Public Works and Development
Lima Plaza Campus - Arapahoe Room
6954 S. Lima St., Centennial, CO 80112

REGULAR MEETING OF THE
ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
Tuesday, October 6, 2020 @ 6:30 PM
Below is the TEAMS link to view the meeting broadcast with a 20-30 second delay:
https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%
3ameeting_OThlN2YxZWItNGIzYi00ZWNjLWI5OWItYmQ3OTAxMDNhMTFi%40thread.v2/0?
context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%2257d7b626-d71d-47f6-84c1-c43bda19ba16%22%2c%22Oid%
22%3a%221598c759-ef37-4510-a39d-da827b24c6ff%22%2c%22IsBroadcastMeeting%22%
3atrue%7d
Below is the phone number to dial in if you would like to listen live or offer public
comments:
+1 719-569-5048
Conference ID: 522 964 309#

1. CALL TO ORDER
2. GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS
2.I. September 15, 2020 Planning Commission Minutes
Documents:
GBI1-09-15-2020 PC MINUTES.PDF
3. STUDY SESSION ITEMS
3.I. Case No LDC19-002, Billboards & Off-Premise Signs / Land Development Code (LDC)
Amendment - Study Session
Presenter: Kat Hammer, Planner
Request: Review and discuss draft regulations for billboards and other off-premise
signs in unincorporated Arapahoe County - INFORMATIONAL ONLY - NO FORMAL
ACTION WILL BE TAKEN
Documents:
SSI1-LDC19-002 STAFF REPORT.PDF

ANNOUNCEMENTS:
l
l

The next Planning Commission meeting is scheduled for October 20, 2020.
Planning Commission agendas, Board of County Commission agendas, and other important

ANNOUNCEMENTS:
l
l

The next Planning Commission meeting is scheduled for October 20, 2020.
Planning Commission agendas, Board of County Commission agendas, and other important
Arapahoe County information may be viewed online at www.arapahoegov.com or you may
contact the Planning Division at 720-874-6650.

PLANNING COMMISSION MEMBERS:
Jamie Wollman
Randall Miller
Lynn Sauve
Jane Rieck, Chair

Richard Sall

Kathryn Latsis

Rodney Brockelman
Arapahoe County is committed to making its public meetings accessible to persons with
disabilities.
Please contact the Planning Division at 720-874-6650 or TTY 711, at least three (3) days prior to a
meeting, should you require special accommodations.

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 15, 2020
ATTENDANCE

A regular meeting of the Arapahoe County Planning Commission
was called and held in accordance with the statutes of the State of
Colorado and the Arapahoe County Land Development Code. The
following Planning Commission members were in attendance:
Jane Rieck, Chair; Richard Sall, Lynn Sauve, Kathryn Latsis, Chair
Pro-Tem, Jamie Wollman, Rodney Brockelman, and Randall Miller.
Also present were: Robert Hill, Senior Asst. County Attorney; Sue
Liu, Engineer III; Kathleen Hammer, Planner II; Jason Reynolds,
Current Planning Program Manager; Jan Yeckes, Planning Division
Manager; Terri Maulik, Duty Planner; and members of the public.

CALL TO ORDER

Ms. Rieck called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. and noted a
quorum of the Board was present.

DISCLOSURE
MATTERS

Ms. Rieck disclosed that her home was adjacent to the current gasline
easement alignment; however, she felt she could make an unbiased
decision on the cases under consideration.
Mr. Hill concurred that there was no conflict of interest.
GENERAL BUSINESS ITEMS:

APPROVAL OF THE
MINUTES

The motion was made by Ms. Wollman and duly seconded by
Mr. Brockelman to accept the minutes from the September 1,
2020, Planning Commission meeting, with one revision to correct
Page 3 to read “He noted that Pure Cycle had a very rich history
with the project.”
The motion passed unanimously.

REGULAR ITEMS:
ITEM 1

CASE NO LE20-002, ARAPAHOE FAIRGROUNDS AND
REGIONAL PARK / 3RD AMENDMENT TO THE
LOCATION AND EXTENT
No public hearing was held and no action was taken for this item. It
was noted the case would be rescheduled and noticed for a future
date.
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ITEM 2

