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Appeal Concerning Variances for Two First Party Wall
Signs at 222 Dixon Road

Date: May 2, 2019
To: Sign Variance Committee

From: Manager, Sign By-law Unit, Toronto Building
Wards: Etobicoke North (1)

SUMMARY

This report addresses an appeal concerning two variances sought respecting two

proposed illuminated first party wall signs displaying static copy (the Proposed Signs).
The Proposed Signs are to be located along the south and east elevations of the third
storey, at an existing three-storey building at 222 Dixon Road (the Subject Premises).

The Proposed Signs each have one sign face, directed towards traffic on Dixon Road.
Each of the two sign faces measure 5.33 metres horizontally by 1.52 metres vertically,
and will function to identify the medical offices associated with Rexdale Community
Health Centre, located within the building at the Subject Premises.

After conducting a review of this application, a decision was made by the Chief Building
Official (the CBO) to refuse to grant the requested variance for erecting two first party
wall signs above the second storey in a Commercial (C) Sign District. Following this
decision, an appeal was filed by the property owner (1116188 Ontario Ltd.) through their
agent, Signarama Peterborough.

The CBO has determined that the Applicant has not provided sufficient information to
determine that the Proposed Signs meet all nine of the criteria established in §694-30A
of the Sign By-law, which are required for a variance approval to be granted.
Specifically, insufficient information was provided to determine that the Proposed Signs:

Are compatible with the development of the premises and surrounding area;
Support Official Plan objectives for the property and surrounding area;

Do not adversely affect adjacent premises;

Do not alter the character of the premises or surrounding area; and,

Are not contrary to the public interest.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

The Chief Building Official and Executive Director, Toronto Building, recommends that:

1. The Sign Variance Committee refuse the requested variance to subsection
694-21(C)(5)(A) with respect to Proposed Sign #1, and the requested variance to
subsection 694-21(C)(5)(A) with respect to Proposed Sign #2 at the premises
municipally known as 222 Dixon Road, as described in greater detail in
Attachment 1 of this report.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

There is no financial impact resulting from adopting the recommendations in this report.

DECISION HISTORY

1116188 Ontario Ltd., through their agent, Signarama Peterborough, filed the initial
application for the variances sought. On September 28, 2018, the CBO issued the
decision refusing to grant the requested variances for both of the Proposed Signs. On
October 17, 2018, 1116188 Ontario Ltd. through their agent, Signarama Peterborough,
filed an appeal of the CBO's September 28, 2018, decision.

ISSUE BACKGROUND

Required Variances

Table 1: Summary of Requested Variances for the Proposed Signs

Sign By-law

Section Requirement Proposal

A Commercial (C) Sign District may contain a wall
sign, other than a sign displaying a logo or corporate
symbol permitted by Subsection (4), provided the
sign shall not be erected above the second storey

Each of the two Proposed Signs
would be erected at the third
storey

694-21(C)(5)(A)

Sign Attributes

Each of the Proposed Signs are wall signs with one sign face, located at the third
storey; Proposed Sign #1 is on the south elevation and Proposed Sign #2 is on the east
elevation. Both of the Proposed Signs display static copy with a sign face area of 8.1
square metres. The Proposed Signs will have centre line of no more than 5.33 metres
and bisecting line of 1.52 metres. The Proposed Signs function to identify a business
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located within the building at the Subject Premises, medical offices of the Rexdale
Community Health Centre. (See Figure 1 below for a rendering of the Proposed Signs).

Figure 1: Rendering of the Proposed Signs provided by the Applicant

Site Context and Sign District Designation

The Subject Premises is located in Ward 1, on the north side of Dixon Road, east of
Islington Avenue. It is designated as a Commercial Sign District, and contains a three-
storey mixed use building with associated surface-level parking. There are no wall signs
located on this building above the first storey. The Subject Premises is surrounded by
residential and commercial / retail uses, with Residential (R) Sign Districts to the north,

east and west, and a Commercial Residential (CR) Sign District to the south (See
Figure 2 below).

Figure 2: Map Excerpt Identifying the Sign District of the Premises and Surrounding Area
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COMMENTS

Criteria Established by 8694-30A of The Sign By-law

The Sign By-law contains specific criteria used in evaluating Sign Variance and Signage
Master Plan applications. Specifically, 8694-30A states that a variance may only be
granted where it has been determined that a Proposed Sign meets each of the nine
established criteria.

