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ABOUT THE AREA-SPECIFIC POLICIES 

Planning Areas 
Clark County is responsible for land use planning in all areas outside of the incorporated cities. For land 
use planning purposes, the unincorporated portion of Clark County is divided into 11 planning areas. 
Seven planning areas are in the Las Vegas Valley—Enterprise, Lone Mountain, Spring Valley, Summerlin 
South, Sunrise Manor, Whitney, and Winchester/Paradise. Four others represent the outlying areas of 
the County-Laughlin, Northeast County, Northwest County, and South County – and all the 
communities within those areas. Currently, the County maintains separate plans and land use plan 
maps for each planning area.  
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Objectives and Process  
In the interest of reducing repetition, clarifying desired outcomes, and making the Master Plan easier 
to use and administer, area-specific policies (and associated planning area land use plan maps) will be 
consolidated into a single section of the updated Master Plan.  

The draft area-specific policies in this document were developed based on: 

• Existing planning area land use plans; 

• Related plans and studies – both internal to Clark County, and those developed by outside 
agencies and partners; and 

• Feedback received from stakeholders and the community to-date.  

Every effort has been made to reflect the unique conditions in each planning area and key issues and 
opportunities addressed by the narrative and existing goals and policies contained in existing plans. 
However, not all existing goals and policies have been carried forward. In some instances, land use 
policies are proposed to be replaced by the consolidated land use categories. In other instances, 
policies that contain regulatory language have been removed for further consideration as part of the 
Development Code (Title 30) rewrite. Finally, area-specific policies are intended to supplement, rather 
than duplicate countywide policies. Therefore, cross-references to countywide policies are provided 
where applicable. Footnotes are used throughout the document to help orient the reader to the origins 
of different goals and policies.  

This is a working document. These policies will continue to be refined based on input from stakeholders 
as the Transform Clark County process progresses over the coming months.  

Note: Background information contained in existing planning area land use plans (e.g., details about 
infrastructure and service providers, and other existing conditions) has not been carried forward as part 
of this document. This information will be carried forward in an appendix as part of the updated Master 
Plan. In addition, population and demographic information will be consolidated into a single location 
where it can be updated on an annual basis.  
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RELATIONSHIP TO THE COUNTYWIDE POLICIES 
This document builds upon the preliminary Plan Framework for the Master Plan that was released in 
September 2020 and the Countywide Policies for the Master Plan that were made available for public 
review in December 2020. As discussed in the Plan Framework and Countywide Policies, the approach 
of this document is to shift away from the current topical or “element-based” Master Plan structure that 
Clark County has had in place for many years. Instead, countywide policies are categorized into one of 
six core value. Area-specific goals and associated policies are structured to generally align with one of 
the six core values, as indicated by the corresponding icons1, but address issues and opportunities that 
are unique to each planning area.  

 

Core Value #1: Unique Communities, Neighborhoods, and Lifestyles 

 

Core Value #2: Equitable Access to Programs, Services, and Amenities 

 

Core Value #3: A Healthy and Sustainable Natural and Built Environment 

 

Core Value #4: A More Connected Clark County 

 

Core Value #5: A Diverse and Resilient Economy 

 

Core Value #6: Sustainable and Resilient Growth and Development 

 

 
1 To be added as part of consolidated draft Master Plan.  

https://www.transformclarkcounty.com/documents
https://857bb0c0-bbd7-47ed-95d3-277685036743.filesusr.com/ugd/10a638_e3253fcdb6dd4779b5df7eb5e55f4c4e.pdf
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AREA-SPECIFIC POLICIES 

Enterprise  

Area Background 

The Enterprise planning area (“Enterprise”) 
encompasses approximately 66.5 square miles 
(42,600 acres) in the southwest quadrant of the Las 
Vegas Valley. Enterprise is located south of the 
Spring Valley planning area, southwest of the 
Winchester/Paradise planning area, and west of the 
City of Henderson. The planning area is also bound 
by the Northwest County planning area to the west 
and the South County planning area to the south.  

Area Character 

Enterprise has experienced rapid growth over 
several decades and development patterns are 
continuing to evolve and is one of the last areas in 
the Las Vegas Valley where larger tracts of land can 
still be assembled and developed. The planning 
area includes some established commercial areas 
along Las Vegas Boulevard South and developed 
employment areas near McCarran International Airport, along Bruce Woodbury 215 Beltway, and along 
the Union Pacific Railroad. Established estate and large lot residential neighborhoods are common in 
Enterprise. While large portions of Enterprise are undeveloped many pockets of vacant land are being 
converted to suburban single-family residential development.  Pockets and strips of commercial 
development are concentrated along Las Vegas Boulevard South, Blue Diamond Road, and Rainbow 
Boulevard (between Warm Springs Road and Windmill Lane), but others are emerging in conjunction 
with residential growth in the area. 

The proximity of Enterprise to McCarran International Airport has led to the establishment of a 
Cooperative Management Area (CMA).  In conjunction with the CMA, the Airport Environs Overlay (AEO) 
District, and Airport Airspace Overlay (AAO) District assists to ensure the development of compatible 
uses in proximity to McCarran International Airport and in land owned by the Department of Aviation.  

HISTORY OF THE ENTERPRISE PLANNING AREA 

The Enterprise planning area was formed in December 1996. 
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Area-Specific Goals and Policies2 

Goal EN-1: Maintain established large lot neighborhoods in Enterprise while 
accommodating the diversification of housing options over time 

POLICY EN-1.1: NEIGHBORHOOD INTEGRITY 

Preserve the integrity of contiguous and uniform neighborhoods through development regulations 
that encourage compatible infill development and standards for transitioning from higher intensity 
uses. See also Countywide Policy 1.5.2, Compatible Development.  

POLICY EN-1.2: ESTATE NEIGHBORHOODS 

Encourage infill development within Estate Neighborhoods in accordance with the compatibility 
considerations contained in the Neighborhood Land Use Category Definitions. (See also 
Countywide Policy 1.5.1: Rural Neighborhood Preservation Areas.) 

Goal EN-2: Adapt infrastructure and services to meet changing needs in Enterprise3 

POLICY EN-2.1: PUBLIC FACILITIES NEEDS ASSESSMENT (PFNA) 

Require new development to contribute proportionally towards the provision of necessary public 
infrastructure in accordance with the Southwest Las Vegas Valley Public Facility Needs Assessment 
Report, as may be updated from time to time.  

POLICY EN-2.2: LIBRARY SERVICES 

Coordinate with the Las Vegas-Clark County Library District (LVCCLD) on the expansion of library 
services as the planning area grows. 

POLICY EN-2.3: PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Coordinate with Clark County School District (CCSD) on the location of new schools necessary to 
serve projected populations and ensure planned infrastructure in proximity to potential school 
sites is planned for – especially pedestrian safety infrastructure. 

Goal EN-3: Preserve land for habitat, recreation, and open space 

POLICY EN-3.1: WASHES, ARROYOS, AND DRAINAGEWAYS4 

Identify washes, arroyos, and drainageway corridors – like Duck Creek –for potential preservation 
for habitat, recreation, open space, and restoration in collaboration with the Clark County Regional 
Flood Control District (RFCD) and other regional partners. 

POLICY EN-3.2: PARKS AND OPEN SPACE5 

Seek opportunities to protect distinctive topographic features for parks and open space through 
purchase, preservation, or dedication.  

 
2 The 2014 Enterprise Land Use Plan does not contain policies aside from directives within the Land Use Category 
Descriptions. The Land Use Element contains some policies specific to the Arden Area of Enterprise.  
3 New.  
4 New.  
5 New. 
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POLICY EN-3.3: ACCESS TO PUBLIC LANDS6 

Encourage new development to provide and maintain access to public lands through access 
easements and trail connections.  

POLICY EN-3.4: PARKS AND OPEN SPACE FACILITIES7 

Continue to work towards improved roadways, parking, restrooms, and other infrastructure and 
facilities at existing parks and open space areas to ensure safe access for all users.  

POLICY EN-3.5: PATHS AND TRAILS 

Encourage the integration of equestrian trails and paths for people walking and riding bikes in large 
lot developments with existing and proposed trail systems, open space, and parks. 

Goal EN-4: Improve multimodal connectivity in Enterprise in conjunction with future 
growth 

POLICY EN-4.1: CONTINUATION OF MAJOR STREETS8 

Maintain existing rights-of-way and plan for the extension of rights-of-way needed for the 
continuation of major streets to support street connectivity. (Cross-reference to relevant 
Transportation Element map(s) to be added as part of draft Master Plan.) 

POLICY EN-4.2: TRANSIT ACCESS9 

Coordinate with the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada (RTC) on the 
expansion of transit and paratransit services commensurate with demand. 

POLICY EN-4.3: RAIL CROSSINGS10 

Limit at-grade railroad crossings between major streets to reduce conflicts with rail operations. 
Design overpasses, underpasses, bike/pedestrian bridges, and at-grade rail crossings at major 
streets to allow for the safe and comfortable movement of people walking, biking, riding transit, or 
driving. 

Goal EN-5: Protect the viability of industrial and employment areas in Enterprise  

POLICY EN-5.1: ARDEN EMPLOYMENT11 

Support the retention and expansion of light-industrial and employment uses in the Arden area of 
Enterprise. 

 
6 New.  
7 New.  
8 New. Connectivity is a major issue raised.  
9 New.  
10 New policy carries forward themes from existing Enterprise-Specific Policy 6 in the Land Use Element of the 
current Master Plan. 
11 New policy carries forward themes from existing Enterprise-Specific Policy 1 in the Land Use Element of the 
current Master Plan. 
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POLICY EN-5.2: HIGHWAY-ADJACENT EMPLOYMENT12 

Encourage light-industrial and employment uses to establish and operate along Bruce Woodbury 
215 Beltway and Interstate 15. 

POLICY EN-5.3: DESIGNATED EMPLOYMENT AREAS13 

Limit the conversion of industrial and commercial lands for the purposes of residential 
development to protect the health and quality of life of residents, limit land use conflicts, reduce 
impacts from the airport, lessen impacts to airport operations, and to protect the viability of 
existing and future employers in Enterprise.  

POLICY EN-5.4: ADJACENT USES14 

Update development standards for buffering, screening, and adjacency of uses to ensure new non-
employment land uses adjacent to existing employment areas provide buffering. 

Goal EN-6: Facilitate orderly, incremental growth in Enterprise15 

POLICY EN-6.1: AIRPORT ENVIRONS OVERLAY DISTRICT16 

Periodically review and update the boundary of the Airport Environs Overlay (AEO) District in 
coordination with the Clark County Department of Aviation (DOA) to reflect changes to airport noise 
contours and flight paths. See also Countywide Policy 5.2.1, McCarran International Airport.  

POLICY EN-6.2: COOPERATIVE MANAGEMENT AREA USES 

Prohibit residential uses, or other incompatible uses—as defined by Title 30—on deed restricted 
parcels within an AE-60 or greater Airport Overlay Noise Zone; or any parcels within the AE-70 or 
greater Airport Overlay Noise Zone.  

POLICY EN-6.3: NATIONAL GUARD READINESS CENTER 

Coordinate with the Nevada National Guard on relevant land use applications within 3,000 feet of 
the National Guard Readiness Center. 

POLICY EN-6.4: LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD17 

Encourage the expansion of tourism-focused commercial uses along Las Vegas Boulevard South 
and Interstate-15 where appropriate. 

 
12 New. 
13 New policy carries forward themes from existing Enterprise-Specific Policies 2, 4 and 7 in the Land Use Element 
of the current Master Plan. 
14 New policy carries forward themes from existing Enterprise-Specific Policy 5 in the Land Use Element of the 
current Master Plan. Potential to expand this policy to apply countywide or in other planning areas or contexts.  
15 New. 
16 New. Policy to ensure future changes to noise contours (noise impacts change with technology and flight 
patterns) are reflected in the CMA and land use policy. 
17 New. 
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POLICY EN-6.5: CONTIGUOUS DEVELOPMENT18 

Promote the efficient use of public services and facilities while minimizing costs of service extension 
and maintenance paid by the service provider and the County by encouraging contiguous 
development where possible.  

