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To  whom  It May  Concern:

eat o,

I am writing in opposition to the proposal to develop  the BLM empty  lot ro"rat2p
Hickam  Avenue.  Although  the staff  recommends  approval  on the Land  Use  Entitlement

project, there are several  factors  that make this a bad  fit for  the  neighborhood.

Number  one and most importantly,  is the congestion  this project  will generate  with no

explanation  of how or if this congestion  would  be mitigated.

Hickam  Avenue  is a dead-end  street  with only one way in and one way  out and  cannot

be made a thoroughfare.  There  are multi-unit  properties  in the area,  but they have

several  entrances  and exits onto through  streets, not dead-end  streets.
The builder  also has stated there  will only be one entrance  and  exit for  the 282  unit

Senior  apartment  complex,  which poses  safety  concerns  for  possible  future  elderly

residents.

Since  Hickam  Avenue  is on an obvious  slope,  the  street  tends  to flood  with  rains  in Las

Vegas.  This  flooding  occurs  along  the  street  in front  of  the  lot and  at the  dead-end  area

of the  street.

This  is a flood  zone  as evidenced  by signage  on Lone  Mountain.

The  developer's  representative  has  also  indicated  there  will  not  be ample  parking  for  the

complex.  Existing  residents  already  park  on both  sides  of  Hickam  Avenue  which  creates

narrowing  of  the  street  itself  for  access.

In this  particular  area,  there  is not  enough  shopping  choices  and  no public

transportation  available.

This  complex  would  put  an additional  strain  on the  existing  residents.

The  builder  the  City  of  Las  Vegas  has  chosen  is Brad  Rennaker  of  Pacificap,  who  has

numerous  lawsuits  regarding  his  past  projects.  One  in New  Mexico  just  a year  and  a

half  ago,  had residents  form  a union  to complain  about  over-flowing  trash  bins,  fire

hazards,  broken  elevators  and  unsafe  roofs  causing  water  damage.  It's  also  reported

that  Mr. Rennaker  was  named  in a lawsuit  in 20j3  because  one  of  his  contractors  failed

to install  a median  and  traffic  markers  which  resulted  in a fatal  automobile  accident.  In

April  2024,  Western  States  Regional  Council  of  Carpenters  claimed  a community  being

built  by Mr. Rennaker's  company  had  workers  with  6-7  weeks  without  pay.  A carpenter

named  Michael  Coughlin  stated  "Palidrome  (Mr.  Rennaker's  company)  has  past

practices  of hiring  irresponsible  general  contractors  and  in turn  bring  irresponsible

subcontractors."

Knowing

build  this

property,

that  Mr. Rennaker  is not  only  the  builder  the  City  of  Las  Vegas  has  chosen  to

multi-unit  Senior  apartment  complex,  but  also  will  rely  on him  managing  the



Promises  were  made  at the  neighborhood  meeting  at the  YMCA  where  Mr. Rennaker's

representative  presented  the  project  that  the  development  on Hickam  Avenue  would

remain  a "Senior"  complex  for  forty  years.  How  will  the  existing  residents  find

confidence  in that  statement?  Claims  were  also  made  that  if the  development  fell  out  of

that  forty  year  promise  for  "Seniors,"  the  land  would  go back  to the  BLM.  How  would

that  actually  work?  Are  these  statements  and  promises  in writing?

At  the  neighborhood  meeting,  there  was  also  a presentation  stating  there  would  be 2

and  3 story  buildings  in the  development,  but  in the  latest  notification  only  3 story

buildings  are  mentioned.  There  is a lot of  confusion  on what  will  actually  be built.

Since  people  purchased  their  homes  in this  area  approximately  20 years  ago  with  the

promise  for  the  BLM  lot on Hickam  Avenue  to be for  Public  Use  as part  of  the  master-

planned  community,  how  do the  residents  have  any  confidence  in what  the  City  of  Las

Vegas  is now  proposing?

Another  issue  is the  request  for  a 21 foot  tall retaining  wall,  which  goes  against  the  12

foot  existing  maximum  allowed.  Why  is a 21 foot  retaining  wall  required?  There  is a

condo  development  right  across  the  street  from  the  Hickam  Avenue  BLM  lot and  it has

an approximate  8 foot  see  through  fence,  even  with  units  facing  the  215  freeway.

