(W%MOIl{\ Report to the Committee of Adjustment

— Consent and Minor Variance

Applications
Items E and F
Date: March 5, 2026
Address: 187 & 193 Douglas Road
Owner(s): 1696598 Ontario Limited & Angelo Lenuzza
Applicant: Groundswell Urban Planners Inc, Brad Rogers
File Number(s): CN-25-11 & MV-25-29
Related Application(s): N/A
Hearing Date: Thursday, March 12, 2026
Prepared By: Samantha Dela Pena, Planner

Application CN-25-11
The applicant is requesting approval of an application for provisional consent to:

a) sever and convey a parcel of land with a width of 15.2 metres (49.86 feet) and an
area of 558.8 square metres (6,014.87 square feet) (municipally known as 187
Douglas Road) to be merged on title with a parcel of land with a lot frontage of
17.0 metres (55.77 feet) and a lot area of 2,124.1 square metres (22,863.62
square feet) (municipally known as 193 Douglas Road); and,

b) retain a parcel of land with a lot frontage of 15.2 metres (49.86 feet) and a lot
area of 795 square metres (8,557.31 square feet) (municipally known as 187
Douglas Road).

The purpose of this application is to sever a portion of the lands at 187 Douglas Road
for conveyance to the abutting property at 193 Douglas Road. The retained lands will
continue to form the remainder of the property.

Application MV-25-29

The following relief to Zoning By-law 1703, as amended, is requested for 187 Douglas
Road:

By-Law
Requirement Proposed Deficiency
Lot Area 929.03 square 795 square metres | 134.03 square metres
metres (8,557.31 square | (1,442.68 square feet)
(9,999.99 square feet)
feet)

The applicant is seeking approval of the requested variance to facilitate the proposed
boundary adjustment of 187 and 193 Douglas Road.

Background
Subject Property and Area Context

The subject lands, municipally known as 187 and 193 Douglas Road, are comprised of
two separately owned properties generally located south of Douglas Road and east of
Yonge Street. The property located at 187 Douglas Road has a lot area of 1,399.5
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square metres (15,064.1 square feet) and a lot frontage of 15.2 metres (49.9 feet). The
property located at 193 Douglas Road has a lot area of 1,401.5 square metres
(15,085.6 square feet) and a lot frontage of 17.0 metres (55.8 feet). 193 Douglas Road
is developed with a two-storey single detached dwelling and 187 Douglas Road is
currently vacant. Surrounding land uses consist primarily of established low-rise
residential development. To the north, west, and east are existing single detached
dwellings. Immediately to the south are lands subject to approved Zoning By-law
Amendment and draft Plan of Subdivision applications at 266, 272 and 276 Sunset
Beach Road (City Files D02-15031 and D03-12004) to facilitate twelve (12) single
detached dwelling lots, which were approved by Council on November 27, 2017 but
have not yet been registered and constructed (see SRPRS.17.187).

Official Plan

The subject lands are designated Neighbourhood in accordance with the City’s Official
Plan (the “Plan”). The predominant use of land within the Neighbourhood designation
is for low-rise residential uses, including low-density single detached, semi-detached,
and duplex dwellings. Development within the Neighbourhood designation is to respect
and reinforce the established character and distinguishing features of the surrounding
area through context-sensitive built form. It is further noted that the subject lands are
located within the Douglas Road Neighbourhood Infill Study area (the “Infill Study”),
which was approved by Council in 1998. Where development is subject to an Infill
Plan, development shall be evaluated on the basis of the criteria as set out in the
applicable Infill Plan approved by Council for the area.

Zoning

The subject lands are zoned Residential Third Density (R3) Zone pursuant to Zoning
By-law 1703, as amended. The R3 Zone permits single detached dwellings, subject to
specific lot and building standards.

The subject lands are zoned Neighbourhood One (N1) Zone pursuant to Zoning By-
law 93-25, as amended. The N1 Zone permits single detached dwellings, subject to
specific lot and building standards. It is noted that Zoning By-law 93-25, is subject to
appeals before the Ontario Land Tribunal and is therefore not yet in force and effect.
Following the resolution of the appeals, By-law 93-25 will be applicable to the lands.

Related applications on the subject lands

There are currently no active development applications related to the subject lands. It is
further noted the proposed development is not subject to Site Plan Control in accordance
with the City’s Site Plan Control By-law 38-25, as amended; and, as the applicant is not
proposing any construction at this time, a Site Alteration Permit in accordance with Site
Alteration By-law No. 47-25, as amended, is not required.

Planning Comments — Consent Application (CN-25-11)

Pursuant to Section 53(12) of the Planning Act, when considering an application for
provisional consent, regard shall be had to prescribed criteria in Section 51(24) of the
Planning Act. This includes, amongst other things:

matters of provincial interest;

conformity with the Official Plan and adjacent plans of subdivision;
suitability of the land for the purposes in which it is to be subdivided;
the dimensions and shapes of the proposed lots; and,

adequacy of municipal services, highways, and access.

Based on a comprehensive review of the Planning Act criteria staff have no concerns
with the proposed consent application. The following supporting rationale is provided for
some of the key criteria:
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Matters of Provincial Interest

The Provincial Planning Statement (PPS) provides policy direction on matters of
provincial interest related to land use planning and development. Matters of provincial
interest include the orderly development of safe and healthy communities, the adequate
provision of a full range of housing, the appropriate location of growth and development,
and the promotion of a built form that is well-designed. In this regard, the subject
Consent Application is proposed to sever a portion of the rear of the lands at 187
Douglas Road for the purposes of conveyance to merge with the abutting lands to the
east at 193 Douglas Road. Staff are of the opinion that the subject Consent Application
to adjust the existing property boundaries to the rear of the subject lands, with no
proposed changes to the frontages of the lots along Douglas Road or to the existing
single detached dwelling at 193 Douglas Road, will result in lots that are generally
compatible with the existing lot fabric in this area.

Staff are satisfied that the subject consent application is consistent with the PPS and
support matters of provincial interest.

Conformity with the Official Plan and adjacent plans of subdivision

The subject Consent Application proposes the reconfiguration of existing property
boundaries for two single detached residential lots within the Neighbourhood
designation in the Douglas Road Infill Study area. In accordance with Section 4.9.2 of
the Plan, development is required to be context-sensitive and compatible with the
character of the adjacent and surrounding area in proposing lots that are compatible
with surrounding properties in terms of lot size, configuration, setbacks and landscaped
areas, particularly as characterized by the Douglas Road Infill Study which identifies lots
with a range of lot frontages and lot areas with deep front yards and wide side yards.
Planning staff has reviewed the lotting pattern along Douglas Road and within the
surrounding area and are of the opinion that the proposed lots with frontages of 15.2
metres (49.9 feet) and 17.0 metres (55.8 feet), and lot areas of 795 square metres
(8,557.31 square feet) and 2,070.0 square metres (22,281.29 square feet) for 187
Douglas Road and 193 Douglas Road, respectively, are consistent with the design
criteria set out in the Plan and are of the opinion that the revised lot configuration is
compatible with the existing lot fabric and lot sizes along Douglas Road and maintains
the character of the Douglas Road area.