POLICY EN-6.6: COST-EFFECTIVE GROWTH19 

Encourage development in areas already served by the County and service providers to the 
maximum extent feasible.  

  

 
18 Adapted from existing policy. 
19 New.  
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Laughlin 

Area Background 

The Laughlin planning area (“Laughlin”) 
encompasses the unincorporated town of Laughlin, 
covering approximately 106 square miles (67,900 
acres) at the southern tip of Clark County and 
Nevada.  The planning area anchors the Nevada 
portion of the Tri-State region that includes San 
Bernardino County, California and Mohave County, 
Arizona. Laughlin is bordered to the north by the 
South County planning area and the Fort Mojave 
Indian Reservation to the south.  

Area Character 

In addition to boundaries with California, Arizona, 
and the Fort Mojave Indian Reservation, Laughlin has 
numerous constraints to development. Federal 
public lands make up a significant portion of the 
planning area. Steep slopes and floodplains extend 
along the Colorado River on the eastern edge of the 
planning area. Additionally, environmentally sensitive areas and critical habitat are present along the 
riverfront corridor and may be subject to Colorado River Commission of Nevada (CRC) jurisdiction. 

Existing development is largely split into two areas – higher intensity commercial and entertainment 
uses along the Colorado River and Arizona border in the northeast corner of the planning area, and 
mixed-density residential and commercial areas clustered just north of the Big Bend of the Colorado 
State Recreation Area about three miles to the southwest. The Mohave Generating Station, which 
ceased operations in 2005, is a notable segment of approximately 2,500 acres of privately-owned land 
in the center of the Laughlin planning area – dividing the two developed areas. The facilities of the 
Mohave Generating Station have been demolished and the land is under single ownership, making the 
redevelopment of the site possible.  
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HISTORY OF THE LAUGHLIN PLANNING AREA 

The Laughlin area was annexed from Arizona Territory with the formation of the State of Nevada in 
1867. Originally the area was part of Lincoln County and initially provided the last section of private 
land available for development on the Colorado River from the Hoover Dam to the Mexican Border. 

In 1979, Clark County Ordinances 490 and 667 created the Town of Laughlin, its boundaries, and the 
Laughlin Town Advisory Board (TAB). In the late 1980s, Laughlin experienced a growth and 
development boom. Clark County government managed the construction of most of the public 
facilities, extended and localized services, and planned its development – often barely keeping pace 
with the pace of development. Development was happening so rapidly that Laughlin was largely 
built-out within a ten-year period.  

Clark County placed a full-time town manager in Laughlin in 1988 making it the only unincorporated 
town in the County with full-time staffing at the time. By 1996, two fire stations, the regional 
government center including a justice court, police substation and holding facility, a mass transit 
route, a community park, a visitor’s center, elementary and junior/senior high schools, post office, 
library, two social services buildings, major flood control structures, water, and sewage treatment 
plants, and all the major roads had been completed. 

Area-Specific Goals and Policies 

Goal LA-1: Develop the Riverwalk District as a vibrant destination for tourists and 
locals 

 MIX OF USES 

Encourage a mix of hotels, casinos, restaurants, retail, entertainment, and other tourism-oriented 
uses in the Riverwalk District.  

 WORKFORCE HOUSING 

Encourage the integration of high-density residential as a secondary and supporting use within the 
Riverwalk District to expand live-work opportunities for employees and reduce commuting 
pressures on the regional transportation system. Residential uses should be sited on secondary 
frontages and in other locations where they do not limit future potential for tourism- or community-
oriented commercial or gaming uses.  

 COLORADO RIVER FRONTAGE 

Orient development to maximize views and access to the Colorado River and encourage pedestrian 
activity. Incorporate parks, plazas, paths, public art, and other public amenities as part of riverfront 
development to accommodate informal gatherings as well as larger special events. 

 IDENTITY 

Incorporate consistent signage, lighting, landscaping, and other urban design features to reinforce 
the Riverwalk District’s distinct identity and sense of place. 
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Goal LA-2: Expand access to programs, services, and amenities in Laughlin and the 
Tri-County Region 

 ESSENTIAL SERVICES AND AMENITIES20 

Encourage the development and growth of businesses that provide for the basic needs of Laughlin 
residents, including groceries, medical care, senior housing, childcare, and other amenities. 

 REGIONAL COORDINATION21 

Establish and implement processes for regular communication with Mojave County, Arizona; 
Bullhead City, Arizona; San Bernardino County, California; the Fort Mojave Indian Reservation; and 
regional chambers of commerce to identify healthcare, education, employment, and essential 
service needs and opportunities in the Tri-County Region. 

 COUNTY PARKS AND RECREATION FACILITIES 

Maintain, enhance, and expand parks and recreation facilities, recognizing that service levels in 
relation to population will decrease as the community grows over time.  

 BOAT LAUNCH FACILITIES 

Maintain existing marinas and boat launch ramps and explore the feasibility of adding additional 
boat launch and storage facilities as demand warrants. 

Goal LA-3: Enhance multimodal connections to and within Laughlin 

 NEEDLES HIGHWAY  

Work with the CRC, NDOT, and other stakeholders to plan for future improvements to Needles 
Highway—such as, but not limited to the addition of frontage roads and efforts to protect necessary 
right-of-way from encroaching development.  

 PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE SAFETY 

Seek opportunities to improve pedestrian and bicycle safety along Casino Drive and other major 
arterials through enhancing crossings at intersections, parallel sidewalk networks, and 
connections to the regional trail system.  

 PEDESTRIAN CONNECTIVITY 

Encourage pedestrian circulation over all other means of travel within the Riverwalk District 
through the development of sidewalks, paths, pedestrian crossings, and elevated walkways. 

 SECOND BRIDGE 

Continue to collaborate with state, federal, and regional partners on the planned construction of a 
second bridge across the Colorado River to connect Laughlin and Bullhead City.  

 
20 New. Residents raised the need of a grocery store, medical clinic, and basic services without traveling to 
Bullhead City, AZ. 
21 New policy to address unique interstate planning issues in Laughlin region. 
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 TRANSIT 

Work with the Southern Nevada Transit Coalition (SNTC) and area employers to maintain fixed-
route and on-demand service options to Laughlin from other rural communities.  

 RIVER TAXIS 

Work with business-owners and the CRC to maintain river taxi services as an essential component 
of the area’s transportation system.  

Goal LA-4: Work regionally to establish a diverse and resilient Laughlin economy 

 BUSINESS-SUPPORT SERVICES 

Where appropriate, apply strategies identified as part of the Clark County Economic Development 
Strategic Plan to improve access to employment, employees, education, training, and business-
support services. 

 CULTURAL HERITAGE TOURISM 

Explore opportunities to accommodate visitor access to historic and cultural sites in the Laughlin 
planning area in collaboration with the Bureau of Land Management, Nevada State Historic 
Preservation Office, and other partners.  

 ECO-TOURISM 

Explore opportunities to expand eco-tourism businesses and uses that leverage Laughlin’s unique 
natural setting and complement the gaming focus of the Riverwalk District.  

 MOJAVE GENERATING STATION SITE22 

Encourage the future redevelopment of the former Mojave Generating Station site with a mix of 
community-supportive uses. 

Goal LA-5: Facilitate sustainable levels of development in Laughlin 

 CONTEXT-SENSITIVE DEVELOPMENT  

Encourage compact, higher-density development patterns to limit the overall footprint of growth, 
maximize the preservation of (and connectivity between) open lands and sensitive natural features, 
and expand recreational opportunities for residents and visitors.    

 DEVELOPABLE LAND SUPPLY 

Work with the BLM, CRC, and other government entities on the strategic transfer of parcels of land 
from public to private ownership to support future development that is consistent with these area-
specific goals and policies.    

 POTABLE WATER ALLOCATION 

Balance the needs of current and proposed development in the context of Laughlin’s fixed 
allocation of approximately 15,000 acre feet of water per year.  

 
22 New.  
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 WATER CONSERVATION 

Adopt and implement water conservation measures for existing and future development to help 
maximize Laughlin’s current potable water allocation.  
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Lone Mountain 

Area Background 

The Lone Mountain planning area (“Lone Mountain”) 
covers over 23 square miles (approximately 15,000 
acres) of unincorporated land in the northwest 
quadrant of the Las Vegas Valley. The planning area 
includes areas west of the City of Las Vegas, as well as 
multiple unincorporated islands of Clark County 
surrounded by the City of Las Vegas. Where Lone 
Mountain is not surrounded by the City of Las Vegas, 
it is bordered by the Northwest County planning area 
(generally to the west). 

Lone Mountain is generally bordered on the north by 
Grand Teton Drive, on the south by Alexander Road, 
on the east by Jones Boulevard, and on the west by 
the La Madre Mountains of the Spring Mountain 
Range. However, a small portion of the planning area 
extend north to Moccasin Road, and to the south are 
islands of unincorporated Clark County generally 
between Buffalo Drive and Simmons Street, and 
between Alexander Road and Washington Avenue.  

Area Character 

Lone Mountain is characterized by large lot residential uses, with a number of properties having horses 
and other agricultural uses. Portions of the City of Las Vegas that abut the planning area generally 
feature a higher density and intensity of uses. The western portion of Lone Mountain features steeper 
slopes and wildlife habitat in proximity of the La Madre Mountains of the Spring Mountain Range. 
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HISTORY OF THE LONE MOUNTAIN PLANNING AREA 

Near the modern-day boundaries of Lone Mountain is Floyd Lamb Park – a City of Las Vegas park. 
This area that makes up the park was originally called Tule Springs after the thick growth of tules, or 
cattails, that grew there.  

The location became a stop on the stage line connecting Las Vegas and the Bullfrog District in the 
early 1900’s and was settled by John Herbert (Bert) Nay, who was the first to file for water rights to 
the springs in 1916. The ranch was a headquarters for bootleggers during the 1920s until the repeal 
of Prohibition. 

In 1941, the property was sold to Prosper Jacob Goumond who expanded the ranch to and raised 
cattle and alfalfa. Later in the decade, the ranch was outfitted to accommodate paying guests by 
adding several features to promote the rustic ranch experience. Many of the guests were soon-to-be 
divorcees, spending the required six weeks in Nevada until their divorces became final. The ranch 
offered a variety of activities including skeet shooting, horseback riding, barbecues, hayrides, 
swimming, and tennis. At the time, the ranch also advertised the chance for guests to see above 
ground atomic bomb testing being conducted at the nearby Nevada Test Site.  

During this period, the Lone Mountain area grew alongside the City of Las Vegas, which purchased 
the ranch in 1964 and operated it as a city park under the name Tule Springs Park. In 1977, Las Vegas 
sold the park to the State of Nevada, which renamed it Floyd Lamb State Park after the Chair of the 
State Legislature’s Finance Committee. In July 2007, the City of Las Vegas reacquired the park and 
renamed it Floyd Lamb Park at Tule Springs to recognize its origins and impact on the development 
of the area. 

 

Area-Specific Goals and Policies 

Goal LM-1: Maintain opportunities for rural and suburban lifestyles in Lone 
Mountain23 

POLICY LM-1.1: COOPERATIVE PLANNING 

Coordinate with the City of Las Vegas on planning efforts and development regulations that 
preserve the integrity of contiguous and uniform neighborhoods within Lone Mountain and reduce 
impacts from adjacent development of a different intensity or character.  

POLICY LM-1.2: NEIGHBORHOOD INTEGRITY 

Preserve the integrity of contiguous and uniform neighborhoods through development regulations 
that encourage compatible infill development and standards for transitioning from higher intensity 
uses. See also Countywide Policy 1.5.2, Compatible Development.  

