Public Hearing AGENDA ITEM NO.: 71
CITY OF AUSTIN AGENDA DATE: Thu 01/13/2005
RECOMMENDATION FOR COUNCIL ACTION PAGE: | of 2

SUBJECT: Conduct a public hearing and approve an ordinance amending Chapter 25-10 of the City
Code relating to nonconforming signs to allow location of new off-premise signs (billboards) in various
locations in the City if an cxisting off-premise sign is removed.

AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: N/A
FISCAL NOTE: There is no unanticipated fiscal impact. A fiscal note is not required.

REQUESTING Watershed Protection and DIRECTOR'S
DEPARTMENT:Development Review ~ AUTHORIZATION: Joe Pantalion

FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT: Luci Gallahan, 974-2669;, Martha Vincent, 974-3371
PRIOR COUNCIL ACTION: N/A

BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: Planning Commission conducted a public hearing and
recommended no change to current ordinance.

PURCHASING: N/A
MBE / WBE: N/A

The proposed ordinance would allow a nonconforming off-premise sign (billboard) to be relocated to
another tract if the following requirements are met.

The sign to be relocated would be permanently removed from the original tract. The relocated sign:
¢ must be in an expressway corridor sign district or commercial sign district,
* may not be relocated to an urban renewal or redevelopment area designated by Council,
e may not be relocated to a scenic roadway sign district,
¢ may not be relocated to within 500 feet of a historic sign district,
e may not be within 200 feet of a residential structure, and
¢ must be relocated to a tract zoned as commercial or industrial base district.

The proposed ordinance would allow the face of the relocated sign to be the same size and height as the
sign to be removed.

The sign owner would be required to file a removal and relocation application with the Watershed
Protection and Development Review Depariment at least 90 days before removing a sign. The property
owner from which the sign is to be removed would be required to submit a statement agreeing to the
permanent removal of the sign from the original tract or the sign owner would be required to submit a
document indemnitying the city for all costs and claims associated with the sign relocation.
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The sign owner would be required to construct the relocated sign not later than three years from the date
the removal/relocation application is approved by the Watershed Protection and Development Review
Department.

A new fee of $120 is proposed for sign removal/relocation applications.

RCA Seriald: 7478 Date: 01/13/05 Original: Yes Published: Tri G1/407/2005
Disposition; Adjusted version published:



QRDINANCE AMENDMENT REVIEW SHEET

Amendment Case #: C20-04-001

Plannirig Commission Date: March 9, 2004

Codes and Ordinances Committee Date: March 2, 2004

Codes and Ordinances Commlttee Action: No recommendation,

Planning Commission Action: Recommendation is for no change to current ordinance.

Sponsoring Department; Watershed Protecton and Development Review Department

Purpose/Backqround:

City Council initiated the proposed amendment 1hrough a resolution passed on February 12, 2004. The proposed
amendment would amend Chapter 25-10 of the Lard Developmen: Code to a'low the relocation of nonconforming
off-premise signs.

Recommendation:

The prepesed ordinance would allew a nonconferming off-premise sign (billbeard) to be relocated to another tract if
the sign to be relocated is permanently removed from the original tract. A nonconforming off-premise sign may be
relocated to a tract that is located in an expressway cortidor sign district or commercial sign district.  The relocated
sign may not be relocated to an urban renewal or redevelopment area cesignated by Council. may not be in a scenic
roadway sign district, may not be relocated 1o wathin 500 fee: of a historic sign district. may not be relocated to
property that abuts a residential zened base district. and must be relozated to a tract zoned as commercial or
industrial base district The praposed ordinance would allow the face of the relocated sign ¢ be the same size and
height as the sign 1o be removed. The application 1o remove and relocate must be submitled at least &0 days before
removing a sign.  The property owner from which the sign is fo be removed would be required to submit a statement
agreeing to the permanent removal of the sign from the original tract. The sign owner walld be required to submit a
document indernifying the cily for all costs and claims associated with the sign relocation. The construction of the
relocation must be completed within three years of the application approval. A new fee of 5120 is recommended fo
every applicaton ta remove and relocate a sign.