The  21 foot  restraining  wall  will  do nothing  to enhance  the  aesthetics  in the  area.

Previously,  promises  were  made  by  the  City  of  Las  Vegas  to share  the  RFP  with

residents  in the  area  when  they  were  available,  since  that  didn't  happen  either,  how

does  the  city  expect  any  confidence  in relation  to this  project?

This  282  Multi-Unit  Senior  apartment  complex  is a bad  fit  for  the existing  neighborhood,

the  builder's  past  projects  are  concerning,  the  dead-end  street  has  flooding  and  parking

issues  including  emergency  vehicle  access  to the  proposed  project.

Please  find  a better  location.

Thank  you,

Kathleen  Gentry

RECEIVED

APR 0 3 2025
Dept of Planning
City of Las Vegas



Planning  Comments

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

noreply@formstack.com

Wednesday,  April  2, 2025 6:53 PM

Planning  Comments

Planning  Application  Comments  Form

3tlformstack

Formstack  Submission  For:  Planning  App  Comments

Submitted  at 04/02/25  6:52  PM

Meeting  Date: Tuesday,  April  8, 2025

Project

Number:
24-0668

RECaVED

APR 0 3 2025

Name: Eric  Vargas

Residential  or

Business

Address:

4233  Jordanville  Street

Las  Vegas,  NV  89129

Phone: (702)  210-3039

Email: evargas621@gmail.com

Comments:

We  oppose  the 24-0668  ZONI,  24-0668MODI,  24-0668-VARI,  24-0668  SDRI  as

this  is zoned  for  public  use and should  remain  so. This  plot  of  land  would  be better

suited  as a park,  library,  fire  station  or  police  sub station  that  would  benefit  the

residents  of  this  commiu'iity.  This  community  and  the  surrounding  area  cannot

support  a small  apartment  complex.  This  would  bring  traffic,  parking  problems

and  congestion  to an already  overcrowded  area. There  is a lack  of  essential

services  for  "senior  living".  No  nearby  shopping,  no public  transportation  and no

hospitals  within  a reasonable  distance.  There  is already  a strain  on limited

amenities  around  our  neighborhood.  Not  to mention  there  are very  limited  stop
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lights.  Many  vehicles  speed  through  here  and  it  is a matter  of  time  before  someone

is  hint  or  killed.  When  add  more  people  without  adding  more  resources,  it will

mean  more  problems.  If  you  maintain  this  lot  as a public  facilities  lot  and use it  as

this,  it would  add a valuable  resource  to the community  which  is  currently

underserved.  Also,  by  building  a 21 foot  wall  around  the  lot,  it will  have  a negative

impact  on  the quality  of  life  for  the existing  residents.  Please  think  about  those  that

are still  paying  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  for  their  properties.  Hard  working

Las  Vegans  who  pay  their  taxes.  Please  do not  allow  an outside  developer  to come

in  and  destroy  our  way  of  life.  We  understand  the  need  for  more  places  to live  and

everyone  deserves  a place  but  this  lot  is not  the  place  for  it. The  developer  has no

intention  to install  a light  (I asked)  and  no intention  to have  enough  parking  spaces

for  the  residents  that  will  live  in  the  units  (280  units  but  only  277  parking  spots  and

2 to 4 people  per  unit?).  The  overflow  of  parking  and  getting  in  and  out  of  Hickarn

alone  will  surely  be a detriment.  These  are things  that  must  considered.  Thank  you.

Sincerely,  your  hardworking  taxpaying  constituent.

Copyright  ire. 2025  Forinstack.  LLC'.  !'\11 rigli(s  reserved.  I his is a etislomer  seryice  email.

Forinstack.  11671 Limlcni  Road.  Suite  300.  Fishcrs.  I'N 46038
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Planning  Comments

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

noreply@formstack.com
Sunday, April  6, 2025 6:24 PM

Planning  Comments

Planning  Application  Comments  Form

',CAUTION:  This  email  originated  from  an External  Source.  Please  use  caution  before  opening  attachments,

I,clicking links, or responding to this email. Do not sign7in  with your City of,Las Vegas account credentials.