When a decision regarding a first party Sign Variance or Signage Master Plan
application is appealed, the Sign Variance Committee conducts an appeal de novo,
meaning that they are required to conduct an evaluation to determine whether the party
seeking the variance has demonstrated that the Proposed Sign meets all nine criteria,
on the basis of the information presented to the Sign Variance Committee.

It is the opinion of the CBO that the Applicant has not provided sufficient information to
establish that the Proposed Signs meet all nine criteria. Specifically, the Applicant has
not demonstrated how the Proposed Signs are compatible with the development of the
premises and surrounding area; how they support the Official Plan objectives for the
property and surrounding area; how they would not adversely affect adjacent premises;
how they would not alter the character of the premises and surrounding area; or how
they are not contrary to the public interest.

Applying the Established Criteria:

Section/Criteria Description: 694-30A(1) - The Proposed Signs belong to a sign
class permitted in the Sign District

As demonstrated in the submission materials, the Proposed Signs are first party signs
because they will identify a business at the premises. The Subject Premises is
designated as a C Sign District, which allows first party signs. As such, it appears that
this criteria has been established.

Section/Criteria Description: 694-30A(2) - In the case of a third party sign, the
Proposed Signs are a sign type permitted in the Sign District

Signs can only belong to one sign class — either first party or third party. The Proposed
Signs are classified as a first party signs because they will identify the business at the
premises. As such, the Proposed Signs are not third party signs, and it appears that this
criteria has been established.

Section/Criteria Description: 694-30A(3): The Proposed Signs are compatible with
the development of the premises and surrounding area

The Subject Premises contains a three-storey building with multiple tenants, including
Money Mart, a pediatrics office, YWCA, an eye-care centre and other medical offices.
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All of the tenants only have signage displayed at the first storey, and/or on an existing
ground sign which identifies various tenants in the building.

To the south is a large multi-tenant plaza with commercial / retail uses, contained in
one- and two-storey buildings. The majority of the signs for these business are also
located at the first storey, and none are located above the second storey.

There is ample opportunity for Rexdale Community Health Centre to display signage
along the first- and/or second-storey elevations of the building, or within the existing
multi-tenant ground sign located along the Dixon Road frontage.

The Applicant has not provided any compelling information to show how locating the
Proposed Signs at the third storey would be compatible with the existing signage atthe
Subject Premises, or with other signs in the surrounding area. As such, it does not
appear that this criteria has been met.

Section/Criteria Description: 8694-30A(4) - The Proposed Signs support Official
Plan objectives for the property and surrounding area

The Official Plan designates the Subject Premises as a Neighbourhood Area. In some
instances, Neighbourhood Areas can include commercial and retail businesses within or
adjacent to residential uses. The Proposed Signs are intended to identify the one of the
tenants located at the premises, which has an opportunity to identify itself with signage
that complies with the Sign By-law.

However, there is nothing in the Applicant's submission materials that speaks directly to
how the Proposed Signs, which would be illuminated until 11:00 p.m. and visible from
nearby residential uses, support the Official Plan objectives for the premises and
surrounding area, or to how signage which does not comply with the Sign By-law
supports the Official Plan objectives for Neighbourhood Areas. As such, it appears this
criteria has not been established.

Section/Criteria Description: 694-30A(5) - The Proposed Signs do not adversely
affect adjacent premises

The Subject Premises is located in a C Sign District, and the properties to the north,
east and west are designated as R Sign Districts. Staff from the Sign By-law Unit
received two phone calls from nearby residents voicing their concerns about howthe
Proposed Signs would be directly visible from their residences, and the height of them
and the illumination they would cast could impact their quality of life.

Because the Proposed Signs would be located at the upper-most storey of this building,
it is reasonable to assume that they would be more visible to nearby residents than wall
signs located at the first or second storey, and therefore have a more significantimpact
on the surrounding area.
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These residents provided this information after the decision was made to refuse the
requested variances. This potentially adverse impact on adjacent premises has
indicated to the CBO that the criteria requiring that no adverse impacts on adjacent
premises has not been established. Further, as the Applicant has not included any
information in their materials about how this potential impact (or any other impacts) on
adjacent residential uses can be minimized or eliminated, it appears the Applicanthas
not establish that Proposed Signs do not adversely affect adjacent premises.

