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Toronto Local Appeal Body 40 Orchard View Blvd, Suite 211 Telephone: 416-392-4697
Toronto, Ontario M4R 1B9 Fax: 416-696-4307

Email: tlab@toronto.ca

Website: www.toronto.ca/tlab

DECISION AND ORDER

Decision Issue Date Wednesday, October 16, 2019

PROCEEDING COMMENCED UNDER Section 45(12), subsection 45(1) of the
Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. P.13, as amended (the "Act")

Appellant(s): KYLE KHADRA

Applicant: 2482888 ONTARIO LTD

Property Address/Description: 64 Overton Crescent

Committee of Adjustment Case File: 19 113500 NNY 16 MV (AO090/19NY)

TLAB Case File Number: 19 143514 S45 16 TLAB

Hearing date: Friday, September 27, 2019

DECISION DELIVERED BY JUSTIN LEUNG

APPEARANCES

NAME ROLE REPRESENTATIVE
Kyle Khadra Appellant Martin Mazierski
2482888 Ontario Ltd Owner

Lina Liscio Party

John Liscio Party

TJ Cieciura Expert Witness

INTRODUCTION

This is an appeal from a decision of the North York Committee of Adjustment
(COA) pertaining to a request to permit a series of 3 variances for 64 Overton Crescent
(subject property).
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The variances, if allowed by the Toronto Local Appeal Body (TLAB), would
permit an additional dwelling unit in the basement of the building on the subject site.
This would result in the number of dwelling units being increased from 5 to 6 units. This
property is located in the Banbury-Don mills neighbourhood in the North York district of
the City of Toronto (City) which is situated south of York Mills Road and bounded by
Leslie Street to the west and Don Mills Road to the east. The property is located on
Overton Crescent, south of York Mills road and north of The Donway West.

At the beginning of the hearing, | informed all parties in attendance that | had
performed a site visit of this subject property and the immediate neighbourhood and had
reviewed all materials related to this appeal.

BACKGROUND

The variances that had been requested are outlined as follows:

1. Chapter 10.5.80.10.(2), By-law 569-2013
For an apartment, other than required visitor parking spaces, a minimum of
50 % of the required parking spaces must be in a building or underground
structure (3.5 spaces). The proposed number of parking spaces, other than
required visitor parking spaces, not in a building or underground structure is
100 % (5 spaces).

2. Chapter 200.5.10.1.(1), By-law 569-2013
The minimum required number of parking space(s) for the building is 8
spaces. The proposal will have 5 spaces.

3. Section 6A(2)a, By-law 7625
The minimum required number of parking spaces is 9 spaces. The proposed
number of parking spaces is 5 spaces.

These variances were heard and refused at the April 4, 2019 North York COA
meeting. Subsequently, an appeal was filed on April 23, 2019 by the property-owners of
64 Overton Crescent within the 20 day appeal period as outlined by the Planning Act.
The TLAB received the appeal and scheduled a hearing on September 27, 2019 for all
relevant parties to attend.

MATTERS IN ISSUE

The current parking configuration of the subject property contains a defined
parking area with a shared driveway with the adjacent property of 72 Overton Crescent.
The vehicle maneuvering space is limited. This arrangement is historical in nature and
was not formally registered with the Land Registry Office (LRO). The opposing parties
to this appeal contend that approval of this variance would act to exasperate an already
difficult parking situation. The tribunal would need to consider if allowing a reduction in
parking requirement (as it relates to the increase in dwelling units) is appropriate for the
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current neighbourhood context and if potential mitigation could be achieved if approval
of this variance were granted.

JURISDICTION

Provincial Policy - S. 3

A decision of the Toronto Local Appeal Body (‘TLAB’) must be consistent with the
2014 Provincial Policy Statement (‘PPS’) and conform to the Growth Plan of the Greater
Golden Horseshoe for the subject area (‘Growth Plan’).

Minor Variance — S. 45(1)

In considering the applications for variances from the Zoning By-laws, the TLAB Panel
must be satisfied that the applications meet all of the four tests under s. 45(1) of the
Planning Act. The tests are whether the variances:

e maintain the general intent and purpose of the Official Plan;

e maintain the general intent and purpose of the Zoning By-laws;

e are desirable for the appropriate development or use of the land; and

e are minor.