 
23 Regulatory language removed for consideration with Title 30 updates. Relevant existing topics carried forward 
and rewritten to reduce overlap and provide policy direction (instead of development standards). Proposed 
policies consolidate issues raised by current policies 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5 and 2.7 of the Lone Mountain Land Use 
Plan. 
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POLICY LM-1.3: ESTATE NEIGHBORHOOD COMPATABILITY 

Encourage infill development within Estate Neighborhoods in accordance with the compatibility 
considerations contained in Neighborhood Land Use Category Definitions. (See also Countywide 
Policy 1.5.1: Rural Neighborhood Preservation Areas.) 

POLICY LM-1.4: ESTATE NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER24 

Protect the character or existing estate neighborhoods by encouraging new and subdivided lots to 
maintain the typical half-acre minimum size whenever possible. 

Goal LM-2: Expand access to services and amenities in Lone Mountain  

POLICY LM-2.1: COOPERATIVE SERVICE PLANNING25 

Coordinate with the City of Las Vegas on infrastructure investments and the provision of services 
and amenities in accordance with interlocal and cooperative agreements between the County and 
the City of Las Vegas, as amended.  

POLICY LM-2.2: TRANSIT ACCESS26 

Coordinate with the City of Las Vegas and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern 
Nevada (RTC) on the planned expansion of high-capacity transit along Decatur Boulevard, Rancho 
Drive, Jones Boulevard, and Rainbow Boulevard and ensure transit-supportive infrastructure 
supports the goals and standards of RTC and the City of Las Vegas.  

POLICY LM-2.3: CITY SERVICES AND AMENITIES27 

Work with the City of Las Vegas to improve connectivity from unincorporated areas to City of Las 
Vegas parks, public facilities, and amenities.  

POLICY LM-2.4: WASTEWATER28 

Continue to work with City of Las Vegas on wastewater collection service in Lone Mountain in 
accordance with intergovernmental and cooperative agreements between the County and the City 
of Las Vegas, as amended. 

 
24Intended to carry forward purpose of existing detailed policy that intends to maintain half-acre lots and 
encourage 18,500 sf lots after subdivision. 
25 New. Reflects Las Vegas 2050 Master Plan direction to expand services to County islands.  
26 New. Reflects RTC and 2050 Master Plan direction to expand high-capacity transit to this area of the Valley. 
Policy considers that there may be higher standards for sidewalks, bus stops, and pedestrian/transit 
infrastructure near station areas. 
27 New. Reflects Las Vegas 2050 Master Plan direction to improve/expand City services to County islands within 
the City. 
28 New. City of Las Vegas currently provides wastewater collection service in Lone Mountain. 
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Goal LM-3: Protect and preserve natural features and habitat in Lone Mountain 

POLICY LM-3.1: DESERT HABITAT29 

Seek opportunities to preserve and protect areas in Lone Mountain with sensitive species habitat 
or that provide opportunities for habitat linkage. See also Countywide Policy 3.5.3, Desert 
Conservation Program. 

POLICY LM-3.2: WASHES, ARROYOS, AND DRAINAGEWAYS30 

Identify washes, arroyos, and drainageways corridors for potential preservation for habitat, 
recreation, open space, and restoration – especially along the Las Vegas Wash and tributaries – in 
collaboration with the Clark County Regional Flood Control District (RFCD), the U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM), and municipalities. 

  

 
29 New. 
30 New. Reflects Las Vegas 2050 Master Plan direction to restore Las Vegas Wash.   
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Northeast County31 

Area Background 

The Northeast County planning area (“Northeast 
County”) is one of three rural planning areas that 
cover communities outside of the Las Vegas Valley 
and the largest of all planning areas. The planning 
area covers approximately 2,536 square miles – 
almost 32 percent of Clark County – and extends 
from the eastern boundary of the Northwest 
Planning Area, the City of North Las Vegas, Nellis Air 
Force Base, Sunrise Manor, Whitney, and the City of 
Henderson to the Nevada-Arizona border and from 
Clark County’s northern border with Lincoln County 
to the Lake Mead National Recreation Area and the 
Colorado River.  Northeast County is home to many 
unincorporated communities – notably Bunkerville, 
Moapa, Warm Springs, Moapa Valley – including 
Overton and Logandale – and the planning area also 
surrounds the Moapa River Indian Reservation and 
the City of Mesquite. 

Area Character 

The Northeast County planning area is made up of small, rural communities surrounded by vast 
expanses of undeveloped, federally managed land. In addition to the Lake Mead National Recreation 
Area (managed by the National Park Service), large portions of the planning area are managed by the 
Bureau of Land Management, Bureau of Reclamation, and State of Nevada (Valley of Fire State Park).  

  

 
31 The 2012 Northeast County Land Use Plan contains extensive goals and policies for specific to different types of 
development, many of which are repeated in the 2013 Northwest County Land Use Plan. Unless otherwise noted, 
these policies have been removed and addressed as part of the development standards discussion in Title 30.  
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HISTORY OF THE NORTHEAST COUNTY PLANNING AREA 

Bunkerville 

Bunkerville is an agricultural community situated along the Virgin River in Clark County.  This area was 
intended as the halfway rest point between California and Utah.  The area includes several large dairy 
farms and crop operations. 

In 1877, Edward Bunker and a company of Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints members located 
themselves on the Virgin River, a few miles west of the Nevada-Arizona border and diverted the flow of 
the Virgin River for farming.  This company was practicing the form of economic communalism known 
as the United Order. 

Glendale 

Glendale, set at the intersection of I-15 and State Highway 168, is a small service-orientated community 
that is almost surrounded by the boundary of the unincorporated town of Moapa. All privately held land 
was owned by Charlie and Vera Hester. 

Going back into the 19th century, the most overriding concern for the traveler was obtaining sufficient 
water for himself and his animals.  If plotted out on a map and compared to the known sources of water, 
the standard routes of travel conformed very closely to the precious springs, seeps, tanks, and seasonal 
flow of rivers and streams.  The waterless 55 mile stretch of territory along California Wash between the 
present-day site of Glendale on the Muddy River and the springs of Las Vegas is a case in point. 

Moapa 

Traditionally referred to as the Upper Muddy area, or Upper Moapa Valley, Moapa was originally a 
railroad town with several saloons, hotels, and a stockyard. One of the early families to settle the area 
was a Mormon family named Perkins. An important part of the community is the Moapa Indian 
Reservation, in which approximately one-third of the area's population resides. 

Moapa Valley 

Moapa Valley is along one of the few small rivers of arid Nevada.  Archeological studies point out that 
this area has been inhabited as far as 1000 B.C., and Pueblo occupations of the area began around the 
time of Christ and spread throughout the valley. 

Sometime after 1150 A.D., the Paiute Indians took advantage of the fertile soil of the rivers and resided 
there until the recorded Mormon settlement in 1864.  Towns like St. Joseph (Logandale), Overton, 
Westpoint (Moapa) and Kaolin began to sprout up around the agricultural community. 

In 1866, two years after Nevada achieved statehood, the U.S. Congress transferred a 60-mile strip of 
Utah and Arizona territory (which included the Moapa Valley area) to Nevada which eventually led to 
the abandonment of the towns a few years later. 
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Area-Specific Goals and Policies 

Goal NE-1: Reinforce the rural character of established communities and townsites 
in the Northeast County 

POLICY NE-1.1: MOAPA HISTORIC RESOURCES32 

Encourage the preservation of historic resources in Moapa – notably the Old Spanish Trail and Old 
Mormon Road.  

POLICY NE-1.2: LOGANDALE AND OVERTON TOWN CENTERS33 

Encourage pedestrian-friendly development in the Logandale and Overton Town Centers through 
site and building design standards that improve landscaping and signage, support walkability, and 
attract a mix of uses. 

POLICY NE-1.3: BUNKERVILLE 

Encourage residential infill development on vacant lots within Bunkerville at comparable densities. 
Lot sizes, building heights, and the overall scale of infill development should be compatible with 
that of adjacent lots.   

Goal NE-2: Protect the rural environment of the Northeast County 

POLICY NE-2.1: NIGHT SKY PROTECTION34 

Explore opportunities to protect the integrity of the night sky in Northeast County through 
programs and development standards that minimize glare and light trespass from exterior lighting 
and signage. 

POLICY NE-2.2: DUST CONTROL35 

Explore development standards and enforcement techniques that stabilize roads, parking areas, 
and land to reduce dust particulates and improve air quality. 

POLICY NE-2.3: GROUNDWATER PROTECTION36 

Develop of a wellhead protection plan, explore land use practices that protect from aquifer 
contamination, support the proper abandonment of water wells, and coordinate the 
implementation of the Clark County 208 Plan to protect groundwater in the outlying communities 
of Northeast County. 

POLICY NE-2.4: SURFACE WATER PROTECTION37 

Improve surface water quality by encouraging the use of Best Management Practices in landscaping 
and design for buffering, erosion, runoff control, and stormwater control. Consider the placement 

 
32 Existing policy 31.4 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan is modified to detail resources. 
33 New policy captures the detailed guidance of existing policies 32.1 - 32.5 and 32.10 - 32.11 of the Northeast 
County Land Use Plan. 
34 Adapted from existing policy. 
35 Adapted from existing Goal 33 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. 
36 Adapted from existing Goal 30 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. Consider for countywide policy. 
37 Adapted from existing Goal 31 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. Consider for countywide policy. 
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of regional stormwater placards in existing neighborhoods and new developments to improve 
awareness and discourage dumping in drainageways.   

POLICY NE-2.5: NATURAL DRAINAGE 

Limit disturbances to natural mountain drainage systems and washes to minimize risks associated 
with flood hazards, as identified in the Clark County Multi-Jurisdiction Hazard Mitigation Plan,. 

POLICY NE-2.6: DRAINAGE AND SLOPE PRESERVATION38 

Ensure new development in Moapa/Warm Springs follows existing slope contours and minimizes 
impacts on existing drainage patterns. 

POLICY NE-2.7: MUDDY RIVER OPEN SPACE39 

Work to preserve open space and encourage trail connectivity along the Muddy River Flood Control 
Channel. 

POLICY NE-2.8: MOAPA VALLEY EQUESTRIAN TRAILS40 

Encourage the development of a designated horse trail system in the Moapa Valley. 

Goal NE-3: Preserve and enhance connectivity in the Northeast County 

POLICY NE-3.1: EQUESTRIAN TRAILS 

Encourage the integration of equestrian trails in large lot developments with existing and proposed 
equestrian and multiple use trail systems, open space, and parks. 

POLICY NE-3.2: ACCESS MANAGEMENT 

Limit direct access from new development onto collector or arterial streets by providing access 
from local county roads to the extent feasible. 

POLICY NE-3.3: RURAL STREET STANDARDS 

Implement non-urban street standards while maintaining standard rights-of-way to ensure 
necessary facilities or infrastructure are considered.  

POLICY NE-3.4: BUNKERVILLE STREET NETWORK41 

Extend the highly connected lot and block pattern of Bunkerville Town Center as new development 
occurs. 

Goal NE-4: Promote targeted economic development in the Northeast County  

POLICY NE-4.1: PERKINS FIELD – OVERTON AIRPORT42 

Encourage development patterns and standards compatible with the continuing operation of 
Perkins Field – Overton Airport.  

 
38 Adapted from existing policies 31.1 and 31.2 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan. 
39 Adapted from existing policy 32.6 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan. 
40 Adapted from existing policy 32.7 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan. 
41 Adapted from existing policy 30.1 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan. 
42 Adapted from existing policies 23.1 and 23.2 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan. 
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POLICY NE-4.2: MOAPA VALLEY NON-RESTRICTED GAMING43 

Discourage the establishment of non-restricted gaming establishments in the Moapa Valley. 

POLICY NE-4.3: RECREATION AND TOURISM 

Encourage the expansion of recreation and tourism-related businesses that leverage the Northeast 
County’s distinctive natural features, character, and proximity to the Las Vegas Valley, while 
minimizing impacts upon local communities and the environment.   

POLICY NE-4.4: CLARK COUNTY FAIR  

Recognize the economic and community benefits associated with hosting the Clark County Fair in 
Moapa Valley. Explore opportunities to extend the usage of permanent facilities associated with the 
Fair as a venue for other events or activities in the off-season.  

