CITY OF VAUGHAN

EXTRACT FROM COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES JANUARY 20, 2015

SIGN VARIANCE APPLICATION

FILE NO: SV.14-013

OWNER: T-STAR CORP.

LOCATION: 1600 LANGSTAFF ROAD
LOT 38, PLAN 65M-2043

WARD 4

(Referred)

MOVED by Councillor Yeung Racco
seconded by Councillor DeFrancesca

1) That the modified design as set out in Communication C2, from Mr. Just Cole, Steel Art
Signs, Esna Park Drive, Markham, dated January 19, 2015, be approved; and

2) That the report of the Sign Variance Committee, dated January December 2, 2014, be
received.
CARRIED

Council, atits meeting of December 9, 2014, adopted the following recommendation (Item 37, Report
No. 41):

Recommendation of the Committee of the Whole meeting of December 2, 2014:

The Committee of the Whole recommends:

1) That consideration of this matter be deferred to the Council meeting of January 20,
2015, to allow further consultation with the applicant; and

2) That the deputation of Mr. Just Cole, Steel Art Signs Corp, Esna Park Drive,
Markham, be received.

Report of the Sign Variance Committee, dated December 2, 2014

Recommendation

The Sign Variance Committee recommends:
1. That Sign Variance Application SV.14-013, T-Star Corp., be REFUSED.

Contribution to Sustainability
N/A

Economic Impact

None

Communications Plan

The results of this application will be communicated to the applicant through the Secretary to the Sign
Variance Committee.

Purpose

The applicant is requesting to erect one (1) additional wall sign on an existing elevation where a
current wall sign exists for the same tenant.
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CITY OF VAUGHAN

EXTRACT FROM COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES JANUARY 20, 2015

Minute No. 8 — Page 2

Background - Analysis and Options

Section 6 — General Provisions for All Signs

6.1 Limit on Number of signs
One (1) only of the following sign types per exterior wall per business premises:
a) Wall sign

6.2 Compliance with Site Development Agreements

Relationship to Vaughan Vision 2020/Strategic Plan

This report is consistent with the priorities previously set by Council and the necessary resources
have been allocated and approved.

Regional Implications

Region of York Engineering approval is not required for the proposed signs.

Conclusion

The Wall elevation would permit a sign up to 20 sq.m. Although the proposed sign and existing walll
sign combined is 6.64 sqg.m, it does not meet the minimum height requirement of 2.44m above the
finished floor level immediately below such sign. In addition, staff have concurred that the support of
an additional sign for the purpose of advertising a phrase rather than business identification is
unnecessary and creates excessive signage, and would not be keeping with the intent and purpose of
the sign bylaw. The applicant currently uses two pylon signs, one wall sign, directional and window
signs to assist with conducting their day to day operations.

If Council finds merit in the application a Sign Permit issued by the Building Standards Department is
required.

Attachments

1. Site Plan
2. Sketch of Sign

Report prepared by:

Dave Madore
Supervisor-Licensing & Permits Division, City Clerk’s Office
Ext. 8679

(A copy of the attachments referred to in the foregoing have been forwarded to each Member of Council and a
copy thereof is also on file in the office of the City Clerk.)
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37 Esna Park Drive. Coungil -
Markham, Ontario Fax # (905) 474-0976 -

L3R 1C9 Phone # (905) 474-1678 ext. 236

To: City of Vaughan Bate: January 19, 2015

From: Just Cole

Attn: Rose Magnifico

REFERENCE RE: SIGN VARIANCE ITEM # SV 14-013 — 1600 LANGSTAFF RD

Dear members of Council,

Following the Committee of the Whole's recommendation that we have consultations with the City staff
in particular working with CBCO Leo Grellette we have developed 5 designs which were presented to
Wendy's Corporate Canada who then sent them to Wendy's World Headquarters in the US for review,

The various options presented variations upon the same theme, - adding the name Wendy's and/or
Wendy's logo to the corporate slogan. This was upon the recommendations of both the Sign Variance
Committee as well as the Committee of the Whole. Both Committee’s addressed the question on the
aspect of identification. 1t was stated that by adding the Wendy's name and logo, the slogan would be in
keeping with the aspect of identification.

To that end, Wendy's World Headquarters reviewed the five options presented to them and selected the
option where the slogan is identified with a signature Wendy's name and logo. This was felt to be a
balance between the original slogan used nationally and the request of the Sign Variance Committee.