EVIDENCE

At the commencement of the proceedings, the parties Lina Liscio and John Liscio
of 72 Overton Crescent stated that they were concerned that the original Notice of
Public Hearing that was sent out relating to this variance application had not properly
identified the variance requests. They contend that the subject property has four
dwelling units and not five units as identified on the requisite Notice. Both parties stated
that they had raised this issue on several occasions with municipal staff but did not
receive a comprehensive explanation from them. They contend that this is germane to
the issue at hand as the potential development impact would be more significant if, as
the parties argue, the proposal was for two units as opposed to the one as presented to
the TLAB.

The appellant’s legal representative, Martin Mazierski, responded that the City’s
Building Department interpreted that the basement unit, which has not been rented out,
as a fifth unit. The owner of the property had sworn an affidavit which affirms this as
well. In addition, Mr. Mazierski states that the variances being considered pertain to
parking standards for the site and do not relate to the number of dwelling units as the
requisite Zoning allows for up to six units to occur for this subject property. He goes on
to comment that the prevailing trend within the City is to permit reduction in parking
requirements for new development proposals.

Mr. John Liscio responds that with the parking reduction request, there is a
concern with the increased number of people who will be traversing in and out of this
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subject property. They are unable to ascertain how many more people would be moving
in as a result of a potential approval of this proposal. The introduction of greater traffic of
people could contribute to overall vehicular traffic for the immediate neighbourhood. In
addition, he contends that a precedent could be set for similar alterations to occur with
other properties in the area.

The other party Lina Liscio indicated that, due to vehicle and parking issues, she
had agreed to construct a shared driveway with the previous owner of 64 Overton
Crescent.

TJ Cieciura, of Design Plan Services, expert witness for the appellant, was called
up to present evidence in relation to this matter. The presiding TLAB member indicated
that he had reviewed the curriculum vitae and other related materials as provided by the
witness and was willing to qualify him in providing evidence in the field of land use
planning. In reference to previous comments on potential error in identifying the number
of dwelling units of this subject property, Mr. Cieciura reiterates that the tribunal, like
himself, must rely on the information as provided by the Building Department with
respect to the property characteristics. Furthermore, this issue would not be relevant as
the Zone classification for this area allows for up to six dwelling units for a single
building. As shown on the requisite COA Notice of Public Hearing, it outlines that the
variance requests pertain only to parking standards and not for the number of units
being sought, further reinforcing the contention that dwelling units are in compliance
with the Zoning By-law.

In assessing the site plan for the property, there are four legal parking spaces in
existence. A fifth parking space can be placed in this parking area as well. In
furtherance to the information as provided by the parties of 72 Overton Crescent, Mr.
Cieciura indicates that as part of his preparation and research for this matter, he had not
found any legal documents which demonstrate that an access easement had been
registered for the existing driveway between the subject property and 72 Overton
Crescent. However, he argues that as the driveway has been in existence for a
prolonged period of time, it could be described as a historical or ‘grandfathered’ type
driveway, or a prescriptive easement, and can continue to function in its current
configuration without the benefit of a legal easement being registered on the land title of
both properties.

With regards to the parking space configuration and turning radius for vehicles,
Mr. Cieciura cites a memo from the Transportation Services Department which does not
raise concerns on the current parking layout at the site. Major transit and road
thoroughfares are adjacent to this subject property which lends credence to support an
increase in dwelling units here, in his view. In terms of the number of people living in a
dwelling, the Zoning By-law does not stipulate how many people can reside in a single
building. Living arrangements are shifting due to evolving socio-economic needs
whereby the traditional nuclear family is no longer the prevailing societal norm.

The Official Plan designates this area as ‘Neighbourhoods’. Immediately to the
south of this is an area with an apartment designation. The subject property was
originally constructed with four dwelling units in the 1970s. The adjacent four properties
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along Overton Crescent also have the same Residential Multiple Dwelling (RM) zoning
and are also constructed to contain multiple units similar in nature to the subject
property. Planning staff did not provide a report in relation to this proposal’s original
COA application. While the zoning outlines that 50% of the parking be either enclosed
or underground, this subject property and the other four adjacent properties do not have
provision for this; they have surface parking only. These properties, in his opinion, could
be interpreted to have a legal non-conforming status as it relates to this zoning
requirement.

In relation to parking standards for the City, Mr. Cieciura cites recent changes to
provisions relating to secondary suites. As such, a property-owner who intends to add a
secondary suite will no longer need to allocate one additional parking space for the
suite. Furthermore, for laneway suites this new parking requirement is also applicable.
There is no immediate rapid transit service but the nearby bus service as provided by
Toronto Transit Commission (TTC) on Don Mills Road is offered as a frequent service.

