should have been 750 feet per the Municipal Code. 
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Mr. Garcia indicated  the mailing list was provided by the City. 
 
Commissioner Will Ewing asked if there was a problem with approving AMP-05-12 and 
ZN-04-12 and sending them to City Council for final consideration even though the 
recommendation was different than what was requested by the applicant.   
 
Mr. Eastman explained if the AMP, as recommended by Staff, for Single-family Medium 
density, which the R-3 was not in compliance with, so if the ZN were approved for R-3, 
a recommendation for the AMP for Multi-family should be forwarded to City Council, so 
they were in compliance with each other.  Mr. Eastman also explained both apps could 
be approved, but, the key was approving the AMP for Multi-family instead of Single-
family Medium.   
 
Commissioner Stone verified that Staff’s recommendation was for approval with 
Single-family Medium, which was almost a housekeeping item to bring things in line with 
what existed as R-2, so the second application would not be actionable by the Board. 
 
Mr. Eastman explained, if the AMP were approved for Single-family Medium, from a 
staff perspective and legal perspective, they would recommend that the zoning 
ordinance be denied because Staff felt the R-2 zoning was still appropriate. 
 
Chairman Brown asked if the Board approved the application with Single-family 
Medium, as recommended by Staff, if the applicant had to agree with the 
recommendation.   
 
Mr. Eastman explained the Board was forwarding their recommendation of Single-family 
Medium to City Council for the land use designation.  The application would still go 
forward with the applicant requesting Multi-family and then Staff’s and the Commission’s 
recommendation would be for Single-family medium, if that was the decision of the 
Commission. 
 
Chairman Brown explained an AMP was not linked to a specific project.  If the AMP was 
approved, the property owner could put anything on the site that was allowed by the 
zoning on the site and pointed out, the project shown by the applicant was just a 
depiction of what could be built on the site.  The project was not reviewed by Staff and 
may not conform with Codes.  Chairman Brown asked if the application was approved, if 
a three story building could be put on the site without approval. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded if the site was zoned R-3, a taller building would be allowed 
and depending on the number of units proposed, it may not be large enough to warrant 
a major site plan review, therefore, it would be reviewed by Staff and would not have to 
come back before the Commission for approval and a building taller than 28 feet would 
be allowed as R-3. 
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Chairman Brown clarified Staff would not have the authority to not allow more than a 
two story building. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded that was correct. 
 
Mr. Garcia stated Staff had the ability to deny a site plan review, which would mean the 
site plan would go before the Commission and pointed out it was not practical or cost 
effective to build a three story building. 
 
Commissioner Laura Perkins asked for clarification on the AMP. 
 
Mr. Eastman explained the Board would be sending a recommendation to City Council 
and Staff’s recommendation was for Single-family Medium; therefore, the land use 
would be in compliance with the existing zoning.  The applicant was requesting Multi-
family and R-3; so, what happens with the AMP, it would still go forward, the City 
Council would still be informed and it would still be in the application that the applicant 
was asking for Multi-family then it would be up to City Council to determine what they 
thought was the appropriate zoning for the site and whether to uphold Staff’s 
recommendation or approve what was requested by the applicant.   
 
Commissioner Perkins clarified, if the application was approved, they were approving 
Multi-family as requested by the applicant. 
 
Deputy City Attorney Morgan clarified Staff was recommending Single-family Medium 
and the applicant was requesting Multi-family. 
 
Commissioner Perkins felt R-2 was a more appropriate buffer between Single-family 
Residential and Commercial and thought it was overzealous to put that high of a density 
on such a small piece of property. 
 
Commissioner Stone asked staff if the adjacent commercial was a PUD, C-1 or C-2. 
 
Mr. Eastman responded the Commercial was zoned C-2. 
 
Commissioner Stone clarified that C-2 was the most intense Commercial and then it 
was M-1.  The most intense commercial possible was adjacent to the proposed site and 
transitional zoning should be considered.   
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  The following participant came 
forward: 
 
Scott Sauer (no address stated) asked that his comments be carried forward from 
Item No. 6 (AMP-05-12) as follows: 
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Scott Sauer (no address stated) spoke in opposition of the application 
indicating he did not feel the area was appropriate for R-3 zoning and 
there was no guarantee the project shown by the applicant was what 
would be built, as it was not tied to the approvals. 

 
Chairman Brown closed the Public Hearing. 
 