Wendy's has spent many hours and dollars in developing its brand imaging and part of that brand
imaging is this slogan used at all Wendy's locations in North America. Wendy's is willing to work with the
City by modifying its national slogan for sites in Vaughan.

If this site were subject to a site plan agreement, it is likely that a sign at this location would have been
included in the agreement and the content of the signage would not have been in question.

We believe that the proposed modification fo the slogan; which would be used only in Vaughan in order
to assist in appeasing the concerns with respect to the quantification of identification; addresses the
concerns raised by the Sign Variance Committee.

We request that the Council approve the modified slogan design as presented which has been
developed with the intent of bridging the concerns previously raised.

Regards,

Just Cole

Permits & Project Coordinator
jcole@steelart.com
905-474-1678 x 245
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COUNCIL- JANUARY 20, 2015

SIGN VARIANCE APPLICATION

FILE NO: SV.14-013

OWNER: T-STAR CORP.

LOCATION: 1600 LANGSTAFF ROAD
LOT 38, PLAN 65M-2043

WARD 4

(Referred)

Council, at its meeting of December 9, 2014, adopted the following recommendation (Item 37,
Report No. 41):

Recommendation of the Committee of the Whole meeting of December 2, 2014:

The Committee of the Whole recommends:

1) That consideration of this matter be deferred to the Council meeting of January
20, 2015, to allow further consultation with the applicant; and

2) That the deputation of Mr. Just Cole, Steel Art Signs Corp, Esna Park Drive,
Markham, be received.

Recommendation of the Sign Variance Committee, dated December 2, 2014

Recommendation

The Sign Variance Committee recommends:
1. That Sign Variance Application SV.14-013, T-Star Corp., be REFUSED.

Contribution to Sustainability

N/A

Economic Impact

None

Communications Plan

The results of this application will be communicated to the applicant through the Secretary to the
Sign Variance Committee.

Purpose

The applicant is requesting to erect one (1) additional wall sign on an existing elevation where a
current wall sign exists for the same tenant.

Background - Analysis and Options

Section 6 — General Provisions for All Signs

6.1 Limit on Number of signs
One (1) only of the following sign types per exterior wall per business premises:
a) Wall sign

6.2 Compliance with Site Development Agreements



Relationship to Vaughan Vision 2020/Strategic Plan

This report is consistent with the priorities previously set by Council and the necessary resources
have been allocated and approved.

Regional Implications

Region of York Engineering approval is not required for the proposed signs.
Conclusion

The Wall elevation would permit a sign up to 20 sg.m. Although the proposed sign and existing
wall sign combined is 6.64 sq.m, it does not meet the minimum height requirement of 2.44m
above the finished floor level immediately below such sign. In addition, staff have concurred that
the support of an additional sign for the purpose of advertising a phrase rather than business
identification is unnecessary and creates excessive sighage, and would not be keeping with the
intent and purpose of the sign bylaw. The applicant currently uses two pylon signs, one wall sign,
directional and window signs to assist with conducting their day to day operations.

If Council finds merit in the application a Sign Permit issued by the Building Standards
Department is required.

Attachments
1. Site Plan
2. Sketch of Sign

Report prepared by:

Dave Madore
Supervisor-Licensing & Permits Division, City Clerk’s Office
Ext. 8679



o 2 o e
WERRINITE ety e

i
;
HJom-

AHdea"

NT L RCHYDO] iy

A

14 [1endan 3

—

i

§ m e SHHE

ry

!

i

) H} NN

R TR BT AT

i
Bl
[ e R

)

1

AN

e o
b e
M= = s
was Laay! —— warny 1
HIIF MoiEN .
h-dﬂbuxj
Hre: __.— 33 Eu
:nn..on.ao

&
rd
I o e ol ra
i} A1 T 2
T s & 1~|W%n~.s|.
K ¢ y .udu\“.mu. P
g 7
H Ry
li.mu 2 ..Hs.f.h.
-
—1 2
Al
p2
A kP
i
L d -1
N =,
7 i
LA 1
Eai
(bl -
A s F
=il .\
_Ade s
.%. us‘.,\ 7 n“
y
A