Staff are satisfied that the subject Consent Application conforms to the Official Plan and
the adjacent plans of subdivision.

Suitability of the land for the purposes in which it is to be subdivided

The subject Consent Application will facilitate the continued use and orderly
arrangement of the lands for residential purposes within the existing Douglas Road
neighbourhood. As no new lot creation or changes to the existing single detached
dwelling at 193 Douglas Road is proposed, the proposed lot addition does not generate
any new servicing demand and will not affect the capacity or functionality of existing
municipal services.

Staff are satisfied that the subject land is suitable to be subdivided for the purposes of
facilitating a lot addition in a manner that is compatible with the surrounding
neighbourhood and supportive of the orderly and efficient use of the land.

The dimensions and shapes of the proposed lots

The applicant is proposing to sever a rectangular shaped portion of the rear of the lands
at 187 Douglas Road for conveyance to merge with the lands at 193 Douglas Road,
resulting in a lot area of 795 square metres (8,557.31 square feet) for 187 Douglas
Road and 2,070.0 square metres (22,281.29 square feet) for 193 Douglas Road. It is
noted that the existing lot frontages of 187 Douglas and 193 Douglas are not proposed
to change. In order to facilitate the proposal, the applicant has requested a minor
variance to permit a reduced lot area. Planning staff has conducted a review of the size
and shape of surrounding residential lots on Douglas Road and within the broader area
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and have identified that lots are generally rectangular in shape and vary in size as
described in the related Infill Study. In this regard, staff are satisfied that there are lots
along Douglas Road and in the area that are similar in size and configuration with the
lots proposed for 187 and 193 Douglas Road as a result of the proposed boundary
adjustment on the subject lands.

Based on the preceding, staff is of the opinion that the dimensions and shapes of the
proposed lots are compatible with the established lot fabric in the neighbourhood.

Adequacy of municipal services, highways, and access

The subject lands have frontage on Douglas Road, and both lots are accessed from the
existing public right-of-way. With respect to municipal infrastructure, as no new lot
creation or intensification is proposed, the existing access and servicing arrangements
will remain unchanged and are sufficient to support the current residential uses.

Staff have reviewed the proposed Consent Application in consideration of the
prescribed criteria of the Planning Act and are satisfied that the boundary adjustment is
appropriate. Accordingly, staff recommend approval of the application.

Planning Comments — Minor Variance (MV-25-29)

Planning Staff have evaluated the requested minor variance pursuant to the prescribed
tests as set out in Section 45(1) of the Planning Act, as follows:

1) Does the proposed variance meet the general intent and purpose of the
Official Plan?

The intent of the Neighbourhood designation is to enhance and strengthen the
character of neighbourhoods and to ensure that new development represents a
“good fit” within the physical context and character of the surrounding area. In
this regard, the Douglas Road Infill Study characterizes this area as
predominantly single family detached dwellings on lots with frontages generally
ranging from 15 to 48 metres (50 to 157 feet) with depths of 38 to 200 metres
(125 to 656 feet) and deep front yards and wide side yards. The Infill Study
recognizes opportunities for infill development with recommendations for zoning
standards, including with respect to minimum lot frontages for existing and newly
constructed streets.

The applicant is requesting a variance to permit a reduced lot area for the lot at
187 Douglas Road to facilitate the severance and conveyance of the rear portion
of the existing property at 187 Douglas Road to merge with the lands at 193
Douglas Road. Planning staff has conducted a review of the lots along Douglas
Road and within the surrounding area and note that lot areas on this street and
within the broader area range significantly in size as identified in the Infill Study,
and are of the opinion that the proposed lot area of 795 square metres (8,557.31
square feet) is in keeping with existing and more recently approved lots within
this area. Staff further note that although the Infill Study provides direction with
respect to certain zoning standards, including minimum lot frontages, the Infill
Study does not set out a recommended minimum lot area standard.

Planning staff are of the opinion that the requested variance is in keeping with the
general intent and purpose of the Official Plan.

2) Does the proposed variance meet the general intent and purpose of the
Zoning By-law?

The applicant is proposing a reduced lot area of 795 square metres (8,557.31
square feet) for the lot at 187 Douglas Road, whereas Zoning By-law 1703, as
amended, requires a minimum lot area of 929.03 square metres (9,999.99
square feet). The intent of the minimum lot area provision is to ensure
development maintains sufficient lot sizes to respect the character and
distinguishing features of neighbourhoods with respect to maintaining
compatibility between dwellings and to ensure sufficient yards and setbacks can
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be maintained to accommodate landscaping and amenity space. In this regard,
the proposed lot area of 795 square metres (8,557.31 square feet) for 187
Douglas Road is considered consistent and generally compatible with the range
of lot sizes found within the Douglas Road neighbourhood and particularly with
those fronting onto Douglas Road. It is further noted that the proposal complies
with the applicable provisions of Comprehensive Zoning By-law 93-25, as

amended.

Planning staff are of the opinion that the requested variance is in keeping with the
general intent and purpose of the Zoning By-law.

3) Is the proposed variance considered desirable for the appropriate
development of the land?

The proposed variance to permit a reduced lot area while maintaining the
existing lot frontage on the lands at 187 Douglas Road is consistent and in
keeping with, the existing and transitioning character of the Douglas Road
neighbourhood. In this regard, the applicant is not proposing any additional
construction and maintains an appropriate rear yard condition, which will not be
perceptible from the street.

Staff are of the opinion that the proposed variance is desirable for the
appropriate development of the land.

4) Is the proposed variance considered minor in nature?

In the opinion of staff,

the proposed variance is considered minor in nature, as

the proposed reduced lot area, as related to the boundary adjustment of 187
Douglas Road and 193 Douglas Road as set out in the related Consent
Application will maintain a lot size and configuration consistent with the existing
pattern of development along Douglas Road and in the broader neighbourhood.
The proposal will not alter the established streetscape, lot frontage pattern, or
built form character of the neighbourhood and remains in keeping with the
recommendations of the Council approved Infill Study.

Staff are of the opinion that the requested variance is minor in nature.

