








Planning Commission Public Comment
The public comment form has a new entry from the public.

Planning Commission
Meeting Date 2025-06-05

Agenda Item or Case
Number Case No. LDC25-00018

Position In Opposition

Comments This is less than an acre and aligned
with the neighboring mixed
neighborhood. By changing the
current zoning map from multi-family
Residential 14 units per acre to SPD
with a base zoning district of
neighborhood Commercial, you will
change the entire neighborhood
environment. STAY WITH THE
CURRENT DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
for this community. If rezoned to
include SPD, this one acre will NOT be
aligned with the current residential
community, since the lot is surrounded
by residential. It is NOT COMPATIBLE
with the neighborhood nor should SPD
zoning be allowed on such a small lot
among established communities. The
height would go to 39 feet which is
NOT acceptable for this community
with density that is outrageous for this
location. Current height limits of 25
feet and a maximum of 2 stories
should STAY IN PLACE. Regardless of
what standards of the PL overlay and
NC zoning district that the developer
provides, when are City staff, the
Planning Commission, and City Council
going to STOP providing the developer
“flexibility by allowing a variety of
other development options” and start



actually caring about the residents
that pay taxes and live there? Again,
this is another maneuver to destroy
established residents and quality of life
for those currently living there. The
perception loud and clear is that Reno
government officials, want to destroy
established communities. This has
nothing to do with a housing shortage
since SPD rezoning gives the
developer, as the Leah Picatte stated
in the staff report, “ a variety of other
development options” that has nothing
to do with what the surrounding
communities need. PLEASE VOTE NO.

Email Address cindi

Name of Commentor chandler

Address 6184 Carraige House Way

Phone Number

Submitted: 6/1/2025 11:04:29 PM

These comments were submitted on behalf of: (self if blank)





Planning Commission Public Comment
The public comment form has a new entry from the public.

Planning Commission
Meeting Date 2025-06-05

Agenda Item or Case
Number LDC25-00018

Position In Opposition

Comments

Email Address Debbiebmail@gmail.com

Name of Commentor Debra Block

Address 4272 Dant Blvd, Reno NV 89509

Phone Number (775) 342-9993

Submitted: 6/5/2025 9:00:20 PM

These comments were submitted on behalf of: (self if blank)























Planning Commission Public Comment
The public comment form has a new entry from the public.

Planning Commission
Meeting Date 2025-06-05

Agenda Item or Case
Number Ldc25-0018

Position In Opposition

Comments Stop ….. you need to focus on
cleaning up downtown that you all
ruined ….

Email Address egap@sbcglobal.net

Name of Commentor Karen Decker

Address 2035 Marlette

Phone Number 7758424942

Submitted: 6/4/2025 11:48:30 PM

These comments were submitted on behalf of: No (self if blank)



Planning Commission Public Comment
The public comment form has a new entry from the public.

Planning Commission
Meeting Date 2025-06-05

Agenda Item or Case
Number 2500018

Position In Opposition

Comments

This area, old southwest, is one of the
last historic single family
neighborhoods in Reno city southwest.
It was never meant to house the
number of people and vehicles that
this project would generate. There are
so many other areas already
inundated with high rise / high
occupancy completed projects (with
untold number of available open units)
that to destroy this family
neighborhood with another is
unconscionable as well as adverse to
all previous and accepted zoning.
Please, do NOT destroy this
neighborhood.

Email Address karenlinkarg@sbcglobal.net

Name of Commentor Karen Karg

Address 444 Glenmanor Dr. Reno, NV 89509



Phone Number (213) 840-1600

Submitted: 6/4/2025 5:38:17 PM

These comments were submitted on behalf of: (self if blank)



Planning Commission Public Comment
The public comment form has a new entry from the public.

Planning Commission
Meeting Date 2025-06-05

Agenda Item or Case
Number LDC25-00018

Position In Opposition

Comments

Already densely populated area with
plenty of commercial and housing
options 1-2 stories high. No need for
3-4 stories or higher to jam in more
people on neighborhood-type smaller
streets where a lot of people walk with
their dogs and kids. This is Midtown
not a suburb. If people want suburban
living then they need to build/live
further out of the core area of Reno.