Section/Criteria Description: 694-30A(6) - The Proposed Signs do not adversely
affect public safety, including traffic and pedestrian safety.

The Proposed Signs do not require any variances for being located within a visibility
zone. These two signs also meet the minimum separation distance requirements from
both a signalized intersections and from designated highways.

As the Proposed Signs would be required to be designed and installed accordance with
the Ontario Building Code, as required, the CBO does not believe that any otherissues
related to public safety are currently foreseeable. Therefore, it appears that this criteria
has been met.

Section/Criteria Description: 694-30A(7) - The Proposed Signs are not prohibited
by §694-15B

The Proposed Signs are not prohibited by 8694-15B, as first party wall signs are
permitted under the Sign By-law. Therefore, it appears this criteria has been met.

Section/Criteria Description: 694-30A(8) - The Proposed Signs do not alter the
character of the premises or surrounding area

The area surrounding the Subject Premises is largely residential, and adding wall signs
at the third storey where no other signs at that height exist at the Subject Premises, or
within the multi-tenant plaza located on the south side of Dixon Road, would alter the
character of the premises and surrounding area.

There are opportunities for Rexdale Community Health Centre to display signage along
the first- and/or second-storey elevations of the building, or within the existing multi-
tenant ground sign located along the Dixon Road frontage. Allowing the Proposed Signs
to be located at the third storey would be incompatible with the signage which currently
exists in this area, and could potentially affect nearby residential uses. For these
reasons, the CBO is of the opinion that the Applicant has not established thatthe
Proposed Signs would not alter the character of the premises or the surrounding area.
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Section/Criteria Description: 694-30A(9): The Proposed Signs are not contrary to
the public interest

With the exception of the Chinatown Special Sign District and company logos on the
upper-most storey of large office buildings with 10 or more storeys, there are no areas
in the City where first party wall signs are permitted to be located above the second
storey. The intent of this regulation is to reduce the impacts on surrounding uses.

The Sign By-law is representative of the public interest, in terms of regulating the height,
size, technology and location of signs in the City. As there are several alternatives
available to Rexdale Community Health Centre, and no compelling information has
been provided by the Applicant to establish how the Proposed Signs are not contraryto
the public interest, it appears this criteria has not been met.

CONTACT

Nathan Jankowski
Sign Building Code Examiner Inspector, Sign By-law Unit
E-mail: nathan.jankowski@toronto.ca; Tel: 647-454-5213

Robert Bader
Supervisor, Tax, Variance & Permits, Sign By-law Unit
E-mail: Robert.Bader@toronto.ca, Tel: 416-392-4113

SIGNATURE

Ted Van Vliet
Manager, Sign By-law Unit, Toronto Building

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1: Description of the Proposed Sign and Required Variance
Attachment 2: Application Package and Addendum
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ATTACHMENT 1: DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED SIGNS AND
REQUIRED VARIANCES

Sign Description:

Proposed Signs:

Proposed Sign #1 - An illuminated first party wall signs to be located on the south
elevation at the third storey, on the premises municipally known as 222 Dixon Road (the
"Subject Premises"), described as follows:

e The wall sign to contain one sign face, directed south;

The sign face will display static copy;

The sign face having a horizontal measurement not to exceed 5.33 metres;
The sign face having a vertical measurement not to exceed 1.52 metres;
The sign face to be rectangular in shape;

The face having a sign face area not to exceed 8.1 square metres; and

At a height not to exceed 13.0 metres;

Proposed Sign #2 - An illuminated first party wall signs to be located on the east
elevation at the third storey, on the premises municipally known as 222 Dixon Road (the
"Subject Premises"), described as follows:

¢ The wall sign to contain one sign face, directed east;

The sign face will display static copy;

The sign face having a horizontal measurement not to exceed 5.33 metres;
The sign face having a vertical measurement not to exceed 1.52 metres;
The sign face to be rectangular in shape;

The face having a sign face area not to exceed 8.1 square metres; and

At a height not to exceed 13.0 metres;

Required Variances:

1. The requirement contained at 8694-21(C)(5)(a), which states that a Commercial (C)
Sign District may contain a wall sign, other than a sign displaying a logo or corporate
symbol permitted by Subsection (4), provided the sign shall not be erected above the
second storey be varied to allow for Proposed Sign #1 which shall be erected on the
third storey.