Additional Comments

The subject consent and minor variance applications were circulated to City
Departments and applicable external agencies for review and comment. Outlined below
are the comments provided on the applications, which may include advisory comments
to the applicant. Comments of no objection/comment have not been included below
and/or appended to this report.

Department or Agency |Comments
The proposed consent application will not create areas of
non-compliance with respect to the Zoning By-law, subject to
Zoning the approval of minor variance application MV-25-29. The

requested variance is correct, and no other areas of non-
compliance were identified. See Appendix ‘C’

Development
Engineering/Transportation

Applicants are encouraged to make submissions to satisfy
the following conditions expeditiously following the receipt
of a Notice of No Appeal. This is to ensure ample
processing time in consideration of other applications in the
processing queue and related Staff workloads. Applicants
are advised that some of these conditions involve lengthy
processing times. Please do not wait until near the end of
the two-year period to make submission and face possible
lapsing of these conditions. See Appendices ‘B’ and ‘C’

Parks & Natural Heritage

Comments to the applicant, for future reference:
e The property is subject to Tree Preservation By-law

No. 19-25. Permission is required to remove or injure
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trees greater than or equal to 15 cm DBH (diameter
measured 1.4 metres from the ground) from City staff
prior to the undertaking. Tree replacement will be a
condition of any tree removal permission. Ensure the
City’s tree protection standards are adhered to prior
to any construction commencing on the subject
property.

Corporate & Financial
Services

. Should the current or future owner(s) wish to demolish

the existing dwelling on the RETAINED parcel, they
should be made aware that the City will require land to
be conveyed for park or other public recreation
purposes or at the option, the City will require a payment
of cash-in-lieu of such land prior to the issuance of a
building permit pursuant to Section 42 of the Planning
Act for the retained lands unless the Finance
Department receives documentation that parkland was
given or cash-in-lieu of parkland was paid on these
lands, or that an existing structure is to be demolished.
(must build within four years from the date of issuance
of the demolition permit.)

. Should the current or future owner(s) wish to demolish

the existing dwelling on the RETAINED parcel, they
should be made aware that Development Charges will
also be applicable on the retained lands prior to building
permit issuance unless the finance and administration
department receives documentation that levies were
paid on these lands, or that an existing structure is to be
demolished. (must build within four years from the date
of issuance of the demolition permit.) See Appendix ‘C’

Alectra

No objections. See Appendix ‘E’

Conclusion

Planning staff have reviewed the requested variance pursuant to Section 45(1) of the
Planning Act, R.S.0O, 1990, c.P.13, as amended, and are of the opinion that the requested
variance meet the four tests of the Planning Act for granting of minor variances. Staff
recommend approval of the requested variance, subject to the conditions outlined in

Appendix ‘B.’

Planning staff have reviewed the Consent Application relative to the prescribed criteria
in Section 51(24) the Planning Act R.S.0, 1990, c.P.13, as amended, and recommend
approval of the application. Staff recommend that approval of the application be
subject to the conditions outlined in Appendix ‘B.’

Attachments

Appendix ‘A’ — Location Map

Appendix ‘B’ — Conditions of Approval for MV-25-29
Appendix ‘C’ —Conditions of Approval for CN-25-11
Appendix ‘D’ — Draft Reference Plan

Appendix ‘E’ — Alectra Comments (Collated for CN-

25-11 and MV-25-29)
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Appendix ‘A’ — Location Map
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Appendix ‘B’ — Recommended Conditions of Approval

The following conditions are recommended should application MV-25-29 be approved
by the Committee of Adjustment:

1) That the variance pertains only to the request as submitted with the application.

2) That development be substantially in accordance with the sketch submitted with

the application as required by Ontario Regulation 200/96, as amended, Section
5.25.

3) That the applicant convey to the City, free of all costs, objects, structures and
encumbrances, the necessary road widening, determined by a legal survey, to
establish:

a. A widening along the frontage of 187 and 193 Douglas Road is required.
There is a precedent for a widening based on the property lines of 101 to
131, 147 to 163 and 171 Douglas Road. The widening amount should be
approximately 3.0 m measured from the existing property line of the site,
but the exact amount required will be confirmed through the City’s review
of a draft R-Plan that shall be prepared by an Ontario Land Surveyor and
submitted by the applicant. The required amount shall be conveyed to the
City.
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Appendix ‘C’ — Conditions of Approval for Provisional Consent

The following conditions of approval are recommended should the Committee of
Adjustment approve application CN-25-11 to grant provisional consent:

Condition Department

#

City Files CN-25-11 and MV-25-29

7.

| Agency

Contact:
Committee
of
Adjustment:
905-771-
2443
Committee
of
Adjustment:
905-771-
2443
Committee
of
Adjustment:
905-771-
2443
Zoning
Department:

Karen Cree
Karen.cree@
Richmondhill.ca

Finance:
Christina

Giannakakis
christina.
giannakakis

@richmondhill.ca

Engineering:
Patricia

Huke

patricia.huke@
Richmondhill.ca

Engineering:
Patricia

Huke

patricia.huke@
Richmondhill.ca

Condition:

That the applicant provides to the Secretary-Treasurer the legal
description of the severed and retained lands in the form of a
letter prepared by the applicant’s solicitor.

That the applicant provides an electronic copy of a deposited
plan of reference of the entire land which conforms substantially
with the application as submitted.

That the applicant provides payment of the Certificate Fee as
authorized in the Tariff of Fees By-law, and as noted on the
Committee of Adjustment webpage.

That the Owner apply to and receive from the Council of the City
of Richmond Hill demolition approval pursuant to Demolition
Control By-law No. 15-90 as required, and that the Owner
demolish the detached garage and remove all debris to the
satisfaction of the Chief Building Official.