POLICY NE-4.5: AGRICULTURAL TOURISM 

Encourage the retention of active agricultural uses in Moapa Valley. Facilitate the limited expansion 
of agricultural tourism uses such as corn mazes, farms stands, bed and breakfasts, farm stays, or 
other complementary uses as a way to diversify income streams for area producers.   

Goal NE-5: Balance opportunities for future growth in the Northeast County with 
infrastructure and environmental constraints 

POLICY NE-5.1: CONTIGUOUS DEVELOPMENT 

Promote contiguous development that is integrated into circulation systems, services, and facilities 
to ensure the efficient use of public services and facilities while minimizing costs of service 
extension and maintenance paid by the service provider and the County. 

POLICY NE-5.2: WATER AND WASTEWATER ACCESS44 

Promote connection to municipal water and wastewater service wherever available. Elsewhere, 
ensure septic systems, corrals, feed lots, and underground fuel tanks are installed a safe distance 
from drinking water wells to ensure protection of public health and water supplies. 

POLICY NE-5.3: BUNKERVILLE WASTEWATER45 

Encourage the establishment of new septic systems and new wastewater systems in Bunkerville 
conforming to the Northeast Clark County 208 Water Quality Management Plan. 

POLICY NE-5.4: FIRE PROTECTION 

Development within Northeast Clark County should be limited to areas where adequate fire 
protection services exist or can be efficiently provided.  

POLICY NE-5.5: FIRE DEPARTMENT SERVICEPROTECTION 

Coordinate with the Clark County Fire Department (CCFD) and volunteer fire departments to 
provide fire stations, mutual aid agreements, and sufficient water supply to support fire protection. 

 
43 Adapted from existing policy 32.8 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan. 
44 Adapted from existing goals 30 and 32 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan. 
45 Adapted from existing policy 30.2 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan. 
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POLICY NE-5.6: MOAPA VALLEY GATED SUBDIVISIONS46 

Discourage the establishment of gated residential subdivisions in Moapa Valley. 

  

 
46 Adapted from existing policy 32.9 of the Northeast County Land Use Plan.  
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Northwest County47 

Area Background 

The Northwest County (“Northwest County”) 
planning area covers over 2,500 square miles of 
Clark County – west of the Northeast planning area, 
the City of Las Vegas, the Lone Mountain planning 
area, and the Summerlin South planning area, and 
north of the South County planning area. 

Northwest County encompasses the 
unincorporated communities of Indian Springs, 
Lower Kyle Canyon, Mount Charleston, Mountain 
Springs, and Blue Diamond. The planning area also 
surrounds the Las Vegas Indian Colony (home of the 
Las Vegas Paiute). Outside of these (and other) small 
communities, Northwest County is made up of vast 
swaths of federally owned and managed land. 
Desert National Wildlife Range, Nevada Test and 
Training Range, the Toiyabe National Forest 
(including the Spring Mountains National 
Recreation Area), the Red Rock Canyon National 
Recreation Area, and large area under Bureau of Land Management ownership dedicated to recreation 
and conservation. 

Area Character 

Northwest County is rural in character with no incorporated cities, relatively small unincorporated 
communities, and a significant portion of all land is under public ownership and management. The 
planning area is incredibly diverse in climate and geography, including the alpine environment of 
Mount Charleston and the Spring Mountain range and the surrounding desert. The communities within 
Northwest County are equally diverse. Desert communities like Cactus Springs, Indian Springs, and 
Corn Creek are isolated by distance from the Las Vegas Valley while mountain and foothill communities 
like Cold Creek, Mountain Springs, Blue Diamond, and Lower Kyle Canyon are more accessible from the 
Las Vegas Valley – and experience different development pressures and impacts as a result. 

 

 
47 The 2013 Northwest County Land Use Plan contains extensive goals and policies for specific to different types 
of development, many of which are repeated in the 2012 Northeast County Land Use Plan. Unless otherwise 
noted, these policies have been removed and addressed as part of the development standards discussion in Title 
30.  
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HISTORY OF THE NORTHWEST COUNTY PLANNING AREA 

The Northwest County planning area is defined by three historic periods: 1) the early pioneer days of 
the Old Spanish Trail/Mormon Road in the late 1800’s; 2) the building of the Las Vegas and Tonopah 
Railroad in the early 1900’s; and 3) the work of both the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) and the 
Works Progress Administration (WPA) during the Great Depression. The track bed of the railroad is 
still visible from along U.S. Highway 95. 

Indian Springs and Corn Creek were stations along the Las Vegas and Tonopah Railroad, which 
connected the Rhyolite Gold Fields with the communities of Tonopah and Las Vegas. Blue Diamond 
was originally built in 1941 by the Blue Diamond Mining Company to house workers. Many of the 
original structures remain in excellent condition. 

Area-Specific Goals and Policies 

Goal NW-1: Protect the distinct communities and landscapes found in Northwest 
Clark County  

POLICY NW 1.1: SCENIC BYWAYS 

Limit future development along highways designated as Scenic Highways and Byways by Clark 
County or the state or federal government.  

POLICY NW 1.2: MOUNT CHARLESTON 

Maintain the rural alpine character of Mount Charleston by limiting future development in areas not 
served with a municipal water system, and minimizing impacts on the area’s sensitive geology, 
hydrology, flora, and fauna.  

POLICY NW 1.3: LOWER KYLE CANYON 

Balance demand for future development along Kyle Canyon Road with the need to protect the 
scenic quality of this gateway to Mount Charleston and the Spring Mountains National Recreation 
Area. 

POLICY NW 1.4: MOUNTAIN SPRINGS 

Maintain the rural, alpine character of Mountain Springs.  

POLICY NW 1.5: RED ROCK 

Maintain the open, rural character of the Calico Basin area, emphasizing the preservation of existing 
neighborhoods. Ensure growth in the community is consistent with severe groundwater limitations 
and limited private land availability.  

POLICY NW 1.6: INDIAN SPRINGS 

Facilitate limited expansion of essential services, such as childcare and non-emergency medical 
services. Concentrate more intensive uses on the western portion of the community, as water 
availability allows.  
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POLICY NW 1.7: RED ROCK CANYON VICINITY  

Prohibit increases in density on land adjacent to the Red Rock Canyon Conservation Area in 
accordance with Nevada State Senate Bill No. 358 (2003), the Northwest County Land Use map, and 
Title 30. 

POLICY NW 1.8: COLD CREEK, CORN CREEK, AND TROUT CANYON 

Ensure development is compatible with the established character of the communities of Cold 
Creek, Corn Creek, and Trout Canyon.  

Goal NW-2: Adapt infrastructure and service levels by location, feasibility, and 
demand 

POLICY NW 2.1: WATER AND WASTEWATER ACCESS48 

Promote connection to municipal water and wastewater service wherever available. Elsewhere, 
ensure septic systems, corrals, feed lots, and underground fuel tanks are installed a safe distance 
from drinking water wells to ensure protection of public health and water supplies. 

POLICY NW 2.2: FIRE PROTECTION 

Development within Northwest Clark County should be limited to areas where adequate fire 
protection services exist or can be efficiently provided.  

POLICY NW 2.3: FIRE DEPARTMENT SERVICE PROTECTION 

Coordinate with the Clark County Fire Department (CCFD) and volunteer fire departments to 
provide fire stations, mutual aid agreements, and sufficient water supply to support fire protection. 

POLICY NW 2.4: CALICO BASIN WATER QUALITY 

Coordinate with the Clark County Health District and Nevada State Health Division to monitor water 
quality in the Calico Basin and work to identify improved water supply. 

Goal NW-3: Protect Northwest Clark County’s sensitive natural environment 

POLICY NW 3.1: NIGHT SKY PROTECTION49 

Explore opportunities to protect the integrity of the night sky through programs and development 
standards that minimize glare and light trespass from exterior lighting and signage. 

POLICY NW 3.2: DUST CONTROL50 

Explore development standards and enforcement techniques that stabilize roads, parking areas, 
and land to reduce dust particulates and improve air quality. 

 
48 Adapted from existing goals 30 and 32 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. 
49 New. Based on community feedback. 
50 Adapted from existing Goal 33 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. 
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POLICY NW 3.3: GROUNDWATER PROTECTION51 

Encourage the development of a wellhead protection plan, explore land use practices that protect 
from aquifer contamination, support the proper abandonment of water wells, and coordinate the 
implementation of the Clark County 208 Area-Wide Water Quality Management Plan. 

POLICY NW 3.4: SURFACE WATER PROTECTION52 

Improve surface water quality by encouraging the use of Best Management Practices in landscaping 
and design for buffering, erosion, runoff control, and stormwater control. Consider the placement 
of regional stormwater placards in existing neighborhoods and new developments to improve 
awareness and dumping in drains.   

POLICY NW 3.5: PUBLIC LANDS53 

Continue cooperation with U.S. Forest Service, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and Bureau of Land 
Management to protect and preserve Spring Mountains National Recreation Area, Mount 
Charleston, Red Rock Canyon National Conservation Area, Desert National Wildlife Refuge, and 
other sensitive public lands. 

Goal NW-4: Minimize risks associated with natural hazards54 

POLICY NW 4.1: HAZARD PRONE AREAS55 

Limit development in areas with known geologic hazard areas, as identified in the Clark County 
Multi-Jurisdiction Hazard Mitigation Plan, such as landslide areas, washes, active or potentially 
active fault zones, rockslide areas, steep slopes, avalanche paths, and avalanche threat areas.  

POLICY NW 4.2: WILDFIRE MITIGATION56 

Collaborate with the BLM, USFS, Nevada Division of Forestry, and other agency partners to educate 
landowners in the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) about defensible space parameters, use of fire 
resistant building materials, and other steps that can be taken by property owners to reduce 
wildfire risk. Increase awareness of the Community Wildfire Protection Plans (CWPPs) that exist for 
communities in Northwest Clark County.  

POLICY NW 4.3: FLOOD CONTROL 

Coordinate efforts with the Regional Flood Control District (RFCD) on controlling flooding in Indian 
Springs (including a diversion channel east of the community), and improving waterflow, reducing 
flood risk, and improving emergency egress in Blue Diamond. 

POLICY NW 4.4: YUCCA MOUNTAIN57 

Continue to monitor the development of the Yucca Mountain Program and possible impacts of 
radioactive waste shipments on the transportation system in Northwest Clark County.  

 
51 Adapted from existing Goal 30 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. Consider for countywide policy. 
52 Adapted from existing Goal 31 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. Consider for countywide policy. 
53 Adapted from existing Goal 27 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. 
54 See also: Countywide Goal 6.3 and associated policies.  
55 Adapted from existing Goal 28 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. 
56 NEW. https://www.rci-nv.com/reports/clark/toc.html 
57 Consider for countywide policy. 
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Goal NW-5: Improve multimodal connectivity and safety for residents and visitors 

POLICY NW 5.1: RURAL STREET STANDARDS 

Implement non-urban street standards while maintaining standard rights-of-way to ensure 
necessary facilities or infrastructure are considered.  

POLICY NW 5.2: TRAIL AND OPEN SPACE ACCESS58 

Connect new development to existing and planned trails or open space. Discourage vacating 
streets that abut or connect with existing and planned trails or open space. (See also, Countywide 
Goal 2.1 and associated policies.) 

POLICY NW 5.3: RECREATION TRAFFIC SAFETY 

Explore safety improvements to highways and major roads at trailheads, picnic areas, 
campgrounds, and other heavily visited areas to ensure the safety of all road users, especially 
pedestrians. 

POLICY NW 5.4: ACCESS CONTROL 

Limit direct access from new development to U.S. Highway 95 and other major roads where 
possible by encouraging the development of shared driveways, frontage roads, and other measures 
in coordination with Clark County Public Works (CCPW). 

POLICY NW 5.5: TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES 

Explore infrastructure improvements, shuttle systems, parking management, and other 
transportation demand management solutions to address traffic, parking limitations, and 
accessibility to highly trafficked public lands. 