City Staff. Danna Cerkan
9743345

Do Cerkarg ey us
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MEETING SUMMARY
Approsed by PC March 23, 2004

CETYPLANNINGCOMMISSION
March 9, 2004
Onc Texas Center
505 Barton Springs Road
Conference Room 325

CALL TO ORDER  6:00 P.M.

ALL PRESENT

Maggie Armstrong. Secretary erome Newton
__ Cynthia Mcdlin, Asst. Secretary Chris Riley. Vice Chair
___Matthew Mooru __Niyama Spelman

Lydiy Ortiz, Chair ___Dave Suilivan, Parliamentarian

A. REGLT AR AGENDA

IXECLUTIVE SESSION (No publi¢ discussion)

The Planning Commission will snpnounce il will go imo Execulive Session. if necessary, pursuant
10 Chapter 531 of the Texas Government Code. to receive advice fram Legal Counse! on maners
specifically lsted on this agenda. The Planning Commission may also announce it will o intw
Exccutive Session, if necessary, o reeeive advice from Legal Counset regarding anyv other nem
nn this agenda.

Private Consultation with Anormey — Section 351.071

CITIZEN COMMUNICATION:

1. The firsi four (4) speakers signzd up to speak will cach be allowed a three-minute
atlotment o address their concerns regarding iems not posted on the agenda.

NO CITIZENS SIGNED UPTO SPEAK

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
2. Approval of mmnnttes itom February 24, 20604

MOTION: APPROVE BY CONSENT.
! QTE' 8'0 (D.S‘"_[”' ‘.-\-'S__’ru.}

DISCLSSION AND ACTION

3. DBriefing: Update on One Stop Shop for Development Review Process
Stuff: Tae Pantalion, Director. WPDR. Tanmue Wilhamson, Acting Assistant
Darector. WPDR

Tarnmiz W ilhiamson presented serviee delivery modael accompiishnients, She pointed cut the
following, in addition 1o presenting the statistics:

¢  WPDR requires applicants to make pre-submiittal application.

e Placed completeness check lists on the Citv's development website.

Facilitnor: Kativ Larsen, 274-64 12
have Larse e Luustin s



PLANNING COMMISSION. Meating Summuary March 9. 204

¢ Upper-level. experienced siaff flag projects with issues during completeness check o
deal with them belore submittal.

» Formed dynamic geographic boundaries to allow shifting of workloac to mamtain
balance.

»  (ross-traiticd team reviewers.

« I an gpplication is dommant for 60 days, the City sends o letter to the owner and the
applicant asking them if they need assistance te follow through.

Ms. Williamson noted that there is a Ciey of Austin survey online asking for input on designing
the second phase of the development review process. She will also be presenting to
neighborhood associations and professional hoards and commissions.

Commissioner Sullivan asked about technological development.

Ms, Williamsaon said thar this week there is a new ool on the web that aliows someome 10 find the
status of a permit throush GIS.

4, Briefing: Envision Central Texas
Staff: Beverly Silas. Fxecutive Director. Envision Central Texas

Beverly Silas presented the resalts of the Envision Central Texas survey. March 3115 the jast day
the consultants wilt work on this projecl.

Commissioner Sullivan asked if the consultants will provide a nuis and bolts plan showing what
t5 needed in the region to implement the vision.

Ms. Silas said there is an implementation subcommiuee of the Lavision Central Board. The
constltants can rutke suggestions or recommendations. and Envision Utah officials are betng
invited 1o discuss implementation. Since it is regiona! visioning and rot planning, they will not
has ¢ anats and bolis planning docwment,

M. Sitas sand that ECT will change from being a visioning organization to beconunyg an assistant
o communitics that voiumarily adopt the ECT vision. The vision process allows for updating the
vision in 5 ycars if necessaey. and 10} years. w0 correspond with new census data.