PROPERTY TAXES:

1. The Owner shall pay to the City all current and
outstanding taxes to the date of consent.

That the Applicant convey to the City, free of all costs, objects,
structures, and encumbrances, the necessary road widening,
determined by a legal survey, to establish:
A widening along the frontage of 187 and 193 Douglas Road is
required. There is precedent for a widening based on the
property lines of 101 to 131, 147 to 163 and 171 Douglas Road.
The required widening amount should be approximately 3.0m
measured from the existing property line of the site, but the
exact amount required will be confirmed through the City's
review of a draft R-Plan that shall be prepared by an Ontario
Land Surveyor and submitted by the applicant. The required
amount shall be conveyed to the City. Please ensure that the
draft R-Plan shows the front property lines of the lots opposite of
the site from Centre St W.
That the Applicant prepares and deposits a reference plan
detailing the road widening and or the daylighting triangle,
following the City’s review and acceptance of same. The
applicant’s surveyor must submit draft reference plans for City
review prior to deposition, to the attention the Development
Process Coordinator, Infrastructure Planning and Development
Engineering, (905) 771-2439/905-747-6432. Please provide
applicants solicitors contact information upon submission of
deposited R-Plan.
GRADING CONDITION
That the applicant:
1. Submit to the City's Infrastructure Planning and
Development Engineering a grading plan prepared by a
professional engineer or Ontario land surveyor detailing
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Condition Department
# | Agency
Contact:

8. Engineering:
Patricia

Huke

patricia.huke@
Richmondhill.ca

9. Engineering:
Patricia

Huke

patricia.huke@
Richmondhill.ca

Condition:

the drainage pattern while showing the existing and
proposed elevations for both the severed and retained
lands along with the adjoining lands;

2. Obtain the City's approval of the grading plan referred to

in (1);

3. Enter into an agreement with the City (unless not
required by the City) for either (i) grading and drainage;
or (ii) grading and servicing, which addresses the
provision of swales, easements and/or catch basins and
which will be registered on title to the lands in priority to
all other claims, encumbrances or other item or matter
that the City Solicitor deems to be an encumbrance or

claim; and

4. Ensure that any easements required to be provided
pursuant to the agreement referred to in (3) are
registered in priority to all other claims, encumbrances or
any other item or matter the City Solicitor deems to be an

encumbrance or claim.

FURTHER GRADING RELATED INFORMATION

Three prints of the above requested grading plan must be
submitted for review and any related inquiries, should be
directed to Mike Ayers, Development Engineering Technologist,

Infrastructure Planning and Development Engineering, 905-747-

6426.

The City's current fees for such services will be used to

determine the amount of payment for such services. The current

City’s fees are as follows and may change at any time without

notice.
Fee Description: Fee:
Plan Review $ 1093.00 + HST (plus 2.6%

customer service portal fee)

Agreement Preparation

$ 1078- 5461.00 + HST (plus 2.6%
customer service portal fee)

Registration/Admin.

5 45.87

Install Catchbasin with Frame and
Cover

$7880.00 + HST

Survey Layout

5 832.00 + HST

Pre C.C.T.V. Scan

$ 80849 +HSTx2=%1827.18

Install Cleanout

$ 2373.00+ HST

Install vertical riser beyond 4.5 m in
depth

$ 2324.00 per metre + HST

Decommission Catchbasin

$ 2033.00 + HST

SERVICE CONNECTION CONDITION

That the Applicant arrange and pay to the City for the
installation of service connections to render the severed and
retained parcels fully serviced. The current Tariff of Fees
schedule will be used to determine the amount of payment for
the service connections. At time of printing, the City’s fees for
standard configuration of services are as follows and may
change at any time without notice:
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Condition Department

# | Agency
Contact:

10. Engineering:

Patricia

Huke

patricia.huke@
Richmondhill.ca

11. Engineering:

Patricia

Huke

patricia.huke@
Richmondhill.ca

Condition:

Fee Description: Fee:

25 mm water service 51334.00 per metre + HST
Combined 25 mm water service $542.00 per metre + HST
with storm or sanitary

Disconnect Water service $2033.00 + HST

Water disconnect in a combined $1,936.00 + HST

trench

125 mm sanitary or 150 mm storm $1,288.00 per metre + HST
single connection

Combined storm and sanitary $1,291.00 per metre + HST

Disconnect Storm or Sanitary $6,455.00 +HST each

Combined trench Storm or Sanitary | $1,288.00 +HST each
disconnect

Post C.C.T.V. scan 5808.49 + HST

Arrangements and payment for service connections can be
made through Mr. Andrew Stockman, Water Technician
Operations Division, Community Services Department, (905)
771-9996x5525

Before servicing can take place, see below, and confirm with
Andrew Stockman that the City is able to proceed;

* All fencing/hoarding sits behind the property line to ensure that
our contractor has full access to the property to complete the
install.

* There should be no construction materials or excessive
garbage within our right of way at the time of installation.

* We will be decommissioning your existing services on the day
of installation, and you will be responsible to connect and install
the new services from property line to the home.

* Please confirm there are no tenants living in the home.

* Once new services have been installed it will be your
responsibility to protect them. If any damages do occur, the City
will complete the repair, and you will be charged an additional
repair fee.

REGISTERED PLANS

That the applicant provide to the Infrastructure Planning and
Development Engineering, to the attention of Mr. Michael Ayers,
three white prints of the deposited plan of reference which
outlines the necessary requirements of all Infrastructure
Planning and Development Engineering conditions.

MERGE CLAUSE

The Infrastructure Planning and Development Engineering has
reviewed the above noted application and has no objections
provided that the severed parcel merges on title with the
property to the east, municipally known as 197 Douglas Road.
The Infrastructure Planning and Development Engineering has
reviewed the subject application and based the material
submitted and our findings we have no concerns or objections,
at this time. Notwithstanding the above, such an application is
subject to detailed lot grading plan submission, subsequent
review, and revision (if required) as part of the Building Permit
Application process, and adherence to the City’s Lot grading
standards.

City Files CN-25-11 and MV-25-29 Page 11 of 11



24'x24'

PART 9, PLAN 65R—-691

INST R131382, DEDICATED AS PUBLIC

3.05(P3,P74&S)

1B(921)

[

PART 2

PLAN 65R—32320

N72°40'30"E  (P7)
N72'37'30°E (P3,P4)

N72°41'20"E

25.29 (P3,P4,P7&Ms)

(P3,P7&S)

3.05

PART 1
PLAN 65R—-29269

3| sIB (0U)
-—-—-—-—-—-—-—-—-—-—H—'-—-—-—-—-—-—STREET LINE |

PART 1, PLAN 65R—-764 ‘7 PART 4, PLAN 65R—764

[2)]
©
~
N
-—_——— - — - © |
< |
™~

INST R140991, DEDICATED AS PUBLIC HIGHWAY BY—LAW No 45-73 (INST R140992)

HCM
0011985U2904

| require this plan to be deposited
under the LAND TITLES Act.

PLAN 695R-DRAFT

Received and Deposited

DATE .o vvie et , 2025 DATE . oot oot , 2025
REPRESENTATIVE FOR LAND REGISTRAR
R.SALNA B.Sc., O.LS. FOR THE LAND TITLES DIVISION
OF THE YORK REGISTRY OFFICE (No. 65)
SCHEDULE
PART LOT REGISTERED PLAN PIN AREA
1 465 Sq. M
ALL OF
e 03202-0317 (LT) | 7998 Sa M
PART OF
3 5 163 558.4 Sq. M
4 465 Sq. M
ALL OF
03202-1277 (LT)
5 15114 Sq. M.

