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OConsent Discussion

Funding Source®
Dept./Division:

PURPOSE/BACKGROUND:

This bill will prohibit the parking of a mobile billboard within five hundred feet of a single-
family dwelling. The bill is intended to help protect the quality of residential neighborhoods
and is consistent with existing rules governing the parking of certain commercial vehicles in
residential areas.

RECOMMENDATION:
This bill should be submitted to a Recommending Committee for review, hearing and
recommendation to the City Council for final action.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Bill No. 2009-40
2. Business Impact Statement

Motion made by STAVROS S. ANTHONY to Approve as Do Pass as a First Amendment

Passed For: 2; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0
STAVROS S. ANTHONY, RICKI Y. BARLOW; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not
Vote-None); (Excused-None)

Minutes:

CHIEF DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY VAL STEED indicated that this measure was proposed by
COUNCILMAN REESE, as he is concerned the parking of mobile billboards and parking such
vehicles within residential neighborhoods. Staff continues to research the possibility of placing
restrictions within residential neighborhoods, as this measure is the first step which targets those
structures on vehicles that are parked for the purpose of advertising. This measure does not
include public transportation vehicles or personal vehicles that may advertise business. Staffs
recommendation is for approval.
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In expressing his support, TEDDY RUSSELL agreed with COUNCILMAN REESES
justification for the proposed bill.

MARLA LETIZIA, President, Big Traffic, and Chief Executive Officer-Letizia Mass Media,
appeared and gave some background on Big Traffic, which is the largest mobile billboard
company in the southwest. She felt it was pertinent to point out that Big Traffic has never played
a part in adult advertisements, and some of their clientele includes Sax Fifth Avenue, MGM
Mirage and Coco Cola.
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billboard is sufficient for her but was unsure o ics understanding. The Councilman
questioned if the City should identify other uses allowed or simply what is not allowed. CHIEF
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY STEED responded that the City cannot regulate vehicles with
public transportation capability. MS. LETIZIA rebutted that those vehicles carry advertising, so
the problem with including them is that it is subject to a challenge and/or lawsuit.

COUNCILMAN ANTHONY questioned if the City currently has fleet with advertisements on
them for marketing purposes. MS. LETIZIA noted that the City has advertised with her
company for years for the Citys Parks and Recreation. CITY MANAGER ELIZABETH
FRETWELL clarified that the City does not have fleet with commercial messages. Parks and
Recreation has announcements in community calendars, cultural guides, etc. The Fire Division
has stickers on the trucks, such as Heat Kills, but there are no advertisements that generate
revenue. She is also aware that the City has taken advantage of free vacant space for
announcements regarding public service. She offered to review the matter further. CITY
MANAGER FRETWELL clarified that the Regional Transportation Commission is governed by
a regional board from a variety of boards, including that of the City. With that, MS. LETIZIA
recognized there is some impact relative to the City.
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MS. LETIZIA expressed the companys desire to support the proposed ordinance, withstanding
the fact that there is a concern for a possible challenge/lawsuit. She gave an example of how the
private industry could have an advantage over the government.

COUNCILMAN BARLOW understood both sides of the argument. CHIEF DEPUTY CITY
ATTORNEY STEED confirmed for COUNCILMAN ANTHONY that the City can regulate, but
not prohibit, the parking of taxicabs and Regional Transportation Commission vehicles within
neighborhoods. There has to be some form g masdeabove just the parking of such vehicles
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