Comnussioner Rilev asked about the availability of EC' I 1o make presentations to neighborhood
planning groups (o get them tlking carly on in the process. Ms. Silus suid she 15 doing that now.

and speaks to neighborhnod associations all the time.

8. Plan Amendment: NPAA(4-0011.01 - 51st Street Mixed Use

Lovation: 100-104 Cast 515t Sweet. Waller Crech Wwershed. North Loop NPA
Orwmer Applicant: Narthfield Design Association {Dan Snith

Ayent: same

Request: From single family 10 commercial mixed use

Sl Kathleen Welder, 974-2856. kathleen. Welder@Eei aistinis us

Neighborhood Planning and Zoning

Faciitator: Katie Largen 973-041% Page Y ol']2
Latse. larseane Qiausiin. s



PLANNING COMMISSION- Meeting Summary Mareh 9, 2004

MOTION: APPROVE BY CONSENT POSTPONEMENT REQUEST BY STAFF AND THE

NEIGHBORHOOD TO .-f.'Ud’RIL 6, 2004.

VOTE: 8-0 (DS-17, N§-2")
6. Zoning: C14-04-0015 - S1st Street Mixed Use
Lacation 100-104 East 51st Swreel. Waller Creek Watershed. North Loop NPA
Owner. Applicant:  Northficld Design Association (Don Smith)
Agen: sanmg
Request: SF-3-NP to LR-MU-CO-NP
Stff Ree.: Alternate Recommendation of SF-5
Staff: Glenn Rhoades, 974-2773, alenn.rhoadesf@-ci.austin.tx.us

Neighborhood Planning and Zoning

MHOTION: APPROVE BY CONSENT POSTPONEMENT REQUEST BY STAFF AND THE
NEIGHBORFOQD TO APRIL 6, 2004.
VOTE: 8-0 (DS-I, N§-2"")
7. Zoning: C14H-04-0003 - Un-named houses
Location: 802, 804 and 806 West Lyvnn Sueet. Town Lake Watershed, OLD
WEST AUSTIN NPA
Owner. Applicant:  Historic Landmark Commission

Agent: None

Request: MF-4-NP (o MF-4-H-NP

Staff Rec.: Not Recommended

Statl: Steve Sadowsky. 974-6434. steve sadowskyiw ci.austin.dx.us

Transportation. Planning and Sustainability
Steve Sadowsky presenicd the stafT recommendation lor denying historic zoning,

PUBLIC HEARING

Steve Colburn with the Old West Austin Neighborhood Association. said the houses met several
criteria,

Rohin Carter. a resident of Old West Austin, passed our photocopics of decuments providing
supporling evidence that the houses were railroud section houses. The documents showed images
of the houses themsetves in the current condition. and 19135 plans of railway section houscs, Over
time the standard plans developed. Section housing used the flat bed of a railroad car. Somw
were made o of box cars. The subject houses meet all the dimensions of the standard plans.

The disgram siw handed out is an illustration of how the railroud wanted the scetion houses
situated on 1he 101 The lavout of the houses are identical 1o the layout of the standavd plan
{spacing, scthack). An cngincer from the Austin Steam Train Assaciation said the paint on the
house is assaciated with raitroad work, such as the won oxide. or boxcar red, on the sides of the

houses,

Commissioner Riiey asked Ms. Carter about the house at 800 West Lynn. and she said that it was
demolished. There has not buen tinie to tescurch that house 10 see if it too was railroad honsing.

Faciliuator: Kaue [arsen 474-6413 Pugr 3ol 12
katie lursend@erans iy, iy



PLANNING COMMISSION. Meeting Summary March 9, 2004

Ms. Carter said her theory is that the ING lay track from Palestine to Austin, and they reached
Austinin 1879, and received a contract in 1880 1o go from Austin (v San Antomie. The section
houses that these are would have been progression houses that would have been moved o the site.
Ms. Curter said that the houses may have been relocated there ar the time the siding was added.
The raiiw ay company would have been responsible for the move. even if they did not own them.
The mismaitch of the windows and the makeshifl quality of i dvorways ure also an indiculion
that the houses were section housing.