HIGHWAY BY—LAW No 42—73 (INST R132387) )':/
T
Ag 0 .s:':
0 () 1
DOUGLAS ROAD EP 3 q 3
(NAMED BY BY—-LAW 17—74, INST. No.161581) S5 g g Y
(FORMERLY WILCOX ROAD) 5 5 =
(DEDICATED BY REGISTERED PLAN 163) S < !
PIN 03202—0285(LT) |
N72°40'30"E (P7) .'II/
N72°43’10"E (P6,P8 I
N72°39°19"E ((P) ) !
m;gzig:ggzg(?;)mw 101 olac();'oégRE%&M ) -'I/
SIBRS) _ 21,33 (Ps,p7aMs) s oo ) Y { {1BCo21) Y senno) ST seov STREET LINE ."
—-—ngn—‘—21j3mg)7//Lu)T/F//L‘_|"7//L 15.24 (P6,P8,D1&Ms) m.+ 17.04 (P,P1,P2&Ms) | o [____754FP_1,FE¢KA;___W;_B(1_H;)___
10 | | o o
N P5,P7&Ms 3 NN | T "’* P1At‘\>F\2>;r 1 '?5 PART* 4 P9 _/ |
BRs) © W—-LEOPT8MS) g B & 17.04 | & | NORTHEAST CORNER |
e 23 ews)[ S Y * N7242'20"E * N72°42'20"E I * . OF LOT 5 .
i & | . % < | | REGISTERED PLAN 163 |
|8 [N || |
| ()g \_I/ | | | | |
e 8 % ]
| 3\2/ B ! O I i |
| <5 4 =z | . |
B S | 5 ]| |
|5 S| oY . |
52 o )&E ||
a = - 17.73 S [ o ! [
57 & . 3!
%m % No. 187 No. 193 | g | |
B2 2 N |
3 o E e |
%% % © 1 ": | 1
) 5 e e |
c) "N) ’2,,} e \__l/ 1 ! 1
S 3 N ] |
‘n___ o) 'lt ! | |
Q& M < N | | —~ |
CORNER S|z S | | ~ D |
B 5 Tl . N .
CF s ] 0 % |
E I S, i
3 o
& PART 2 o Z ' ' FON |
Coe ] Z°8 |
|
L eEE !
g FENCE i g | oz |
: cmer B - .
o - ar
3 | e “e |7 paRTS || |
— CORNER
8 > OK W/E | | |
~( = 46.40 N o . | !
I g (Z) 0 | ~|~ 1 1
8z 30 : A |
<& © g = ] BN | |
= 9 oo o | | o %
< o Q 1 ® o |9 e Y ! PART 9
= S D | PLAN 65R-35742
o N = 5|5 | PIN 03202-1287(LT)
O o _ Y
=z (el el NaEy .
[J N72°42°20"E 15.24 L BOARD FENCE | o m| |
* 5, ;.. Sml= |
Z <= 36.81 N I_ I <C E !
: SiE !
||| |
REGISTERE|D 1P L AN | 16 3
LOT 51 10T 6
. || ] |
i PLAN B5R |—| |34996 |
PART 2—f3<|-—PART 3
] |
. PART 3 5 | .
£218 g | 2ls |
o M I I o I
25| BEES |
ny ! = L= = !
3 <258 | [Rles |
SIykR - |Z0E | PART 6
NRRES ] | PLAN 65R—35742
N KNKN ! ! 1
Zzzzz | | | PIN  03202—-1341(LT)
|| PART 8
e NTISEIEE (F) ] P ‘7\\\ELAN 65R—35742
0.03 £ N71°54'02"E (P1,P26&Ms) e .
e 5.24 (P,P1,D1&Ms) * * 16.99 (P1,P2&Ms) | lé—/é" - L ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ N
1
1B (1349) | ;7\17728285”5 (Ms) TIB (921) ~| ssiB(921) |
'06"E (P1) , 3 .
PART 2 ! N7304'02"E  (P) | PART 3 §|8/£\ PART 7 |
PLAN 65R—32817 | | PLAN 65R—35742 &i2g PLAN 6oR=355742 PIN 03202—1340(LT)
! PIN  #:27 03202—1341(LT) .

PIN103202—1341(LT)

-t -

PART: 2
PLAN!65R—35742

PART 2

PART 3

PLAN 65R|-32003

HCM

00819970106

PART 5
PLAN 65R—30528

PLAN

OF SURVEY OF

PART OF LOT 5
REGISTERED PLAN 163

TOWN

OF RICHMOND HILL

REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF YORK

SCALE

5Sm

1:250

Om 5Sm 10m 15 metres

= ™ gy —

SALNA SURVEYING
ONTARIO LAND SURVEYORS

BEARING NOTE

BEARINGS ARE MTM GRID, DERIVED FROM THE HORIZONTAL CONTROL
MONUMENTS AS LISTED IN THE TABLE BELOW, AND ARE REFERED

TO MTM NA

D 83 ZONE 10, CSRS COORDINATE SYSTEM

SPECIFIED

COORDINATES TO URBAN ACCURACY PER SEC. 14 (2) OF O.REG. 216/10

CONTROL POINTS (SCPs): MTM ZONE 10, NAD—83 (CSRS)

POINT ID

HCM 0011985U2904
HCM 00819970106

NORTHING

4874407.180
4856640.666

EASTING

307276.903
316055.856

COORDINATES CANNOT, IN THEMSELVES, BE USED TO RE—ESTABLISH

CORNERS OR BOUNDARIES SHOWN ON THIS PLAN.

DISTANCES

ARE GROUND AND CAN BE CONVERTED TO GRID BY MULTIPLYING BY

THE COMBINED SCALE FACTOR OF 0.99985

METRIC
DISTANCES SHOWN ON THIS PLAN ARE IN METERS
AND CAN BE CONVERTED TO FEET BY DIVIDING BY 0.3048.