CASE NO LE20-001, SOUTHEAST METRO NATURAL GAS
PROJECT / LOCATION AND EXTENT (LE) – Kat Hammer,
Planner II
Ms. Hammer stated Case No LE20-001 (Location and Extent) and
Case No ASI20-001 (1041 Permit), Southeast Metro Natural Gas
Project would be presented together. She explained the public
hearings could be combined; however, separate motions and votes
would be required.
Mr. Hill reported the hearings had been properly noticed and the
Planning Commission had jurisdiction to proceed.
Ms. Hammer introduced the applications and presented a
PowerPoint, a copy of which was included for the record. She
explained the application was for a natural gas pipeline, a portion of
which was within the unincorporated area of Arapahoe County. She
explained that part of the alignment ran through Cherry Creek State
Park under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.
Ms. Hammer said staff recommended the Location & Extent and the
1041 Permit be approved on the basis of staff’s findings as outlined
in the related staff reports and with the conditions of approval
recommended in the staff reports for each project. She noted, while
the Planning Commission took final action on the Location & Extent
application, the Board of County Commissioners (BOCC) would
conduct a public hearing on the 1041 Permit.
Kelli Bradley, Xcel Project Manager, introduced the project team
members who were in attendance, as follows: Tom Henley, Xcel
Community and Government Affairs, Adam Pena, Xcel ROW and
Permitting, Elizabeth Morris, Xcel Public Outreach, Asma Mennana,
Xcel Gas Engineer, Julie Stecil, Xcel Legal, Brian Thomasen, NV5,
Pipeline Engineer, John MacDonald, EPG Permitting, Maria Alvarez
EPG Permitting, Vanessa Yohe, EPG Public Outreach, Matt
Kizlinski, Hemlock Environmental consultant, Josh Solis, Tetra
Tech Public Outreach, David Kuosman, Xcel Legal, Lily
Montesano, Wright Water Engineers Water Resources Specialist,
and Matt Anderson, Blackeagle Energy Services Construction
Project Manager. Mr. Bradley presented a PowerPoint, a copy of
which was retained for the record. She explained the length of 20inch pipeline being placed and the approximate three miles within
unincorporated Arapahoe County. She stated it was a replacement of
an existing pipeline, but in a new location. She reported the new
replacement would comply with all new regulations for placement
of pipelines. Ms. Bradley presented a routing alternative analysis.
She explained that a significant amount of infrastructure to support
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newer homes had built up around the existing alignment and
sometimes encroached on the current easement. She explained that
routes had to meet engineering requirements of the project while
reducing impacts to the extent possible. She said seven alternatives
were considered and she reviewed the criteria by which the
alternatives were evaluated. Ms. Bradley state the proposed route
was shown on slide 5 in light blue, with the current pipeline route
shown in a darker blue. She explained that the Xcel applications
complied with agency and jurisdictional requirements. She said at
least 14 public agencies had been consulted; these were outlined in
the project materials and included local, State, and federal agencies,
as well as, a number of special districts. She stated agency and
jurisdictional partners would be updated with new information as the
project progressed. Ms. Bradley reported permitting and design had
been worked on since 2018. She said plans would be finalized by
August 2021. She stated disturbed areas would be restored to original
conditions. Ms. Bradley outlined activities that stakeholders would
see occurring during construction and said efforts would be made to
reduce inconveniences. She reviewed the public safety measures to
be taken during construction. Ms. Bradley said corrosion prevention
measures would help to ensure the integrity of the pipeline over time.
She explained that pressure tests would be undertaken following
installation and the pipeline would be internally inspected and
maintained to preserve the integrity of the pipeline over its lifetime.
Ms. Bradley explained that continuous remote monitoring was used,
as well as, remote-control valve shut-off for emergencies. She said
Xcel was a leader in damage prevention and was an active member
of 811 and the Gold Shovel Standard. She addressed public outreach
efforts used; which included an email subscription for information
updates. Ms. Bradley summarized Xcel’s qualifications to plan,
construct, and manage the project. She addressed a number of
questions that staff had forwarded to her from written public
comment that were received prior to the public hearing.
There were discussions concerning the status of the existing pipeline,
trails access during construction, above-ground structures, the valve
colors being yellow for safety reasons, wildlife protection, fencing,
construction schedule, owner agreements, the average lifetime of a
gas pipeline, preservation of views and screening with landscaping,
alternate pipeline routes, reclamation plan follow up, and
construction staging areas.
Ms. Hammer noted that she had received a phone call expressing
concerns about wildlife and prairie dogs and two additional emails
about various types of wildlife and waterway crossings. She
explained that the comments came in after the packets had been sent
Planning Commission
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out; however, they were provided to the Planning Commission by
separate email and would be incorporated into the record.
Ms. Rieck opened the hearing for public comment.
Mr. Reynolds noted that a number of the phone callers in the queue
were part of the Xcel project team; however, he didn’t recognize all
of the phone numbers, so would call these unknown numbers when
identifying numbers for public comment opportunity.
Michaela Hinerman stated she was opposed to the project. She felt
the interests of a limited number of community members had taken
precedence over the interest of other residents, a school campus and
wildlife residing in Cherry Creek State Park and the surrounding
area. She had concerns with the prairie dog management plan and
considerations for the complex underground infrastructure of prairie
dog burrows and communities. She said prairie dogs were very
sensitive to vibration and other disturbances. She felt the
management plan needed to be reevaluated by a responsible prairie
dog consultant; until then, she strongly opposed the project.
Connie {last name was inaudible}, Thornton CO – Said she was
concerned that the pipeline was to be ran through Cherry Creek State
Park, which was home to many types of wildlife. She felt like there
was no gratitude for life and that this represented “business as usual.”
She said wildlife death was occurring at an alarming rate and that
prairie dogs were considered a nuisance that were “in the way.” She
felt that the pipeline project did not recognize the threats to the
wildlife and human environment. She said the project was ill-timed
and ill-placed in a park. She asked that decisions supported life and
wellbeing and value of our wildlife.
Deanna Meyers stated she had submitted written comments. She
stated CCSP was the only habitat conservation area within the
region. She reported her organization had reviewed the management
plan and felt the plan would kill the prairie dogs rather than moving
them out. She said relocations required experience and time; a
relocation expert should be hired by Xcel. She explained that her
organization had several recommendations as options for Xcel to
consider. She noted a number of environmental and safety concerns
and impacts to enjoyment of CCSP. She said a pipeline should not
replace a cherished park and biotic communities.
Midi {last name was inaudible} expressed concern for destroying
the habitat of prairie dogs. She stated no lessons had been learned
about preventing destruction of this species by corporations. She said
Planning Commission
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a relocation expert should be hired to consider options for
preservation of the animals and habitat before moving forward.
Ray Cruselano stated he had lived in the area for 25 years and was
primarily concerned about safety in proximity to the project. He
wanted to know how deep the pipeline would be buried. He reported
having seen construction at Peoria and Orchard and would like to
know whether there was any project activity underway already.
There were no further public comments. The public hearing was
closed.
Ms. Bradley stated that Xcel could commit to hiring a prairie dog
relocation expert to minimize impacts to the prairie dogs. She said
there was no intent to exclude prairie dogs from the construction area
after the pipeline as complete; prairie dogs would be able to move
back into the area. She reported where the corridor was in close
proximity to Peoria, there was other nearby habitat that the prairie
dogs could move into temporarily. Ms. Bradley addressed the safety
question. She reported the pipeline averaged a depth of four feet and
was deeper for wetlands and creek crossings. She said there was
some construction underway where the pipeline had already been
approved and permitted (outside the unincorporated area of
Arapahoe County). Ms. Bradley noted that safety was the foundation
of Xcel’s work and she reviewed safety measures that were shared
earlier in the presentation. She said the integrity of the pipeline
would be ensured. She stated that corrosion protection, pressuretesting with water, visual internal inspection with pigging every
seven years, annual leak surveys, continuous remote monitoring, use
of remote control valve shutoff from control center were all noted as
safety measures. Ms. Bradley responded to Mr. Cruselano’s follow
up question about shut-off points in the case of a catastrophic event.
She noted that the one valve as in the section within unincorporated
Arapahoe County; however, there were other shutoff valves along
the system. Ms. Bradley said the depth of the pipeline was 10 feet at
the drop structure being installed by Mile High Flood Control
District, but the typical depth was four feet. She provided additional
detail on the pressure test. She reported the test would be 8 hours, at
one and a half times the design pressure and that the new pipeline
would run at the same pressure as the current pipeline.
Ms. Latsis asked for information on additional utilities in the area
that might create variations in depth of the pipeline.
Mr. Thomason responded that there were two water lines that would
be crossed. He believed they are owned by the City of Aurora and
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would require an approximate ten-foot depth. He said most were
telephone communication lines at a three-foot depth. He added that
the water lines had easements with CCSP adjacent to Peoria.
Ms Latsis asked if it was known how many prairie dog colonies
would be impacted and if the magnitude of relocation was known?
Matt Kizlinski stated approximately two miles of the park would
impact prairie dogs. He stated the CCSP prairie dog management
plan identified the number of prairie dog colonies, but he did not
have those numbers available. He explained the numbers varied from
year to year, and the construction would span from this year into next
year. He did not know the magnitude of relocation, but indicated
there were several large colonies. He said it might be that the entire
colony would not be impacted. He believed there were 468 acres of
active prairie dog habitat within CCSP. He stated the numbers could
be calculated.
Ms. Latsis noted Xcel stated that 2,000 miles of pipeline in Colorado
were managed by Xcel. She asked if there were some numbers to
share in relation to safety statistics for area residents.
Ms. Bradley stated she did not have those numbers immediately
available, but could provide that information to the area residents.
Mr. Brockelman asked about the width of disturbance, silt fence to
silt fence.
Mr. Thomason responded that the average width as 50 feet. He said
there was also a 25-foot temporary width in addition to the 50-foot
easement for a total of 75 feet temporarily.
Mr. Miller asked about the depth of the current pipeline.
Mr. Thomason noted that the typical depth was four feet to five feet.
Ms. Wollman asked whether it was industry standard for Xcel to
place a pipeline at a four-foot depth and to go deeper where crossing
other utilities.
Ms. Bradley confirmed that was typical.
Ms. Rieck explained separate motions would be accepted for the
Location and Extent application and the 1041 application.
It was moved by Ms. Wollman and duly seconded by
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Mr. Brockelman, in the case of LE20-001, Southeast Metro
Natural Gas Project / Location and Extent, that the Planning
Commission reviewed the staff report, including all exhibits and
attachments, have listened to the applicant’s presentation and
any public comment as presented at the hearing, and moved to
approve the application based on the findings in the staff report
and subject to the following conditions:
1. Prior to signature of the final copy of these plans, the
applicant must address Public Works Staff comments
and concerns.
2. Prior to commencement of construction on the Project
the applicant shall obtain all necessary Federal, State and
County permits required for occupation, environmental
and building/work permits for the project.
3. The applicant shall continue to work with Mile High
Flood District to resolve concerns stated in the
recommendation letter received by the County on August
19, 2020.
4. The applicant must meet all of Tri-County Health
Department requirements and receive approval from
Tri-County Health Department prior to construction.
5. This Location and Extent approval is contingent upon
approval of ASI20-001, Southeast Metro Natural Gas
Project 1041 Permit Application
6. To employ a relocation expert to relocate the prairie dogs.
7. To provide safety information to the County.
Mr. Miller noted that Xcel had committed to provide a great deal of
information prior to the Board of County Commissioners meeting
and should follow up on these.
Ms. Latsis then moved to amend the motion to include condition
number eight (8) which required the applicant to provide
landscaping and visual screening around the above-ground
valves.
The motion for the amendment was seconded by Ms. Wollman.
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The vote to approve the amendment to the original motion was
approved unanimously.
The motion to approve the Location & Extent as amended, was
approved, as follows:
Mr. Brockelman, Yes; Mr. Miller; Yes, Ms. Wollman, Yes;
Ms. Latsis, Yes; Ms. Rieck, Yes; Mr. Sall, No; Ms. Sauve, No.
ITEM 3