2. The requirement contained at 8694-21(C)(5)(a), which states that a Commercial (C)
Sign District may contain a wall sign, other than a sign displaying a logo or corporate
symbol permitted by Subsection (4), provided the sign shall not be erected above the
second storey be varied to allow for Proposed Sign #2 which shall be erected on the
third storey.
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ATTACHMENT 2: APPLICANT'S SUBMISSION PACKAGE AND ADDENDUM

b Toronto

A ppacaticn

Slgn ‘_U’arlanne Appeal

Folder No, = ID-ata {yyyy-mm-dd)

Decision Under Appaal

‘WEnanca Decision Mo,

I8~ 19 3324

Sirest Mo, | Strost Name Lat Mo, Plan No.
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Appication

Sign Variance Appeal
Appellant Information and Declaration
Firsd Marme Last Name
L At Ay Lot son -
| Company Name(if applicatble) Telephone Mo,
| SHNALAAA PETECADEDU bH Jos I FEay
Slreet Mo, | Street Name Sulte/Unit Mo, Mobila Mo I
of, FIY | BYE SreseT f0 5 FFI-F956Y¢ |
CitwTown | Province Pastal Code Fa Mo
| PETERBR OUTH OWTA 210 KGT Lwd | F05 FI.TaLT
E-rriail Address

ARy @ S/0uaeAAPETSL B0 LD 6K - Lo

do hareby declars the follswing:

= thal the stalements contained in this application ang true and made with full kresdadge of relevant mattars.
and of the crcumstances connected wilh this application;

= that any supporing documanls submilled anre prepared far the: sign variance(s) appeal described above and
are submittad in compliance weih commght lsé and,

8 that the information Rckaoed in his application and in e docurmends fked with (his application is comect.

-

AATT Do 5o/ D05 10- 17
rint Name Date (yyyy-mm-dd}

The personal information on this Term & collecled under the Ciby of Toranbo Acl, 2006, 3. 1348 (b & (] and Chapser 684, Sigrs,
Ciarsarad, of ®va Cily of Toranba Munisipal Cade. The information collecied will be used for processing applcations and crasting
apgregale slatstical reports, for enforcement of e Cily of Tornio Municipal Code Chapler 534 Sagne, General, Chapler 771,
Tawation. Third Party Sign Tax, and &y alhed applicable sign by-law of the City of Toronlo, and for cortacting pesmid holdes's) or
Auihorized agerd(s]. Quasliors aboul this callsction may be refered 1o the managaer, sign By-law Unb, Toronio Buiding,

100 Quesn Street Wasl, Sround Floor, East Towar, Toronbo, MSH 2M2 416-382-4235.
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DECISION NOTICE

FIRST PARTY SIGN VARIANCE

Phone;
416-392-30300

Location: 222 Dixon Rd. (18-193724) i

www toronto.cafsigns

Ary person who receives notice of the Chief Building Official's
decision may appeal the decision to the Sign Varlance committee, by Ernail:

filing the notice of apoeal and paying the non-refundable fee signbylawunit@toronto.ca
(5682.82) within 20 days of service of the notice of decision. Please

Please reference the address and file
contact the Sign By-Law Unit for more infermation,

nimber, so we can better assit pod.

WHAT IT"S ABOUT = THE PROPOSAL: DECISION: “E!]EE

The decision by the Chiel Building Official is to
refuse far the following reasons:

* ks not compatible with the development of
Haﬂmﬂiﬂﬂimmam

. ﬁ.ltu; the cha _'qfﬂwgpntmmnr

. «itl!ElI ﬂf—ﬂﬂﬂhﬂiﬂﬂlﬂlﬂg
%ﬁﬁmm%am&m

The Applicant has proposed to install and display
two illuminated wall sgns displayving the loge o
corporate symbol of a business at the third storey
af the building facing Dixen Rd and McoArthur 58
The propased sign measures 158 metres
wertically by 5.33 metres horzontally. The sign
will identify "Rexdale Community Health Centra”
lacated on the premises.