Email Address Karens94@hotmail.com

Name of Commentor Karen Shrock

Address 1648 Watt St

Phone Number

Submitted: 6/3/2025 5:13:36 PM

These comments were submitted on behalf of: (self if blank)







Outlook

PC meeting 6/5 agenda item 5.3 1565 Plumas

From Kevin Dory <kevindory@hotmail.com>
Date Wed 6/4/2025 2:56 PM
To David Giacomin <GiacominD@reno.gov>; Manny Becerra <BecerraM@reno.gov>; Christina Del Villar <DelVillarC@reno.gov>; Silvia Villanueva

<VillanuevaS@reno.gov>; Kerry Rohrmeier <RohrmeierK@reno.gov>; Alex Velto <VeltoA@reno.gov>; Jacob Williams <WilliamsJ@reno.gov>;
Michelle Fournier <FournierM@reno.gov>

Cc Naomi Duerr <DuerrN@reno.gov>; Meghan Ebert <EbertM@reno.gov>

Dear Commissioners,

My family has owned a home at 1632-Watt Street since 1956. Yes, before I was born!
We are opposed to the rezoning of 1565 Plumas (LDC25-00018)
This LUXURY proposed infill project/rezoning from a NYC developer is simply NOT COMPATIBLE with this vintage era neighborhood and it does not
foster a "vibrate community" for the following reasons:
A. The scale and density/land use compatibility of the LUXURY 39 units 38' high which would tower over the established neighborhood of one and
two-story structures-is not acceptable or appropriate for this established neighborhood. NOT COMPATIBLE.
B. There is no specific project in front of you, therefore if you vote to rezone, it will be a leap of faith on your part that this NYC developer of
LUXURY units will follow through with what he says he'll do. By the examples of what the developer is envisioning in the support document, the
designs, as presented, are certainly NOT COMPATIBLE architecturally with this 60 + old neighborhood.
C. Street design and connectivity is sup-par for a project of this size. The NYC developer of LUXURY units is seeking from this Commission to
approve the rezoning which would allow for three off-site parking spaces ON NARROW, but heavily travelled, PLUMAS St. Plumas St at 1565 is only
about 37 ft. wide with no turn lane, no sidewalks and no bike lanes. There is NO "connectivity" on this stretch of Plumas, unless you are young, fit,
and not disabled, therefore the residents of 1565 will most likely be in a narrow demographic, both socio-economically, within a certain age range
and family status. When we talk about a "vibrate community" and this Commission, by approving this rezoning, puts (unintended) barriers to: old
people, young families and disabled, you will be effectively limiting "true" diversity and vibrancy within that infill project. Also, during the 6/8/23
meeting, (LDC23-00058) related to this development, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9kN6ZBhZP1Q Candance Borrego, rightly assumed that
the overflow parking for "just" 17 LUXURY townhomes (now 39 units) on that lot, would end up parking on her narrow street around the corner on
Kohlepp Ave. Kohlepp has only about 30' width, which is 6' too narrow to allow parking on both sides of the street (which the City currently does
allow) per City of Reno public works design manual (below.) Athought it's been mentioned that a traffic study is not required for 39 units, I think in
the interest of public safety, the City should not allow for the rezoning until they do a proper traffic study. In 1989 City engineer, Steve Varella
stated, "parking should be prohibited from Plumb Lane to Monroe." That was true in 1989 and truer today. This rezoning should be a positive
addition to an established neighborhood and not unfairly, and in a negative way compromise the safety of the current residents.
D. According to his LinkedIn https://www.linkedin.com/in/george-graham-35b98b180?original_referer=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.google.com%2F the
NYC developer, George Graham specializes in LUXURY units-not affordable. He appears confident that you all will approve this rezoning as he states
on his LinkedIn, "1565 Plumas Street - one acre infill site in MIdTown currently seeking zoning change." Although legal, he's priming the pump and
contributing to certain council members. Pay to Play.
E. Public Trust is important. When the ADU ordinance was presented in 2018, there was a Planning Commissioner who did not disclose or recuse,
until forced to, that she had an illegal ADU in her backyard. Related to this development is this article.
https://www.piconpress.com/documents/plumas-street-townhomes-ethics-oversight-or-just-business-as-usual If true, this is not acceptable. Would
the attorneys on this Commission look into this?

