OConsent Discussion

1#? - APPRICANT/OWNER: SCHOOL BOARD
*"9’; hriance TO ALLOW A 39-FOOT
Y/ UM ALLOWED, A FIVE-FOOT
TION OF THE WEST PROPERTY

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. D Planning Commission Mtg. D
City Council Meeting D City Council Meeting ICl
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROV AL, subject to conditions:

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

Location and Aerial Maps - VAR-71196 and SDR-71197 [PRJ-71060]

Conditions and Staff Report - VAR-71196 and SDR-71197 [PRJ-71060]

Supporting Documentation - VAR-71196 and SDR-71197 [PRJ-71060]

Photo(s) - VAR-71196 and SDR-71197 [PRJ-71060]

Justification Letter - VAR-71196 and SDR-71197 [PRJ-71060]

. Submitted after Final Agenda - Executed Condition Confirmation Documentation for
VAR-71196 and Support Postcards for VAR-71196 and VAR-71197 [PRJ-71060]

RPN S

Motion made by CEDRIC CREAR to Approve subject to conditions

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0

DONNA TOUSSAINT, CEDRIC CREAR, VICKI QUINN, TRINITY HAVEN
SCHLOTTMAN, SAM CHERRY, CHRISTINA ROUSH, LOUIS DE SALVIO; (Against-
None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None)

Minutes:
CHAIR SCHLOTTMAN declared the Public Hearing open for Items 13 and 14.
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NICOLE EDDOWES, Sr. Planner, reported that the proposed classroom and parking lot
additions to the existing primary school are compatible with the site and development on
neighboring properties. The expansion conforms to the policies and objectives of the School
Facilities Element of the Las Vegas 2020 Master Plan. Staff recommended approval.

D), and CHRIS FENTON, Gensler

; e : to the CCSD by
denying the 3y pxoj 108N ' o b b g in classrooms.
Moreover, the 1o h ngwr saperi ¥ argued that this is

does not affect the number of students. owering the ceiling heights would cause issues with the
design. COMMISSIONER CREAR felt that adding buildings was not the solution for
overcrowded sites. He questioned the need for more parking, to which MR. FENTON replied
that the building space requires more parking spaces. The Commissioner said it would make
more sense to request a waiver for the parking in order to keep the open space.

CHAIR SCHLOTTMAN stated that the difference between 35 feet and 39 feet is insignificant.
In looking at the site plans courts and open space, he expressed his support.

Although COMMISSIONER ROUSH liked the building design, she wondered why a parking
variance was not requested in order to retain the field and open space for the students to get
exercise. MS. PERRI said that in the 11 years she has been working in this field, she has always
been asked to redesign and reconfigure plans to accommodate parking. The Commissioner said
approval of a variance depends on the layout of the site and other factors. She asked if there is a
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way to work on the design to determine how many parking spaces are actually needed in order to
retain more open space. MR. FENTON commented that he worked with staff on the needed
parking, noting that only the minimum required spaces are being added. The green space is being
maximized to the best capacity. The site requlres two parking spaces for each classroom. He
pointed out that an analysis was conducts s broject. He went over some numbers for

several schools, but said that not much over or under the
requirements. COMMI ion of a variance for parking
CHAIR SCHLOTTNM R7 requires a Traffic Impact

COMMISSIGIKIZR 4 ptting rid D¢quse students do

See Item P o@te scussion.
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