[jllformstack

Formstack  Submission  For:  Planning  App  Comments

Submitted  at 04/06/25  6:24  PM
RECE/VED

"  o 3 2025

Meeting  Date: Tuesday,  April  8, 2025

Project  Number: 24-0668

Position: I OPPOSE  the  project  and  all  related  applications.

Name: Jean  Forsberg

Residential  or  Business  Address:
10539  Beckaville  Ave.

Las  Vegas,  NV  89129

I)lione: (580)  821-0757

EmaiN: jean898989@hotmail.com

Comments: I oppose  the  project.

C:op>riglit C 2025 Forinstack, LLC. All rights rcscn'cd. Tliis is a custorncr service cmail.

Fonnstack  11671  Lantern  Road,  Suite  300.  Fishcrs,  IN  46038
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Planning  Comments

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

noreply@formstack.com

Sunday, March  30, 2025 11 :04 AM

Planning  Comments

Planning  Application  Comments  Form

CAUTION:  This email originated from an External  Source. Please use caution  before  opening  attachments,  ;'

lclicking links, or responding to this email. Do not sign-in  with'  your  City  of  Las Vegas account  credentials.  )

gllformstack RECE[VED

APR 0 3 pe;is

Formstack  Submission  For:  Planning  App  Comments

Submitted  at 03/30/25  11:04  AM

Dept  of Planning
City  ofLas  Vegaq

Meeting  Date: Tuesday,  April  8, 2025

Project  Number: 24-0668

Position: I OPPOSE  the  project  and  all  related  applications.

Name: Alma  Mortimer

Residential  or  Business  Address:
10412  Fuji  Ct

Las  Vegas,  NV  89129

Phone: (702)  528-2894

Eanail: mortimerra@outlook.com

Copyright  '(-): 2025  Forinstack.  [1,C.  All  riglits  rcscrved.  al-liis is a ctistomcr  sci-s'icc  cinail.

Formstack.  11671  lantern  Road.  Suite  300.  Fishcrs,  IN 46038
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Planniru7 Comments

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

noreply@formstack.com

Tuesday,  April  1, 2025 11:31 AM

Planning  Comments

Planning  Application  Comments  Form

'CAUTION: This email originated from an External  Source. Please use  caution  before  opening  attachments,  -)

,clicking links, or responding to this email. Do not sign-in,with your City of 4as Vegas4ccount  credentials. !'

[llfornnstack

Formstack  Submission  For:  Planning  App  Comments

Submittedat04/01/25  11:31  AM

Project

Number:
24-0668 00> <pa@vneng/she,

Position: I OPPOSE  the  project  and  all  related  applications.

Name: Brandy  Muses

Residential  or

Business

Address:

10531  Brownsyille  Ave

Las  Vegas,  NV  89129

Phone: (408)  717-2518

Email: bnmuses@yahoo.com

As  a homeowner  directly  bordering  this  proposed  development,  I strongly  oppose

project  #24-0668.  This  location  is unsafe  and  incompatible  for  senior  housing.

Hickam  is a small,  residential  street  already  seeing  over  500  trips  per  day.  Adding

900  more  will  overwhelm  it.

Comments:

The  Planning  Commission  recornrnended  approval  before  basic  studies  (traffic,

fire,  grading)  were  completed.  No  one  is addressing  the  40-ft  elevation  drops

behind  our  homes  or  the severe  wind  conditions  up here.  This  creates  a fall  risk

and  serious  safety  issues.

1 'J3-am 4'f23 k-(t
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RECEIVED

APR 0 7 2025
Dear  Planning  Commission  Members  and City  Council,

Dept of Planning

Please find below my formal opposition to the Planning Staffs  recomm2ri'a8€iNffreA!'Thing Project  #24-0668  -  Silver  Desert  Estates.  As  a long-time

resident of  the Lone Mountain West community, I urge you to consider the following  critical  concems-many  of  which  directly  impact  the well-
being,  safety,  and dignity  of  vulnerable  senior  citizens.

