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COMMENT ON REVISIONS TO CH. 28, THE SIGN ORDINANCE 
To The San Antonio City Council 

April 2017 
 
This Comment on Revisions to Chapter 28 is approved by several neighborhood organizations and the 
following listed organizations and their representatives who participated in the City of San Antonio’s 
signage Code Update Group: 
 

• Northside Neighborhoods for Organized Development, represented by June Kachtik 
• The American Institute of Architects, San Antonio Chapter, represented by David Bogle, AIA 
• District 9 Neighborhood Alliance, represented by Art Downey 
• San Antonio Conservation Society, represented by Kathy Kakrnavek 
• Scenic San Antonio, represented by Kathleen Trenchard 

 
In most instances, the members of the City of San Antonio’s Signage Code Update Group were in 
agreement – but, when there was a difference between the sign industry and those of us who represent 
the viewing public, we were simply outvoted.  So, I, June Kachtik, am here to appeal to you for the 
above-listed representatives of the public.  I ask you to consider what is fair and reasonable to the sign 
industry, but also respect the desire of the public to protect our scenic environment.  
 
We ask for three changes: 
 
A.  Sec. 28-42:  (Sections 1 and 2)  Minimum sign residential buffer/setback and height restrictions – 
Pages 39 and 40  
Reinstate the ratio as proposed in Draft A:                  
 

Signs on property that abuts a single-family residential property shall meet the 
following minimum setback and height restrictions in addition to the other 
applicable sign provisions listed in Chapter 28. 

1. Freestanding signs on properties abutting a platted lot that is zoned and uses 
for single-family residential purposes shall require a minimum ten (10) foot 
setback from the property line abutting the residential property and be a 
maximum of eight (8) feet in height, except as modified in item 2 below. 

2. Freestanding signs on properties abutting a platted lot that is zoned and used 
for single-family residential purposes may be erected to exceed eight (8) feet 
in height, provided that such sign is located back from minimum ten (10) foot 
setback required above two (2) foot for each one (1) foot of height in excess 
of eight (8) feet prescribed above. 

 



2 
 

Our Rationale:  That language was modified by the committee to require only a 1 for 1 height ratio.  The 
argument was that this is a compromise between having no regulation and requiring a 2 for 1 ratio.  We 
do not agree with this reasoning.  We were told that this principle of adjustment is used in other codes 
and so do not think that the original wording should be compromised.  We certainly did not agree to it. 

A Section 3 was added, stating that these restrictions do not apply to a sign that is subject to a 
written agreement between the sign owner and all owners of single-family property abutting or within 
100 feet of the sign.  It does not reduce the minimum 10 foot setback nor sign height prescribed 
elsewhere in the code.  This does allow more flexibility, but we fear that it will lead to compromising the 
intent of protecting neighborhoods in some instances. We believe this section should be 
eliminated. 

Then a Section 4 was added.  This is an instance of working out a solution to a special case that 
occurred while the Code is being revised.  The question is whether or not it may occur on a frequent 
basis.  We were told that it would not.  If that is so, why would it not be considered a variance and 
follow that process, rather than have language in the Code for a rare incident? We believe this section 
should also be eliminated. 

 

Here is the wording as proposed today: 

Signs on property that abuts a single-family residential property shall meet the following 
minimum setback and height restrictions in addition to the other applicable sign provisions 
listed in Chapter 28. 

3. Freestanding signs on properties abutting a platted lot that is zoned and used for 
single-family residential purposes shall require a minimum ten (10) foot setback from 
the property line abutting the residential property and be a maximum of eight (8) feet 
in height, except as modified in item 2 below. 

4. Freestanding signs on properties abutting a platted lot that is zoned and used for 
single-family residential purposes may be erected to exceed eight (8) feet in height, 
provided that such sign is located back from minimum ten (10) foot setback required 
above one (1) foot for each one (1) foot of height in excess of eight (8) feet prescribed 
above. 

5. This section shall not apply to a sign that is subject to an agreement between the sign 
owner and all owners of single-family property abutting and/or within 100 feet of the 
sign.  The agreement shall:  a) be in writing; b) signed by the owner of the sign and all 
owners of single-family property abutting and/r within 100 feet of the sign; c) identify 
the minimum permitted setback from the property line abutting the single-family 
residential property or properties; and d) identify the maximum permitted height of 
the sign.  Note that the use of this provision shall not permit a minimum setback less 
than 10 feet and the agreed sign height shall not exceed that prescribed elsewhere in 
this chapter. 

6. The owner of a property that abuts a lot that is zoned and/or used for single-family 
residential purposes is entitled to place one (1) sign (“Relocated Sign”) on an abutting 
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platted lot that is zoned and used for commercial purposes (“Relocation Site”), subject 
to an agreement between the sign owner and the owner of the Relocation Site.  A 
Relocated Sign shall be treated as an on-premises sign.  The Relocated Sign agreement 
shall:  a) be in writing; b) signed by the owner of the Relocated Sign and the owner of 
the Relocation Site; and c) identify the location of the Relocated Sign.  A Relocated Sign 
may either be a freestanding sign or part of a multi-tenant sign on the Relocation Site.  
A Relocated Sign shall be in addition to any signage permitted on the Relocation Site 
and shall not be subject to the limitation on the number or spacing of signs permitted 
on the Relocation Site. 

 

 

B.  Sec. 28-60.  Urban Corridors 

Add:  Off-premises signs are prohibited along the following freeways, expressways, 
state highways, or arterials, designated as urban corridors when the design criteria so 
designates.  

Our rationale:  This language applies to scenic corridors [Sec. 28-58 (a)], and off-premises signs are 
prohibited in historic districts [Sec. 28-58 (b)].  To be consistent, the same protection should be applied 
to all three special overlay districts.  

 

C.  Sec. 28-56.  Governmental action 

Change:  (b) Specific Rules. 

Our wording:  A legally erected off-premise sign located in a Historic District, Scenic 
Corridor Overlay District, or Urban Corridor Overlay District removed as a result of 
governmental action or eminent domain proceeding may not be relocated to the same 
premises or any other Historic District or Scenic Corridor Overlay District, or Urban 
Corridor Overlay District, but may be relocated to any other premises within the City 
on a one-for-one basis. 

 

Section 28-56(b) wording being proposed today:    A legally erected off-premise sign located in 
a Historic District or Scenic Corridor Overlay District removed as a result of governmental action 
or eminent domain proceeding may not be relocated to the same premises or any other Historic 
District or Scenic Corridor Overlay District, but may be relocated to any other premises within 
the City, including Urban Corridor Districts, on a one-for-one basis. 
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A legally erected off-premises sign located in an Urban Corridor District required to be removed 
by governmental action or eminent domain proceeding may not be relocated to any Historic 
District, Scenic Corridor Overlay District or a different Urban Corridor District, but may be 
relocated with the same Urban Corridor District or in any other premises not specifically 
prohibited within the City on a one-for-one basis. 

 

Our rationale:  Urban Corridor Overlay Districts should be treated as the other special overlay districts 
are treated in the first paragraph.   Then, there would be no need for the second paragraph.   

Asking that signs not be relocated in historic, scenic and urban corridors can be justified by process.  
When these overlay districts were set up, the public was involved in setting design standards, and the 
public chose to exclude the placement of new billboards.  We ask you to honor that commitment and to 
allow citizens in the future to make the same determination, if they so decide. 

While the preference of many of us is to oppose billboard companies being allowed to move their signs 
at all, we do recognize that it has been allowed on a one-for-one basis for many years in the case of 
government action. 

 