CASE NO ASI20-001, SOUTHEAST METRO NATURAL GAS
PROJECT / AREAS OR ACTIVITIES OF STATE INTEREST
(ASI) – Kat Hammer, Planner II
The staff and applicant presentations, questions and comments from
Planning Commissioners, and public comment related to this item
were included and addressed in the minutes for Item 2 above;
however, a separate motion was made for Item 3.
It was moved by Ms. Latsis and duly seconded by Ms. Wollman,
in the case of ASI20-001, Southeast Metro Natural Gas Project
/1041 Permit, that the Planning Commission reviewed the staff
report, including all exhibits and attachments, listened to the
applicant’s presentation and any public comment as presented
at the hearing, and moved to recommend approval of the
application based on the findings in the staff report, subject to
the following conditions:
1. Prior to signature of the final copy of these plans, the
applicant must address Public Works Staff comments
and concerns.
2. Prior to commencement of construction on the Project
the applicant shall obtain all necessary Federal, State and
County permits required for occupation, environmental
and building/work permits for the project.
3. The applicant shall continue to work to work with Mile
High Flood District to resolve concerns stated in the
recommendation letter received by the County on August
19, 2020.
4. The applicant must meet all of Tri-County Health
Department requirements and receive approval from
Tri-County Health Department prior to construction.
The vote was:
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Mr. Brockelman, Yes; Mr. Miller, Yes; Ms. Wollman, Yes;
Ms. Latsis, Yes; Ms. Rieck, Yes; Mr. Sall, No; Ms. Sauve, No.
ANNOUNCEMENTS
AND QUESTIONS

It was announced that the next Planning Commission meeting was
scheduled for October 6, 2020, at 6:30 p.m., and would be held
through the TEAMS platform and call-in.
Mr. Reynolds thanked Ms. Maulik for attending this evening’s
hearing. He noted she was being trained as his backup.