Safety  Concems:  Glare  Hazard  from  Proposed  Building

The planned three-story buildings along the 215 freeway,  facing  directly  east, pose  a significant  safety  hazard.  At  sunrise,  these  windows  are likely  to

reflect intense glare  directly  into  the line  of  sight  of  freeway  drivers.  Similar  glare  conditions  from  commercial  buildings  in Las  Vegas  have

previously  resulted  in serious  accidents.  A formal  glare  study  is essential  before  proceeding  with  this  development.

Erosion  Risks:  Excavation  in Natural  Water  Runoff  Zone

The proposed development site is a natural water runoff  zone and requires excavation of  up to 45 feet in elevation.  This  raises  serious  erosion

concerns, especially given the presence of residential properties-most  with pools-directly  adjacent to the grading zone.  These  homes  have  existed

for over 20 years and are not designed to withstand such deep excavation and potential destabilization. The  absence  of  erosion  and soil  stability
studies  is alarming  and unacceptable.

Lack  of  Public  Transportation  and Accessibility

The area's lack of infrastructure is a daily  challenge  for  residents.  The  nearest  bus stop is over  a mile  away,  and there  is no public  transportation

available. For low-income seniors, this would  not  be independent  living-it  would  be entrapment.  Without  a car  or  constant  assistance,  they  would
be isolated  and unable  to access  essential  services.

Inadequate  Local  Services

While  the nearby  Walmart  Neighborhood  Market  does  offer  a phatmacy,  the wait  times  are often  hours-long,  forcing  residents  to travel  further  for

essential  prescriptions.  The  store's  small  size and constant  crowding  make  parking  difficult  and often  unavailable.  A  nearby  gas station  offers  limited

fresh  produce  at nearly  double  standard  prices.  Additionally,  there  is no post  office,  no walkable  parks  designed  for  seniors,  and no public

transportation  in the area.

Parking  and Mobility  Challenges

Compounding  these  problems  is the developer's  plan  to eliminate  required  shade  trees  in the  parking  area  to accommodate  more  compact  spaces.  In

Las  Vegas  summers,  which  reach  over  107oF,  elderly  residents-many  of  whom  use walkers,  canes,  or scooters-will  be forced  to navigate

uncovered,  tight  parking  spots,  with  no shade  or room  to maneuver.  This  is not  just  neglectful;  it is dangerous  and indecent.

Community  Needs  and Development  Scale

Long-time  senior  residents-many  of  whom  have  lived  here  for  over  20 years-have  invested  in the infrastructure  of  this  hilltop  community  and

have  consistently  expressed  the need  for  accessible  public  facilities.  The  Master  Plan  anticipated  this  by zoning  these  central  PF parcels  to serve

them.  Replacing  one with  a project  that  meets  none  of  the  area's  needs  is a betrayal  of  the original  vision  and  the people  who  live  here. The  proposed

high-density  development  is simply  too  large  for  this  parcel  and does  not  align  with  the needs  of  the neighborhood  or  its current  or  future  senior

residents.

P
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Conclusion

If  this project  is to proceed  at all, the unit  count  must  be significantly  reduced.  That  is the only  way  to begin  to address the parking  shortages, fire

access issues, traffic overload on Hickam, and lack of emergency  evacuation  feasibility.  Only  with  a smaller  footprint  could  the development  attempt
to meet basic fire  code, parking,  and infrastructure  needs. However,  the reality  is that  this land should  remain  public,  as it was designated  to serve a
community  that still  lacks the senices  it needs most.

Sincerely,

Brandy  Muses

10531 Brownsville  Ave

Las Vegas,  NV  89129

bmusesllt?7!email.coi'n

!u!IF

NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSOCIATIONS  NOTIFIED

NOTICES  MAILED

PROTE8T8

APPROVALSi

FiANNiWG  CCjNlMISiSlON  MEET)NG  DATE:  PE8RUARY  11, 2025
DEPARTMENT:  COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT
ITEM  DESCRIPTION:  APPLICANT:  SILVER  DESERT  ESTATES  LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP  - OWNER:  UNITED  ST ATES OF AMERICA
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Ensuring  Equitable  Access:

Cities  should  prioritize  locations  that  provide  access  to essentia!  services,  such  as trznsportation,

heatthcare,  and  grocery  stores,  and  avoid  p(acing  affordabfe  housing  in isolated  or underserved

areas.