NOTE

ALL MEASUREMENTS ARE MEASURED AS SHOWN ON THIS PLAN
UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

LEGEND

O DENOTES SURVEY MONUMENT PLANTED
[ | DENOTES SURVEY MONUMENT FOUND
SIB DENOTES STANDARD IRON BAR

SSIB DENOTES SHORT STANDARD IRON BAR
IB DENOTES IRON BAR

ou DENOTES ORIGIN UNKNOWN

Ms DENOTES MEASURED

RP DENOTES REGISTEREDPLAN 163

P DENOTES PLAN 65R—37896

P1 DENOTES PLAN 65R—35742

P2 DENOTES PLAN 65R—34996

P3 DENOTES PLAN 65R-32320

P4 DENOTES PLAN 65R-32520

P5 DENOTES PLAN 65R-37468

P6 DENOTES PLAN 65R-20347

P7 DENOTES PLAN 65R-22839

P8 DENOTES PLAN 65R-13306

D1 DENOTES INSTRUMENT No.560687

921 DENOTES SALNA SURVEYING LTD, O.L.S.
110 DENOTES R. D. TOMLINSON, O.L.S.
1312 DENOTES J. STEL, O.L.S.

1349 DENOTES D. FAZIO, O.L.S.

RS DENOTES ROWAN—-STANCIU LTD

CLF DENOTES CHAIN LINK FENCE

BF DENOTES BOARD FENCE

N,S,E,W  DENOTES NORTH, SOUTH, EAST, WEST

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

| CERTIFY THAT :
1. THIS SURVEY AND PLAN ARE CORRECT AND IN ACCORDANCE

WITH THE SURVEYS ACT, THE SURVEYORS ACT AND
THE REGULATIONS MADE UNDER THEM.

2. THE SURVEY WAS COMPLETED ON THE
20 DAY OF NOVEMBER 2025.

DECEMMBER 8, 2025
Date

R.SALNA
Ontario Land Surveyor

This Plan of Survey Relates to AOLS Plan Submission Form Number 2179xxx
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7, DIVISION OF P. SALNA COMPANY LTD.

64 INDUSTRIAL ROAD, RICHMOND HILL, ONTARIO L4C 2Y1

/.
) Ontario Land Surveyors
TELEPHONE (905) 884—5275  FAX (905)737-7516

FIELD: SP FILE: DOUGLAS 187
DRAWN BY: AS/STM JOB: 25-114

CHECKED BY: RS

PLOTTED DEC. 11, 2025
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Date: August 19" 2025

Attention: Courtney Cullum

RE: Request for Comments

File No.: CN-25-11

Related Files:

Applicant: 1696598 Ontario Limited & Angelo Lenuzza

Location 187 Douglas Road
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COMMENTS:
D We have reviewed the proposed Consent Application and have no comments or objections to its approval.
We have reviewed the proposed Consent Application and have no objections to its approval, subject to the
following comments (attached below).
D We have reviewed the proposed Consent Application and have the following concerns (attached below).

Alectra Utilities (formerly PowerStream) has received and reviewed the proposed Consent Application. This
review, however, does not imply any approval of the project or plan.

All proposed billboards, signs, and other structures associated with the project or plan must maintain minimum
clearances to the existing overhead or underground electrical distribution system as specified by the applicable
standards, codes and acts referenced.

In the event that construction commences, and the clearance between any component of the work/structure and the
adjacent existing overhead and underground electrical distribution system violates the Occupational Health and
Safety Act, the customer will be responsible for 100% of the costs associated with Alectra making the work area safe.
All construction work will be required to stop until the safe limits of approach can be established.

In the event construction is completed, and the clearance between the constructed structure and the adjacent existing
overhead and underground electrical distribution system violates the any of applicable standards, acts or codes
referenced, the customer will be responsible for 100% of Alectra’s cost for any relocation work.

References:

Ontario Electrical Safety Code, latest edition (Clearance of Conductors from Buildings)
Ontario Health and Safety Act, latest edition (Construction Protection)

Ontario Building Code, latest edition (Clearance to Buildings)

PowerStream (Construction Standard 03-1, 03-4), attached

Canadian Standards Association, latest edition (Basic Clearances)

If more information is required, please contact either of the following:

Stephen Cranley, C.E.T Mitchell Penner

Supervisor, Distribution Design, ICI & Layouts (North) Supervisor, Distribution Design-Subdivisions
Phone: 1-877-963-6900 ext. 31297 Phone: 416-302-6215

Fax: 905-532-4401 Fax:  905-532-4401

E-mail: stephen.cranley@alectrautilities.com Email: Mitchell.Penner@alectrautilities.com
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mailto:Mitchell.Penner@alectrautilities.com
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Construction Standard

SYSTEM VOLTAGE
LGCAETE”LE*;F G":'“ES* SPAN GUYS AND| UP TO 600V |4.16/2.4kV TO
ICOMMUNICATIONS| AND 2?.5;"1 BkY 44kY
LONDUCTORS WIRES NEUTRAL | (SEE NOTE 1)
MINIMUM YERTICAL CLEARAMCES {SEE MOTE 2}
OVER OR ALONGSIDE ROADS,
DRIVEWAYS OR LANDS 442cm 442cm 480cm 520cm
ACCESSIBLE TO VEHICLES
OVER GROUND ACCESSIBLE
PEDESTRIANS AND 250cm Z10cm 340cm 370cm
BICYCLES ONLY
ABOVE TOP OF RAIL AT
RAILWAY CROSSINGS 730em T30em 7J60cm 810em

ATTACHMENT HEIGHT

1 +GRAGE DIFF.

f

'--.______ P
WIRE,/CABLE/

WERTICAL
CLEARANCE

WINIMUM ATTACHMENT HEIGHT = MAKIMUM SAG

+

+

+

+
NOTES:

1. THE MULTIGROUNDED SYSTEM
SYSTEM.

CONDITIONS.

3. REFER TO CS5A STANDARD C2Z22.3 MNeo.1, ANNEX D FOR LOCAL SNOW DEFTH WALUES.
4, ALL CLEARANCES ARE IMN ACCORDANCE TO CSA STANDARD C22.3.

GRADE DIFFERENCE

THE WERTICAL CLEARANCES IN THE ABOVE TABLE ARE UNDER MAXIMUM SAG

MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCES OF
WIRES, CABLES AND CONDUCTORS
ABOVE GROUND OR RAILS

ORIGIMAL ISSUE DATE: 2010-DEC-Z4

REVISION KO: R1

REVISION DATE: 2012-JAN-09

CONDUCTOR

ATTACHMENT HEIGHT

I

—=GRADE DIFF.

CONVERSION TABLE
IMPERIAL
MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCE (FROM ABOVE TABLE
( ) METRIC (APPROX)
0.3m (VEHICLE OR RAILWAY LOCATION) 810cm | 27 —0°
SNOW DEPTH (PEDESTRIAN LOCATION, SEE NOTE 3) 760cm | 25 —4
730cm | 24'=4
520cm | 17 -4"
NEUTRAL HAS THE SAME CLEARANCE AS THE 600V 480cm | 16 -0
442cm 15'-5"
370em 12'-4"
340cm | 11 =4"
310em | 10 -4"
250em B'—4"
REFERENCES

5AGS AND TENSIONS [ SECTION 02

Joe Crazies, I’.Hng.