In response to the opposing parties’ contention of potential overcrowding of the
neighbourhood with increasing people being permitted to move in, Mr. Cieciura opines
that the City of Toronto has a substantial number of people moving in annually. These
people will need to be accommodated in a variety of residential forms, such as the one
being considered in these proceedings. Greenfield development, whereby to build out
beyond the existing urban boundaries, is accepted by several Planning experts as being
unsustainable. In-fill development, to build within existing urban areas such as this one,
is the alternative development pattern which must be explored so as to decrease the
strain on extending municipal infrastructure and services.

The presiding TLAB member inquired as to the redevelopment of the nearby
Shops of Don Mills lifestyle centre, which is an alternative shopping centre format, and
the impetus for this. Mr. Cieciura responded that the shopping centre was redeveloped
to recognize the changing demographics of the area and projections indicating a greater
number of people would be moving into this area in the near future.

In outlining the four tests for a minor variance as it relates to this proposal, Mr.
Cieciura describes how the Official Plan policies contemplates that there will be
changes to neighbourhoods such as this over time while also looking to reinforce the
built form for the area. The proposal here is for a basement unit with which the built form
will remain unaffected. The overall pattern and style of neighbourhood will be preserved.
Again, provisions such as height and massing are being complied with in this instance.
The variances only address parking deficiencies on the site. The Official Plan does not
correlate development specifically with parking requirements.

With respect to the Zoning By-law, two variances relate to the recently passed
By-law 569-2013 and the one variance for the older By-law 7625. The parking rate for
the site has been reduced as part of the new By-law. The site currently can
accommodate five parking spaces and if this proposal were permitted, parking space
striping would occur. Due to adjacent bus lines and nearby rapid transit access, this
additional unit, in his view, could exist without benefit of additional parking allocation.
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To address the comment of precedence setting, an approval of this proposal
would not immediately result in similar proposals beginning to appear in the area. If
there were other proposals to be brought forward, they would have to undergo an
extensive Planning approval process with public engagement required.

Mr. Liscio provided evidence to the TLAB. He contends that work for the sixth
dwelling unit had commenced prior to issuance of a building permit. The presiding TLAB
member did reiterate that the proceedings are to assess the variance proposal. Issues
relating to the Building Department or Ontario Building Code compliance should be
dealt with separately with the respective municipal staff. The member then inquired
about the shared driveway arrangement and whether it was legally registered. He also
guestioned if the driveway is able to accommodate maneuvering and movement of
vehicles and if each dwelling unit would need multiple vehicles for the tenants.

Mr. Cieciura responded that he has not found records to indicate the driveway
was legally registered. However, due to the prolonged period of existence, this driveway
may, in his view, be considered legal non-conforming in nature. The Building
Department had not identified any Zoning non-compliance with respect to vehicle
movement so presumably this would not be an issue at this site. In terms of vehicle use,
as previously described, with the changing familial needs vehicle use patterns are now
shifting and it would be difficult to ascertain if a tenant were to have multiple vehicles or
possibly refrain from vehicle use. While the sixth dwelling unit will not have parking
provisioned for it, it would be served by transit service nearby and is consistent with
overall reduction in parking requirements as found in several Greater Toronto Area
(GTA) municipalities Zoning By-laws.

With cross examination of Mr. Cieciura concluded, Mr. Liscio provided evidence
in relation to this proposal. He contended that the maneuvering space between his
property and 64 Overton Crescent is already challenging and the inclusion of a fifth
parking space would act to place further pressure on the parking area. As the new
owner of this subject property will not be residing at the property, any parking issues
could not be immediately rectified as they would have to wait for response from the
owner. The proposal is not appropriate as the building and parking area cannot
accommodate the additional unit. Mr. Liscio referenced a petition which he circulated to
neighbouring residents to inform them of the impending TLAB appeal and to support Mr.
Liscio opposition in granting the appeal: 10 residents affixed their signatures. He
commented that some of the residents who had signed face similar parking issues with
their properties to demonstrate the broader parking/vehicle concerns of the
neighbourhood. With this proposal, it should also be considered that with the tenants,
there could also be visitor and delivery vehicles visiting which could further strain the
parking situation at the site. In addition, there are concerns of additional subletting of the
units increasing the number of tenants in the process.
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The presiding TLAB member inquired if legalizing the shared driveway had been
contemplated by him. Mr. Liscio responded that they had previously considered placing
a fence between their property and the subject property so that vehicles would not
traverse onto their property and to minimize damage to their vehicles due to movement
of vehicles from the subject property. Finally, there is a unique character of the area
which should be retained.

