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BOARD OF REGENTS 
BRIEFING PAPER 

1. Agenda Item Title:   Authorization to record the UNLV Midtown          
                                        Corridor CC&R’s 

Meeting Date:   June 11-12, 2015 

2. BACKGROUND & POLICY CONTEXT OF ISSUE: 
On December 5, 2014, the Board of Regents approved the Implementing Agreements for the University Gateway Project; 
a public-private partnership involving the redevelopment of 2.2 acres at Maryland Parkway and Dorothy Avenue into a 
mixed use building and UNLV parking garage.  One of the documents approved by the Board was the Master Plan 
Declaration of Covenant, Conditions & Restrictions for UNLV Midtown Corridor (the “Midtown CC&R’s”).  A copy of 
the Midtown CC&R’s are attached as Exhibit A.   
 
The Midtown CC&R’s set forth design and construction standards for redevelopment projects that UNLV will be a part of 
within the Midtown Corridor.  The Midtown Corridor runs along Maryland Parkway between Tropicana Avenue and 
Flamingo Road; an area that serves as the front-door to the campus and an area where creating an integrated design 
between campus and off-campus property is important in order to create a distinctive town/gown identity.   
 
The Midtown CC&R’s are intended to serve as a kind of zoning overlay that will, among other things, (i) outline design 
standards including signage, building materials, and exterior lighting, (ii) specify design review and approval processes, 
(iii) restrict or prohibit a range of specific uses that are inconsistent with UNLV’s vision for the Midtown Corridor, and 
(iv) permit reasonable amendments and variances to the standards and requirements as approved by UNLV.   
 
Clark County, NSHE, UNLV, The Boulevard Mall, Sunrise Hospital, The Vista Group, American Nevada and other 
property owners and interested parties have been working together in discussions related to the potential for a Clark 
County Planning Overlay on the Maryland Parkway Corridor.  Clark County has decided to move forward with this 
overlay process, which would potentially provide a planning overlay for the Maryland Parkway Corridor within the limits 
of Clark County (Russell Road to Sahara Avenue) – this overlay would provide an alternate option from the base Clark 
County Title 30 code for planning and development guidelines to be followed by private property developers, more 
consistent with urban district development standards such as those defined by the Midtown CC&R’s.   
 
Clark County has shown significant interest and collaboration in working with NSHE and UNLV related to discussing 
many of the components of the Midtown CC&R’s in the planning overlay process for potential incorporation into the 
potential Clark County Planning Overlay – most notably in the Maryland Parkway area between Tropicana Avenue and 
Flamingo Road, to create a Maryland Parkway area supporting development consistent with the Midtown UNLV vision.  
There are some CC&R items that Clark County likely could not include in the planning overlay, such as use restrictions 
that are currently allowable in the Clark County Title 30 code.  This potential overlay item was last presented by Clark 
County at the April 8, 2015 Maryland Parkway Coalition meeting, which was held at the NSHE Office Building at 4300 
Maryland Parkway.  This meeting was attending by Commissioner Giunchigliani, Commissioner Scow, the Director of 
Clark County Comprehensive Planning and several County Planning staff, as well as a broad range of property owners 
and interested parties related to the Maryland Parkway Corridor.  Part of the supporting materials for this briefing paper 
include a handout provided by Clark County Planning staff at this meeting. See Exhibit B. 
 
The Midtown CC&R’s have been recorded against the property that will be a part of the University Gateway Project.  The 
Midtown CC&R’s will also be recorded against the property known as the University Park Apartments; a public-private 
partnership to develop upper-class student housing on 14 acres adjacent to campus, approved at the April 24th, 2015 
Special Board Meeting.  In order to maximize the effectiveness of the Midtown CC&R’s – the documents need to be 
recorded against all property within the Midtown Corridor that is owned by the Board or is acquired by the Board in the 
future.   
 