Certificate of Appraval
This constrction Standand meets the safety
Trql'_i?crng'n'.s of Secton 4 o:'ReguLalior. 22004

201 3] AN

Narmne

P.Eng, Approvael By,

[rale

Joe Crozier




POW} Construction Standard

Stream

VOUR CURRENT CONMNECTION

F

03-4

_CONDUCTOR ZONE _ | _| B
M s
Y
| t -xn__|
@I |___nx.___ |
7]
e
z| |
5 | o | ‘
4|
w | -
S 0O O Ax | O OO0 |
+ [ L] o LIy LS |
| Q
| |
MINIMUM HORIZONTAL CLEARMACE | MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCE
UNDER MAXIMUM SWING CONDITIONS | UNDER MAXIMUM DESIGN SAG COMDITIONS
VOLTAGE DIMENSION "x" DIMEMSION ™Y"
(SEE NOTES 1, 3 & 4) (SEE NOTES 1, 2, &4 & 5)
0-600V AND NEUTRAL 100em 250cm
4.16/2.4 TO 44kV I00em 480cm
HOTES

1. UNDER NO CIRCUMSTAMCES SHALL A CONDUCTOR BE PERMITTED TO PEMETRATE THE
ENVELOPE SHOWN BY THE DOTTED LIME.

2, THE WERTICAL CLEARANCES ARE UNDER CONDITIONS OF MAXIMUM DESIGN SAG.

3. THE HORIZOWTAL CLEARANCES ARE UMNDER CONDITIONS OF MAXIMUM SWING. WHERE THE
COMDUCTCOR SWING IS MOT KMOWN A HORIZOMTAL CLEARANCE OF 450CM SHALL BE WSED.

4, BUILDINGS THAT EXCEED 3 STOREYS OR 15M IN HEIGHT, THE MINIMUKM HORIZONTAL
CLEARANCE OF THE SECOMDARY CONDUCTORS SHOULD BE INCREASED TO 300em WHERE IT
IS NMECESSARY TO ALLOW FOR THE RAISING OF LADDERS BY LOCAL FIRE DEPARTMENTS.

5. IN SITUATIONS SUCH AS MULTI-LEVEL GARAGES, WHERE ROOFS ARE NORMALLY USED BY
PERSONS AND VEHICLES, THE VERTICAL CLEARAMCES OF POWERSTREAM STANDARD 03-1
SHALL AFPLY.

6. DISTRIBUTION LINES CONSTRUCTED MEAR BUILDINGS SHALL BE BUILT TO AVOID OVERHAMG
WHEREVER POSSIBLE, WHERE LINES MUST BE CONSTRUCTED OVER OR ADJACENT TO
BUILDINGS THE APPLICABLE HORIZONTAL ANMD VERTICAL CLEARANCES SHALL BE AT
CONDITIONS OF MAXIMUM COMDUCTOR SWING AND MAXIMUM SAG. THE ABOVE CLEARANCES

ARE DESIGHMED TO PREVEMT PERSOMS OM OR IN BUILDIMGS AS WELL AS EXTERMAL COMNVERSION TABLE
MACHIMERY USED IM COMJUCTION WITH A BUILDING TO COME IN CONTACT WITH WETRIC IMPERIAL
COMDUCTORS. EFFORTS SHOULD BE MADE TO INMCREASE THESE CLEARAMCES WHERE {lﬁ-FFﬂﬂH]
POSSIBLE. ABoem T
7. ALL CLEARAMNCES ARE IN ACCORDANCE TO C5& C22.F NO.1-08& {TAELE—Q}. 300em 10 =0"
250em B8'—4"
100 e
MINIMUM VERTICAL & HORIZONTAL CLEARANCES =

OF CONDUCTORS FROM BUILDINGS OR OTHER This conmupion Stade  octs e ity
PERMANENT STRUCTURES (CONDUCTORS NOT s f e 4 of g 22
Debbie Dadwani, P Fn IO Db A YIS

ATTACHED TO BUILDINGS) o = A

P.Eng. Approval By I, Dadwani

ORIGINAL ISSUE DATE: 2010—MAY—03 REVISION NO: REVISION DATE:
srapwe= Plarnkhg and RardarceRarcard Duslgry Sanda n g foler Sacdon 708
Fdobe POF

A 33-3 RO May 5, S012,dwg, W00 B132007 AN,
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File No.:
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August 19t 2025

Courtney Cullum

Request for Comments

MV-25-29

1696598 ONTARIO LIMITED
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COMMENTS:
D We have reviewed the proposed Variance Application and have no comments or objections to its approval.
We have reviewed the proposed Variance Application and have no objections to its approval, subject to the
following comments (attached below).

D We have reviewed the proposed Variance Application and have the following concerns (attached below).

Alectra Utilities (formerly PowerStream) has received and reviewed the proposed Variance Application. This
review, however, does not imply any approval of the project or plan.

All proposed billboards, signs, and other structures associated with the project or plan must maintain minimum
clearances to the existing overhead or underground electrical distribution system as specified by the applicable
standards, codes and acts referenced.

In the event that construction commences, and the clearance between any component of the work/structure and the
adjacent existing overhead and underground electrical distribution system violates the Occupational Health and
Safety Act, the customer will be responsible for 100% of the costs associated with Alectra making the work area safe.
All construction work will be required to stop until the safe limits of approach can be established.

In the event construction is completed, and the clearance between the constructed structure and the adjacent existing
overhead and underground electrical distribution system violates the any of applicable standards, acts or codes
referenced, the customer will be responsible for 100% of Alectra’s cost for any relocation work.