Decision date: September 28, 2018

Last day to appeal: October 18, 2018

I“ H“Nm Please see reverse far more information. B .n

Eofanta &t FEUr HErVICE
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PLEASE TURN
THE PAGE FOR
IMPORTANT
INFORMATION

Maled on: September 28, 2018
. LOW FOR MORE INFORMAT

THE CHIEF BUILDMNG OFFICTAL AND SIGN VARIANCE APPLICATIONS:

The rale of the Chief Bulding €4 Ticiol is o make o fair ond impartiol decsion regarding, Sepn Vanance Applications lor
proposals winsh deviabe from the prescoibed regulatzons of the Sign By -low (Clapter 694, Signs, Geeeral), of te Cily of
Fomonto Munscapil Code. The Chiel Buildmg Ol considors the subirnssin material provided by the applican md
ieerested porties, i Gvour or gaainst the propesal, The Chief Bulémg Ol ten nokes o decision oo ibe agplicstion,
wighing the subinesions fbed waih mespoe to the spplicatson The Cloel Buikding CMficisl may grani a varimes where i
hisg b cstahlialoed dhat tlae propeaid sipn

Belangs bo o sign class permitied in the sipe distoet atene the preemises 18 lecatbad,
[3 ot 0 third party sign:

ls pompatible with the developiment of the premases ond surmounding, anca;
Suppears the OFcanl Plan abgetives For the subject pronmsises smd surousding area;
Will pol adversely affect adjscent premises;

Willl ol adversely alfucl pubtic safiely, meluding e ad pedestnan by,

I's miol 0 sipgn expressly probabited by §604< 0 5B of Chapier 694

# [z nusl alter the charsstor of the promises or surreusding aren; aced

=[5, im the apinsan af ihe Chiel I'!-1|i'|-.||'ni| CHTizinl. net oomtrany 1o the publio orerest.

DATE DECISION MAILED ON: Seplember 18, 3012

LAST DAY T APPEAL THE DECISION OF THE CHIEF BUILIMNG OFFICIAL TO THE 516N YARIANCE
COMMITTEE: Celober LR, 2018

APPEALING THE CHIEF BUILDING OFFICIAL'S DECISIOMN:

Ay peranm whie receives nodice of the Chiel Building CMTinl s decision may appeal the deciszan of the Chiel Building
Urfficial wo the Sign Morionee Commitses, by fling the nodice of appeal in the Farm and manner approved by the Chiel
ﬁu.ilrl.ing_l: Wricial snd |_'¢1.'i|'|ﬂ the non-refianlable fa: p::,:wrihed in Chipler 44§, Fees and Charges, within 20 days of service
i thie pevigze ol decigica

Pleams note that & degison of 1he Sagn Varinnee Commitiee, m the case of a decissan 1o nefoss Do grond s vanmsc, @ imal
anad by om thie date the Jecusom was twed, and iootbe case of o decrion W groet @ varanes or to gront & yariaies walh
covkditiens, the decisean us fimel and bindem 21 doys alber the dae the decigion woe isued anbess on appliention w eonsides
i3 filed by the wird coancillor m oeeonlunee with Subseton 68305 of the Coy of Toronta Munscipal Codg

Aupaea] foma and otber infeemation g avoilebbe an e sddreds deseribed beloy

Sign By-Law Unik Teronto City Hall, Ground Floer, East Tavwer
10 Checen Strcet Wiest, Toronio, ON, MSH IN2
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Reasonfjustifications for the Variance Appeal, based on the three items of refusal are:

e 1
Is pal compatibie with the development of ihe premizes and siFrounding anea;

The decision above by 1he Chief Buliding Officlal that the sign s not comgatible with 1ha development of the
presniges and the surraunding anea, 8 challenged as fallows;

&) Loaking at the Etoicoke Zoning Code, ZONING BY-LANY Chapter 330 ZONING BY-LAW

Faga 11 - (gaa aflached] It Reads;

(2] Change of use. A nonconfarring use of 8 bulldng or structure shal not be changed axcepd to a conforming
wse af lo @ e thal is sirilar 1o the purpedss far which it was wsed of i3 mare compalibia with tha uses
parrmikicd

Tha w=za of the budloeng e for Gommenctal sags as tha buildng bas bean utlized in he past, his Code wowld
have not effact an Bam 1,

b} Compadible - dafinition - (of ban things) able to sxis or ooour togather withoul conllicl