POLICY NW 5.6: EQUESTRIAN TRAILS 

Encourage the integration of equestrian trails in large lot developments with existing and proposed 
equestrian and multiple use trail systems, open space, and parks. 

Goal NW-6: Ensure development is compatible with the unique communities and 
environments of Northwest Clark County  

POLICY NW 6.1: CREECH AIR FORCE BASE59 

Encourage development patterns and standards compatible with the continuing operation of 
Creech Air Force Base and the Airport Environs Overlay (AEO) and Airport Airspace Overlay (AAO) 
districts. 

POLICY NW 6.2: CONTIGUOUS DEVELOPMENT 

Promote contiguous development that is integrated into circulation systems, services, and facilities 
to ensure the efficient use of public services and facilities while minimizing costs of service 
extension and maintenance paid by the service provider and the County. 

  

 
58 Adapted from existing Goal 28 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. Consider for countywide policy. 
59 Adapted from existing Goal 26 of the Northwest County Land Use Plan. 
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South County 

Area Background 

The South County planning area (“South County”) 
covers almost 1,890 square miles and extends south 
from the Las Vegas Valley to the Laughlin planning 
area. South County is bound by the Northwest 
County planning area, Enterprise planning area, City 
of Henderson, City of Boulder City, and Northeast 
County planning area to the north and by San 
Bernardino County, California and Mojave County, 
Arizona to the west and east, respectively. 

The South County planning area includes the 
unincorporated communities of Cal-Nev-Ari, 
Goodsprings, Jean, Nelson, Sandy Valley, 
Searchlight, Sloan, Palm Gardens, and Primm. Of 
these, Goodsprings and Sandy Valley are 
represented by a Citizens Advisory Council (CAC) 
and Searchlight is represented by a Town Advisory 
Board (TAB). 

Area Character 

The South County planning area is rural and largely made up of federally managed land. The Lake Mead 
National Recreation Area, a portion of Red Rock Canyon National Conservation Area, Spring Mountains 
National Recreation Area, Sloan Canyon National Conservation Area, and a number of wilderness areas 
represent a portion of the planning area. Generally surrounded by mountains, vast swaths of Mojave 
Desert, and public lands are the communities of the South County planning area – often rural and 
isolated from the Las Vegas Valley. While all communities in the South County planning area are small 
compared to those in the Las Vegas Valley, not all communities are rural in nature. Some, like 
Searchlight are long-established mining communities that offer greater commercial and civic 
amenities. 
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HISTORY OF THE SOUTH COUNTY PLANNING AREA 

Each community in South County offers a unique history and character. 

Cal-Nev-Ari was established by the Kidwell family in the mid-1960’s to repurpose a retired military 
airstrip from the short-lived Desert Training Center during World War II. The Kidwell’s restored one of 
the airstrips and developed the community around the private dirt airway. 

Early in its history the springs of Goodsprings were used by Anasazi and Paiute Native Americans 
and became a stop along the Old Spanish Trail. Ore deposits in the area led to the establishment of 
several mines and mills over time – notably producing lead, zinc, and gold. 

Jean, previously known as Goodsprings Junction and Goodsprings Siding, was established along the 
Salt Lake Route of the Union Pacific Railroad line in 1905. Jean was an important link between Salt 
Lake City and the mining districts of Southern Nevada. 

Nelson was originally called Eldorado Canyon, reflecting the historic name that the Spanish provided 
the area (Eldorado). For centuries, the area was a mining site for Native Americans and the Spanish. 
Several successful mines in the area led to the creation of mining camps in the canyon in the mid-
1800’s. The camps were known as lawless communities that authorities were afraid to visit. The 
market for gold has fluctuated over the years – leading to numerous booms and busts in the area – 
including from the legendary Techatticup Mine. Nelson remains the only portion of the Eldorado 
Canyon Mining District that was not flooded by Lake Mojave after the construction of the Davis Dam. 

Primm – originally known as Stateline – was renamed for the family that developed it. Previously the 
area was based on mining, mining camps, and a railroad siding in the area.  The area is now home to 
the first gaming area visitors will see when travelling north on Interstate 15 from Southern California.  

Sandy Valley was founded in 1893 as a mill community to process ore from the nearby Keystone gold 
mine. The area has had many names over the years until the area was abandoned after the mill 
closed in 1906. Today the area is home to the Sky Ranch Estate Airport and more permanent growth 
among people seeking a rural lifestyle.  

Searchlight was a prominent mining community since the discovery of gold in 1897. The many 
successful mining operations in the area led to the extension of railroad lines through the area and a 
booming community in the early 1900’s. The goal rush ended in 1927 and led to a dwindling 
population. The Searchlight Town Advisory Board (TAB) was established in 1979 and amended the 
original town boundary that was established in 1919. 

Sloan was first settled in 1912 and was developed in 1919 as a railroad community along the Union 
Pacific Railroad. Originally known as Ehret – the first postmaster for the community – the area was 
renamed Sloan after the limestone-dolomite-carnotite mining district. Mining operations continue 
today. 
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Area-Specific Goals and Policies 

Goal SO-1: Reinforce the distinct identity and unique characteristics of South County 
communities 

POLICY SO-1.1: NELSON MINING RESIDENTIAL 

Limit residential development on properties actively used for mineral exploration and processing 
in Nelson to only those residential uses associated with the mining operations. 

POLICY SO-1.2: SEARCHLIGHT CHARACTER 

Encourage development in Searchlight that reflects the existing historical mining character of the 
community, including, but not limited to, architecture, development scale, signage, and lighting. 
Agriculture and livestock within Searchlight are not compatible.   

POLICY SO-1.3: SEARCHLIGHT TOURIST-FOCUSED COMMERCIAL 

Limit tourist-focused commercial development to the U.S. Highway 95 corridor and lessen impacts 
to surrounding residential areas through site and building design that screens, buffers, and reduces 
intensity near residential areas. 

POLICY SO-1.4: SEARCHLIGHT CIVIC CENTER 

Work to consolidate public facilities near the existing community center and school to establish a 
defined civic center and ensure future public facilities can be accommodated. 

POLICY SO-1.5: NIGHT SKY PROTECTION60 

Explore opportunities to protect the integrity of the night sky in South County – especially 
Searchlight – through programs and development standards that minimize glare and light trespass 
from exterior lighting and signage. 

POLICY SO-1.6: NATURAL DRAINAGE 

Limit disturbances to natural mountain drainage systems and washes to minimize risks associated 
with flood hazards, as identified in the Clark County Multi-Jurisdiction Hazard Mitigation Plan. 

Goal SO-2: Ensure infrastructure, services, and amenities keep pace with 
development in the South County 

POLICY SO-2.1: FIRE PROTECTION 

Development within South Clark County should be limited to areas where adequate fire protection 
services exist or can be efficiently provided.  

POLICY SO-2.2: FIRE DEPARTMENT SERVICEPROTECTION 

Coordinate with the Clark County Fire Department (CCFD) and volunteer fire departments to 
provide fire stations, mutual aid agreements, and sufficient water supply to support fire protection. 

 
60 New. Based on community feedback. 
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POLICY SO-2.3: SANDY VALLEY WATER AVAILABILITY 

Protect water availability for existing Sandy Valley residents prior to pursuing disposal of federal 
land through auction, sale, or trade due to limited water resources. 

POLICY SO-2.4: SLOAN INFRASTRUCTURE 

Ensure new development in Sloan provides all-weather access, adequate drainage, and domestic 
water for each phase of development. 

POLICY SO-2.5: CAL-NEV-ARI PUBLIC FACILITIES 

Explore opportunities to consolidate the existing recreation center site and fire station site with 
additional land to accommodate future public facilities as needed.   

POLICY SO-2.6: ELDORADO VALLEY INFRASTRUCTURE 

Review development proposals in unincorporated Eldorado Valley to ensure a sufficient level of 
supporting infrastructure is available, including but not limited to, water, stormwater, wastewater, 
schools, fire protection, and police protection.  

POLICY SO-2.7: ELDORADO VALLEY COORDINATION61 

Coordinate development proposals in unincorporated Eldorado Valley with the cities of Henderson 
and Boulder City. 

Goal SO-3: Explore community-specific mobility solutions 

POLICY SO-3.1: GOODSPRINGS ALLEYWAYS 

Protect the historic development pattern of Goodsprings by discouraging the vacation or 
abandonment of alleyways. 

POLICY SO-3.2: SEARCHLIGHT WALKABILITY62 

Support the connectivity, mobility, and safety of all residents in Searchlight by ensuring sidewalks 
and safe pedestrian crossings are provided along and across U.S. Highway 95, Cottonwood Cove 
Road, Main Street, and to senior housing, schools, and civic uses. 

Goal SO-4: Promote economic development in South County  

POLICY SO-4.1: SLOAN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

Promote development in Sloan that establishes the community as a gateway to the Las Vegas Valley 
by ensuring compatible architecture, land uses, signage, landscaping, screening, and other 
aesthetic quality are maintained. 

POLICY SO-4.2: PRIMM ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

Promote development in Primm that incorporates local commercial services to support the 
resident population. 

 
61 New. 
62 New. Based on community feedback. 
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POLICY SO-4.3: ELDORADO VALLEY INDUSTRY 

Allow for light industrial uses while discouraging heavy industrial uses in the Eldorado Valley.   

POLICY SO-4.4: CULTURAL HERITAGE TOURISM 

Explore opportunities to interpret and accommodate limited visitor access to historic and cultural 
sites in the South County planning area in collaboration with the Bureau of Land Management, 
Nevada State Historic Preservation Office, and other partners.  

Goal SO-5: Coordinate development with existing and proposed airports 

POLICY SO-5.1: SOUTHERN NEVADA SUPPLEMENTAL AIRPORT 

Continue to work with the Bureau of Land Management and other federal, state, and regional 
partners to plan for the development and conflict-free operation of the Southern Nevada 
Supplemental Airport. Ensure future development on and in the vicinity of the airport site does not 
conflict with the compatibility area, retention basins, use of the transportation utility corridor, or 
long-term plans for the facility and other potential aviation infrastructure.   

POLICY SO-5.2: SOUTHERN NEVADA SUPPLEMENTAL AIRPORT TRANSPORTATION 

Coordinate with the Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) and the Regional 
Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada (RTC) to ensure the future Southern Nevada 
Supplemental Airport and development within the I-15 Corridor features a multimodal 
transportation network that establishes connectivity, promotes alternative transportation, 
reduces vehicle miles traveled (VMT), and preserves the air shed while connecting the airport and 
communities of the I-15 Corridor with the Las Vegas Valley. 

POLICY SO-5.3: SANDY VALLEY AIRPORT FACILITIES 

Limit the expansion of airport facilities and discourage new airport facilities in Sandy Valley to 
protect residential areas from potential safety and noise hazards. 

POLICY SO-5.4: SEARCHLIGHT AIRPORT FACILITIES 

Carefully consider potential safety and noise impacts of any expansion of airport facilities in 
Searchlight.  

POLICY SO-5.5: JEAN AIRFIELD AND SLOAN HELIPORT63 

Encourage development patterns and standards compatible with the continuing operation of Jean 
Airport and Sloan Heliport.  

Goal SO-6: Encourage development that does not compromise limited services in 
South County 

POLICY SO-6.1: CAL-NEV-ARI CAPACITY 

Prevent impacts to the limited resources of Cal-Nev-Ari by limiting development to current privately 
owned land – generally Township 30 South, Range 64 East, Sections 30 and 31. 

 
63 Expanded/adapted from existing policy related to small airports in Northeast County Land Use Plan. 
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POLICY SO-6.2: GOODSPRINGS CAPACITY 

Prevent impacts to the limited resources of Goodsprings by limiting development to Township 24 
South, Range 58 East, Sections 25 and 26. 

POLICY SO-6.3: PALM GARDENS WATER LIMITATIONS 

Limit additional development in Palm Gardens due to limited water resources. 