In response, Mr. Cieciura clarified that the Zoning provision to allow six units has
been in existence since 1952. As such, while the 5 buildings along Overton Crescent
have had four units, this does not preclude them from having up to six units if they
elected to do this. Visitor parking is permitted along the street for up to three hours. In
terms of subletting, if the property-owner complies with Zoning and other requisite City
requirements, this can occur and is not regulated.

It is noted that the owner James Koo of 2482888 Ontario Ltd. was not in
attendance at the hearing.

ANALYSIS, FINDINGS, REASONS

With regards to the assertions made by the party Mr. Liscio regarding errors in
identifying the number of dwelling units for the subject property in question, it is noted
on several documents submitted as part of this appeal, including the COA Public Notice,
COA Decision Notice and Transportation Services Report, that they identify there are
five dwelling units in existence at 64 Overton Crescent. As these are municipally
generated documents, the TLAB would normally rely on the information as provided by
the City as part of its assessment of this appeal matter. Moreover, Mr. Liscio has also
cited potential Ontario Building Code violations as they relate to building related work
which has occurred at the subject property. Again, the TLAB is empowered by
legislation such as the Planning Act to hear appeals of Minor Variance and Consent
applications. Matters pertaining to building and construction could not be addressed by
this tribunal as it does not have the authority to do so. The party is advised that they
should contact either the Building Department, their Ward Councillor or possibly the
provincial Building Code Commission (BCC) if they wanted further clarification on
building-related issues.

In assessing the merits of this proposal, it is pertinent to review the City’s Official
Plan and analyze the land use designation of the subject property and the surrounding
area. The figure as attached below is ‘Map 20: Land Use Plan (February 2019)’ which
shows land use designations for this quadrant of the City:

7o0f11



Decision of Toronto Local Appeal Body Panel Member: J. LEUNG
TLAB Case File Number: 19 143514 S45 16 TLAB

Toronto
Official Plan

Map 20
Land Use Plan

Fabruaey 2019

Land Use Designations

Figure 1: Toronto Official Plan Map 20: Land Use Plan (February 2019) (source:
https://www.toronto.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/9070-cp-official-plan-Map-
20 LandUse AODA.pdf)

The subject property is within the ‘Neighbourhoods’ designation. To the south of
the subject property, is ‘Apartment Neighbourhoods’ and ‘Mixed Use Areas’. To the
east are areas designated as ‘Natural Area’s and ‘Other Open Space Areas’. To the
north is a ‘General Employment Area’. This is noteworthy as it demonstrates that the
area in which 64 Overton Crescent is situated contains a diverse grouping of land use
planning designations. To the immediate south of the subject property is the Shops at
Don Mills lifestyle centre which the City is contemplating will have higher density, mixed
use due to this location’s close proximity to the Don Valley Parkway and to three rapid
transit lines, which are the Sheppard subway line, under construction Eglinton
Crosstown line and the proposed Ontario Line. This Planning context is significant as it
demonstrates that the subject property is located within an area which the Planning
Department and City Council has envisioned to accommodate a greater number of
residents to address the continued population growth of the City. Furthermore, and
evident through a site visit of the area, the diverse range of land use designations also
define the unique variety of housing types which proliferate this area. The Don Mills
area is a distinct community within Toronto as it offers the possibility of ‘age in place’
options for residents as they may move from one housing type into another while
remaining in the community. This is indicative of the intention of the planners who
originally conceived this master planned community.

This area also has a Secondary Plan in force and effect, titled ‘Central Don Mills
Secondary Plan’. This Plan contains more specific policies and objectives for a defined
geographic area. The Secondary Plan can be interpreted as a subordinate but equally
relevant document to the Official Plan. Here, the Plan, while outlining the desire to retain
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and preserve the housing stock and built form which dominates the Don Mills area, also
states that:

“) to preserve and, where possible, enhance the rental housing stock;

J) to encourage the provision of new affordable housing in appropriate locations
in a form compatible with surrounding development;™

The items as outlined above show that while Planning staff recognize the
character of the prevailing, stable neighbourhood of the Don Mills area, it further
envisions that the area should also accommodate for increased number of residents
who would be moving here by acting to increase the overall rental capacity of the area
when possible. The Secondary Plan provides clear delineation for this policy planning
directive. While the preservation of the existing physical built form is important, the
Secondary Plan also provides a flexibility to planners in allowing other housing
arrangements to be considered and permitted in this area to ensure the needs of the
City’s growing population are accounted for.