The buliding curmently has sipnege on e first floor, The Tenant who is purchasing the signages is an dhe 3
ficar, | the signage is alowed on the 2nd fiocr, how does i bacome non compatibe wilth Baving the sgnage
12 feed highar an tha 3rd floor? Wil it cause addiional confics by being on ihe 3rd Soor 88 appased o the 2nd
figar? It waulid not make masanable sensa that additional confict is occurred by the sign being 12 feet higher.
Tha busingss s compalible with this sipnage, it coulkd MOT be sialed thal @a building is nal compatiole wilh 1his
signagr. The kuilding is wary compalible to supporl this signage. The surrounding &fed s comrmancial ard
rasidantial, tha residantial usars ulilize tha services of the Health Cane on sha 3 Boos af this buiking, and afa
searching for ha building while rewaling on the busy roadway, wa would make e aEsumplion hal hea
majority of &l persons dreing to this Health Clinic, or bislding thad houses (ke business, would stabe thal The

Signage i5 compatibla with the sumounding area

c} We would suggest that the signage proposed for the top finer (3rd storey) of the bulding al 222 Dixan R,
wiould not cause conflict with tha surrounding aras, or residents. and would impacl even less by being 12 feal
highar an ik bulding, Itwaulkd be less in tha line of weaw al the higher level unbess a ciént was searching far
the signage, fhen saaing this signags would be at a safer distance (&t the highar lecation) for sigralling and
burning inta the driveway. As an examphs, across thi streed from thes buikding at the commercisf shapgping
plaza, thara Is a pylon sign et 15 &t mana or less the sama height Ievel as the 3nd storey of the building in
quastion

fem 2
Alters the characier of the promises or surmownding area;

The deciman abones by e Chiel Buikding Oficial that the sign allecs tha charactar o the pramesas gr
suTbunoing area, is challenged as fallows,

a) Thea bulding at 222 Daon R & & commancial bulding of cast concrede and non functioning windows. The
building curently kas sigrage lor lenants on the 18t floar, aver 1op of their store frontage and endrances. The
building is then blank from that first Aioor o {he top storey which s lbe 3rd Noar. Adding prolessional guality
signaga o b budding al tha 15t ar 2nd foor lavel does nok alier the character of he gremEas ar surramdng
ared, This would indicate that providing signags o the budding ona storey higher also does not alber the
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characier of the pramisas or surrounding area. 11 could bea stated that providing the signage on the top kewvel of
the building, actually balancas the character of the bulding snd surcunding aras, making the buliding mare
esthatically pleasing o the comman eve. Flasse see two examplas of drawings provided, one wilh he sigrage
shawn on the 2nd sloray and the olhar with the signage shown on the 3rd storay. Tha 3rd storey acconding o
our strane pol. 18 the prefemed ook, Comments for the 3ed starey sigrage drewing were “symimelrical
“talanced” “profassional "|ust looks dght”

by Thara is & commercial shapping plaza acroes tve stieel which has a pylon sgn that is mone or leas the
sama heighl as the bullding &l 232 Diken Rid. We have provided a picture off of google maps indicaling that
thare: i signage a1 this helght, dirsclly in that reighboumood, a8 refersncs.

ftam 3
is, in the opinion of the Chief Building Official, contrary fo the public inferesl;

Thea decision abowe by the Chief Sullding Official thal ®e sign is, in the opirdan of the Chisl Building OMcial,
conirany 1o tha public Inerast, i challenged as follows,

Vo would 85k the commithas wiv i2 assaasing thiz appeal. Lo ask themaalves the question. How iz signage on
a bubding, sized 1o the sign bylaw code, that ia identilying the location of this Community Health Cenlre, thal
tha Public from the oty ara navigating to, and located on the faor of the bulding that Fase Healh sendcas
prowvidied ara focated an, how can this be "conlrary o the public inerest™?