Rosemary Merriam rcud a letter from Pauline Brown, a restdent in the arca. Excerpts from Ms,
Brown’s letter; The three Tittle houses have been there unchanged atl her life. Her family
referred to them as section housing, and as a place for the workers al the old Conlederate Home.
They deserved 1o be preserved because they show the types of housing that wus provided because
it shows how working people lived in a long gone era. Ms. Merriain also read 2 letier (rom Jane
Smoat: [ have lived in the area since born in 1219. 1316 West 6" Street, All Lhe houses have
had is exterior painting- no exierior renovations. They are marvelous examples of the kind of
housing that was lived in by the working class. 1 urge vou o preserve these houses which add
greal value to our anderstanding of the cultural heritage of our City and our neighborhood.

Linda MacNeilage, chair of the Old West Austin Neighborhood Association, referred to the
netghborhood plan goal of protecling and preserving housing. All historic and potentialiy historic
propertics must be identified and targeted for preservation. They are trying to find lunding. such
as from the Meadows Foundation and the LCRA, 10 study railroad history in the neighborhood.
She read from Mr. Osburn's letter —these are the only examples of section housing in the
neighhorhood- therefore is wnigue.

Jan Wilson in 1972 moved into house across the street from the houscs. She said that she spoke
with the old Jady that lived in the house, and she had referred to them as ratiroad houses.

Kip Garth said he rescarched the old directories. There is consistency in looking at the
direciory: a 1902 listing of the southwest comer of West Lynn and 6™ Street. as well as 1900 10
1897- Mr. Robertson was fisted, )t scems the houses were listed as carly as 1895, Their interest
is directly concemed with historie preservation. These houses used by the rmlroad were most
likcty moved 1o the current property in 1891, The available stundard plans are post 1900 and arc
atmost identical tor the houses. This sugeests they were moveable housgs. They were rental, but
important to Austin hrstory, He asked (or a fecal istorie disirict ol hecause the fonger the wait.
evervhody loses.

Coemmissioner Ortiz asked abou his statement than there was a good indication that the houses
were moved. Mr. Garth explained that the railroad would scll off land, and structves on the land
had to be moved. The houses would Lave been acquired at the time of the disposal of the land, [
one fills in the gaps of their history. the houses werc probahly moved from the castem side of
Maonac since flaticr.

Commissioner Mediin asked ahout the boundarics of the proposed historic disirict, Mr. Garth
swid that they are not :n the Clarksville Listoric Distriet (they are one block south of that). Mr.
Garth said that the Old West Austin Neighborhood Association and the Clarksville Community

Facibiator Koue 1arsen 9740413 Page 4ol t2
kane larsenyec austn. s oy
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Development Board pre woring on historic district designation, and the houses are withir: that
mroposed historic distriet.

Lisa Laky. chair of the Aust:n Historie 1.andmark Commission, said that the Comin:ssiorn
overwhelmingly supported the nistoric vonin. Every ime there nas been a hearing, there 1s more
infornation that is presented that provides strang evidence, The propertics should remain on the
sile w siay within their cotieal.

Commissioner Riley asked her 1o npoint out the enterta thit she thinks are partculacly signiicant.
Ms. Laky said i meets criteria #3. no doubl, since she does set kiow of any other scetion Lousing
i Austin. 1218 a comprehensive site- it's the prouping of the heuses wgether that is impezunt.
These are not 2vervdey Itie woaden houses 105 ahway s heen ol valne, but did nor ke i,

Commissiner Riley asked her what her experience is with the track record of proposing historie
zoring ;or owners thal are opposed. Ms. Laky saic the 1860 stone house on Blufi" Springs Road
wis an oW et opposition case. The roaf’and windows are pone and there is vandalisni, Sice
then there has been discussions gbowt how w0 reuse the property. Ms, Laky said fhat there are
many owner-opposcd cases that do rot mahke it 1o Council, because they learn of optiens,

M. Dby said that since this house has been at the stic at least 140 vears, the cenrext shoale sias,
Commissioner Moore asked i in the process of moving the house does that rednee its historic
siantficance. Ms, Lazyv said context is important.