ADJOURNMENT

Planning Commission

There being no further business to come before the Planning
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ARAPAHOE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
STUDY SESSION
OCTOBER 6, 2020
6:30 PM
LDC19-002 Arapahoe County Land Development Code – Billboards and Off-Premise
Signs
Kat Hammer, Planner II

September 23, 2020

This county-initiated application to amend the Land Development Code would include new
language and requirements that amend the provision for billboards and other off-premise signs
in Unincorporated Arapahoe County, including the conversion of any existing billboard or other
off-premise sign to an Electronic Message Center (EMC). Please note the industry uses the
term EMC, which equates to Electronic Message Board (EMB) in our regulations.
Request and Recommendation
Staff and the Board of County Commissioners recommends developing regulations that will
prohibit any new billboards and conversion of any existing static billboard to an EMC in
unincorporated Arapahoe County. Staff also recommends removing the existing provision in the
Land Development Code that would allow other off-premise signs, not billboards by reason of
size. The draft regulations will also eliminate the Use by Special Review approval requirement
for such signs. Staff researched 20 jurisdictions’ billboard regulations, received input from
industry representatives and Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT), held eight study
sessions with the Board of County Commissioners, and has developed draft regulations
(attached to this report). Staff requests feedback from the Planning Commissioners on these
draft regulations prior to commencing outside referrals and commencing the schedule for public
hearings before the Planning Commission and Board of County Commissioners on the
proposed Land Development Code amendment.
Background
A number of developers and industry representatives have contacted the Planning Division over
the last few years to express the desire to construct new billboards, to convert existing billboards
to electronic message boards (EMBs), and to reduce the dwell time for EMBs. A new billboard
has not been constructed in unincorporated Arapahoe County in at least 15 years, and there are
no Use by Special Review approvals on file for the existing billboards (current regulations require
a USR for placement of a billboard). However, there is an important need to amend the existing
Sign Code and the approval process set forth therein for billboards and other off-premise signs.
The First Amendment strictly limits the County’s ability to regulate signs as a matter of free speech
and the County Attorney’s office has expressed concern over the constitutionality of the existing
USR process.
Pursuant to Resolution No. 190273, the Board of County Commissioners approved a 6-month
temporary moratorium on May 7, 2019, on the acceptance and processing of applications for any
new billboard or other off-premise sign and on applications for conversion of any existing billboard
or other off-premise sign to an electronic messaging sign. Prior to the moratorium adoption,
Arapahoe County received applications for two billboards: one proposed at Belleview and I-25
1

and the other proposed at Hampden Avenue/Highway 285 and Knox Court. Staff continues
processing those applications and the County is awaiting responses to the most recent review
comments. This temporary moratorium was extended to February 7, 2020, and further extended
to May 7, 2020, September 7, 2020, and to January 7, 2021.
Summary of BoCC Study Sessions
Since the temporary moratorium was approved and extended multiple times, staff has discussed
this with the following Divisions and agencies: Arapahoe County Planning, Arapahoe County
Zoning, Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT) and billboard industry representatives.
Staff has compiled and presented research regarding other jurisdictions’ regulations and safety
of electronic billboards and EMB. The history of the study sessions on the planned billboard and
sign code amendments and the moratorium and public hearings, to date, are as follows:
July 29, 2019 Study Session
Anthony Lovato, CDOT, Outdoor Advertising Program Manager, presented CDOT’s regulations
to the BOCC. The BOCC asked staff to provide research regarding billboards and safety impacts.
September 10, 2019 Study Session
Staff presented research regarding billboards and safety impacts. The research on this topic is
inconclusive due to the complexity of studying driver distraction. No billboard, road or driver is
the same as another. The BOCC directed staff to provide draft language that permits new
billboards and conversion of billboards with an approved Use by Special Review and a tentative
schedule for review and consideration through a public hearing. The BOCC directed staff to draft
language to prohibit billboards along certain travel corridors as part of an updated code for
consideration through the hearing process.
October 22, 2019 Study Session
Staff presented draft USR and Billboard language and a tentative schedule. Commissioners
requested staff to compile a list of referrals. The draft referral list was included in the October
29th public hearing packet.
October 29, 2019 Public Hearing
Staff requested the BOCC to extend the moratorium for three months to allow for staff to continue
work on draft regulations and review legal and constitutional requirements for using codes. The
BOCC approved a three-month moratorium, which expired February 7, 2020.
February 4, 2020 Public Hearing
The BOCC approved a three-month extension of the temporary moratorium to May 7, 2020.
April 14, 2020 Study Session
Staff proposed to the BOCC draft regulations that would establish Billboard Overlay Districts,
which would identify potential areas in which billboards would be permitted within Arapahoe
County. The BOCC asked staff to remove the Billboard Overlay Districts from the urban areas,
which would mean no static to EMC conversions and no new billboards in those areas. Existing
billboard would become non-conforming uses that could not be replaced or improved beyond
routine maintenance. The BOCC expressed some support for maintaining the proposed Billboard
Overlay District in the rural areas of the County and asked staff to look further into that option.
May 5, 2020 Public Hearing
The BOCC approved a four-month extension of the temporary moratorium to September 7, 2020.
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June 2, 2020 Study Session
Staff proposed to and discussed with the BOCC three potential Billboard Overlay Districts in the
non-urban area of the County. Staff also asked the BOCC to discuss appropriate spacing for
billboards in the non-urban area. The BOCC directed staff to develop rules that could allow
billboards in commercial, industrial, and agricultural zone districts in the rural Billboard Overlay
Districts. Staff was directed to survey property owners along the three proposed Billboard Overlay
District corridors, since adding billboards to agricultural zone districts represented an expansion
of where billboards could potentially be located.
August 31, 2020 Study Session
Staff presented data from a survey sent to property owners within 600 feet of three proposed
billboard overlay corridors, specifically, I-70, east of Watkins Road, East. Quincy Avenue, east of
Gun Club Road, and along Kiowa Bennett Road. More than two thirds (79%) of the survey
respondents opposed allowing new billboards along all three proposed billboard overlay zones in
the A-1 and A-E zone districts. Additionally, more than half (64%) of the respondents suggest new
billboards should be prohibited county-wide. The survey results are attached this report for
reference. The BoCC directed staff to draft regulations prohibiting new billboards county-wide and
to prohibit conversion of existing billboards to EMCs.
September 1, 2020 Public Hearing
The BOCC approved a four-month extension of the temporary moratorium to January 7, 2021.
Discussion and Recommended Regulations
Staff is working draft regulations which will prohibit any new billboards in unincorporated
Arapahoe County. The draft regulations will also prohibit billboards proposed on land zoned or
to be zoned for Planned Unit Developments. The proposed regulations will define what a
Billboard is by the size of the sign and its proposed location relative to roads and highways
without reference to the content of the sign as required under developing court precedent. This
is intended to remove the existing off/on premise based definitions in the Land Development
Code in their entirety. The draft regulations define billboards as any sign exceeding 48 square
feet per sign face or a sign exceeding six feet in height and that is oriented towards a public
road with an intent to advertise to travelers on such road.
The draft regulations would not allow billboards, EMB billboards or the conversion of old existing
billboards to EMB billboards. Staff is working on the draft regulations, but a draft is not ready for
dissemination at this point.
Fiscal Impact
The proposed draft regulations should not result in any fiscal impact on the County.
Attachments
-