Tha answer wa bebave, |8 thal this sign can in no way be conbrary 1o he publiic intereat. |t doss not afend; 1 is
sizad proparty; N identifies the location of the service provided,

Wa would again referance e pylon sign across the sireet from 222 Dixon By 15 this sign "cantrary fo he
public inleres!™  ILis assumed 1hat this Sign was nol conlrany 1o 1he puilic ineneat, but rathes i the pubbc
intargst, &5 it hes been instalied al @is localion. On this same property there is a sacond pylon sign as well,
Thea reason the signe are ther and allowed, was because il was in the public inlarasl 1o pravide proper signags
that indicates and informie: the puilic thal theare iz a business in (he plazas thal by are navigaling 1o, or a
businass thal hey may B2 intarasbad in, which would prampt the pubic fo lum inlo his plaza, and then ook on
tha plaza for the signage thal indicates whare he business they ar narigating Lo, s,

Ma Rexdaka Communily Health Cenire = ra dilferan, the signage as proposad far 222 Dean Rd. 18 in the
Public inlerest as it provides The proper signags thal indicales and inforns the public thal e Community
Haglih Canira is kocated at this building, and the signage indicates clearly to the Pubiic that ihe Heaith Centre is
on the 1o foor of the bulding.

Canalugion;
Please consldar the polnts mada for the appeal of VYarlance decigion. We ook forwand to the councll meeting
ard e decigion of this sppeal.
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Thea Vanance being asked for s,

To aliow signage an e uspermost shomey, whech 15 (his case ig the 3rd storay, of & bulk@ing that 18 =g than 10
stories high, b allow the Community o visually danlify and lecate a veluable asset to the Community for
Healthcare, the Rexdale Cammunity Healthcare Gentra

‘Wa ara asking for a sign o be placed on byo elevations of the buikling, side by skle, or really, cormes o comer
Qe an e Soulh Elevalian an the Easledy side of the buildieg, and one sign on the East Elevation of the
building on the Southerly end. Having the tao elevations givas clicnts ability bo see the signage corming from all
approadmable direclions. Hawmg signage an aach of these alevationg, also creales balanca, and makes
approaching and identifying the bulding, safer,

Tha signe balong (0 @ sgn cless permetled in the sign disinct where the premises is locabed
Tha signage is First party signaga,_ for the Health Cara businass Incated at this premisas

Tha signage is compatible with the davalopment of tha araa, and is less infrusive, ar no mofe inifrusive than
lightirgg froem the 3rd storey windows al nighl, or grownd signage from the plaza acress the road, of the adjacent
streed lighting

W baliea through our talks with tha City Signage Dapartrmant, thad the obsectives of the premises and
sUTOUNGING area are meal and thal the Oficial Plan far the area s Supponed.

The signage has components of illuminstion and none llummated signage. Shannel latter portions make up
tha *LOGO® and "REXDALE" which are front &t and Halo M Thesa specific item:s will nol produece aor project
light ary mare han e interdor lighting of the offices nbe windows immeadiately below the signage, and less
light than the adiscent sireet kghting an the road East and South of the premisas, "COMMLUNITY HEALTH
CENTREE" % non ilheninaded pin mounted lelters, There is no reasan abbher (han the signs Baing wsibke 1o
adjacent properies why these wauld cause ary adversa effact The signs will have the effect of making the
Ly ind B plaza safar, as tha location can ba spolted from a sale distanca, allvseng matorisis 1o have a safe
plan to burm into the pramises without sudsen braking of lans changng. See attachad drawings of signags

A noded, the signs will nol adeersely affect pubbs safety, but will maks lncating the RBoxdale Comamunity Heallh
Cankne & easy prooess. by ocating tha building from a furdber distanoe away, allowing the cients o make
diciswens aartar, and meking tuma ard brakeng aafar for athars on tha rgads, and pedesiians, This s 3 hagh
traffic localion for cliends coming io the pramises, with both alderly and @ caming o e Cenire, making a more
wisLE presence for them as they approach tha bullding only makes sense whan thinking of safaty,

Tha sign is not a sign prohibibed by Toronbo Municipal Code Chapter G94-158

Tha sign does nat allar the character of the premigas or surmounding area, but erhances the pramises and arag
by providing & anchos lenant, and a renewed purpose for the bulding. Bringing health cane to tha
neighbourhood will anly enhance the swraunding communty. Tha sign showsases a building that = aliva and
a part al this communilby

The sign is tho caegory of being tha public's imerest, as healthcare which = a dght of the Canadian peagle, is
avallable at this location in this seighbourhoad. Accesssle, prominent and kzentfied. Bringmg haalthcars (o
neighbourhnods helps naighbowhoods grow and flounsh. Thare is no reason thal 1his signsge would be
conibrary i the public mderest The signage will become a lasdmank for ihes community

Appeal - Variances for Two First Party Wall Signs - 222 Dixon Road Page 18 of 20
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