POLICY SO-6.4: CLUSTERED DEVELOPMENT 

Explore standards for clustering residential uses in Cal-Nev-Ari, Nelson, Palm Gardens, and 
Searchlight to mitigate environmental concerns. 
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Spring Valley 

Area Background 

The Spring Valley planning area (“Spring Valley”) is 
located in the southwest quadrant of the Las Vegas 
Valley, generally south of the City of Las Vegas, west 
of the Winchester/Paradise planning area, north of 
the Enterprise planning area, and east of the 
Summerlin South planning area. Spring Valley 
extends as far as Hualapai Way to the west, Sahara 
Avenue to the north, Decatur Boulevard to the east, 
and almost as far as Pebble Road to the south. The 
planning area includes an island of unincorporated 
area surrounding by the City of Las Vegas between 
Decatur Boulevard, Sahara Avenue, Jones 
Boulevard, and Charleston Boulevard. The Spring 
Valley planning area is approximately 35.7 square 
miles (almost 22,850 acres) in area. 

Area Character 

The northern and eastern portions of Spring Valley 
planning area are largely built-out with single family 
home neighborhoods and commercial shopping centers, particularly along Sahara Avenue, Jones 
Boulevard, Desert Inn Road, Rainbow Boulevard, Durango Drive, Flamingo Road, and Fort Apache Road. 
One- and two- story multi-family residential developments and mobile home parks are less frequent, 
but generally occur alongside major roads and commercial shopping centers. Some of these existing 
neighborhoods are long-standing communities that face issues with maintenance and investment. The 
southwestern areas of Spring Valley, generally south of Hacienda Avenue are generally vacant and are 
currently slated for similar types of development. Employment and commercial building forms are 
common in proximity to Bruce Woodbury Beltway (Highway 215). In recent years, the pace of new 
development and the associated demand for infrastructure and services in Spring Valley have 
presented challenges for existing residents, service providers, and decision-makers.   

HISTORY OF THE SPRING VALLEY PLANNING AREA 

The first land use plan for Spring Valley was adopted in 1990. 
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Area-Specific Goals and Policies 

Goal SV-1: Protect existing neighborhoods in Spring Valley while providing 
opportunities for growth and complementary uses64 

POLICY SV-1.1: NEIGHBORHOOD INTEGRITY 

Preserve the integrity of contiguous and uniform neighborhoods through development regulations 
that encourage compatible infill development and standards for transitioning from higher intensity 
uses. See also Countywide Policy 1.5.2, Compatible Development.  

POLICY SV-1.2: ESTATE NEIGHBORHOODS  

Encourage infill development within Estate Neighborhoods in accordance with the compatibility 
considerations contained in the Neighborhood Land Use Category Definitions. (See also Countywide 
Policy 1.5.1: Rural Neighborhood Preservation Areas.) 

POLICY SV-1.3: NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION65 

Encourage reinvestment and revitalization of older neighborhoods in Spring Valley that is 
compatible with existing development. Targeted infill should support more varied housing options 
– type, density, and price point – that allow residents to remain in the neighborhood regardless of 
age, family structure, or income. 

POLICY SV-1.4: ADAPTIVE REUSE 

Encourage the adaptive reuse of vacant or functionally obsolete homes for non-residential uses 
along major corridors to provide a smooth transition between viable residential uses and major 
streets while maintaining a residential character and retaining the historic pattern of development.  

POLICY SV-1.5: NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES AND EMPLOYMENT OPTIONS66 

Encourage the development of neighborhood-oriented retail, office, and commercial services that 
allow Spring Valley residents to meet their daily needs (including health and childcare) and 
potentially work within close proximity of their homes. 

Goal SV-2: Adapt infrastructure and services to meet changing needs in Spring Valley 

POLICY SV-2.1: PUBLIC FACILITIES NEEDS ASSESSMENT (PFNA) 

Require new development to contribute proportionally towards the provision of necessary public 
infrastructure in accordance with the Southwest Las Vegas Valley Public Facility Needs Assessment 
Report, as may be updated from time to time.   

POLICY SV-2.2: SERVICES AND AMENITIES67 

Prioritize the extension of water, wastewater, and community recreation services to established 
neighborhoods in Spring Valley that lack such services. 

 
64 Adapted from vision in current Spring Valley Land Use Plan.  
65 New. Reflects need for reinvestment in some older neighborhoods of Spring Valley. 
66 New. Reflects comments raised in public survey. 
67 New. Reflects issue raised in Spring Valley Plan.  
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POLICY SV-2.3: FACILITIES MAINTENANCE AND IMPROVEMENTS68 

Improve the user experience, safety, and longevity of public parks, recreation centers, and civic 
facilities in Spring Valley through increased focus on maintenance and improvements – such as 
trash removal, additional lighting, and sidewalk connections. Prioritize enhancements at facilities 
that are high-use or serve a larger population. 

Goal SV-3: Mitigate flooding and expand open space in Spring Valley 

POLICY SV-3.1: WASHES, ARROYOS, AND DRAINAGEWAYS69 

Identify washes, arroyos, and drainageways corridors for potential preservation for habitat, 
recreation, open space, and restoration – especially along the Red Rock, South Fork of the 
Flamingo, and Tropicana washes and their tributaries – in collaboration with the Clark County 
Regional Flood Control District (RFCD) and municipalities. 

POLICY SV-3.2: HAZARD PRONE AREAS70 

Discourage development in documented hazard areas, as identified in the Clark County Multi-
Jurisdiction Hazard Mitigation Plan, 

Goal SV-4: Enhance multimodal connectivity to and within Spring Valley 

POLICY SV-4.1: TRANSIT ACCESS71 

Coordinate with the City of Las Vegas and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern 
Nevada (RTC) on the planned expansion of high-capacity transit along Sahara Avenue, Decatur 
Boulevard, and Jones Boulevard, and ensure transit-supportive infrastructure supports the goals 
and standards of RTC.  

POLICY SV-4.2: CONNECTIONS TO THE STRIP72 

Improve the safety and comfort of people walking and biking between Spring Valley and The Strip 
through improvements to sidewalks and bike lanes, intersection design that prioritizes pedestrian 
safety, and pedestrian bridges or underpasses at railroad lines, stormwater infrastructure, and 
Interstate 15. 

 
68 New. Reflects comments raised in public survey. 
69 New. Reflects Las Vegas 2050 Master Plan direction to restore Las Vegas Wash and extends to major wash 
network in Spring Valley. 
70 New. Reflects existing conditions of Spring Valley. 
71 New. Reflects RTC and Las Vegas 2050 Master Plan direction. 
72 New. Reflects comments raised in public survey. 
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Goal SV-5: Minimize conflicts with more intensive uses in and adjacent to Spring 
Valley 

POLICY SV-5.1: AIRPORT ENVIRONS OVERLAY DISTRICT73 

Periodically review and update the boundary of the Airport Environs Overlay (AEO) District in 
coordination with the Clark County Department of Aviation periodically to reflect changes to airport 
noise contours and flight paths. See also Countywide Policy 5.2.1, McCarran International Airport. 

POLICY SV-5.2: COOPERATIVE MANAGEMENT AREA USES 

Prohibit residential uses, or other incompatible uses—as defined by Title 30—on deed restricted 
parcels within an AE-60 or greater Airport Overlay Noise Zone; or any parcels within the AE-70 or 
greater Airport Overlay Noise Zone.  

POLICY SV-5.3: MINING RECLAMATION74 

Evaluate redevelopment potential of existing and former sand and gravel operations to determine 
suitability for different development types and potential to provide surrounding neighborhoods 
with services and amenities.  

  

 
73 New. Policy to ensure future changes to noise contours (noise impacts change with technology and flight 
patterns) are reflected in the CMA and land use policy. 
74 New. Reflects existing condition in Spring Valley and issue raised by current Spring Valley Plan. 
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Summerlin South 

Area Background 

The Summerlin South planning area (“Summerlin 
South”) is almost 12.5 square miles (almost 8,000 
acres) in area and encompasses the entire master 
planned development adopted by Clark County in 
1994. The planning area extends north to 
Charleston Boulevard and the City of Las Vegas and 
east to Hualapai Way and the Spring Valley and 
Enterprise planning areas. Summerlin South is 
bound to the south and west by federally managed 
public lands like the Red Rock Canyon National 
Conservation Area – as far south as Warm Springs 
Road. The Northwest County planning area makes 
the west and southern border of the Summerlin 
South. 

Area Character 

Summerlin South is a largely residential planning 
area made up of single-family homes with a major 
commercial center at its northern edge – Downtown Summerlin. Residential neighborhoods west and 
south of Bruce Woodbury Beltway (Highway 215) are predominantly gated golf club communities while 
residential neighborhoods to the north and east of Highway 215 include limited multi-family residential 
developments. Very little undeveloped land remains in Summerlin South although some new 
neighborhoods and commercial areas are underway. 

HISTORY OF THE SUMMERLIN SOUTH PLANNING AREA 

The Summerlin South area – originally called Husite – was purchased by Howard Hughes in 1950 to 
serve as the new location for his aircraft production facilities. Much of the area was intended to 
provide manufacturing uses. While the airplane factory and manufacturing center never materialized 
the development potential of the area led the U.S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM), The Nature 
Conservancy, and eventual developer of Summerlin South to complete a land exchange that 
provided a buffer between Red Rock Canyon and future development.  

Summerlin South was approved for development by the County in October 1994 after about three 
years of planning, community meetings, and discussions with the County, Red Rock Citizens Advisory 
Committee, and Spring Valley Town Board, and regional service providers. Today, Summerlin South 
is largely built out. 
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Area-Specific Goals and Policies75 

Goal SS-1: Facilitate the buildout of Summerlin South in accordance with the 
adopted Land Use and Development Guide 

POLICY SS-1.1: HOUSING AND EMPLOYMENT DIVERSITY76 

Provide a mix of housing and compatible employment uses in Summerlin South to provide local 
job opportunities, a mix of housing options, and to enhance the quality of life and economic 
diversity of the community. 

POLICY SS-1.2: DOWNTOWN SUMMERLIN 

Support the completion of the Downtown Summerlin development as a walkable regional center 
for urban living, shopping, entertainment, and employment. Reduce the need for residents of the 
area to travel long distances, ease traffic impacts, and improve regional air quality by promoting 
development in Downtown Summerlin that prioritizes people walking, biking, and using transit. 

POLICY SS-1.3: NATURAL LANDFORMS 

Protect slopes greater than 15 percent and other natural landforms adjacent to Red Rock Canyon 
National Conservation Area, or elsewhere in Summerlin South, through clustering of development, 
preservation as open space, or incorporation into the recreation system, such as golf courses. 

POLICY SS-1.4: NATURAL DRAINAGE 

Coordinate with the Clark County Regional Flood Control District (CCFCD) and other stakeholders 
to preserve natural washes and unlined channels in Summerlin South to the extent practical and 
consistent with the need for flood protection, erosion control, and water quality. Where possible, 
major drainage facilities and utility easements should be designed in conjunction with open space 
to provide extensive recreational and pedestrian network opportunities. 

POLICY SS-1.5: WATER CONSERVATION AND RECLAMATION77 

Conserve limited water resources in Summerlin South through development standards and 
programs that promote efficient techniques and materials, and investment in wastewater 
reclamation to irrigate parks, golf courses, common areas, and landscaping. 

Goal SS-2: Enhance multimodal connections within Summerlin and to other 
destinations within the Las Vegas Valley 

POLICY SS-2.1: SUMMERLIN TRANSPORTATION78 

Coordinate with the City of Las Vegas and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern 
Nevada (RTC) to explore alternative transportation programs and facilities within Summerlin 

 
75 Existing policies from 1995 development plan have been heavily modified or removed to reflect the more built-
out nature of Summerlin South, but still carry forward key concepts. 
76 Consolidated and updated existing policies. 
77 Adapted from existing policy. 
78 Adapted from existing policy. 
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South, that encourage getting around the community by walking, biking, transit, or other 
alternative modes. 