Accordingly, President Len Jessup requests authorization to record the Midtown CC&R’s and future amendments to the 
Midtown CC&R’s against all property within the Midtown Corridor that is currently owned by the Board.  This includes: 
APN # 162-23-301-001 (the former Carl’s Junior site), APN# 162-23-301-002 (the current UNLV Police Station site), 
APN #’s 162-201-001 & 002 (the NSHE System Office), APN # 162-23-310-001 (the Regency Car Wash site), and APN 
# 162-23-101-003 (the former 99¢ Store site) (collectively the “Midtown Board Property”) as shown in the attached 
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Exhibit C.  In addition, President Jessup requests authorization to record the Midtown CC&R’s and future amendments to 
the Midtown CC&R’s against any property located within the Midtown Corridor that is acquired by the Board in the 
future (the “Future Midtown Property”).  Finally, UNLV requests approval to make any minor revisions to the Midtown 
CC&R’s necessary to effectively record them against the Midtown Board Property and the Future Midtown Property.   
 
 
3. SPECIFIC ACTIONS BEING RECOMMENDED OR REQUESTED: 
President Len Jessup requests authorization to: 
1.  Record the Midtown CC&R’s and any future amendments to the Midtown CC&R’s against all property within 
the Midtown Corridor that is currently owned by the Board; 
2.  Record the Midtown CC&R’s and any future amendments to the Midtown CC&R’s against any property located 
within the Midtown Corridor that is acquired by the Board in the future; and 
3.  Make any minor revisions to the Midtown CC&R’s necessary to effectively record them against property within 
the Midtown Corridor current owned, or acquired in the future, by the Board.   
 
 
 
4. IMPETUS (WHY NOW?): 
The Midtown CC&R’s were developed as part of the University Gateway Project as a means of creating an 
integrated design between campus and off-campus property within the Midtown Corridor.  In order to maximize the 
effectiveness of the Midtown CC&R’s the documents need to be recorded against and encumber the all property 
within the Midtown Corridor that is current owned, or is acquitted in the future, by the Board.  UNLV is currently 
involved with several public-private partnerships within the Midtown Corridor and therefore the timing is right to 
record the Midtown CC&R’s against property within the Midtown Corridor that is currently owned by the Board.   
 
 
 
5. BULLET POINTS TO SUPPORT REQUEST/RECOMMENDATION: 
 

 The Midtown CC&R’s were developed in order to create an integrated design between campus and off-
campus property within the Midtown Corridor and achieve a true town/gown feel and sense of place.   

 Approval of this agenda item will authorize UNLV to record the Midtown CC&R’s against property 
within the Midtown Corridor that is currently owned or is acquired in the future by the Board.   

 UNLV make a commitment to the developer of the University Gateway Project that it would record the 
Midtown CC&R’s against privately owned property within the Midtown Corridor that UNLV becomes 
a part of in terms of redevelopment and also intended to record the documents against Board owned 
property.   

 UNLV and NSHE are working with Clark County related to the development of a Clark County 
Planning Overlay district on Maryland Parkway, that may incorporate many components or concepts 
represented in the Midtown CC&R’s, and the actions represented in this agenda item reinforces 
UNLV’s and NSHE’s commitment to the CC&R’s and improving the quality of development in the 
Midtown UNLV corridor. 

 
 
6. POTENTIAL ARGUMENTS AGAINST THE REQUEST/RECOMMENDATION: 
 
It is not necessary or desirable to record the Midtown CC&R’s against property within the Midtown Corridor currently 
owned or acquired in the future by the Board because the Board has discretion as to the use and development of Board 
property.  The Midtown CC&R’s impose unnecessary burdens on the property.  
 
7. ALTERNATIVE(S) TO WHAT IS BEING REQUESTED/RECOMMENDED: 
  
Do not authorize the recording of the Midtown CC&R’s against property within the Midtown Corridor that is 
currently owned or acquired in the future by the Board.   
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8. COMPLIANCE WITH BOARD POLICY: 
 Consistent With Current Board Policy:   Title #_____   Chapter #_____   Section #_______ 
 Amends Current Board Policy:     Title #___   Chapter #___  Section #____ 
 Amends Current Procedures & Guidelines Manual:   Chapter #_____  Section #______ 
 Other:________________________________________________________________________ 
 Fiscal Impact:        Yes____      No X____ 
          Explain: _______________________________________________________________________ 
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