City Council Introduction: Monday, June 14, 2010

Public Hearing: Monday, June 21, 2010, at 3:00 p.m. Bill No. 10-69
FACTSHEET

TITLE: CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 10011, requested by SPONSOR: Planning Department

the Director of Planning, to amend the sign ordinance to

clarify and eliminate language that was part of the sign BOARD/COMMITTEE: Planning Commission

ordinance update done in 2009. Public Hearing: Consent Agenda: 06/02/10

Administrative Action: 06/02/10

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Approval.

RECOMMENDATION: Approval (9-0: Gaylor Baird,
Cornelius, Esseks, Larson, Partington, Francis, Lust,
Taylor and Sunderman voting ‘yes’).

FINDINGS OF FACT:

1.

This is a request to amend Chapter 27.69 of the Lincoln Municipal Code relating to Signs by amending Section
27.69.020 to delete the definition of Pedestrian Marquee Sign; amending Section 27.69.030 to amend the
general provisions to provide that for Center signs permitted on a “per frontage” basis, frontage shall mean the
frontage of the Center adjacent to an arterial or collector street; and to delete the general provision regarding
pedestrian marquee signs; amending Section 27.69.220 to add an exception to the requirement that a complex
or subdivision freestanding sign abutting a residential zoned lot may not be illuminated unless located at least
100 feet from an abutting residential zoned lot if the abutting residential zoned lot is used for another multi-family
use or a special permitted use; amending Section 27.69.340 to eliminate restrictions regarding height and
illumination of freestanding signs used for office and retail uses.

The staff recommendation of approval is based upon the “Analysis” as set forth on p.2-3, concluding that the
proposed text reduces redundancy, clarifies terms and provides flexibility for similar uses. These changes make
the sign ordinance easier to understand and to use. Paragraph 3 on p.2-3 sets forth the four revisions included
in this text amendment.

On June 2, 2010, this application appeared on the Consent Agenda of the Planning Commission and was
opened for public hearing. No one came forward to speak.

On June 2, 2010, the Planning Commission agreed with the staff recommendation and voted 9-0 to recommend
approval.
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LINCOLN/LANCASTER COUNTY PLANNING STAFF REPORT

for June 2, 2010 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

PROJECT #: Change of Zone No. 10011

PROPOSAL.: To amend the sign ordinance to clarify and eliminate language that was part

of the last sign ordinance update.

LOCATION: 27.69.020, 27.69.030, 27.69.220, 27.69.340

CONCLUSION: The proposed text reduces redundancy, clarifies terms and provides flexibility

for similar uses. These changes make the Zoning Ordinance easier to
understand and to use.

RECOMMENDATION: Approval
ANALYSIS:
1. In 2009 staff completed a major update to the Sign Ordinance (27.69). The purpose of the

update was to clarify and simplify the ordinance to better meet the needs of today’s sign

contractors and businesses, civic and religious institutions, while maintaining the public

health, safety and general welfare of the community as well as preserving and enhancing the

aesthetics of our existing and future streetscapes.

Changes included:

a) Added tables and graphics,

b) Removed terms, added new ones and clarified existing ones,

C) Eliminated redundant language and grouped that language under General
Provisions,

d) The allowable heights for some signs in commercial districts was changed,

e) Established uniform distance requirements for illuminated signs near zoning districts,

f) Changed the district sign requirements for PUDs,

0) Removed the limitations on the time duration for signs in connection with political
campaigns, nonprofit civic activities, and other noncommercial activities.

Staff expected that after the revised ordinance was approved and being used that there
would be some revisions needed to clarify changes. Fortunately, after a year of working with
the new ordinance very few revisions needed to be made. Mike Petersen with Building and
Safety, who issues sign permits, notes that the revisions made to the Sign Ordinance last
year have been very useful and he has had positive feedback from the sign industry.

The following are 4 proposed revisions to the Sign Ordinance. The proposed changes are
to clarify language and to eliminate redundancy. The changes include:

a) Under General Provision #19 staff proposes language that clarifies the intent for a
shopping center’s frontage. A center sign will only have frontage along an arterial or collector
street that bounds the center and not along the interior local streets to a center. Without this
clarification it could be interpreted that a center sign would be allowed along every frontage
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of every street within the center because the definition of frontage per the Land Subdivision
Ordinance is “ frontage means that portion of a parcel of property which abuts on a public
street”.

b) Under Definitions and General Provisions (f) staff proposes to eliminate the term
Pedestrian Marquee. This term was redundant and can be regulated under the term
Marquee It should have been eliminated in the last revision of the Sign Ordinance.

¢) Under Complex or Subdivision Area Signs, language has been added that provided more
flexibility for lighting options for multifamily uses and special permitted uses. If one wants
an illuminated sign, the sign must be 100 feet away from the nearest residential lot line. The
purpose of this regulation is to protect single and two family dwellings from having lighted
“complex” signs near their property which would not be in character with other signage
normally allowed in a single or two family residential district. The proposed amendment
would add language that, if the complex abuts another complex or special permitted use that
would be permitted a similar sign, the 100' separation from the abutting lot line would no
longer be necessary.

d) In the PUD section staff proposes to eliminate language that regulates sign height to the
height of the nearest building or 25 feet, whichever is less. This is inconsistent with
regulations for the underlying zoning. In the last update we changed the district sign
requirements to reflect the kind of development staff is seeing in PUD developments. This
was done to make the regulation for PUD signage clear and concise like signage regulations
for use permit districts. The language being removed is a remnant of the old PUD sign
language and should have been removed with the last update. Itis aregulation that has very
rarely if ever been a requirement for a sign in a PUD.

Prepared by:
Christy Eichorn, Planner

ceichorn@lincoln.ne.gov
402-441-7603

DATE: May 20, 2010

APPLICANT: Planning Director
555 S. 10" ST., Suite 213
Lincoln, NE 68508
402-441-7491

CONTACT: Christy Eichorn
555 S. 10" ST., Suite 213
Lincoln, NE 68508
402-441-7603



CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 10011

CONSENT AGENDA
PUBLIC HEARING & ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION
BEFORE PLANNING COMMISSION: June 2, 2010

Members present: Gaylor Baird, Cornelius, Esseks, Francis, Larson, Lust, Partington, Sunderman
and Taylor.

The Consent Agenda consisted of the following items: CHANGE OF ZONE NO. 10011, CHANGE
OF ZONE NO. 10013 and COUNTY PRELIMINARY PLAT NO. 10002 , FOX RUN.

Ex Parte Communications: None

Taylor moved to approve the Consent Agenda, seconded by Esseks and carried 9-0: Gaylor Baird,
Cornelius, Esseks, Francis, Larson, Lust, Partington, Sunderman and Taylor voting ‘yes’.



