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Submitted after meeting Recordation notice of Planning action and conditions of approval

S

Motion made by RICHARD TRUESDELL to Approve subject to conditions and adding the
following conditions:

A. The size shall not exceed 672 square feet.

Passed For: 4; Against: 3; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0

SAM DUNNAM, DAVID STEINMAN, RICHARD TRUESDELL, VICKI QUINN; (Against-
BYRON GOYNES, GLENN TROWBRIDGE, STEVEN EVANS); (Abstain-None); (Did Not
Vote-None); (Excused-None)
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: FEBRUARY 28, 2008
Minutes:

CHAIR GOYNES declared the Public Hearing open for Items 43-45.

ANDY REED, Planning and Development Department, stated there is no reason to allow a
billboard to be twice the size permitted by Code and recommended denial of both the Variance
request and the Slte Development Plag Rasis e was also unable to support the request for the
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COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL observed that the proliferation of signs along US 95 has made
it difficult to see the improvements being done in the downtown area.

MR. GROSSBECK pointed out the existing signs are larger than what was being proposed and
maintained that the proposed sign is a sound solution to the loss of the other two signs.

COMMISSIONER TROWBRIDGE acknowledged that the request is unprecedented; but noted
it is in scale with the project and won't detract from the building. He expressed his support as the
proposed sign would be less intrusive to the residents in the area and more visible to freeway
traffic.
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In response to COMMISSIONER EVANS' inquiry, COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL stated that
Clark County has a long-standing sign Code and suggested that their requirements are very
different and not applicable to this project. He expressed concern that approval of this
application might lead to an increase in signage along that corridor. MR. GROSSBECK
suggested a condition limiting the building to one sign only.
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