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Appeal of Norfulk Ceunty Trust Co.

Pursuant to due notice the Board of Appeal held a publie
hesring in the hearing rocm on the second floor of the Town Hall at 8250 patts
on September 17, 196, on the appeal of Norfolk County Trust Co. from the
refusel of the Inspector of Buildings to lssue 2 permit for the erection of
& standing sign et 3L2 Washingten Street. The reason for such refusal was
thet Seection XXIIh, Pert C, Subpart 3.a. 1. (8) prohibits stending signs
except in particular instances when a permit is granted by the Board of Appeal
in sceordance with the provisiens of paragraph 7 of gaid Subpart,

John Narsh, representative of the Rank, represented the appellant,
The Planning Board opposed the granbing of the request,

. On August 28, 196L, the Inspector of Buildings notified the
appellant in writing that its application for a permit to erect a standing
sign had been refused as it would violate the Zonming By-law for the above-
mentionsd reasons., On September 1, 196, the appellant bveok an appeal in
writing and thereafter due notice of the hearing was given by mailing and
publicaticn,

Statement of Facts

The sign involved is to be located on property located
swithin a Business Nistriet. The appellent seeks permission to erect a
gtanding sign 7' x 9} snd 18! high. The sign with the wording, "Worfolk
County Trust Company" is to be gupperted by two posts eleven feet high.
Tt is to have green lebters on a white background and lighted internally
with Florescent lemps, and to be loczted seven feet from the street line,

It was pointed out that as the bank building is loecated approxi-
mately sixty feet back from the street, the proposed sign is needed o
identify it. The existing standing sign sets back s greater distance and does
not serve its purpose and ecannot be readily seen by those looking for the bank.

Dectsion

The Board finds that the proposed sign would violate the
above-cited provisions of the Zoning By-law relative to the fifteem-Toot
set back requirement from any property boundary line. In its opinion,
the facts in this case do not warrant the granting of the requested per-
mission and to grant such permission would derogete from the gerer:’ nurpose
and intent of Section ¥XITA of the Zoming By=-law,

Accordingly, the appesl is denied.
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