OConsent Discussion

(G - APPLICANT/OWNER: CITY OF
ghd Title 19 to establish boundaries and
ecific to government properties. Staff has

on-Mig — Planning Commission Mtg. DI
City Council Meeting ICI City Council Meeting D

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff has NO RECOMMENDATION.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Proposed Amendment and Staff Report

2. Proposed Supergraphic Signage Overlay District Map

3. Submitted at Meeting - Slides of TXT Amendment, Supergraphics Signage Overlay District
Boundaries and Regulations Summary

Motion made by GUS FLANGAS to Table

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

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

Minutes:
CHAIR TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing open.

FLINN FAGG, Director of Planning, stated that requests have been made in the past for building
-wrap signage for commercial properties. This Text Amendment is distinct in that it is limited to
civic properties for units of government. What is also distinct about this proposal is the
establishment of a Supergraphic Signage Overlay District, which basically would encompass the
Downtown Centennial Plan area with minor extensions along US-95 and further south along I-
15.
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MR. FAGG reviewed the Regulations Summary slide, which was submitted as backup
documentation. He added that this amendment originated from the City of Las Vegas, who
entered into a contract with Active Marketing to identify ways to generate revenue in 2007. In
2009, a Request for Proposal was issued to look at advertising opportunities, and the contract
was awarded to Elite Media. In additjgodoagtiiigelili d1ng wrap 51gnage Elite Medla is lookmg
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TODD FARLOW, LI/ 283 i oI ten-story building on
Rancho Drive.

STEVE SPANN stated it would be a greatidea to allow wrap signage in the Arts District so that
the building owners can generate revenue. CHAIR TROWBRIDGE reminded him that this only
pertains to government buildings.

ATTORNEY JENNIFER LAZOVICH, 8345 West Sunset Road, representing Lamar Outdoor
Advertising, stated that for years she has represented Lamar in numerous battles against every
local government jurisdiction relating to where billboards can be located, how big they can be
and how tall they can be, and the billboard industry has had to abide by the rules. Although this
is a different animal, the off-premise nature of this ordinance is the opposite for that of billboards
and encourages no size limitations, as some of the government buildings are ten stories. There
are no distance separations between supergraphics. For these reasons, she expressed opposition
to this Amendment in its entirety.
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ATTORNEY LAZOVICH added that the proposed ordinance opens the door to three issues: 1) It
allows government to circumvent rules that apply to the private sector; 2) If allowed on
government buildings, it is a short leap to allow wraps on private buildings, which means the
content cannot be regulated; and 3) This will change the look of the City. She showed a picture
depicting wrap signage in Las Vegas (o dagidiageate the size difference between supergraphics
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governmental entities. MR. FAGG explained that it was the idea of staff to include the county
and state because they are also looking at ways to generate revenue, but staff would be amenable
to removing those entities from this ordinance.

COMMISSIONER QUINN asked what City facilities would be appropriate for wraps. MR.
FAGG replied that buildings such as the Services Development Center on Rancho Drive, the
new City Hall parking garage and possibly Fire Station 1, adding that historic properties may be
excluded.

COMMISSIONER QUINN opined that so much taxpayer money has been put into beautifying
the buildings only to mask them.

ATTORNEY CURRAN was supportive of the claim that privately owned buildings should also
be considered, but this is the first phase and it only deals with public buildings.
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CHAIR TROWBRIDGE stated that complaints have been made for years about inconsistencies
and the need for uniformity in rules between jurisdictions, but he felt this Amendment will only
exacerbate the issue. He cannot ignore the revenue that will be generated, or the money that has
been spent on beautifying buildings, but wondered how much money will be spent in defending
the advertising that will be allowed. Hetolabgaty should slow down and strive for fairness to
both the private and public sg

important for the Co s
CHAIR TROWBRIDGE gt tha ;
they not be excluded. He felt ti3 o TICICIS g0 be discussed before the
Commissioners can act on this matter. an 30 days are needed to allow ample public
hearings.

COMMISSIONER GOYNES insisted that he would like to hear from the public sector
stakeholders, such as the school district and the taxpayers.

CHAIR TROWBRIDGE declared the Public Hearing closed.



