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RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL, if approved, subject to conditions:

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

Location and Aerial Maps - WVR-54398 and WVR-54400 [PRJ-53401]

Conditions and Staff Report - WVR-54398 and WVR-54400 [PRJ-53401]

Supporting Documentation - WVR-54398 and WVR-54400 [PRJ-53401]

Photos - WVR-54398 and WVR-54400 [PRJ-53401]

Justification Letter - WVR-54398 and WVR-54400 [PRJ-53401]

Support Postcard - WVR-54398 and WVR-54400 [PRJ-53401]

E Comment Received in Opposition

Submitted after Final Agenda - Protest/Support Postcards for WVR-54398 and WVR-54400

XN R =

Motion made by TODD L. MOODY to Approve subject to conditions and adding the following
condition as read for the record: A. An administrative Review of the flag pole shall occur within
one year.

Passed For: 5; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 2

TRINITY HAVEN SCHLOTTMAN, VICKI QUINN, BYRON GOYNES, GUS FLANGAS,
TODD L. MOODY:; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-
RICHARD TRUESDELL, RICHARD P. BONAR)

Minutes:
CHAIR FLANGAS declared the Public Hearing open for Items 27 and 28.



a\‘zy 0/6 LM VW Agenda ltem No.: 27.

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: August 12, 2014

PETER LOWENSTEIN, Planning Supervisor, indicated that the purpose of standardized
streetscapes within a special area plan is to create a sense of place through the establishment of a
strong identity and character. Adjacent developments along Durango Drive have complied with
the Town Center Streetscape Standards and as a result have begun to identify themselves from
the undefined spaces around them. Theasaiaaadnarking lot and streetscape revisions to the
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Regarding the landscapmg, . Condition 4 is acceptable, but they
have been negotiating with the Councﬂman s office and asked that Condition 4 state that from
the Town Center Development Standards Section C is hereby approved to allow 18 feet Mexican
Fan Palms alternating with 36" Rio Grande Ash trees along street frontages.

PETER JANNEY, Las Vegas resident, is concerned about lowering the standards along Durango
Drive and it would set a precedent for other developers to reduce the landscaping and waivers
should not be allowed. MR. JANNEY indicated that the pylon sign having one-foot setback is
not adequate because it will block the view for people coming down Deer Springs Way to turn
onto Durango Drive. Regarding the flag pole, he opined that it will be taller and out of
proportion for this location.

COMMISSIONER MOODY stated the single tenant sign makes sense and he loves the tall flag
poles. He asked what the applicant intends to do with the flag, such as how long the flag would
be flown. Regarding the one-foot setback, MR. BORGEL explained that this occurs only
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because of the excess 54 foot radius at the corner of these two section line roads; the setback
from the road would be ample. Addressing the landscaping concern, MR. BORGEL replied that
the amended condition brings into conformance with the rest of Durango Drive frontage.
Regarding the flag pole, the applicant will use two flags; a large flag for calm days and a smaller
flag for windy days. This will eliminate flapping noises and protect the expensive flag.

Additionally, the flag will rise with agdg echanism to avoid clanking against the pole,

Regardinl . INIA N A ‘ c&ing a waiver
when it g AT | y ol ; 7 gondy { @d not seek the
waiver, : '

fle on a windy
night. He Q1§ . osHdl Ty : g t ecomes frustrating

COMMISSIONER SCHLOTTMAN stated that if the decision the Commission makes does not
have teeth and the City Attorney and the Code Enforcement cannot hold the applicant to these
conditions, then there are internal issues. ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY SCOTT remarked
that it is not a question of internal issue but the fact that it is nighttime, raining and windy and
that Code Enforcement cannot be out there 24/7; staff will have to rely on the applicant to adhere
to what they agreed.

CHAIR FLANGAS declared the Public Hearing closed for Items 27 and 28.



