OConsent Discussion

Bpealed Within 10 Days)

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

Staff recommends APPROVAL, subject to conditions:

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location and Aerial Maps - VAR-71265 and SDR-71266 [PRJ-71061]
2. Conditions and Staff Report - VAR-71265 and SDR-71266 [PRJ-71061]
3. Supporting Documentation - VAR-71265 and SDR-71266 [PRJ-71061]
4. Photo(s) - VAR-71265 and SDR-71266 [PRJ-71061]
5
6.
7

. Justification Letter - VAR-71265 and SDR-71266 [PRJ-71061]
Submitted after Final Agenda - Executed Condition Confirmation Documentation for VAR-
1265 and Support Postcard for VAR-71265 and SDR-71266 [PRJ-71061]

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 17 and 18.
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SCOTT RUEDY, Sr. Management Analyst, reported that the proposed classroom and parking lot
additions to the existing primary school are compatible with the existing school facilities and
development on neighboring properties. In addition, the expansion conforms to the policies and
objectives of the School Facilities Element of the Las Vegas 2020 Master Plan. Staff
recommended approval.
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COMMISSIONER CREAR commented that this is an existing school, and the Planning
Commission needs to help CCSD and deal with what it is presented.

CHAIR SCHLOTTMAN understood the citizens passion; however, he asserted that the Planning
Commission does not rubberstamp any projects it considers. As far as the additional parking
spaces are concerned, the plan would have to go through Public Works to ensure public safety.
He pointed out that no additional students will be added, only more parking spaces. And he
emphasized that the Planning Commission has no discretion on how the CCSD uses its money.

Although the Planning Commission is a land-use board, COMMISSIONER ROUSH commented
that it has to consider the residents and make the best possible decisions. This is not an ideal
situation, there is overcrowding in every school. MS. PERRI insisted that the CCSD is trying to
be as effective as possible in dealing with overcrowding. She mentioned that the plans are
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reviewed by the bond committee and the CCSD Board of School Trustees.

COMMISSIONER ROUSH mentioned that new land cannot be manufactured in neighborhoods.
She verified w1th MR. FENTON that the facilities are permanent structures constructed of

dings have been strategically situated in