Summary of survey results
Jurisdiction research summary table
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Report for Billboards in Agricultural Zone
Districts
1. Billboards should be allowed along I-70, east of Watkins Road
10% Strongly Agree

16% Agree

50% Strongly Disagree

15% Neutral

10% Disagree

Value

Percent

Responses

9.7%

13

Ag ree

15.7%

21

Neutral

14.9%

20

9.7%

13

50 .0 %

67

Strong ly Ag ree

Disag ree
Strong ly Disag ree

T o tals : 134

2. Billboards should be allowed along E. Quincy Ave., east of Gun Club Rd., and along
Kiowa Bennett Road
8% Strongly Agree

8% Agree

3% Neutral

6% Disagree

76% Strongly Disagree

Value

Percent

Responses

Strong ly Ag ree

7.5%

10

Ag ree

7.5%

10

Neutral

3.0 %

4

Disag ree

6.0 %

8

76.1%

10 2

Strong ly Disag ree

T o tals : 134

3. Billboards should be allowed on agricultural zoned (A-E and A-1) property.Keep in
mind that billboards are currently a permitted land use only in commercial and
industrial zone districts (I-1, I-2, B-3, B-4 and B-5).
8% Strongly Agree

8% Agree

5% Neutral

16% Disagree
63% Strongly Disagree

Value

Percent

Responses

Strong ly Ag ree

8.2%

11

Ag ree

8.2%

11

Neutral

4.5%

6

Disag ree

15.7%

21

Strong ly Disag ree

63.4%

85
T o tals : 134

4. If billboards are approved for agricultural (A-E and A-1) zoned property, I think
the distance between billboards should be at least:
5% 500 feet
2% 1,000 feet
2% A quarter mile (1,320 ft)
5% A half mile (2,640 ft)

11% One mile (5,280 ft)

75% More than 1 mile

Value

Percent

Responses

50 0 feet

4.5%

6

1,0 0 0 feet

2.2%

3

A quarter mile (1,320 ft)

2.2%

3

A half mile (2,640 ft)

5.2%

7

One mile (5,280 ft)

11.2%

15

More than 1 mile

74.6%

10 0
T o tals : 134

5. If billboards are approved for agricultural (A-E and A-1) zoned property, I think
the distance between a billboard and a residence should be at least:
6% 500 feet
6% 1,000 feet
5% A quarter mile (1,320 ft)

5% A half mile (2,640 ft)

7% One mile (5,280 ft)

72% More than 1 mile

Value

Percent

Responses

50 0 feet

6.0 %

8

1,0 0 0 feet

6.0 %

8

A quarter mile (1,320 ft)

4.5%

6

A half mile (2,640 ft)

5.2%

7

One mile (5,280 ft)

6.7%

9

71.6%

96

More than 1 mile

T o tals : 134

6. New billboards should be prohibited county-wide
14% Strongly Disagree

10% Disagree

51% Strongly Agree

12% Neutral

13% Agree

Value

Percent

Responses

Strong ly Ag ree

50 .7%

68

Ag ree

13.4%

18

Neutral

11.9%

16

9.7%

13

14.2%

19

Disag ree
Strong ly Disag ree

T o tals : 134

7. How do you prefer to get direct information, news, updates or feedback
opportunities like this from Arapahoe County? Select all that apply
4% Other - Write In

17% Social media (Facebook,
Nextdoor, Twitter, etc)

25% Mail delivered to home

5% County website:
www.arapahoegov.com

50% Email

Value

Percent

Responses

Mail delivered to home

24.8%

26

Email

49.5%

52

4.8%

5

17.1%

18

3.8%

4

County website: www.arapahoeg ov.com
Social media (Facebook, Nextdoor, T witter, etc)
Other - Write In

T o tals : 10 5

Jurisdiction

Adams

Arvada

New Billboards Permitted?

Yes, Conditional Use Permit in the
C-5 ad Industrial zone districts or
Major Amendment to CUP (Sec. 415 – pg. 228)

Permitted with an approved
Alternative Sign Program.

Height

Aurora
(Spoke with
Peter)

Location Requirements

EMC Permitted?

40 ft.

1 per lot. 300
s.f. per face

Minimum ROW and
property line setback is
equal to the height of
the billboard – measured
from the base of the sign
pole.

Illumination Regulations

Non-Conforming
Billboard
Regulations/Process?

Allow Other OffPremise Signs?

New CUP. Two
existing sign
application that are
struggling to meet the
minimum setback
based on the height.

Yes, Advertising
Banner (Horizontal
Billboard) – offpremise sign
horizontal to the
ground and of
sufficient size to be
seen by air
passengers either
landing or departing.

Must have an
approved Alternative
Sign Program.

Waiting to hear back

Conversion to EMC not
permitted because it
does not meet the
definition of a
monument sign.

Yes, off-premise signs
includes billboards.

"Non-conforming signs
shall not be eligible for
conversion to an
electronic message
center".
Sec 17-20-100.
(o).2.A.3.

Prohibited except for
bus bench and
shelter signs, some
temporary signs

4 seconds with 10
seconds optimal.

If on the same side of
road/highway 2,000 ft.
separation required.
With new CUP or
Major Amendment to
CUP

Max.
height is
2.5x
what is
permitt
ed in
zone
district.

Cannot
exceed 50 x
what is
permitted in
zone district.

TBD with Alternative
Sign Program

Only in the CI sign
district
No more than 40% of
the permitted sign
may be occupied by
digital EMC – can be
waived with
Alternative Sign
Program for billboards.

25 ft.

One sign, 200
sq. ft. on
single-faced
signs and 100
sq. ft. per face
on doublefaced signs

If abutting residential
use, shall not be
illuminated between the
hours of 11 pm – 6 am.

Limited to use on
monument signs only.
(Sec. 4.10.7. B (pg.
335))

Not prohibited but locational
requirements are very strict (no
new BB in 17 years).
Off-premise signs, including
billboards are permitted in the B-3,
M-2 and M-3 zones and for nonresidential areas of PD zones if
condition is met: off-premise
advertising content

Number &
Size

Permitted Dwell Time
& Transition
Regulations

Instantaneous
transitions required.
Must have a default
mode to prevent the
display from
malfunctioning in a
flashing or intermittent
fashion.
8 second minimum
Static message only,
changed only through
dissolve or fade
transitions that do not
exceed 1 second.