Conueissioner Maore asked 1f they have a responsibitity o come up with compensation to
maintain the house, Ms, Laky said that the compensatien is in the tax break. Commissioner
Mooz asied how devoil reconctle o person’s willingness to sign a petition versus their
willingness 10 pav 10 preserve e houses. Ms. Laky said that there should not be an obligation, 1t
is lor the panlic good o preserve the honses.

Commissioner Medbn asked wihat would he the significanee 1f the houses are not restored. One
of thers hay been condenned. I vou can't wo inside or can't read nformation abeut the housing
anrd the people. how iz preserving ihe homes Buportant? Ms. Laky said iz 15 not the inside that
pron ldes the importance- fs proservation of the exierior.

Paula Cocke said she started atiending Malthows School in 1955, She docs remember as o ¢hild
watking down West Lynn, walking past the old houses. The houses are sitting on a smali site,
with three arue post vak trees, She seid that Jim Rhoades. ety stafl member. satd that the very
best wav 1o protect these rees is o give hisleric zoning Lo the site. The trees fill the she,

AGAINST

Jimn Bepnet! speaking on behalf of Muskin Propertics. said taat e has heard several seenarnos
from tne neighborhood about he hoasee, He said that there s no el evidenee that a railrod
owned these hodaes, (Tthes were seeuon houses. then tiey weuid have been moved to the end or
the track. whicl in this case would have heen San Antania. ‘i ke neighborhood suys than the
houscs Lave not ckaneed for decades, The documien: he pussed cun (o the Commissioner's
showed the surves of the comer house that was demobished  There is o ovidence. Cedar pivrs

Fucilvatin, tatic Larsen 97q-04 3 Page b ol
Rastio terse e cransLin, us



PLANNING COMMISSION- Meeting Sununary March 9. 2004

were commonly used as a foundation. There are many board and batten wood houses in Austin.
Proponents for historic zoning say that possibly the railroad moved the houses. Some clectric rail
employees have lived there. The tesidents say that some indicate that the houses are railroad
houses- they label the house based on who lived there. The deeds showed that the Houston
railroad vwner owned the property but the deed records show the railvoad never owned the land.
The HT.C voted 5-2 to reconmmend historic zoning. He said that the HLC badgered stafT to
determine il additional criteria couid be met. Mr. Bennett said that the decision should not be
based on maybes or the emotional side, but should be based on the facts. The fact that is there is
no cvidence. We will pay up to the demolition costs 10 relocale the structures.

Mr. Bennetl concluded by saving that the houses are outside the Clarksville Historic District, the
neighborhood's own survey indicated that the properties are indicated to "storic with 3 or 4
alterations-may o1 may not be historic.” they arc greally in disrepair, no one historically
significant designed or built the houscs, and there have been alterations.

Commissioner Riley asked Mr. Bennett if the houses ware huilt for railroad cmployees, Mr.
Bennett said that perhaps railroad employees rented the housing becausc it would have been
close to their work.

Commissioner Medlin asked about the condition o[ the substandard housing. Do his plans
include laking out the ok rees? Mr, Bennett said that the trees arc a valuable asset to the
develepment- the lots would not be as valuable without the trees. '

Commissioner Ortiz asked 1 the tax breaks would he for each house or the lol. Mr. Bennett said
it is for the lot, with all three houses.

Mi. Bennett read from Lhe neighborhood association website- it asked neighborhood residents w
sign 4 petition, and asked residents if they wanted high-density aparunents or condos on the site.
Mr, Bennett said that ihe neighborhood petition includes signatures of those not wanting high-
density apartments and condos, not to preserve the housing,

Alan Muskin said all three properties are in poor condition. The tenant of the property
complained about the condition of the property. and the Ciiy condemned the property. He said
that the house has plumbing problems, rotted wood, sufety issues with the water heater, and
general safety issucs- it is very poor construction.

