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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: SEPTEMBER 13, 2007

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT

DIRECTOR: M. MARGO WHEELER OConsent Discussion
SUBJECT:

TXT-23597 - TEXT AME - APPLICANT: CITY OF LAS
VEGAS - Discussion ctlt) aA\ e 19. vide standards for Off-
Premise Signs.
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Conditio nd Staff

Motion mafge Qy RICHA L e conditio d amending the
following ¢ jons as rea :

Section 1(B)(3) ould readg?In it, the limit 4 less than three years;
UITH) s
e ca¥ Aper ¥ j

Section 1(B)(3)(b) shoul
three years after the approval."

, the review is not sooner than

Section 4(G)(2) should read: ?Application for approval under this Subsection (G) shall require a
signature of the Applicant.?

Section 4(H)(2) should read: Application for approval under this Subsection (H) shall require a
signature of the Applicant.?

Passed For: 4; Against: 2; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 1

GLENN TROWBRIDGE, [NAME NOT FOUND], LEO DAVENPORT, RICHARD
TRUESDELL; (Against-DAVID STEINMAN, SAM DUNNAM); (Abstain-None); (Did Not
Vote-None); (Excused-BYRON GOYNES)

Minutes:
CHAIRMAN DAVENPORT declared the Public Hearing open.
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CHRIS KNIGHT, Director of Administrative Services, provided an extensive overview of the
City's proposed text amendment relative to billboards. He referenced legislation from 2001
through 2007 that addressed compensation, height adjustments and non-conforming status,
property owner and billboard company rights. He enumerated the objectives of both the City and
the billboard companies and emphasizeddaginiggardless of what action(s) are taken at Planning
Commission the recommend eyl be-formarded § ty Council. MR. KNIGHT

sed engineers, by
e Building and

TODD FARLO 240 North ith e ak ol Amendment will be

Orion General Counsel. MR. BROWN contended that filing the permit within a 90-day period is
acceptable; however he would like to see a timeframe within which to build the billboard. MR.
BROWN believed that the right to file for a permit for any changes to existing billboards

should go solely to the property owner. MR. PALLEY concurred with MR. BROWN'S
statements. ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY SCOTT defined property owner and stated that
any recommendation from the Planning Commission will go forward to the City Council.

PAUL LARSEN, 300 South 4th Street, representing Clear Channel Outdoor believes the draft
amendment represents the ability to replace a structure continually void of any conditions or
reviews and eliminates the ability for the Planning Commission or the City Council to oversee

it. MR. LARSEN stated that Clear Channel would be agreeable to upgrading a non-conformance
structure subject to a special use permit giving the City the opportunity to impose conditions and
conduct reviews. COMMISSIONER TROWBRIDGE proposed that the City conduct aesthetic
reviews.
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JENNIFER LAZOVICH, 3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, represented Lamarr Advertising and
concurred with MR. LARSEN'S suggestion. She agreed that a review should be done by the
Planning Commission and the City Council in a use permit fashion for billboards needing to be
voluntarily reconstructed. ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY SCOTT asked whether the
suggestion applies to the destruction g gefii@giean of a billboard.
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