Commissioner Nelson Stone asked Traffic Staff about the trip generation rates between 
a C-2 zoned project and an R-3 project, if they were compatible or if one would 
generate more trips than the other. 
 
Eric Hawkins, Public Works Traffic responded a Commercial project generally 
generated a greater amount of traffic than an R-3 project.  A residential unit usually 
would generate one trip and trips for a commercial project would vary. 
 
Commissioner Stone clarified commercial was more intense than residential in trip 
generation.   
 
Mr. Hawkins was not comfortable agreeing with Commissioner Stone’s statement. 
 
Commissioner Stone was looking for guidance from Council on the non-typical residual 
type parcel and was interested to hear how Council approached the AMP and R-3 
zoning. 
 
 
ACTION: APPROVED; FORWARDED TO CITY COUNCIL FOR FINAL 

CONSIDERATION 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Ewing 
SECOND: Chairman Brown 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone and 

Acevedo 
NAYS: Commissioner Perkins 
ABSTAIN: None 
 
 
Second Public Forum was heard next.  
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8. UN-23-12 (44743) MAVERICK BELMONT & LV. BLVD (PUBLIC HEARING).  

AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY MAVERICK INC. C/O TODD MEYERS, ON 
BEHALF OF BRUNNER AND PLACID LLC, C/O RAY KOROGHLI, 
PROPERTY OWNER, FOR A SPECIAL USE PERMIT IN A C-2, GENERAL 
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT TO ALLOW A CONVENIENCE STORE WITH GAS 
PUMPS.  THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 
BELMONT STREET AND LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD.  THE ASSESSOR'S 
PARCEL NUMBER IS 139-13-702-001.  (CONTINUED JULY 11, 2012)  (FOR 
POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
ACTION: WITHDRAWN 
 
 
 
Item Nos. 9 through 14 were heard next. 
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9. AMP-08-08 (35792) LOSEE STATION RESORT & CASINO (PUBLIC 

HEARING).  AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY LOSEE ELKHORN 
PROPERTIES LLC, PROPERTY OWNER, FOR AN AMENDMENT TO THE 
MASTER PLAN OF STREETS AND HIGHWAYS TO INCREASE SEVERENCE 
LANE BETWEEN LOSEE ROAD AND STATZ STREET FROM A 60-FOOT 
RIGHT-OF-WAY TO AN 80-FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY. THE  ASSESSOR’S 
PARCEL NUMBERS ARE 124-13-401-001, 124-13-401-002, 124-13-401-005, 
124-13-401-006, 124-13-401-007 AND 124-13-401-008.  (CONTINUED JULY 9, 
AUGUST 13, AND DECEMBER 10, 2008, MARCH 11, JUNE 24, AND 
NOVEMBER 24, 2009, JANUARY 13 AND JULY 28, 2010, AND JANUARY 12 
AND JULY 13, 2011) (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
Item Nos. 9 through 14 were heard together. 
 
It was requested by the applicant to continue AMP-08-08 to August 14, 2013. 
 
Bill Curran, 100 North City Parkway #1750, Las Vegas, NV 89106-4617 appeared on 
behalf of the applicant and explained the applications were being continued as there 
were similar applications pending for Boyd property that were continued awaiting a 
study, requested by the City Council, of where casinos should be located, which was 
completed, but during the time the study was being done, the economy crashed and the 
applications have been placed on hold.  At a recent City Council meeting the Boyd 
applications were tabled for another year and the applicant was requesting the same 
consideration.  
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
 
Chairman Brown indicated the Public Hearing would remain open. 
 
 
ACTION: CONTINUED TO AUGUST 14, 2013 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Stone 
SECOND: Commissioner Perkins 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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10. VAC-07-08 (35796) LOSEE STATION RESORT & CASINO (PUBLIC 

HEARING).  AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY LOSEE ELKHORN 
PROPERTIES LLC, PROPERTY OWNER, TO VACATE ELKHORN ROAD 
BETWEEN LOSEE ROAD AND STATZ STREET; AND TO VACATE BERG 
STREET BETWEEN SEVERENCE LANE AND ELKHORN ROAD.  THE  
ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS ARE 124-13-401-001, 124-13-401-002, 
124-13-401-005, 124-13-401-006, 124-13-401-007 AND 124-13-401-008.    
(CONTINUED JULY 9, AUGUST 13, AND DECEMBER 10, 2008, MARCH 11, 
JUNE 24, AND NOVEMBER 24, 2009, JANUARY 13 AND JULY 28, 2010 AND 
JANUARY 12 AND JULY 13, 2011) (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
Item Nos. 9 through 14 were heard together. 
 