8 second dwell time,
message change must
occur instantaneously,
with scrolling, flashing,
fading, blinking etc.

Equipped with and employ the use of light
monitors or controls that allow sign
brightness to automatically adjust to
outside conditions.
Not to exceed a maximum of 150 f.c.
during nighttime hours, measured from a
maximum of 200 ft. from the sign.

Automatic dimmer software or solar
sensors to control brightness for nighttime
viewing and variations in the daytime
ambient light.

Automatic dimming software or solar
sensors to control brightness

Sec146-1618. (A)

Brighton

No

n/a

n/a

n/a

No, Electronic
Message Centers
(EMCs) are only
permitted on
monument signs. Code
specifically states that
"Electronic message
copy on wall signs,
window signs, pole
signs or any other sign
is not permitted

Transition time cannot
exceed one (1) second
and the message hold
sign shall be a
minimum of twenty
(20) seconds for

1. The sign shall have automatic dimmer
software or solar sensors to control
brightness for nighttime viewing. The
intensity of the light source shall not
produce glare, the effect of which
constitutes a traffic hazard or is otherwise
detrimental to the public health, safety or
welfare.
2. Applications for sign permits containing
an electronic display shall include the
manufacturer's specifications and nit
(candela per square meter) rating. The
Director may place a maximum nit
(candela per square meter) on the sign
permit approval.

Jurisdiction

New Billboards Permitted?

Height

Number &
Size

Location Requirements

EMC Permitted?

Permitted Dwell Time
& Transition
Regulations

Illumination Regulations

Non-Conforming
Billboard
Regulations/Process?

Allow Other OffPremise Signs?

I. In no instance shall a sign be approved
with a maximum nit (candela per square
meter) of more than six hundred (600)
between sunset and sunrise as measured
from the sign's face.
ii. Between sunrise and sunset, the
maximum shall not exceed five thousand
(5,000) nits (candelas per square meter) or
three-tenths (.3) foot-candles over the
ambient light, whichever is lower, as
measured from the sign's face.
iii. In some instances, especially in sensitive
areas (i.e., proximity to residential, parks,
open space or other similar uses), the
Director may place a maximum nit
(candela per square meter) less than the
maximums described herein on the sign
permit approval.
Castle Rock
VM 6/7/19
Email 6/24

No
(Sec 19.04.042.R)

n/a

n/a

n/a

Not for billboards

Waiting to hear back.
8 second dwell time

Centennial

No (Sec. 12-6-301.B.1.f. (pg. 292))

n/a

n/a

n/a

Only if an existing
static billboard is
removed.

Static change between
messages

Automatic dimming, video camera
monitoring
Shall use automatic dimming technology to
adjust the brightness relative to ambient
light so that at no time shall the digital
billboard exceed a brightness level of 0.3
foot-candles above ambient light.

Based on setback for
freestanding sign in zone
district.

Colorado
Springs

Yes, with CUP in C-6, M-1, M-2 and
PIP-2.
127 active billboards currently and
26 available

Based
on
Maximum 245
height
ft.
for
Replacement
freestan
of existing
ding
sign maximum
sign in
400 sq. ft.
zone
district.

Not to be spaced less
than 1,000 ft. from the
nearest billboard, in M-2
zones shall be spaced no
less than 400 ft. from
the nearest billboard.
Only one placed within a
radius of 250 ft. from the
center point of any
street or highway
intersection.

See EMC permitted,
billboard are
prohibited.

Yes, off-premise,
monument signs, See
Section 12-6-402.C.4.
(pg. 310 & pg. 308).

EMCs not permitted
within City limits.

EMCs not permitted
on billboards within
City Limits. If an
electronic

EMCs not permitted on
billboard within City
Limits.

EMCs not permitted on billboards within
City Limits.

Replacement
billboards, existing
billboards 400 sq. ft. or
larger in face area may
be replaced up to 400
sq. ft.; billboards with
face areas between
245-399 must be
replaced at a size not
to exceed 245 sq. ft.

Off-premise sign is
considered a
billboard, size of any
sign.

Jurisdiction

New Billboards Permitted?

Height

Number &
Size

Location Requirements

EMC Permitted?

Permitted Dwell Time
& Transition
Regulations

Illumination Regulations

n/a

n/a

Non-Conforming
Billboard
Regulations/Process?

Allow Other OffPremise Signs?

No billboards

no

No, it is prohibited to
erect, maintain or
continue the use of
any Billboard Sign.
(Sec.2904.02)

No

No permitted within 500
ft. of any residential
zone property.

Columbine
Valley

No billboards – no commercial
property
Article III Sec. 3. F. (pg. 28)

n/a

n/a

n/a

No – signs must be
ground-lighted with no
internal lighting unless
otherwise approved by
the Board of Trustees.
Article II Sec 4. E. 1 (pg.
14)

Limited to a maximum
of three difference
messages per day.

Douglas
(Revising Sign
Code)

No (Sec.2904.02)

n/a

n/a

n/a

Yes, not to exceed 50
sq. ft.

20 second hold time
for areas with posted
speed limits up to 35
mph or 10 second hold
time for areas with
posted speed limits
greater than 35 mph.
Static messages only
Cannot operate from
9.01 pm – 6:59 am.

Denver
(Billboard
Use Overlay
District)

No permit for a new billboard can
be issued until an existing device or
a combination of devices with at
least equal square footage of
message surface are removed by
the applicant. Sec. 10.10.20.7 (pg.
135) indicates the locations the
County requires billboards be
removed.
All permits for billboards must be
renewed annually. Permits are
issued for a period of less than one
year. (Sec. 10.10.20.2 (pg. 134))

45 ft.
with
excepti
ons for
devices
located
near an
elevate
street
or
viaduct.
(Sec.
10.10.2
0.6 (pg.
136))

No single
message
surface can
exceed 672
sq. ft. plus up
to an
additional 80
sq. ft. for
extensions.

No device with a
message surfaces that
exceeds 79 sq. ft. can be
located less than 500 ft.
from a device which has
a message surface in
excess of 79 ft.

One outdoor
general
advertising
device per
permitted
location. Two
message

No device with a
message surface less
than 80 sq. ft. can be
located less than 300 ft.
from a device which has
a message surface less
than 80 sq. ft.