"800 UG Y RIS 0 KK
AR WO L 1] 40 Se0UA LY a0 D)
21 158 o Supreny "poaeca) sty gy

=g
x
ka paaxdy
=
FELEAC Yy
TIVHL RDUANZS,
QY —AVND-
rlOZ02Ea PEons oy .
| et uohdizgsy o
S3N WorpE
[ 1] -Q-95LKL Od
L o Sulaiiy
L A4 ex
F3apxidy usmg
L nsryesel Aoys Ty
tita £
$OCLRA
[LEEITE
Y’
oL PP [T —
PO ATEURT 000}
L 51 2945
uoREICT
L shpuan
pitot )
SISOPLYSOB 4
RISIVLYSOG 2
BILHEY
Opitingy
seo  SUBIg

se Hepals

ub)s pasodoiy
‘ba

e u0-, L= 8/ i39vDS
NOUVAITS F0IS S.AGNTM

—_— e — =t
1 LH L 8 uﬂ_ iy .mH inuul ”_ b :—:\_:- = = B . .._ (I _ T T T ] ETEE T S N R AT ,m— T .0-... - % t] 311 H 0 E
LT UIITHIIE S \w r 28 R e - HETITLE
- v A R I == HARAOE
3 4 . r = * EE -+ EAD-E RS0
=1 2 4 L ——— = ) -0 H . ﬁ—Em i
e === - ——— 5 £y Iy e [
= = =
— [ITPTETH 11 L T AT CLE R R T A T A m 1 i
U Tk oy T
! 53 1 =
1 i Y] 1
s Al N ITEE I gy “ -ﬂ = ; ” mp i] HUHBUAENS [HiH TUIAHRIIEEIN i
siaye) & 10} panss| Js ' ' M
— 1 ) 1 E
! 1 ! '
1 i I 1
1 1 1 1
] 1 I t
|| 1 1 1 t
t 3 i 1
I e T i m ¥
-2t EIVos wa—“ vwm m:o m— PLZRIN # HIIVE SMIHLEVA
HOLYH OL
HILTTHED 50015 (B} 3IBHL 40 FNPHNDY -
NMOHS SV ROILISOd NI TIVISHI + -
SHODIUS HLIM ONLLNACH GILS OI0YIUHE ONOT2 % 7L - =
OFLBLAN £ NILYS SMIHLEYH HOLY# OL A3 1SIAN UO ullis pug N OFLRYIN £
Q3UNIVA 38 OL §1 AdOD .SHINHOD LNO LNSIOA LYHL OIS, - . baJ g9l = m D w m Zwmom NILYS SM3HLIVA
#IZ0LV £ NILYS SMIHLIYH HOLYW pannbal souenes g Hotyw oL
01 GILNFYY 58 OF 3LV S31400 241930 BNO 1, ANV ALIYND, - 44

TIVM OLHSNH
GILNAOW ONLS ONY I31NI¥ I8 OL JUV SHILIIT IAd IND JHE - Wrbs ggg = M WGLY'L X Y WGLLL

{H0IY31X3) SHALITN GALYHINNTY-NON 0 135 &) 3o ‘eaie ub)s pasodoig

TIVISNI ONV Xidang

LINOHD INY0Z L1104 021
QIIYTIVASNI o
YO H3L197 W34 SMIUTSAATHE OVIH X¥3H.2 X 71 (8) 32HHL KININIA -
0384 INOIRY HOLYIN OL 18056 L EQH-004
AHIAY HLM 2UT1dHOO HUAYD

FZNCHE HHYO ELE HOLYW OL Q3UNIVA SHOVS ONW
SNYNLIH ONwg
IOV
01 03TV INHA TYADI0 HAIM 313 TdHOD DIVIVO DNALIV.I
Noun

AHNS mzo As D1,
Q27ddY J98L INOLNVA HOLYY OL AE05E 1801706 O TANIA AHIARS LI
AEGMOD SA0VE ITAUOV HVIT0 .84 OSSTRNY 38 0L $UZ11T7.5A003M, -

(RO} 03re3TNY ST 40 135 OFVNIRNTT 28 (e N
I
TIVLSHE ONY A1ddns

MIATOIS

sy
asaly) Lo}
panssi
I

IVHL 3DIA43S

PIZELIA # NILYS SMaHEIVA
EHOIVAH O

gl 2 1-a

[se2€] 5~ 21 7

Q9071 MAN ITy UM "OK PP
M3In IROHA




	Minute No. 8 (Extract)
	Council Communication, January 20, 2015, C2
	Agenda Item / Attachments