It was requested by the applicant to continue VAC-07-08 to August 14, 2013. 
 
Bill Curran, 100 North City Parkway #1750, Las Vegas, NV 89106-4617 appeared on 
behalf of the applicant and explained the applications were being continued as there 
were similar applications pending for Boyd property that were continued awaiting a 
study, requested by the City Council, of where casinos should be located, which was 
completed, but during the time the study was being done, the economy crashed and the 
applications have been placed on hold.  At a recent City Council meeting the Boyd 
applications were tabled for another year and the applicant was requesting the same 
consideration.  
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
 
Chairman Brown indicated the Public Hearing would remain open. 
 
 
ACTION: CONTINUED TO AUGUST 14, 2013 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Stone 
SECOND: Commissioner Perkins 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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11. AMP-07-08 (35791) LOSEE STATION RESORT & CASINO (PUBLIC 

HEARING).  AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY LOSEE ELKHORN 
PROPERTIES LLC, PROPERTY OWNER, FOR AN AMENDMENT TO THE 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, LAND USE ELEMENT, TO CHANGE  THE 
CURRENT DESIGNATION OF MIXED-USE NEIGHBORHOOD TO RESORT 
COMMERCIAL.  THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST 
CORNER OF STATZ STREET AND SEVERENCE LANE.  THE ASSESSOR’S 
PARCEL NUMBERS ARE 124-13-401-001, 124-13-401-002, 124-13-401-005 
THROUGH 124-13-401-008.    (CONTINUED JULY 9, AUGUST 13, AND 
DECEMBER 10, 2008, MARCH 11, JUNE 24, AND NOVEMBER 24, 2009, 
JANUARY 13 AND JULY 28, 2010 AND JANUARY 12 AND JULY 13, 2011) 
(FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
Item Nos. 9 through 14 were heard together. 
 
It was requested by the applicant to continue AMP-07-08 to August 14, 2013. 
 
Bill Curran, 100 North City Parkway #1750, Las Vegas, NV 89106-4617 appeared on 
behalf of the applicant and explained the applications were being continued as there 
were similar applications pending for Boyd property that were continued awaiting a 
study, requested by the City Council, of where casinos should be located, which was 
completed, but during the time the study was being done, the economy crashed and the 
applications have been placed on hold.  At a recent City Council meeting the Boyd 
applications were tabled for another year and the applicant was requesting the same 
consideration.  
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
 
Chairman Brown indicated the Public Hearing would remain open. 
 
 
ACTION: CONTINUED TO AUGUST 14, 2013 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Stone 
SECOND: Commissioner Perkins 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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12. ZN-20-08 (35795) LOSEE STATION RESORT & CASINO (PUBLIC HEARING).  

AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY LOSEE ELKHORN PROPERTIES LLC, 
PROPERTY OWNER, FOR A RECLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY FROM AN 
R-E, RANCH ESTATES DISTRICT TO A PUD, PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT CONSISTING OF A CASINO/HOTEL.  THIS 
PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF STATZ 
STREET AND SEVERENCE LANE.  THE ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS 
ARE 124-13-401-001, 124-13-401-002, 124-13-401-005 THROUGH 124-13-401-
008.    (CONTINUED JULY 9, AUGUST 13, AND DECEMBER 10, 2008, 
MARCH 11, JUNE 24, AND NOVEMBER 24, 2009, JANUARY 13 AND JULY 
28, 2010 AND JANUARY 12 AND JULY 13, 2011) (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
Item Nos. 9 through 14 were heard together. 
 
It was requested by the applicant to continue ZN-20-08 to August 14, 2013. 
 
Bill Curran, 100 North City Parkway #1750, Las Vegas, NV 89106-4617 appeared on 
behalf of the applicant and explained the applications were being continued as there 
were similar applications pending for Boyd property that were continued awaiting a 
study, requested by the City Council, of where casinos should be located, which was 
completed, but during the time the study was being done, the economy crashed and the 
applications have been placed on hold.  At a recent City Council meeting the Boyd 
applications were tabled for another year and the applicant was requesting the same 
consideration.  
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
 
Chairman Brown indicated the Public Hearing would remain open. 
 