POLICY SS-2.2: TRANSIT ACCESS79 

Coordinate with the City of Las Vegas and the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern 
Nevada (RTC) on the planned expansion of high-capacity transit along Sahara Avenue and 
Charleston Boulevard, and ensure transit-supportive infrastructure supports the goals and 
standards of RTC.  

  

 
79 New. Reflects RTC and Las Vegas 2050 Master Plan direction. 



Area-Specific Goals and Policies | Draft: 03.23.21 

Transform Clark County | Master Plan and Development Code Rewrite 43 

Sunrise Manor 

Area Background 

The Sunrise Manor planning area (“Sunrise Manor”) 
covers approximately 40 square miles (over 25,600 
acres) on the eastern side of the Las Vegas Valley. 
Sunrise Manor is generally bound by Interstate 15 to 
the north; Boulder Highway and Harmon Road to 
the south; Pecos Road, Nellis Boulevard, and 
Boulder Highway to the west; and by the Frenchman 
and Sunrise Mountains to the east. The City of Las 
Vegas forms much of the western edge of Sunrise 
Manor with the City of North Las Vegas bordering the 
planning area to the west and north. The Northeast 
County and Whitney planning areas meet the 
eastern end of the Sunrise Manor planning area 
while Whitney and Winchester/Paradise planning 
area are generally south of Sunrise Manor. Sunrise 
Manor planning area surrounds Nellis Air Force Base 
to the south and west and along its northeasterly 
boundary. 

Area Character 

Sunrise Manor features a diversity of land uses and neighborhoods. Much of the planning area is made 
up of single-family residential areas, including several estate residential areas – the largest of which is 
generally bound by Charleston Boulevard, Sloan Lane, Bonanza Road, Hollywood Boulevard, Owens 
Avenue, and the public lands surrounding Frenchman Mountain to the east. 

Commercial development and multi-family housing are predominant along Fremont Street and 
Boulder Highway, Nellis Boulevard, Charleston Boulevard, and Lake Mead Boulevard. Employment 
areas, features warehousing, distribution, and light-industrial uses, are common surrounding Nellis Air 
Force Base, especially between Nellis Boulevard and Walnut Road north of Carey Avenue. 
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HISTORY OF THE SUNRISE MANOR PLANNING AREA 

The history of Sunrise Manor is punctuated by two significant events that impacted development in 
the area. The first was the construction of the Boulder Highway (State Highway 582) from downtown 
Las Vegas to Railroad Pass during the construction of Boulder Dam – now known as the Hoover Dam 
– in the 1930’s. The second was the establishment of the Las Vegas Army Airfield – now Nellis Air Force 
Base – in the 1940’s. These two facilities contributed to development of commercial activity along 
Las Vegas Boulevard North, Boulder Highway, and Nellis Boulevard. In May 1957, the County created 
the unincorporated Town of Sunrise Manor and established the original Town boundary, which was 
later expanded to the east in 1996. 

  



Area-Specific Goals and Policies | Draft: 03.23.21 

Transform Clark County | Master Plan and Development Code Rewrite 45 

Area-Specific Goals and Policies80 

Goal SM-1: Encourage reinvestment in established areas of Sunrise Manor 

POLICY SM-1.1: NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION 

Encourage reinvestment and revitalization of older neighborhoods in Sunrise Manor that is 
compatible with existing development. Targeted infill should support more varied housing options 
– type, density, and price point – that allow residents to remain in the neighborhood regardless of 
age, family structure, or income. 

POLICY SM-1.2: ADAPTIVE REUSE81 

Repurpose and reinvent vacant or functionally obsolete buildings through adaptive reuse in older 
neighborhoods of Sunrise Manor – where practical and consistent with development – to promote 
reinvestment and support sustainability initiatives.  

POLICY SM-1.3: CORRIDOR REVITALIZATION 

Support the revitalization of underutilized commercial corridors and centers in Sunrise Manor over 
time through compatible infill and redevelopment that establishes community character and 
vibrant, transit-supportive centers. Place a particular emphasis on the Boulder Highway/Fremont 
Street Corridor.  

POLICY SM-1.4: ESTATE NEIGHBORHOODS 

Encourage infill development within Estate Neighborhoods in accordance with the compatibility 
considerations contained in Neighborhood Land Use Category Definitions. (See also Countywide 
Policy 1.5.1: Rural Neighborhood Preservation Areas.) 

Goal SM-2: Expand access to neighborhood-serving uses and amenities in Sunrise 
Manner 

POLICY SM-2.1: NEW AND EXPANDED PARKS 

Address the shortage of parks in Sunrise Manor by identifying opportunities for purchasing land, 
working with new development, or leveraging County-owned lands or rights-of-way to increase the 
availability of parks, recreation areas, and open space. 

POLICY SM-2.2: COMMUNITY AMENITIES 

Provide equitable access to parks and public services through more accessible community 
amenities targeted to a more “urban” context, such as pocket parks, public art, small dog parks, 
plazas, community gardens, and secured bicycle parking. 

POLICY SM-2.3: ESSENTIAL SERVICES AND AMENITIES 

Encourage the development and growth of businesses, while maintaining compatibility with 
surrounding neighborhoods, that provide for the basic needs of Sunrise Manor residents – notably 
childcare. 

 
80 New. All policies new and based on public survey responses, issues raised in existing Sunrise Manor Plan, and 
existing conditions. 
81 New. Reflects need for reinvestment in some older neighborhoods of Sunrise Manor. 
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POLICY SM-2.4: NEIGHBORHOOD CENTERS 

Support opportunities for the development of community/neighborhood centers to increase 
access to supporting services and employment in underserved areas of Sunrise Manor. 

Goal SM-3: Protect Sunrise Manor’s natural environment and systems 

POLICY SM-3.1: WASHES, ARROYOS, AND DRAINAGEWAYS82 

Collaborate with the Clark County Regional Flood Control District (RFCD) and municipalities on the 
identification of washes, arroyos, and drainageways corridors for potential preservation for 
habitat, recreation, open space, and restoration – especially along the Las Vegas and Flamingo 
Wash, and the and Range washes and their tributaries. 

POLICY SM-3.2: TRANSITIONS TO OPEN SPACE 

Promote site designs that are sensitive to nearby open space, especially the Frenchman and Sunrise 
mountains, and that provide for appropriate transitions at the urban edge. Design approaches 
could include provision of a wide buffer from open space along the edge of the site, clustering 
housing units to provide transitional open space, transition of development intensity away from 
the shared lot line, or some combination of these approaches. 

POLICY SM-3.3: LOS FELIZ ALIGNMENT 

Explore opportunities to minimize development intensities east of the Los Feliz alignment on the 
slopes of the Sunrise and Frenchman Mountains.  

Goal SM-4: Enhance multimodal connections to and within Sunrise Manor 

POLICY SM-4.1: TRANSIT ACCESS83 

Coordinate with the City of Las Vegas, City of North Las Vegas, and the Regional Transportation 
Commission of Southern Nevada (RTC) on the planned expansion of high-capacity transit along 
Sahara Avenue, Charleston Boulevard, Nellis Boulevard, and Boulder Highway and Fremont Street 
and ensure transit-supportive infrastructure supports the goals and standards of RTC. 

POLICY SM-4.2: CONNECTIONS TO NEIGHBORING COMMUNITIES 

Improve pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and automobile connections between Sunrise Manor and the 
City of Las Vegas, City of North Las Vegas, Las Vegas Strip, and other unincorporated communities. 
Improve connections to, and reduce barriers formed by Interstate 15, Interstate 515/U.S. Highway 
93/U.S. Highway 95, and Boulder Highway by implementing improvements to sidewalks and bike 
lanes, intersection design that prioritizes pedestrian safety, and pedestrian bridges or underpasses 
at stormwater infrastructure and highways. 

 
82 New. Reflects Las Vegas 2050 Master Plan direction to restore Las Vegas Wash and extends to major wash 
network in Sunrise Manor. Consider for countywide policy. 
83 New. Reflects RTC and Las Vegas 2050 Master Plan direction. 
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Goal SM-5: Protect and enhance Sunrise Manor’s employment base 

POLICY SM-5.1: LOCAL EMPLOYMENT 

Encourage the compatible development of businesses that provide an employment base near the 
residents of Sunrise Manor. 

POLICY SM-5.2: NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE 

Encourage development patterns and standards compatible with the continuing operation of Nellis 
Air Force Base and the Airport Overlay (AEO) District.  

POLICY SM-5.3: EMPLOYMENT AREAS 

Protect existing employment areas by adopting development regulations that discourage 
residential, commercial, and mixed-use residential development in light industrial areas of Sunrise 
Manor. 
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Whitney 

Area Background 

The Whitney planning area (“Whitney”) 
encompasses 38 square miles (approximately 
24,300 acres) of the east side of the Las Vegas Valley. 
The planning area is generally located between 
Owens Avenue and Desert Inn Road to the north; 
Stephanie Street and Nellis Boulevard to the west, 
Russell Road to the south, and the Lake Las Vegas 
area and the Frenchman and Sunrise mountains to 
the east. Whitney is bordered by the Sunrise Manor 
to the west and north, the Winchester/Paradise 
planning area to the west, the Northeast planning 
area to the north and east, and the City of 
Henderson to the south. The Whitney planning area 
includes two islands of unincorporated Clark 
County within the City of Henderson – most notably 
the heavy industrial Tronox Plant (formerly the 
Black Mountain Industrial Complex).  

Area Character 

Whitney encompasses large areas of public lands – extending east towards Lake Las Vegas and north 
into the Frenchman Range. The developed portion of Whitney is almost entirely west of the Las Vegas 
Wash and the Clark County Wetlands Park and includes the unincorporated Town of Whitney. Most 
neighborhoods in Whitney are made up of single-family homes, although multi-family housing and 
commercial development are prevalent along Boulder Highway and Tropicana Avenue. Whitney has 
large industrial areas including the Tronox Plant, the Edward Clark Generating Station (near Russell 
Road and Stephanie Street), and the Clark County Water Reclamation District’s Flamingo Water 
Resource Center (south of Flamingo Road and east of Jimmy Durante Boulevard). The area also 
includes the Sunrise Mountain Wilderness Study Area, Rainbow Gardens Geological Preserve, portions 
of the Las Vegas Wash, and the Clark County Desert Wetlands Park. 
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HISTORY OF THE WHITNEY PLANNING AREA 

The history of Whitney dates back to the construction of the Boulder Dam (now known as the Hoover 
Dam) in the 1930’s. During that time, a road was built from Fremont Street in Las Vegas to Railroad 
Pass on the way to the dam site. The road, now known as Boulder Highway (State Highway 582), 
offered the first means of traversing the area that was to become Whitney. Because of that road 
construction, the ranch operated by Stowell E. Whitney (a dairy farmer in Las Vegas and Moapa 
Valley) was subdivided in 1931. Most of what was the original ranch is now within the City of 
Henderson. At that time there were approximately 250 people in the Whitney area and in March 1932, 
the first post office was established. 

Ten years later Clark County created the Unincorporated Town of Whitney and established the 
original boundaries of the community, which have been expanded and changed over time. Between 
October 1958 and August 1993, the area was known as East Las Vegas, before returning to its original 
moniker. The community has been represented by the East Las Vegas Citizen Advisory Council (CAC) 
since 1973 – currently known as the Whitney Town Advisory Board (TAB). 

However, an exception to this protection includes the unincorporated County islands located in the 
southern portion of the Whitney Planning Area that are surrounded by the City of Henderson and 
Sections 34, 35 and 36 in Township 21 South, Range 62 East, and areas in Sections 28, 29 and 33, 
Township 21 South, Range 63 East. 

Area-Specific Goals and Policies 

Goal WH-1: Encourage a sustainable mix of residential and non-residential uses in 
Whitney 

POLICY WH-1.1: NEIGHBORHOOD-ORIENTED SERVICES84 

Encourage the development and growth of retail, office, commercial services that allow Whitney 
residents to meet their daily needs (including health and childcare) within close proximity of their 
homes. 