Best Regards,
Kevin and Beth Dory
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Planning Commission Public Comment
The public comment form has a new entry from the public.

Planning Commission
Meeting Date 2025-06-05

Agenda Item or Case
Number 5.3 LDC25-00018

Position In Opposition

Comments

The plumas project at the Lakeridge
golf course is a very bad idea. Traffic
on McCarren and Plumas is already
backed up during morning and
afternoon commute. The open space
at the driving range as well as the golf
course is a beautiful area and nesting
sites for a variety of birds and
mammals that would be decimated by
the proposed hotel. Plus the noise and
lights at their events that go on until
11pm will be incredibly disruptive and
loud affecting all the homes that
surround the driving range.

Email Address lxgreen@gmail.com

Name of Commentor Laurence Green

Address 6037 Kelly Heights Way

Phone Number 8053902160



Submitted: 5/30/2025 12:48:08 AM

These comments were submitted on behalf of: (self if blank)



Planning Commission Public Comment
The public comment form has a new entry from the public.

Planning Commission
Meeting Date 2025-06-05

Agenda Item or Case
Number LDC25-00018

Position In Opposition

Comments I vehemently oppose this amendment.
Do not allow our beautiful
neighborhood to further be turned into
apartmentville. The people who live in
our neighborhood are starting families,
raising families, and living in multi-
generational households because it
remains one of the few walkable,
single-family areas in this area of
Reno. Walkable to Virginia Lake,
Midtown businesses, and Plumas Park.
Notwithstanding the traffic on Plumas,
it is a lovely place to walk your dog,
jog, stroll to the Coffee Bar, and just
admire all the pride people take in our
homes and yards. Adding apartments
to this corner will further degrade our
cherished neighborhood feel and
safety, particularly related to traffic.
People speed through the intersections
at Plumas and Plumb to get to Plumas
and Mt. Rose on their way toward
downtown. Traffic sometimes backs
ups from Plumb to Mt. Rose during
"rush hours." Crossing at these
intersections means taking your life in
your hands because cars whip around
vehicles waiting to turn left or right. I
know, my dog and I were hit in that
very intersection a few years ago.
Adding additional ingress and egress



for an apartment complex will make it
even worse.

Email Address jones.leahlin@yahoo.com

Name of Commentor Leah Jones

Address 444 Glenmanor Drive, Reno, NV 89509

Phone Number (775) 813-4625

Submitted: 6/4/2025 6:12:10 PM

These comments were submitted on behalf of: (self if blank)















Planning Commission Public Comment
The public comment form has a new entry from the public.

Planning Commission
Meeting Date 2025-06-05

Agenda Item or Case
Number LDC25-000181565

Position In Opposition

Comments This is another ridiculous project. High
Density area that doesn’t fit in with all
the other homes and businesses.

Email Address Seacella@hotmail.com

Name of Commentor Marcella Ross

Address 3671 Warren Way

Phone Number 7753036534

Submitted: 6/4/2025 4:00:19 PM

These comments were submitted on behalf of: Self (self if blank)



Planning Commission Public Comment
The public comment form has a new entry from the public.

Planning Commission
Meeting Date 2025-06-05

Agenda Item or Case
Number 5.3 rezone

Position In Opposition

Comments

The project is Redundant, already too
many apartments owned by
corporations being built in this area.
Enough. This project will destroy the
neighborhood. I personally believe
graft and corruption is responsible.

Email Address Dragonmommy1234@icloud.com

Name of Commentor Mary Ann Lee

Address 2455 W. Plumb Lane

Phone Number 7758307562

Submitted: 6/4/2025 4:54:15 PM

These comments were submitted on behalf of: Self (self if blank)










