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21. Re: Letter - Mr. E. Calveley, 1615 Hamilton Streot

s Yew Westminster
Commercial Sign on Canada Way

Appearing on the Agenda for the Scprember 18, 1972 Agenda is a
letter from Mr. E. Calveley concerning a commercial sign which
was recently erected on private preperty adjoining Canada Way.

Following is a report from the Director of Planning dated Septem-
ber 15, 1972, regarding Mr. Calvelev's complaint and the Planner's
proposal to enact regulations for the control of sigus in the
Municipality, ' :

RECOMMENDATIONS :

. THAT the recommendations of the Director of Planning be adopted; .and
~THAT a copy of this'report be sent to Mr. E. Calveley; and
THAT a copy - of this report be sent to Merit 0il Company Limited
“and CGalaxic Signs Limited, - ’

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
SEPTEMBER 15, 1972

'RE: COMMERCIAL SIGN - 6755 CANADA WAY

. (LOT 253, P.L.91, PLAN 11113

- BACKGROUND

. Mr, E. Calveley 0f 1615 Hamilton Street; New Westminster, bas written
- to-the Council complaining about n commercial sign recently erected on
~Canada Way. A copy of this letter is attached.

. The property in question was the subject of a rezoning application finalized"
26 October, 1971, which changed the zoning category from C6.to C4

Service
~Commercial, to accommodate n proposed car washing establishment, The

plan of development submitted in conjunction with the rezoning indicated a
suitable hase location for a sign, bul the sign structure that was cventually
constructed was not included in the guitable plan of development nor in the
subsequent Preliminary Plan Approval,

During the recent employees! strike, construction of

e oulsize sign strue-
ture was ohserved, and follow] ng the retuan to work, enguiries were madce

to determine whether the sign had been approved, 1L was learned that & sign
Permit had been Jssued by the Building Department shortly before the sirike,
and thatl in{ he absence ol o Sipn By=lusw, the permil was granted on thoe
hasis of compliance with the lleetrical Code, Notiona Building Code, and
the height restrictions of the Zoning By~law,
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Re: Commaereinl Sien = 6705 Cannda Woy (eontd.)

B. Under the proposed Sign By-law vegulations, both sides of o multi-faced
sign arve included in compuling sign areas, the ¢4 District, o free-
standing sipn may extend to a maxinun heioht of 25 Teet and a sign area
of up to 150 square fect (or 75 squire feet on cuel lace el a two- sidod sign)
ig permitted on lots between 6,000 square feet and one acre in size,

o G THF NEED FOR SIGN l‘l"GULf\'l']O\‘“

A comparison of the sign in question qnd the proposed regulations (which
have not been considered as unreasonable by the various groups that have
commenied on the By-law) emphasizes the scale and magnitude of the
"rree Car Wash' sign, This department is in agreement with the views
expressed by My, Calveley in his letter of 11 September, 1972.

A further consideration is that the location of the sign within an area sur-
~rounded by houses is a definite intrusion into the residential environment.
-This makes it even more undesir able and points up the need for the early

‘establxshmpnt of sign regulations in this anup'\htv

T’l‘he Draft Sign By—la\v has recently heen r(,vlsed to reflect the comments
~of the T.egal Dcpmtment An accompanying report, which will include the
~oresults of a billboard survey, is presently under preparation, . It is expec-
ted that we ‘will be in a position to present this report and the By-law Lo
: j»thc Councxl within the next Lwo to three weeks.,

| im« COMMENDATIOI\S

It is’ 1’ecommended

‘(1) ,‘-'? THAT the Council authorwe this dep wtment to meet with the
'ownors of the propexty at 6755 Canada Way with & view to
encouranmrr the removal of Lho "Free Car Wash" sign and
o its replacement by a sign more in keeping with surrounding
dnvelopmont 'md thc Draft Slgn By—la\" 1‘edulauon

@ TIIAT thc Council tuke swp s Lo expcdxto the passage of the
‘ D1 aft &lgn By law following its presentation for C(}l]&ldel ation.

Re spéctfu ).lyw submitted,

: {/ A, L, Parr
RBC/DGS: ca ) ~ DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

c.c. Chicf Building Inspoector ®
Munjcipal. Clerk 3
Senior Planner =