DID NOT SPEAK
Rodney Bennet
Tom Cummins

REBUTTAL

Steve Colbarn. zoning chair of QOld West Auvstin ncighborhood association, said that the
neighborhood is convinced that the houses are railvoad section housing. The neighborhood is not
pursuing historic zoning to prevent the new development, but because they recognize that the
houses are special. What Mr. Bennelt read was an email on the association website. but did not
necessarily relleet the assoctation’s viewpoint. Dedicaled individuals are researching the history

Facilitator: Karie Larsen 9746441 Pags G ob 2
katie.lazsendarci dustingx.us
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of the propertics snd finding additionzl information does change the story. The houses meet § of
the 13 criteria.

Commissioner Ritey asked about the information that was presented Lo the neighborhood at the
tme of the petition. Mr. Colburn said that those that sianed los ed the houses, and woere
suppartive of the houses as thev were. Tle added that when people asked what would go up in
their place. he said he did not know.

Commissioner Ortiz said she is having & hard time understanding the importance because a
neighborhood windshicld survey did not flag these houses as significant. Mr. Colburn said that
the houses are outside the Clarksville Historic Distr:gt, but it is encompassed by the boundaries of
the other proposed historic district in Qld West Austin. He said he could riot speak to the
windshield survey, but said that by digging for information discovered they were section housing.

Commniissioner Riley said that it appears the lot is in a solidly residential arca and asked if the
future land use map has residential for the area. Mr. Colburn said yes to Commissioner Riley's
question aboul whether he would support non-residential uscs to makge preservation ol the houses
more feasible.

Commissionar Spelman asked Mr. Colbum (o counter Mr. Bennett's argument that there is no
evidence that they are section housing, Mr. Colbum said the expert testimony said that the
houses are made out of railroad materials, such as paint.

Commissioner Spetman asked Mr. Bennett about his evidence that they are not railroad section
housing, Mr. Bennett said that the property wias never owned by a railroad company. but rather
was owned priviiely,

Steve Sadowsky said 1t is speculation that the houses were moved Lo it site.

Comnuissioner Riley asked if Viela Eilers was related to Eilers Pack. Mr. Sadowsky said Lhal the
park is not named after that person. but Viela may have been related to the Lilers family. but it is
only speeulation,

MOTION: CLOSE PUBLIC {{EARING
VOTE: 70 (NS-1V, MlA-2""- DS. recutsed)

DISCLUSSION OF MOTION

Commissioner Riley said this is a difficult cuse since the owner 15 opposcd. however there is
siznificant community support as evidenccd with over 00 siunatures supporting historic zoning
and made a motion o approve historic zoning. That suppert is reflecred in the criteria used 1o
determing lustoric signiftcanee. The evidenee is strong that there is same connection 1o e
railroad and to thut neighborhood. and perhaps there is a connection to Cilers Park. Orher criteria
arc alse important. and as chair of Historie Landmark Commission said, clearly meets oriteria
numbier three, sinee railroud workers Hyed dere. He said that there could be Interesting usss for
the stte that would draw attention to thewr htsioric significance. He said he would be receptive 10
a resominy request to allow retail,

Facilmior: Kot 1arsen 973-04 3 Page 7 o112
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Conunissioncr Spelman said she would support the motion and provided the second. Experts do
disagree. and Mr. Sadowsky has a higher har to pass in order te recommend historic zoning. The
Historical Landmark Commission's arguments were compelling. The fact that there is a luck of
evidenee hefore the turn of the century does not mean that there is not evidence. She said that
when the neighborhood relies on historical research and oral history. as thev have dong i her
neighbothood, it takes awhile w gather the information. Historic is also about the workiny class,
and the conditions they lived in. There is plenty of circumstantial evidence that cannot be
ignored, such as the siandard plans for raitroad section houging.