Devices shall not have
message surfaces
made entirely or partly
of light emitting diodes
(LEDs). Sec. 10.10.20.9
(pg. 137)

Verification of the ability to control the
signage lighting is required as part of the
sign permit application.
Sensory or other device must be installed
that automatically determines the ambient
illumination and is programmed to
automatically dim according to ambient
light conditions. Lighting from the
message module shall not exceed 0.3 footcandles above ambient lighting conditions.
Must be equipped to default to black or to
automatically shut off if a malfunction
occurs.
EMCs shall be a minimum of 1,500 feet
from any other EMC.
Devices shall not have
message surfaces
made entirely or partly
of light emitting diodes
(LEDs). Sec. 10.10.20.9
(pg. 137)
Any device with one or
more LED message
surfaces that was
permitted prior to
March 1, 2010 shall be
considered a
nonconforming device
and shall be allowed to
continue in operation
and maintained in

Yes, new residential
development
identification Sec.
10.10.3.2.K (pg. 79
and public facility
identification (Sec.
10.10.3.2.K (pg. 80)

Jurisdiction

New Billboards Permitted?

Height

Number &
Size
surfaces are
permitted in
one location if
they are
placed on the
same
structure,
messages are
facing
opposite
directions and
the surfaces
are not
separated by
more than
four feet.
Three and
four outdoor
general
advertising
message
surfaces are
permitted if
standards
found in Sec.
10.10.20.4
(pg. 135) are
met.

Location Requirements

EMC Permitted?

No device whose
message is oriented to
an elevated street or
viaduct shall be located
less than 500 ft. from
any other device on the
same or opposite side of
the elevated street or
viaduct.

Permitted Dwell Time
& Transition
Regulations

Cannot flash, blink or
fluctuate or change in
any manner more
frequently than once
per hour. Sec.
10.10.20.9 (pg. 137)

No, signs over 125 sf are prohibited
unless legal nonconforming

n/a

n/a

Only illuminated from a concealed light
source and shall not be illuminated
between the hours of 1 am – 6 am.
Existing LED’s must be dimmed at dusk as
well. Sec. 10.10.20.9 (pg. 137)

Non-Conforming
Billboard
Regulations/Process?
accordance with the
provisions of Sec.
12.9.2.,
Nonconforming
Outdoor General
Advertising Devices
(pg. 94).
In short- can remain
but cannot be
modified beyond
replacing or changing
copy, replacing or
relocating a message
surface within 1 foot
of the previous
message surface and
customary
maintenance and
repair. (Sec.
10.10.20.2.A.5., pg.
134)

Not permitted within
400 ft. of any public park
or historic structure.
Not permitted within
125 ft. from a residential
district or single or
multiple unit dwelling
unit.
Sec. 10.10.20.7 (pg. 137)
also indicates a number
of specific location
restrictions.
Unlawful to erect or
remodel within 660 feet
of the edge of the ROW
or a freeway any
outdoor general
advertising device the
face of which is visible
from the main-traveled
way of the freeway.
5 second minimum
hold time

Englewood
Sec. 16-6-13
Called 6/21
Message for
Will Charles

Illumination Regulations

n/a

Variance process for
EMC Sec 16-2-16.F.2
(pg. 58))

No messages may
flash, twirl, change
color, fade in or out in
any manner imitate
movement.

16-6-13.E.2 (pg. 236)
The different between the off and solid
messages measurement shall not exceed
0.3 footcandles at night.
16-6-13(F)(6)(b)(5)(f)(i) (pg. 246)
Dimmer software required- that
automatically determines the ambient
illumination and programmed to
automatically determine the ambient
illumination and programmed to
automatically dim according to ambient
light conditions, or that can be adjusted to

Waiting to hear back.

Allow Other OffPremise Signs?

Jurisdiction

New Billboards Permitted?

Height

Number &
Size

Location Requirements

EMC Permitted?

Permitted Dwell Time
& Transition
Regulations

Illumination Regulations

Non-Conforming
Billboard
Regulations/Process?

Allow Other OffPremise Signs?

Permitted without a
sign permit as long as
no other changes are
made to the sign size,
height or structure.

No

No billboards in
Greenwood Village

Prohibited unless
approved by a PSP.

Not permitted to be
replaced. County does
not issue permits for
any kind of work on
billboards.

No (Sec. 11:C.4)

comply with the 0.3 footcandle
measurement of this subsection.
Measurements shall be taken
perpendicular to the face of the EMD at
the distance determined by the total
square footage of the Sign.
City has the right to enter the property and
view the programmed specifications to
determine compliance.
Maximum of 0.3 footcandles over ambient
light levels.

1 per lot.
Grand
Junction

Greenwood
Village

Yes, C-2 (General Commercial) and
I-1 and I-2 (Industrial) with a sign
permit.

No

40 ft.

n/a

Face cannot
exceed 300
sq. ft.

n/a

For each sq. ft. of surface
or facing of the sign, two
feet of space from
adjacent outdoor
advertising signs shall be
maintained.

n/a

Certification must be provided to the
County upon installation that the sign has
been preset to automatically adjust the
brightness of these levels or lower.
Yes

No regulations.
All new electronic display signs must have
photocell technology that will be used to
dim the display for appropriate nighttime
viewing from dusk to dawn when ambient
light conditions warrant such change.

No unless time and
temperature, live data
for public transit,
scoreboards or
gasoline prices

n/a

EMCs are prohibited.

n/a
EMCs are permitted on ground signs (both
single and double-faced)
Static messages only. Must display
messages for a period of not less than 30
seconds. No transition or frame effects
between messages.
Jefferson

No (Sec. 11:C.4)

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a
The difference between the off and solid –
white measurements shall not exceed 0.3
foot-candles, as measured in front of the
sign, 50 feet away.
All EMCs shall be equipped with a sensor
or other device that automatically
determines the ambient illumination and
programmed to automatically dim

Jurisdiction

New Billboards Permitted?

Height

Number &
Size

Location Requirements

EMC Permitted?

Permitted Dwell Time
& Transition
Regulations

Illumination Regulations

Non-Conforming
Billboard
Regulations/Process?

Allow Other OffPremise Signs?

9 existing billboards.
City was working with
sign company to pass
regulations to allow
transition to EMC if the
total number of
billboards in the City
were reduced. The
Planning Commission
heard the proposal
and recommended
denial. The City
Council never heard
the proposal.