 
ACTION: CONTINUED TO AUGUST 14, 2013 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Stone 
SECOND: Commissioner Perkins 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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13. GED-03-08 (35793) LOSEE STATION RESORT & CASINO (PUBLIC 

HEARING). AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY LOSEE ELKHORN 
PROPERTIES LLC, PROPERTY OWNER, FOR A PETITION TO ESTABLISH 
A GAMING ENTERPRISE DISTRICT.  THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT THE 
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF STATZ STREET AND SEVERENCE LANE.  THE 
ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS ARE 124-13-401-001, 124-13-401-002, 
124-13-401-005 THROUGH 124-13-401-008.   (CONTINUED JULY 9, AUGUST 
13, AND DECEMBER 10, 2008, MARCH 11, JUNE 24, AND NOVEMBER 24, 
2009, JANUARY 13 AND JULY 28, 2010 AND JANUARY 12 AND JULY 13, 
2011) (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
Item Nos. 9 through 14 were heard together. 
 
It was requested by the applicant to continue GED-03-08 to August 14, 2013. 
 
Bill Curran, 100 North City Parkway #1750, Las Vegas, NV 89106-4617 appeared on 
behalf of the applicant and explained the applications were being continued as there 
were similar applications pending for Boyd property that were continued awaiting a 
study, requested by the City Council, of where casinos should be located, which was 
completed, but during the time the study was being done, the economy crashed and the 
applications have been placed on hold.  At a recent City Council meeting the Boyd 
applications were tabled for another year and the applicant was requesting the same 
consideration.  
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
 
Chairman Brown indicated the Public Hearing would remain open. 
 
 
ACTION: CONTINUED TO AUGUST 14, 2013 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Stone 
SECOND: Commissioner Perkins 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
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14. UN-64-08 (35794) LOSEE STATION RESORT & CASINO (PUBLIC HEARING).  

AN APPLICATION SUBMITTED BY LOSEE ELKHORN PROPERTIES LLC, 
PROPERTY OWNER, FOR A SPECIAL USE PERMIT IN AN R-E, RANCH 
ESTATES DISTRICT (PROPOSED PUD, PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT) TO ALLOW A CASINO/HOTEL.  THE PROPERTY IS LOCATED AT 
THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF STATZ STREET AND SEVERENCE LANE.  
THE ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS ARE 124-13-401-001, 124-13-401-
002, 124-13-401-005 THROUGH 124-13-401-008.     (CONTINUED JULY 9, 
AUGUST 13, AND DECEMBER 10, 2008, MARCH 11, JUNE 24, AND 
NOVEMBER 24, 2009, JANUARY 13 AND JULY 28, 2010 AND JANUARY 12 
AND JULY 13, 2011) (FOR POSSIBLE ACTION) 

 
 
Item Nos. 9 through 14 were heard together. 
 
It was requested by the applicant to continue UN-64-08 to August 14, 2013. 
 
Bill Curran, 100 North City Parkway #1750, Las Vegas, NV 89106-4617 appeared on 
behalf of the applicant and explained the applications were being continued as there 
were similar applications pending for Boyd property that were continued awaiting a 
study, requested by the City Council, of where casinos should be located, which was 
completed, but during the time the study was being done, the economy crashed and the 
applications have been placed on hold.  At a recent City Council meeting the Boyd 
applications were tabled for another year and the applicant was requesting the same 
consideration.  
 
Chairman Steve Brown opened the Public Hearing.  There was no public participation. 
 
Chairman Brown indicated the Public Hearing would remain open. 
 
 
ACTION: CONTINUED TO AUGUST 14, 2013 
 
MOTION: Commissioner Stone 
SECOND: Commissioner Perkins 
AYES:  Chairman Brown, Commissioners Perkins, Joiner-Greene, Ewing, Stone 

and Acevedo 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
 
 
Minutes were heard next. 
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PUBLIC FORUM 
 
There was no public participation. 
 
 

DIRECTOR’S BUSINESS 
 
Community Services and Development Director Frank Fiori welcomed the two new 
Commissioners, Nelson Stone and Felix Acevedo. 
 
 

CHAIRMAN’S BUSINESS 
 
There was no report given. 
 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7:21 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
       APPROVED:   September 12, 2012 
 
 
 
 
       /s/ Steve Brown                                        
                 Steve Brown, Chairman 
 
 
 
/s/ Jo Ann Lawrence                              .                                          
Jo Ann Lawrence, Recording Secretary 