Commissioner Moore said he would not support the motion. The most compeliing evidence is
needed when the Cily and the ovner do not want historic zoning. The chain of tite did not exist
as a picce of evidence. There was intermitient occupancy by railfroad workers. As far as

presers ing the houses, the owner has offered to allow their refocation and repair

Conumissioper Armstrong said she will support the motion, and poiated out that the current
historic preservation efforts have a big gap since there 1s not a way o preserve the modest history
without burdening the awner.

Comnissioner Medlin said that she will not support the motion. for the same reasons as
Commissioner Moore and Ammsirong. She would like to see the houses relocated.

Commissioner Ortiz said that she recognizes the difficulty of the case, but will suppoit the motion
beoause she does helieve tiere is evidence that there 15 historic sighificance. More research
should be done before it goes 1o Council. She understands that historical research is time-
consuming and difficult.

MOTION: APPROVE HISTORIC ZONING
VOTE: 4-3 (CR-1". N§-2" CR. LO, MA NS- for: IN, MM, (M- against; DS-recused)
FAILELD

MOTION: I)E.\'Y_HH'I'()R‘K' ZONING
VOTE: 24 (CR-17 . NS-2%: CR. LO.MA NS- against. IN. MM CM- jor: DS-recused)
FAILED

MOTION: FORWARD TO COUNCIL WITHOUT A RECOMMENDATION
VOTE: 7-0 (CR-T", LO-2"%; DS- recused)

B. OTHER BLSTNESS
ITEMS FROM THE COMMISSION

Conmmission asked stafl 1o bring buck a proposal to revise the Planhing Commission rules. The
proposal should include changes addressing:

¢ Postpopement policy

o Donation ol tume. as with Council and other Commissions,

s  Videotapes

Faziltator: Katie Larsen 974-04132 Page ¥ of 12
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Comnmissioner Riley suggested staff bring rules in line with those of Council for donavion of time.

Commissioner Speiman asked lor the proposal ta include a cap on the amount of donated thne.
Find out if Council has a cap on donation of time (like 15 minutes?),

Report from the Committee Chairs. YONE
Periodic Reports from Zuning and Platting Commission. VONE

CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
ADDENDUNM

March Y, 2004
One Texas Center
05 Barton Springs Road
Conference Room 325

A. REGULAR AGENDA
DISCUSSION AND ACTION

8. Code Amendment €20-04-001. Amend Chapter 25-10 of the J.and
Development Code to allow the relocation of
noneonforming ofi-premise signs.

Stalf: Donna Cerkan, 974-3343, donna.cerkandz.cl.austinax.us

Donna Cerkan presented the map showing historic sign districts.

Commissioner Sullivan asked ahout the safety issues associaied with moving billhoards from
slow-moving iraftic areus to areas with faster wraffic. Ms. Cerkan explained that she has szen
rescarch that larger siens are needed in areas with fuster traflic, but has not seen rescarch
recarding Commnuissioner Sullivan’s concerns.,

Commissioner Amistrony said that from reading the C'ouncil teanseript. it appeared Council
wis interested in moving just a few sigus. Commussioner Ortiz said that Councilmenmber
Dunkerly said it the Jast Planning Commission meeting that she was open 1o suegestions thal
would address a soraller ¢lass ol signs.

Commissioner Spelman asked W5 stall was available 1o identisy the billhoards tha Council was
interested in moving. Ms, Cerkan said no.

Comnissioner Orliz asked if1 15 the Cin™s intent e discourage biltboards in the Citv. Ms.
Cerkan explamed that the City prolibited billboards in 1982, Commissioner (htir asked about
the number of billboards that have been removed- that 39 huve been removed sinee thie

Favititanor: Katie [arsen 9740453 Page 9ol 12
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inventory jn 1998-99_but morc may have been removed since 1983, Ms. Cerkan confirnicd
those numbers, '