Throughout the proceedings, parking and issues relating to it were discussed at
length by all the parties in attendance. The opposing parties contend that a reduction in
parking requirements is not suitable as it would act to increase the strain on an already
difficult parking situation in the neighbourhood. The appellant responds that the
prevailing trend within the GTA is to reduce parking standards as part of their Zoning
By-laws to recognize changing patterns in societal norms to shift from an auto-
dependent model to a more transit-oriented one.

The Don Mills area and the requisite parking standards which have been adopted
for it in the recent Zoning By-law 569-2013 are indicative of other GTA municipalities
which have acted to amend their parking standards to reflect evolving planning and
development patterns. GTA municipalities are now focusing on facilitating for transit
oriented development (TOD) and to allow for an urban and streetscape design which is
more accommodating for non-vehicle users such as pedestrians, transit riders and
cyclists.

Furthermore, in outlining GTA municipalities Zoning By-laws, it is noted that in
general they do not provision for the maximum number of persons who may inhabit
within a building. Such elements would generally be addressed through other means
such as Building or Fire Department requirements for structures which are inhabited
and related life safety measures which must be addressed.

With the evidence as presented to the TLAB, the tribunal prefers the position as
articulated by the appellant in arguing for the approval of these variances. The relevant
Planning documents clearly demonstrate that the proposal being considered is
consistent with the Official Plan and Central Don Mills Secondary Plan. The area is
identified as a ‘node’ for further intensification and development. The allowance of rental

1 City of Toronto (2006, June). Central Don Mills Secondary Plan. Retrieved from
https://www.toronto.ca/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/902f-cp-official-plan-SP-24-Central-Don-Mills. pdf
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units such as this one allows for an increase in a diverse range of housing options for
new residents to the area. The proposal will also not act to alter the physical character
of the immediate neighbourhood as the proposed unit will be located within the
basement of the existing building with no exterior addition being sought. In terms of
potential precedence setting, each minor variance application is assessed on its own
individual merits. If other similar proposals were brought forward in future, they would
also need to undergo an extensive Planning application process that would include
public consultation.

The TLAB does recognize that there is a historical shared driveway/parking
arrangement between 64 and 72 Overton Crescent which is not the most preferable due
to tight maneuvering space for vehicles. While so, and as evident through a site visit by
the presiding TLAB member, vehicle movements can be achieved. This would require
cooperation between the vehicle users of both adjoining properties to accomplish. In
addition, as the Building Department had not identified vehicle maneuvering space
deficiencies as part of its Zoning review as outlined in the Zoning Notice, dated January
28, 2019. As such, it is presumed that the turning radius and maneuvering space for
vehicles in this parking area is compliant with Zoning requirements. While the TLAB
recognizes this information, it would be prudent to undertake a practical approach to the
parking issues which have been raised. During the proceedings, it was expressed that
the shared driveway was a historical condition which does not appear to have a
registered easement in place.

While the appellant alluded to potential prescriptive easement, there was no
definitive evidence provided to determine that this is a legal easement. To address and
alleviate parking concerns which were discussed in detail by the parties involved, the
TLAB finds it appropriate to recommend that the subject property’s owner and the
owners of 72 Overton Crescent jointly apply for a Consent for easement right-of-way
application to legalize the shared driveway. This would need to be brought to a requisite
COA meeting. During this process, issues relating to parking at this site could be more
thoroughly addressed within a formal Planning application process.

DECISION AND ORDER

The appeal is allowed, and the variances in Appendix 1 are approved subject to the
conditions therein and subject to the condition that the building must be constructed
substantially in accordance with the Plans in Appendix 2.

Justin Leung
Panel Chair, Toronto Local Appeal Body
Signed by: Leung, Justin
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Appendix 1
List of proposed variances

1. Chapter 10.5.80.10.(2), By-law 569-2013
For an apartment, other than required visitor parking spaces, a minimum of
50 % of the required parking spaces must be in a building or underground
structure (3.5 spaces). The proposed number of parking spaces, other than
required visitor parking spaces, not in a building or underground structure is
100 % (5 spaces).