Community  Input:

Cities  should  involve  residents  iri ttie  planriing  and  development  process,  ensurirng  That their  xioices

are  heard  and  that  tlieir  needs  are  met  t?

Developer  ResponsihilitFes:

A'ffordability:

Developers  must  ensure  that  the  housing  units  are  affordable  for  the  targef  population,  typically

defined  as households  earning  at or below  a certairi  percentage  of  fhe  area  rriedian  income

(AMI)  t

Accessibility:

Develo.pers  should  design  arhd build  housing  that  is accessible  to people  with  disabilities,  ir'xcluding

seniors  0

Community  Integration:

Developers  should  consider  the  rieeds  of  the  cornrriunity  at"id design  housing  that is ititegrated  into
the  neighborhood,  rather  than  isolafed  or segregated.  <'

Quality  and  Safety:

DevelopersmustensurethatthehousinguriitsareofRighqualityandmeetsafatystanrfards  a

Sustainability:

Developers  should  consider  the environmental impact of their projccts  arid design and build
ht.nisirng  that  is sustainable  a'

Collaboration:

Developers  should  work  col[aboratively  with the city, rxon-profit organizations, and commuriity

groups to ensuce that the proiect is successful  0
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Rapid  Development:  Cutting  through  red  tape  can  expedite  development  projects,  potentially

leading  to  quicker  revenue  generation  for  the  city  through  taxes  and  increased  property  vatues

Attracting  Investment:  A pcrception  of  a streamlined  process  cari  attract  developcrs  and

irivestors,  further  boosting  t!"ie focal  economy

Job  Creation:  Projects  that  move forward  quickly  cari lead to immediate  job creation  in
construction  and related  industries

Why  rezone  before  adequate  studies?

Political  Pressure:

Electoral  Cycles:  City  officials  might  fee!  pressure  ta delivr;ir  viiible  results,  especially  before

elections,  [eading  to  prioritizing  projects  that  can  be completed  quickly

Lobbying:  Powerfut  developers  or intercst  groups  can  exert  pressure  ori  city  officials  to approve

pvojects,  even  if they  require  bypassing  regulatioris

Public  Opiniori:  Public  sentimcnt  can  sometimes  sway  decision-making,  v.+ithi some  projects

gaining  popular  support  despite  lacking  thorough  studies

Perceived  Lack  of  Alternatives:

Limited  Resources:  Some  cities  might  tack the  resources  or  expertise  to coriduct

compreherisive  studies,  leading  to shortcuts

Time Constraints:  Da!axis ir studies  c;n  cre.ate a sense of urgency,  leadir*g to decisions  that
prioritize  speed  over  thoroughness.

Uncertainty:  The  complexity  of  some  studies  cari  lead  to decisions  being  rriade  based  on

incomplete  information  or  assumptions.

Potential  Consequences:

Environmental  Damage:  Skipping  environmental  impact  studies  can  lead  to  irreversible

damage  to  ecosystems  and  natural  resources

Public  Health  Risks:  Neglectirhg  fire  studies  or  agricultural  studies  can  pose  serious  risks  to

pciblic  safety  and  heaith.

.Long-Term  Costs:  Short-terrrv  gains  from  rushed  developrrient  can  be off-set  hy  lorig-tern'i
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Studies  are  extremely  important  for  a three-story  property  planned  alongside  a freeway,

as they  heap assess  potentia!  :mpacts  on  residents,  property  values,  and  t)ie  environment,

ensuring  a safe  and  sustainable  developmenc.  t

Here's  a more  detailed  explanation:

Environmental  lmpact:

Studies  can  assess  potential  noise  pciflution,  air quality  issues,  arxd the  irripact  on nearby

ecosystems  due  to  freeway  traffic  and  construction  bo

Traffic  and  Accessibility:

Studies  can  ana!yze  traffic  flow,  potential  congestion,  and the  ease  of  access  to and  from  the

freeway,  ensuring  efficierit  transportation  and miriirnizing  disruptioris  J'

Property  Values:

Studies can determine if provimity to the freeway negatively impacts @roperty  va!ues,  especially  for
single-family  homes,  while  also  assessing  the  potentia)  benefits  for  multi-fatt'ii!y  or  cominercial

properties  #

Safety  and  Security:

Studies  can  evaluate  safety  concerns,  suc!i  as the  risk  of accidents,  arnd ensure  adequate  security

measures  are in p!ace,  such  as noise  barriers  cir )andscaping  @

Community  Needs:

Stirdies  can  help  identify  the  needs  of  the  surrounding  community  and ensure  that  the  development

complements  the  areaas  character  and  promotes  a positive  living  enviroriment  0

Regufations  and  Compliance:

Studies  are often  requjred  to comply  with  local  and  federal  regulations  regarding  environmantat

protection,  zorting,  and buildirig  codes,  ensuring  the  project  is legally  sound  s

Long-Term  Sustainabiiity:

Studies  cari  help  iderxtify  long-term  sustainability  issues,  such  as energ)  efficiency,  ivater

management,  and  waste  disposal,  ensuririg  the  development  is erivironrrerhtally  respon-,ible.  -"'
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rhe  Lone  Mountairt  area  in Las Vegas,  particularly  the  area  on  the  hill, is generally

onsidered  a )ow-density  residentiai  area,  with  zon:ng  desigried  to  prevent  h:gti-density

Here's  a more  detailed  breakdown:

Rural  Neighboyhood  Preservation  (RNP)  Designation:

The Lone  Mounfatn  area is designated  as a Rural Neighbor  tiood  Pre=,ervation  (RNP) area,  which

aims to maintain  lower-density  housing  and prevent  encroacbrnent  of high-density

:levelopment.  0

!oning:

rtte  zoiying  in the Lone  llourtain  area  is ir.iterided  to he a low-derisity,  low-intensity  placeha!der

Jistrict  for  undeveloped  parcets  until  they  are dexieloped,  according  to the  Cify  of Las Vegas  e'

Density  Limits:

rhe  RNP designation  genera!ly  limits  developrrtent  of restdentia(  parces  to two  units  per  acre  (?

Focus  on Lower  Density:

rhe  community  focuses  on maintaining  a lower-derisity  environment.  0

Uncommon  High  Density:

rhe  area has been  difficult  to provide  cellular  coverage  due to the high. density  of  residential

>oines,  accoiditig  to the Lone  Mour>ta:ri  Citizens  Ad.visory  Council.  0

l.one  Mountain  West  Development  Plan  Area:

rhe  maxirrium  cesidentia!  density  for  the  555 88 acres  represented  in the Lone  Mountain  West
)evelopment  Plan Area  shall  not  e:hceed  7 D dwelling  units  per  acre  t

Undeveloped  Parcels:

rhere  are undeveloped  parcels  iavithin the  Lorne Mountain  V!est  master  planned  area that are zoncd

J (Undeveloped)  s
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The  Lone  Mountain  area  in Las  Vegas,  with  its  hily  terrain,  may  present  some  chal[enges  fot'a

senior  citizens  due  to  its  walkability  and  transit  limitations,  requiring  reliance  on  cars  for

most  errands.  e

Here's  a breakdown  of  why  this  area  might  be  )ess  suitable  for  senior  livinga

Walkability  a.,,3 Transit:  Our specific location is one and 100 walk
capability

*  The  Lone  Mountain  neighborhood  has  a low  Walk Score  (28./100),  Indlcatlng  a caradepen'idertt

area  virhere rriost  err.:inds  require  a vehicle  0

Bikeability:

The  Bake Score  is son'iewhat  better  (347100),  but  still  indicates  minimal  bike  :nfrastructure  d'

Location  and  Amenities:

Lone  Mountain  is tocated  iri the  northivest  part  of Las Vegas,  near  Summeriin,  and is bordereJ

by feed Rock Canyon NationaJ Conservatjon Area to the west and qheyenrhe Avenue to the
south  t*

It's  known  for.having  a variety  of  homes,  from  modest  to luxury,  oiaiith views  of the  valley  ar'xd

rriou.ntains.  a"

While  there  are amernities  ike  a clubhouse,  fitness  center,  and p!ayground,  the  lack of walkability
andtransitoptionsrnightmakeitdifFicu!tforsen.iorstoaccessthemviithoutacar  =,'

Alternatives  for  Seriior  Living:

If you're  looking  for  more  senior-fiendly  neighborhoods  in Las '!eg,is,  corisider  areas  like

Centennial  Hit!s or Las %!egas Meadows,  wtiicly  are kriowrx  for their  suburban  feel  and active  55+
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Whi)e Lone Mountain  in LasVegasoffers  some  hiking  trails,  avehicle  is

generally  necessary  for  accessing  amenities  and groceries,  and  'sorrie

Here's  a more  detailed  breakdown:

Vehic!e  Dependencya

Limited  Public  Transportation.