Prohibited unless
approved by an
Official Development
Plan, Comprehensive
Sign Plan or Zone Lot.

No existing billboards
in Littleton

Only residential
developers’ signs are
allowed if the
property is not on a
well-traveled
thoroughfare.

according to ambient light conditions, or
that can be adjusted to comply with the
0.3 foot-candle measurements.
Table 17.9.11 (pg.225))

Lakewood
(Spoke with
Steven
Wilson)

Off-premise sign are prohibited
unless approved by an Official
Development Plan, Comprehensive
Sign Plan or Zone Lot.
(Sec.17.9.2.3.D (pg. 215)

n/a

n/a

n/a

Table 17.9.11 (pg. 224)
Yes, on properties with
180 linear feet
frontage or more.

8 seconds and each
message shall
transition to the next
message
instantaneously.

Not to exceed 03 foot-candles over
ambient lighting when measured at the
designated measurement distance, based
on the sign size. Measurement must be
taken with an illuminance meter with a
reading up to two decimal places in footcandles. The measurement will be taken
with only the ambient light and then with
the sign at solid white or the solid color if it
is a monochrome display. The difference
between the ambient light and the solid
display shall be 0.3 foot-candles or less.
(FROM THE INTERNATIONAL SIGN
ASSOCIATION in the NIGHTIME
BRIGHTNESS LEVEL RECOMMENDDATIONS
FOR ON-PREMISE ELECTRONIC MESSAGE
SIGNS UPDATED IN 2016.)
Must be equipped with a sensor or other
device that is programed to determine the
ambient illumination and automatically
dim the display according to ambient light
conditions, or that can be adjusted to
comply with the 0.3 foot-candle
measurement.

Littleton

Sheridan

No (Sec 10-17-6-2.4)

No (Sec 21.7 (l) (pg. 37)

n/a

30ft

n/a

300 sf

n/a

2 permitted corridors
1000 ft. apart
Not permitted within
300 ft. of residentially
zoned property

Yes

“Changeable Copy
Sign” An electronic
sign with changing
characters, letters or
graphics.

Display Face: The
display face of the sign
must be limited in area
to less than thirty two
(32) square feet and
must be stationary
with a change
sequence of not more
than one
change each two (2)
seconds.

Changeable copy signs
shall not change more
than one time every

Constant Light Intensity: Such sign shall
maintain a constant light intensity and
color during the entire copy display. Mode
changes such as reverse, flashing, and
inverse flashing are prohibited. (Ord. 16,
Series of 2018)

Yes, If the applicant
would want to convert
the existing static
billboard to an EMC
the only way they
could do that is if the
replacement, repair, or
maintenance does not

No (Sec 21.7 (l) (pg.
39)

Jurisdiction

New Billboards Permitted?

Height

Number &
Size

Location Requirements

EMC Permitted?

Permitted Dwell Time
& Transition
Regulations

Illumination Regulations

ten minutes and no
more than 50% of a
sign shall contain
electronic changeable
code display. (See Sec.
56-582. Definitions,
(g)).

Luminous intensity shall be limited to a
maximum of 600 candelas per meter
squared (nits) for the entire sign face. (See
Sec. 56-582. Definitions I. (3)).

Allow Other OffPremise Signs?

exceed 50% of the
current assessed
valuation. Since an
EMC would probably
cost more than that
for a static billboard
we would not allow
the conversion. (See
Sec. 56-486. Offpremises advertising
signs/billboards).

Not to change more
than once per 5
seconds.

Thornton

Westminster

Wheat Ridge

In Industrial only
(Sec. 18-725) and only on
undeveloped property and must be
removed when development or
redevelopment of the property
begins. (Sec. 18-741)

25 ft.

300 sq. ft.

Any number as long as
they are located at least
600 ft. from any other
permitted sign and at
least 1000 ft. from any
other billboard.

Not on billboards

Not permitted except
for time-temperaturedate signs, traditional
barber poles, gauges
and dials that may be
animated to the extent
necessary to display
correct measurement,
menu board, order
confirmation signs,
and gas pricing sign

no

n/a

n/a

n/a

Two billboard districts, B-1 & B-2.
Prohibited in B-1

32 ft.
Length
not to
exceed
3.5

City maximum
of 16 –
existing
billboards in
the B-1 may

Cannot be located within
600 feet of any other
billboard facing the same
direction.

Yes, Changeable copy
signs but not for
billboards.

Automatic dimmer software or solar
sensors to control brightness for nighttime
viewing. The intensity of the light source
shall not produce glare, the effect of which
Static messages only,
constitutes a traffic hazard or is otherwise
changed only through
detrimental to the public health, safety or
dissolve or fade
welfare. Lighting from the message module
transition, which shall
shall not exceed 300 NITs (candelas per
otherwise have no
square meter) between dusk and dawn as
movement, or the
measured from the sign's face.
appearance or optical Applications for sign permits containing an
illusion of movement
electronic display shall include the
or varying light
manufacturer's specifications and NIT
intensity, of any part of
(candela per square meter) rating. City
the structure, design
officials shall have the right to enter the
or pictorial segment of
property and view the programmed
the sign. Transition
specifications of the sign to determine
time between each
compliance with this provision.
message displayed on
the sign shall be less
Sec. 18-750
than one second.

Non-Conforming
Billboard
Regulations/Process?

Signs that flash, move,
rotate, scintillate,
blink, flicker, vary in
intensity, vary in color
or use intermittent
electrical pulsations
are prohibited.
8 sec dwell time, static
message and
instantaneous change

n/a

Difference between off and solid-message
measurements shall not exceed 0.3 footcandles at night.

Electronic message
sign allowed only as
on-site signs, no
conversion allowed.

Yes, for pad sites in
large developments
that do not have
street frontage.

Waiting to hear back.

Only off-premise
informational
directional signs. A
single or doublefaced sign designed
to give direction to a
church, school,
philanthropic
organization, or
similar use of a nonretail or business
nature.

Code is silent. Planner
indicated EMC
billboards are
prohibited.

Need to confirm.

Jurisdiction

New Billboards Permitted?

Height
times
the
height

Number &
Size
be relocated
to the b-2
regardless of
the maximum
number.
750 sq. ft.

Location Requirements

EMC Permitted?

Permitted Dwell Time
& Transition
Regulations

Illumination Regulations

Non-Conforming
Billboard
Regulations/Process?

Allow Other OffPremise Signs?