2. Chapter 200.5.10.1.(1), By-law 569-2013
The minimum required number of parking space(s) for the building is 8
spaces. The proposal will have 5 spaces.

3. Section 6A(2)a, By-law 7625
The minimum required number of parking spaces is 9 spaces. The proposed
number of parking spaces is 5 spaces.

List of proposed conditions

1) Itis recommended that the property-owners of 64 and 72 Overton Crescent
jointly apply for a Consent application for easement to legalize the shared
driveway arrangement for the two adjoining properties and to address therein a
site plan and related improvements for parking spaces and vehicle maneuvering
space as part of this application process. This recommendation is not an express
condition of approval of this appeal as the public interest and the rights of
property ownership both factor into the mutual desires and benefits applicable to
the long term interests of the two properties.
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Appendix 2

64 OVERTON CRESCENT

NORTH YORK, ON

KBK STUDIOS
T: (647) -867-3210 | 800-203-7010
INFO@KBKSTUDIOS.CA

The undersigned has reviewed and takes
responsibility for this design, and has the
qualifications and meets the requirements set out
in the Ontario Building Code to be a designer.
QUALIFICATION INFORMATION

Required unless designer is exempt under 2.17.5.1 of the building code

/ﬂﬁ/ %/ 44494

JAKE LOCKE

DESIGNER ZSIGNATURE BCIN
KBK STUDIOS INC. 104022

FIRM BCIN

Parking

No. of Unit 6

No. of Bedroom 3 (each unit)

Min. parking (6x1.2) 7.2

Min. guest parking 1

Min. total Parking 9

Parking provided 5

Landscaped Area

SCOPE
CONVERTING 2 STOREY (5PLEX) INTO (6PLEX)

GENERAL NOTES

1. CONTRACTOR MUST VISIT SITE TO FAMILIARIZE WITH EXISTING CONDITIONS
BEFORE QUOTING FOR THE JOB.

2. VERIFY ALL EXISTING MEMBER SIZES, ELEVATIONS, AND DIMENSIONS ON SITE
PRIOR TO COMMENCING ANY WORKS.

3. REPORT ANY DISCREPANCIES TO ENGINEER IMMEDIATELY FOR ADVISE.

4. REFER TO NOTES AND SCHEDULES FOR SPECIFICATIONS & GENERAL NOTES.

5. DIMENSIONS MARKED ON STRUCTURAL DRAWINGS ARE FOR DESIGN ONLY.
CONTRACTOR IS REQUIRED TO FOLLOW MEASURE ALL DIMENSIONS, LEVELS &
CONDITIONS ON SITE.

6. THESE NOTES AND ALL NOTES ARE PART OF THE WHOLE APPLICATION.
CONTRACTOR(S) MUST GO THOUGHT NOTES AND TREAT ALL DRAWINGS AS PART
OF ONE APPLICATION.

7. DISCREPANCY BETWEEN STRUCTURAL & ON SITE CONDITIONS MUST BE BROUGHT
TO THE ATTENTION OF ENGINEER & OWNER PRIOR TO COMMENCING ANY
CONSTRUCTION AND FABRICATION.

8. PRIOR TO THE REMOVAL OF ANY INTERIOR WALLS, VERIFY THE CONSTRUCTION
AND SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS OF THE CEILING JOISTS OR BOTTOM CHORDS OF
ROOF TRUSSES (ABOVE). IF CEILING JOISTS BEAR ON INTERIOR WALLS, METHOD
AND DESIGN OF SUPPORT FOR THE CEILING AREA TO BE PROVIDED TO
INSPECTOR ON SITE FOR APPROVAL.

Area (sq.m)

Percentage

Lot area

947.01

Front Yard Area

198.98

100%

Driveway

23.59

11.86%

Landscaped Area

175.39

88.14%

Steps & Walkway

9.34

5.33% % of Total landscape

Soft Landscape

166.05

94.67% 83.45%

1. | DECLARATION PROVIDED JUN 27,

N

[ REVISED DECK 2018
HEIGHT TO 1M

TO ISSUED DATE

GENERAL NOTES

ALL DRAWINGS ARE THE
PROPERTY OF KBK STUDIOS
AND THEY ARE NOT TO BE
REPRODUCED IN WHOLE OR IN
PART WITHOUT WRITTEN
CONSENT FROM KBK STUDIOS

CONTRACTOR TO CHECK AND
VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS
BEFORE COMMENCING WORK
AND TO REPORT ANY
DISCREPANCIES TO THE
ENGINEER OR KBK STUDIOS

ALL CONSTRUCTION TO BE
ACCORDING TO BEST COMMON
PRACTICE AND CONFORM TO
THE ONTARIO BUILDING CODE.