Lone  Mountain  is re)atively  spread  out,  arid pubtic  transportation  options  are ]imited,  makjng  a

vehicle  essential  for  daily  activities  like grocery  shopping  and accessing  other  parts  of  the  city.

Dfstarice  to  Amenities:

Grocery  stores  and other  essential  services  are  located  some  distance  away,  requiririg  a vehicie  for

convenient  access,  0

Hiking  Trails:

Lane  Mountain  Park:  The  park  Offers  a 2-mi(e  IOOp trail  With the  Option  tO hike  up the  steep  hill

to the  peak,  0

Moderate  Difficulty:  The  traifs,  especialiy  those  leading  to the summit,  are considered

moderately  challenging  and  invotve  some  steep  incliries.  *

Well-Maintained  Trai!s:  Thetrails  are welt-maintained  bythe  county,  with  markersfordistance

and  trash  caris  for  trash.  @

Multiple  Trail  Options:  Besides  the  main  trail,  there  are other  options,  including  a flat  toop

around  the  mountain.  #

Lone  Mountain  Trail:  This  trail  winds  up the  west  side  of  the  mountain,  with  a section  that

involves  scrambling  up rocks  at the  end.  r9

* 7-qnq,Mpuyitair;3%m,mii4pd,LooB:Thistrailisa3.2milemoderatehike.  0

* J,,qBq,7HBlJHjBly9i  Thls trail is a 1,2 mlie moderate hlke, r

* lqH,JH3iJH,:jdl:  Thls trall is a 2,3 mlle moderate hlke, l
Oh  li  Laiqlau  T'halli  Thrs
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Planning  Comments

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

noreply@formstack.con

Monday,  April  7, 2025 3:38 PM

Planning  Comrnents

Planning  Application  Coinmeiits  Form

-. y':::.lTN(-.)N:  Tliis  en"iail  originated  from  an External  Source.  Please  use  caution  before  opening  attachmems,

clid<ing  links,  or  responding  to this  email.  Do  not  sign-iri  with  your  City  of  Las  Vegas  account  credcntirils.

=formstack Received
APR 0 7 2025

City of Las Vegas

Fonarristaek Submission  For: =-  '  . ' : . . . . .. DepartmentofP/anning

Submitted  at 04/07/25  3:37  PM

Tuesctay.  April  8, 2025

24-0668

I (-)l)[)O:["-', LflC i)laQlt'Ct and a!l i'e'ia'Cd  appi'iacaticms.

Jc'iv Hollandee

?0620  Coltcr  Bay  Ct

Las  'v'egas,  N  S' 8 91-)9

(702)  523-0484

tin"iebot845 7@cox.net

XvVhilelnderstand  anc! supporr  the  i'ieed  fcir  low-ini:cinie  senioi'  maaising,  hl-iis

liroposed site is an ill-informeci  one. i-iierc is fERi  ) pub!ic ti'an:;it iii (liis 4-!:'('cl.

For sei'iiors  to wa!k  l('). it"thcy  l'iave  no car.  Tl'iis  proptised  buiia:i'ig  siic  ii ai the :ii<f

ofa  dead-end street...no wav ii'i or out of  proposer-'l corriianuriity =:xcclit  ONE
\A7AY!  Adaitioi',aily,  there  :ire  not  enoigh  parking  spaces  alii'icatcd  i.x;itiiii'i  the

1



parking cm-su'ect txitliin  tliesc cnmrmiiiiiics  is liroi'iihitcti.  'Ttr:relq not ciqi:u4;la. rii

ancl suitabic  l"cir scnioi's.
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