References:

Ontario Electrical Safety Code, latest edition (Clearance of Conductors from Buildings)
Ontario Health and Safety Act, latest edition (Construction Protection)

Ontario Building Code, latest edition (Clearance to Buildings)

PowerStream (Construction Standard 03-1, 03-4), attached

Canadian Standards Association, latest edition (Basic Clearances)

If more information is required, please contact either of the following:

Stephen Cranley, C.E.T Mitchell Penner

Supervisor, Distribution Design, ICI & Layouts (North) Supervisor, Distribution Design-Subdivisions
Phone: 1-877-963-6900 ext. 31297 Phone: 416-302-6215

E-mail: stephen.cranley@alectrautilities.com Email: Mitchell.Penner@alectrautilities.com
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Construction Standard

03-1

SYSTEM VOLTAGE
LOCATION OF WIRES, \lspaN gUYS AND| UP TO 600V |4.16/2.4kV TO
CABLES OR COMMUNICATIONS AND 27.6/16kV 44KV
VONDUCTORS WIRES NEUTRAL | (SEE NOTE 1)
MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCES (SEE NOTE 2)
OVER OR ALOMGSIDE ROADS,
DRIVEWAYS OR LANDS 442em 442cm 480cm 520cm
ACCESSIBLE TO VEHICLES
OVER GROUND ACCESSIBLE
TO PEDESTRIANS AND 250em 310cm 340cm 370cm
BICYCLFS ONLY
ABOVE TOP OF RAIL AT
RAILWAY CROSSINGS 730em 730em 760cm 810em

ATTACHMENT HEIGHT

1 _+GRADE DIFF, | -]

MINIMUM ATTACHMENT HEIGHT = MAXIMUM SAG CGWERS'%P‘E‘;&E
+ MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCE (FROM ABOVE TABLE) METRIC (APPROX)
+ GRADE DIFFERENCE by
+ 0.35m (VEHICLE OR RAILWAY LOCATION) B10em | 27 -0°
+ SHMOW DEPTH (PEDESTRIAN LOCATION, SEE NOTE 3) 7B0cm | 25 —4"
730em 24'=4
NOTES: 520cm | 17 -4
1. THE MULTIGROUNDED SYSTEM MEUTRAL HAS THE SAME CLEARANCE AS THE 600V 480em 16"-0"
SYSTEM. 442cm 15'-5"
370em 12 =4
2. THE VERTICAL CLEARAMCES IN THE ABOVE TABLE ARE UNDER MAXIMUM SAG Z40cm T =4"
CUND|T|DNS. 31 Ucm 1 D'_“_“
3. REFER TO CSA STANDARD C22.3 Me.l, ANNEX D FOR LOCAL SMOW DEPTH VALUES. 250em &4
4, ALL CLEARANCES ARE IM ACCORDANCE TO CSA STANDARD C22.3. REFERENCES

— —
WIRE,/CABLE/

WERTICAL
CLEARANCE

MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCES OF
WIRES, CABLES AND CONDUCTORS
ABOVE GROUND OR RAILS

ORIGINAL ISSUE DATE: 2010-DEC-Z24

REVISION WO: R1

REVISION DATE: 2012-JAN-09

CONDUCTOR

ATTACHMENT HEIGHT

I

=GRADE DIFF.

SAGS AND TENSIONS [ SECTION 02

Jow Crozier, P.Eng.

Certificate of Approval
This constrction Standand meets the safety
Trql;i?\cmeﬂ:s of Sechon 4 o:'Rrgl:]Ial'ior. 22004

201 Zm] A0

Name

P.Eng. Approval By

Drale

Joe Crozier
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VOUR CURRENT CONMNECTION
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_CONDUCTOR ZONE _ | _| B
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| |
MINIMUM HORIZONTAL CLEARMACE | MINIMUM VERTICAL CLEARANCE
UNDER MAXIMUM SWING CONDITIONS | UNDER MAXIMUM DESIGN SAG COMDITIONS
VOLTAGE DIMENSION "x" DIMEMSION ™Y"
(SEE NOTES 1, 3 & 4) (SEE NOTES 1, 2, &4 & 5)
0-600V AND NEUTRAL 100em 250cm
4.16/2.4 TO 44kV I00em 480cm
HOTES

1. UNDER NO CIRCUMSTAMCES SHALL A CONDUCTOR BE PERMITTED TO PEMETRATE THE
ENVELOPE SHOWN BY THE DOTTED LIME.

2, THE WERTICAL CLEARANCES ARE UNDER CONDITIONS OF MAXIMUM DESIGN SAG.

3. THE HORIZOWTAL CLEARANCES ARE UMNDER CONDITIONS OF MAXIMUM SWING. WHERE THE
COMDUCTCOR SWING IS MOT KMOWN A HORIZOMTAL CLEARANCE OF 450CM SHALL BE WSED.

4, BUILDINGS THAT EXCEED 3 STOREYS OR 15M IN HEIGHT, THE MINIMUKM HORIZONTAL
CLEARANCE OF THE SECOMDARY CONDUCTORS SHOULD BE INCREASED TO 300em WHERE IT
IS NMECESSARY TO ALLOW FOR THE RAISING OF LADDERS BY LOCAL FIRE DEPARTMENTS.

5. IN SITUATIONS SUCH AS MULTI-LEVEL GARAGES, WHERE ROOFS ARE NORMALLY USED BY
PERSONS AND VEHICLES, THE VERTICAL CLEARAMCES OF POWERSTREAM STANDARD 03-1
SHALL AFPLY.

6. DISTRIBUTION LINES CONSTRUCTED MEAR BUILDINGS SHALL BE BUILT TO AVOID OVERHAMG
WHEREVER POSSIBLE, WHERE LINES MUST BE CONSTRUCTED OVER OR ADJACENT TO
BUILDINGS THE APPLICABLE HORIZONTAL ANMD VERTICAL CLEARANCES SHALL BE AT
CONDITIONS OF MAXIMUM COMDUCTOR SWING AND MAXIMUM SAG. THE ABOVE CLEARANCES

ARE DESIGHMED TO PREVEMT PERSOMS OM OR IN BUILDIMGS AS WELL AS EXTERMAL COMNVERSION TABLE
MACHIMERY USED IM COMJUCTION WITH A BUILDING TO COME IN CONTACT WITH WETRIC IMPERIAL
COMDUCTORS. EFFORTS SHOULD BE MADE TO INMCREASE THESE CLEARAMCES WHERE {lﬁ-FFﬂﬂH]
POSSIBLE. ABoem T
7. ALL CLEARAMNCES ARE IN ACCORDANCE TO C5& C22.F NO.1-08& {TAELE—Q}. 300em 10 =0"
250em B8'—4"
100 e
MINIMUM VERTICAL & HORIZONTAL CLEARANCES =

OF CONDUCTORS FROM BUILDINGS OR OTHER This conmupion Stade  octs e ity
PERMANENT STRUCTURES (CONDUCTORS NOT s f e 4 of g 22
Debbie Dadwani, P Fn IO Db A YIS

ATTACHED TO BUILDINGS) o = A

P.Eng. Approval By I, Dadwani

ORIGINAL ISSUE DATE: 2010—MAY—03 REVISION NO: REVISION DATE:
srapwe= Plarnkhg and RardarceRarcard Duslgry Sanda n g foler Sacdon 708
Fdobe POF

A 33-3 RO May 5, S012,dwg, W00 B132007 AN,






