;tf;
E;

Tha special msoting to éiscuss the Sign Code of the Grand Junction
Plemming compission was cnlled o order in the City Council Chkambers
at §:80 A.M. on Pecember 5, 1978 bLy Chairman LEVE LUCERO, with tho
following mombers prasent: PRANX SIMONLETTI, VIRGINIA FLAGER, Joi
ABRAME | JHRRY WILDS, DBLAXE CUAMBLISS and JAMINE RIBUR.

-Alsp present were: DON WARNER, City Planner, XARL METZNER, City
Flanniap Techniclian; BARBARA EINSPRUR, Actimg Secrotary snd appraxi-
mately 25 interested persons.

Discussion was oponed 1o membors of the sudience with the City
Planning Comwission. ' :

Richared C <, repraszating the North Avenue Businessmen, stated
that choy support the rovised Sign Code with very fow exceptions.

Gay Johmzon did net agres with the Sign Code, le folt that existing
signs should not hava to be removed but only that n2w signs should
conforn teo tha Sign Code.

Matt Mattas: YWhy was thare a committee formed?"

Don Waraer: ™“The first group that met were the iorth Avenue beauvi-
fication Group: Showrtly ufter this corgittee sterted they decided
they were going to take a loek at signss A smaller group was see
lected Lo be 2 Sign (ode Coxnittee, About six menths ago the City
Council zsked that the Sign (odo be corpleted, VWithin the lsst

five months the Sign Cede Committee has met and presented their
reconnendetions e the City Planning Commission.®

Dick Bulizrd questioned whether we noed & batter LHign Code,

Levi Lucero siated that there is 2 time limit to nake signs conforming.

Unfortuuately, £& will effact some people moye thon others.

pick Bullard: “ias anyone takea into consideration what the actual
cost to preseat sizn owaers will bef™

Bean Dickey: 758 will be affocted ia some way.”

Virginia Fiager: I think there is one thing the sign owners might
as well live with and it won®t come from this Borvd, it will come
from federal legislation psriaining to the sut put of encrgy for

the iliuminatior of signs, As one of the things vhat will cone down
as the energy crisis worsens.”

bale Luke felt that there isn't a sign to ¢onfore  lo stated thag
he was unheppy with the way the recomvendations wore accepted.

Levi Luceve stoted that recomaendations were mude £o the Doard and
if semeone forls thar they sro not proper thenm discuss what the
chamge shouls be.
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Pare 2
L: Joe jlwpiisg felit that any committee that is appointed is useless.

Don Warner stated that no bosrd has any logisliative power. AQl it
has is rocomsendstion power to the City Council.

~’
i' Glen Cuchiran who 1s interested in cutdoor signs stated that thers are
very fou uarsas where cutdoor signs can be built because of the zening.
He was uihappy with just being able to put up one sign pzr location
(308 seuare footr imit). :

—=Rickeard Clavk did not feal that the Sign Code Committee time was Futile
because there wonid not have been anything to present if a conmittece
had not boon formed.

Bruce Baumerle felt that having a Sign Code is a2 maiter of good taste.
He £21¢ that Grand Junction is bshkind and this i¢ the first stop in
Norta Avenue bezutification and he felt that it vould help the
busincss on Horth Avenus if we make it a nics ploce ton shop.

Judy Prack, representing the housewifes, stated (hat many women she
knows aveids shopping on Horth Averus bocause the sipns ave confusing.

The Sig

it Code was reviewed page by page and recomiendations nmade to
the City Plannins Commission Board:
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E. Page I: Cut of the Model Sign Code Grdinance.

Pege 2, 3 and 4: Don Warner stated that he had checked with Sign
E\b) conpanics concerning definitions.

Page 5 and §: ~ No comment,

E' Page 7: DParagraph 4.3: &0 days was felt sufficiont.
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Page 8: Paragrepir 4.6.2: Bob bDenaing was inteyested in the stats-
ment that bescon iights are not pernitted.

It was expiained that a beacon light is one that revoelves ond/or flashes,
It is 1ike the search light used by KEXO for premotions,

Mary iurst felt that 4.6.2 shouid be zlininated except foar bheagon lirhes.