Commissioner Medlin asked if under the current ordinance a billboard that is damaged by wind
could be rebuilt. Ms. Cerhan said that the sign can be repaired as long as the repair costs are
61w or less of the cost of replacing the board. The repair must use the same materials, and the
sign height and ares can remain the same, Commissioner Medlin said she did not se¢ in the
proposed ordinance a requircment that the sign that is moved must be made out of the same
ridterials, Ms. Cerkan suid that the sign height and arca would remain the same,

Tnt response o Commissioner Moore's question to address specific signs, Deborah Thomas.
City law siaff. sad 1t would be best to identify a class of signs instead of identifymg specific
silns,

Commissioner Annsirony said that the Codes and Ordinances Committee did nor nake a
recommendation. Commissioner Spelman said that the Committee could not creaie a class of
stgns. and they did not want (o open up a Pandora’s box. Commissioner Armsirong said they
had discusseil criteria o identi iy cgregious signs. and requiring public notificution and a
process requiring approval by a public body.

Commissioner Ortiz asked Mr Kinney 1o come up and speak.

Girard Kinney said that the most imporlant way to vemave bilthoards in Austin TN is the
natural attrition. that as land use changes. the billhoarés come down, Tle said primatily the 59
that have been removed are due o atteition. The moest imporiant thing is that moving a
bilthourd makes removing billhoards more difficult. Kesearch by Texas A&LM save that
greenery inereases safety. and a billboard prevents views of greenery, There should be g
method to track the removal of hillboards. such as reguiring demclition permits for billboards.

MOTION: CLOSE PURLIC HEARING
VOTE: 8-0(Ds-1%, CR-2")

Commisstoner Sujlivan asked stafl’if the Sign Review Board nukes any pohicics on cade
amendments hke this. Luei Galluhan, WPDR staff person. said that the Sign Review Board
only reviews varianees o he sign ovdinance. Commissiencr Sullivan asked her i she thought
there is expertise on the Sign Review Board Lo answer questions about the safely of signs. Ms.
Gallahan said possibly. that there is 2 member of the Board that works in the sign industry.

Commissioner Riley said that the proposed ordinance seems hike i1 makes it cagior to move a
sign comparad 1o replacing a sign.

Mr. Ktnney sard Scenie Austin thinks it is very bad policy 1o allow relocation of billboards. und
thut is why they do not offer suggestions for the proposed erdinance.

DISCUSSION OF MCTION

Commissgioner Medlin smdabere is no proweetion to have o biflboard moved w an area that ¢ is
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just as undzsirable. She cannot support an ordinance thar weuld allow a strong sign

Commissioner Ortiz said she cannot see any redecming qualities o change the current
ordinance. The intentions of the Council may be good-natured 1o move or do away with
certamn billboards. but this ordinance opens up the Moodgates. There 15 no rcason to revisit the
policy. and the discussion thus far has not been around limiting the moving ol billbourds. She
very strongly supperts the motion.

Commissioner Armstrong said she supports the niotion 1oo. Sic has noticed that quite a fow
billboards are blank. and that 1s a sign that the current policy is working., Not onty does a
relocated sign become more valuable, but beeause when it moves the signs that are nnt moved
become more valuable becanse there are now fewer in that arca.

Conunissioner Spelman said that thev have not been able t define the class. and consicering
the potentizl consequences, she will support the motion not to change the current ordinance.

Commissioner Sullivan said he supports the motion. He is concerned about moving billboirds
to arcas with {ast raffic. There is 4 public safely issue thut should be considered before
atlowing mare hillboards iy expressways, In addition. he has not heard concerns {rom
residents gbout existing billboards. A billboard becomes more valugble in areas with high
traffic, and will he worsemng the visual pollution since more people will sec the billboards.

Commissioner Moore said Council has good intentions. but there will be unintended
consequences. By allowing billbourds 10 move, theyv'd be doing the exactly the wrong thing to
redace visual polluton. by allowing new. well-cgnstrueted billboards in areas with more
tratfic.

MOTION: DO NOT RECOMMEND PROPOSED ORDINANCE., KEEP CURRENT
ORDINANCE.
VOTE: 8-0 (CM-1", L0-2")
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