POLICY WH-1.2: TRANSIT-SUPPORTIVE DEVELOPMENT 

Encourage a mix of higher-density uses along the Boulder Highway corridor as infill and 
redevelopment occurs. Support the integration of multi-family residential uses in Corridor Mixed-
Use and Entertainment Mixed-Use areas to support the expansion of housing options within close 
proximity of services, amenities, and jobs.  

POLICY WH-1.3: INDUSTRIAL LAND CONVERSION 

Limit the conversion of industrial lands for the purposes of residential development to protect the 
health and quality of life of residents, limit land use conflicts, and to protect the viability of existing 
employers in Whitney.  

 
84 New. Residents raised the need for economic development and childcare in survey results. 
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POLICY WH-1.4: SAM BOYD STADIUM AREAAREA85 

Work with the University of Nevada-Las Vegas on the redevelopment of the Sam Boyd Stadium site 
to ensure compatibility and integration with adjacent public space. Ensure that any future 
development offers an appropriate mix of uses, housing types, and community services to support 
and serve the surrounding community. 

Goal WH-2: Protect Whitney’s sensitive natural features 

POLICY WH-2.1: TRANSITIONS TO OPEN SPACE86 

Promote site designs that are sensitive to nearby open space, especially the Clark County Wetlands 
Park and Henderson Bird-Viewing Preserve, and that provide for appropriate transitions at the 
urban edge. Design approaches could include provision of a wide buffer from open space along the 
edge of the site, clustering housing units to provide transitional open space, transition of 
development intensity away from the shared lot line, or some combination of these approaches. 

POLICY WH-2.2: NATURAL DRAINAGES87 

Coordinate with the Clark County Regional Flood Control District (CCFCD) and other stakeholders 
to preserve natural washes and improve drainageways like Duck Creek and the Las Vegas Wash to 
improve recreational and habitat connections to the Clark County Wetlands Park, the Henderson 
Bird-Viewing Preserve, and the Frenchman Mountains. In addition to recreation and wildlife habitat 
benefits, ensure improvements are consistent with the need for flood protection, erosion control, 
and water quality. 

POLICY WH-2.3: SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT PRACTICES88 

Encourage development that protects the scenic and natural qualities of the Clark County Wetlands 
Park, the Henderson Bird-Viewing Preserve, and the Frenchman Mountains and offer opportunities 
to improve the natural environment in these areas and connecting waterways.  

Goal WH-3: Improve walkability and transit access within Whitney 

POLICY WH-3.1: TRANSIT ACCESS89 

Coordinate with the City of Las Vegas, City of Henderson, and the Regional Transportation 
Commission of Southern Nevada (RTC) on the planned expansion of high-capacity transit along 
Nellis Boulevard, Boulder Highway, and Fremont Street. 

POLICY WH-3.2: BOULDER HIGHWAY CONNECTIVITY90 

Coordinate with the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada (RTC), Nevada 
Department of Transportation (NDOT), and City of Henderson to implement the Reimagine Boulder 
Highway Plan. Prioritize safety improvements that prioritize the comfort and safety of people 

 
85Adapted from Land Use Element, Whitney-specific policies. 
86 New. 
87 Adapted from existing policy. 
88 New. 
89 New. Reflects RTC direction to expand high-capacity transit to this area of the Valley. Policy considers that there 
may be higher standards for sidewalks, bus stops, and pedestrian/transit infrastructure near station areas. 
90 New. Policy to address issues raised by Whitney Town Board.  
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walking, riding bikes, and using transit and require pedestrian and bicycle connections to the 
Boulder Highway corridor from adjacent development. 

POLICY WH-3.3: BARRIERS91 

Discourage the construction of barrier walls along Boulder Highway and between developments, 
and explore alternative development standards that provide privacy and reduce the impacts of 
noise without tall fences and walls. 

  

 
91 New. Policy to address issues raised by Whitney Town Board. 
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Winchester/Paradise 

Area Background 

The Winchester/Paradise planning area 
(“Winchester/Paradise’) encompasses the 
unincorporated towns of Winchester and Paradise, 
both in the heart of the Las Vegas Valley. 
Winchester/Paradise encompasses approximately 
47 square miles (more than 30,000 acres) and is 
generally bounded on the north by Sahara Avenue, 
on the south by Sunset Road and Silverado Ranch 
Road, on the east by Nellis Boulevard and Eastern 
Avenue, and on the west by Decatur Boulevard and 
Bermuda Road. 

Area Character 

Winchester/Paradise contains some of the most 
urbanized and developed areas in the Las Vegas 
Valley, including the bulk of the Las Vegas Strip, 
McCarran International Airport, and the University 
of Nevada - Las Vegas (UNLV). The planning area is 
notable for the high concentration of multi-family residential near the Las Vegas Strip, between 
Paradise Road and Maryland Parkway, and along other major roadways in the planning area. Tourism-
focused commercial along Las Vegas Boulevard and Interstate 15 are also found along West Flamingo 
Road and Boulder Highway. Winchester/Paradise also features significant employment and light 
industrial uses west of Interstate 15 and along Sunset Road near McCarran International Airport. Major 
public or quasi-public uses includes the airport, UNLV, Allegiant Stadium, and the Las Vegas Convention 
Center. 

Along Desert Inn Road, between Maryland Parkway and Eastern Avenue, is the Paradise Palms 
neighborhood – the first and only historic neighborhood in unincorporated Clark County. 
Approximately 1,000 mid-twentieth century modern homes in Paradise Palms are protected by a 
unique overlay district. 
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HISTORY OF THE WINCHESTER/PARADISE PLANNING AREA 

The Winchester/Paradise planning has a unique history dating back to December 1950 when the 
unincorporated town of Paradise was created. In 1951 the town of Paradise (A) was established and 
later renamed Winchester in 1953. Paradise (B) was formed in January 1952 and was renamed Paradise 
in 1953. A Citizen’s Advisory Council (CAC) was created in August 1973 and oversaw several adjustments 
to the boundaries of each community. In November 1979, the Winchester Town Advisory Board (TAB) 
was created followed by the establishment of the Paradise TAB in December 1979. 

 

Area-Specific Goals and Policies 

Goal WP-1: Maintain a balance of neighborhoods and vibrant destinations in 
Winchester/Paradise 

POLICY WP-1.1: TRANSIT-SUPPORTIVE, WALKABLE DEVELOPMENT92 

Encourage a diversity of land uses along major corridors at densities that support pedestrian 
activity and transit use – especially along Maryland Parkway, Las Vegas Boulevard South, and 
Flamingo Road. Discourage the proliferation of low-intensity, auto-oriented development in areas 
where high-frequency transit exists or is planned, particularly within a quarter-mile of fixed transit 
stations.  

POLICY WP-1.2: STADIUM DISTRICT DEVELOPMENT 

Promote the transition of the Stadium District area into a vibrant mixed-use center for retail, 
entertainment, hospitality, commerce, offices, sports, and multi-family residential development 
that supports activity on event and non-event days. 

POLICY WP-1.3: CORRIDOR RESIDENTIAL93 

Support the integration of multi-family residential uses in Corridor Mixed-Use and Entertainment 
Mixed-Use areas to support the expansion of housing options within close proximity of services, 
amenities, and jobs.  

POLICY WP-1.4: CULTURAL HERITAGE94 

Encourage the retention of unique businesses, commercial districts, signage, and other features 
that reflect the diverse history and cultural heritage of Winchester/Paradise. Explore the use of 
design standards and guidelines, incentives, and other strategies to preserve the defining 
characteristics of areas like the Spring Mountain Road corridor while encouraging reinvestment 
and supporting the evolution of development patterns over time. 

 
92 Existing policies modified. 
93 Existing policy modified. 
94 New. Addresses current Asian Design Overlay District and SOSA area, without limiting to those two areas (and 
recognizing that current overlays may be handled differently in the updated Development Code.  
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POLICY WP-1.5: RESIDENTIAL INFILL95 

Encourage residential infill on vacant parcels in areas designated as Low-Suburban Neighborhood 
on the Land Use Plan. Encourage transitions in density and intensity along shared edges where infill 
development abuts established neighborhoods.  

POLICY WP-1.6: PARADISE PALMS 

Support ongoing efforts to preserve the unique history and character of the Paradise Palms 
neighborhood.  

Goal WP-2: Expand multimodal connections along and to major corridors in 
Winchester/Paradise 

POLICY WP-2.1: HIGH-CAPACITY TRANSIT96 

Coordinate with the Regional Transportation Commission of Southern Nevada (RTC) on the 
planned expansion of high-capacity transit along Maryland Parkway, Las Vegas Boulevard, and 
Flamingo Road. Also explore high-capacity transit improvements to Sahara Avenue, Charleston 
Boulevard, Eastern Avenue, Decatur Boulevard, Paradise Road, Nellis Boulevard, and Boulder 
Highway and Fremont Street and ensure transit-supportive infrastructure supports the goals and 
standards of RTC.  

POLICY WP-2.2: MARYLAND PARKWAY97 

Encourage a mix of land uses and transit-supportive development patterns along Maryland 
Parkway, consistent with the Maryland Parkway Corridor Transit Oriented Development Plan.   

POLICY WP-2.3: RESORT CORRIDOR PEDESTRIAN BRIDGES98 

Encourage the preservation of rights-of-way for pedestrian bridges at arterial intersections in the 
Resort Corridor. 

POLICY WP-2.4: RESORT CORRIDOR TRANSIT SERVICE99 

Continue to work with public and private partners on the expansion of high-frequency transit 
service along the Resort Corridor, as well as to/from other major destinations within Clark County. 

POLICY WP-2.5: STADIUM DISTRICT CONNECTIONS 

Provide connectivity and access to and throughout the Stadium District to improve mobility for all 
users and encouraging the use of alternative modes of transportation. 

 
95 New. To reflect intended transition of areas now designated as Low-Suburban Neighborhood.  
96 New. Reflects RTC direction to expand high-capacity transit to this area of the Valley. Policy considers that there 
may be higher standards for sidewalks, bus stops, and pedestrian/transit infrastructure near station areas. 
97 New. 
98 Existing policy modified. 
99 Existing policy modified. 
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Goal WP-3: Encourage the revitalization of established employment centers and 
commercial corridors in Winchester/Paradise 

POLICY WP-3.1: ADAPTIVE REUSE100 

Repurpose and reinvent vacant or functionally obsolete buildings through adaptive reuse – where 
practical and consistent with development – to promote reinvestment in Winchester/Paradise and 
support sustainability initiatives. 

POLICY WP-3.2: AIRPORT ENVIRONS OVERLAY DISTRICT101 

Periodically review and update the boundary of the Airport Environs Overlay (AEO) District in 
coordination with the Clark County Department of Aviation (DOA) to reflect changes to airport noise 
contours and flight paths. See also Countywide Policy 5.2.1, McCarran International Airport. 

POLICY WP-3.3: AIRPORT COMPATABLE USES 

Encourage a mix of employment and aviation-related uses in existing employment areas near 
Sunset Road, Eastern Avenue, and west of Interstate 15 to ensure compatibility of airport 
operations, preserve the viability of warehousing and manufacturing uses, and protect public 
health, safety, and welfare. 

POLICY WP-3.4: UNIVERSITY DISTRICT102 

Coordinate with the University of Nevada-Las Vegas (UNLV) to establish a University District with an 
emphasis on uses complimentary to the University, including arts and cultural activities, workforce 
and student housing, professional and educational offices, commercial uses, and other 
developments that serve a university population. 

POLICY WP-3.5: UNIVERSITY COORDINATION103 

Coordinate with the University of Nevada - Las Vegas (UNLV) on planning, infrastructure, and other 
efforts that may impact the university. Encourage the UNLV to actively participate with the Paradise 
Town Advisory Board, Clark County Planning Commission, and the Board of County 
Commissioners. 

 
100 New. 
101 New. Policy to ensure future changes to noise contours (noise impacts change with technology and flight 
patterns) are reflected in the CMA and land use policy. 
102 New goal with existing policies incorporated. 
103 Adapted from existing policy. 
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