Page 8: 5.2: _
Ben: Carnes questivaed when a sale is complels on s plece of real astate,

It was the feeling that when & contract is signed
is not shown o anyone else. By puttlng a "s0id hy
sign, then it bzcomes an off-premise advertising vig .

propecty
advertising

Pago 16 and i1: Ho comment.

Page il: Paragraph 06.3.3 -

The sencence in CAPS was added by the Planning Commissi
2 not in the original Sign Code Cormmlttee recommondatisy
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Richard Clark, representing the North Avenue Businessmen, felt that
this zntence cuts the sign allowance down to where many businesses
cannot properly identify thoir busincesses.

E;'/ Mr. Warast gave s example of 2 75 feot building and a 100 foot
frontoge lot under tils paragrsph you would tske the larger of the
twe. The bufilding would aklow 3150 square fect. Divide this be-
twoen building sien and free-standing sign. This wenid allew 100

-

fect for a free-standing sign and 5§ feet for a sigm un the huyilding.
-—=Pape—13 sud 14  Ho comment.
ark sugpgssted that (1) square foot should be changed %o

2 foot fer a maximem ares of sign por Zace per frout
cperty for € or more ianes, '
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Page 1G: Paragraph A _

Glem Cochizan abjocted to the (300) feet and suggosted 600 square feet.
Paragraph B!

Dale Luke guestioned why the sentence in CAPS was added.

Blake Chuwbliss stated that it was to prevent polifierstion of
billboarvds.

Page 17 znd 18: Ho supgested changes.

coxmondations made by the Plannisng Commission

2 The £olioving are e
\_ conzeraing suggestions from ititarssted persons:
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Pags §: 4.6.23:
Blake Chawdbliss made the notiom to add “oxcent as specified in 8.5
io nelio

after brighiness cor celor. Jazine ddder second:
passad unaninousiy.

Page 2: 3.3:
LD s “ 4 -~ -4

Janine Rider mades the motion to leave 5.2 as is «xcept to udd the words
Yor covered Dy" after "eucept that such signs may be voplaced’: Virginia
Flgger sezonded the wmotiom gnd it passed unanimousiy.

Blake Chaubliss sffeved a substitute motion to ellininaze ull of the
paragrapih after “within 24 hours of sule or lesss of the prenises.”
Amendnsnt wes not accepted,

Page 12: £.53%.3:

Virginis Flager made the motion to sirike the sentenrce in TAPS from
6.3.5 because of it's impact. John Abrams secorsled the wmetien,

Virginia Flager and John Abrams veted for the motisn and Blske Chambliss,
E?@?k553manetti, Janirne Rider and Jerry Wilds woiod against. Motion
ailed.

Due to a prier commitinmenl, Mr. Abrass hid te leove the metling ut
1G:30 A.M.
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Page 4
Poge 1&: ‘

¥irginia Flager nade the moticn to change i square foot for maximum
arza of sign per face vor from foot of proparty fur 4 or more lanes

t0 1.5 zquare feet. Janine Ridexr secondsd the motien. Blske Chambliss
voted sgainst the motion, Virginia Flager, Frank Simonetti, Jerry
Wilds snd Janine Rider voted for the motien. lMotien was passed,

Some mexbars of the Doard felt that since they had left the sentence .
in c&Rg fin £.3.3 in then the lorger zilovwance of 1.5 square foot
is 890 % ’

Page 16! A-Height and Size Limitations: '

Thers had been & recomnendation to chenge (300} square feet to (6350)
squeve feet, It was the concensus of the Boayd o ileave it at (360)
square foot,

Page i6: 3 - Distance: o

Virginia Flsger made the motion to read: Ho sig: can be erected closer
thau 606 feet to an existimg 300 square foot sign, A MAXIMUM OF ONB
OFP-PENMISH SIGN SHALL 83 ALLOWED PER PARCEL OF LAND. JAMINE RIDER

secondad the motion and it passed unsnimously,

Page 18:

ngkm Chambliss made the motion to add 8.5.4 to resd: “Color changas
may be ailowed if suchk changes eccur at 2 maximun of seven changes
per mianmte. Vivginis Flager secondad the xotion and it passed
unanintusiy,

Blaks Chanblics mzde the metion to recommond to Jity Council as
smended the Sign Code for Grand Junction foy thedr spproval, Virginia
Flazger szconded the motion and it pspsad unsnimouslty.

The moeting was adjourned at 11:058 ALM.