®

ENGINEERING DESIGN AND PLANNING:

KBK Studios Inc.
Engineering and Design
T: (647)-67-3210, 800-203-7010
www.kbkstudios.ca
info@kbkstudios.ca
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NORTH YORK, ON
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PLOTTED DATE
OCT 22, 2018

DRAWING NO

SCALE
1:200@11"x17” .

CHECKED
KBK



Hermia
Typewritten Text
Appendix 2

Hermia
Typewritten Text

Hermia
Typewritten Text

Hermia
Typewritten Text


The undersigned has reviewed and takes
responsibility for this design, and has the

qualifications and meets the requirements set out

in the Ontario Building Code to be a designer.

QUALIFICATION INFORMATION

Required unless designer is exempt under 2.17.5.1 of the building code

) 2 /)

/, g
JAKE LOCKE Aﬁﬂ/;ﬁ%ﬁ/ 44494
DESIGNER ZSIGNATURE BCIN
KBK STUDIOS INC. 104022

FIRM BCIN

2591

LANDSCAPE

TLINE
6.09
LOTLINE

‘TS@@ =—3.0 i 6.43 f 7.09 J 3.35— 1. | DECLARATION PROVIDED | |\ ™~

[ REVISED DECK 2018
HEIGHT TO 1M

9.01

L
9.0

TO ISSUED DATE

GENERAL NOTES

ALL DRAWINGS ARE THE
PROPERTY OF KBK STUDIOS
AND THEY ARE NOT TO BE
REPRODUCED IN WHOLE OR IN
NO.56 PART WITHOUT WRITTEN
CONSENT FROM KBK STUDIOS

5.10

—

8.91

CONTRACTOR TO CHECK AND
VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS
1 J BEFORE COMMENCING WORK
AND TO REPORT ANY

)
B

EX. DISCREPANCIES TO THE
RORCH panf V& D/ enrry ENGINEER OR KBK STUDIOS

ENTRYY jniTe UNIT3 UNT2 T I T I I I

ENTRY. ENTRY  ENTRY
NG =~ ~=

4.75

ALL CONSTRUCTION TO BE
ACCORDING TO BEST COMMON
PRACTICE AND CONFORM TO
THE ONTARIO BUILDING CODE.

LANDUSCAFE

36.55

36.55
1
i
\
|
|
|
L

EXISTING 2

STORY
APARTMENT
BUILDING |

5.01

 EX. SHARED
DRIVEWAY
& PARKING

PAVED

NO.72

4.99

=—0.55

ENGINEERING DESIGN AND PLANNING:

| 956 KBK Studios Inc.
Engineering and Design
T: (647)-67-3210, 800-203-7010
www.kbkstudios.ca
info@kbkstudios.ca

EX.
L ANDSCAPE

7.94
7.68

L ANDSCAFE
7.68
7.60

9

SITE PLAN o o

1,501 N
64 OVERTON CRESCENT
25.91 NORTH YORK, ON

— L ANEWAY —

DRAWING
SITE PLAN

DRAWN PROJECT NO
2012-07

|
— OVERTON CRESCENT — o o [ e

OCT 22, 2018

SCALE
1:150@11"%x17” .

CHECKED
KBK




DONMILLS ROAD

16.10
[52'-10"]

19.86
7.60 L [65-2"] 12.26
24117 [40-3"]
,‘V 5.13 ﬂ}, 1.52 "J, 0.96
[16-10"] 157 [3-2"]
, 3.26 %o.so*y 2.88 , LEGEND
1 (10-&1 M [9-5 1 EXISTING 2"x4" STUD WALL @ 16" O/C WITH }" GWB ON
EXISTING WINDOW BOTH SIDES
1.60x0.50@1.66
RN @ x0.50@ EXISTING 8" CONC. BLOCK FOUNDATION WALL WITH TWO NEW EXHAUST FAN
N N—
LAYER BRICK ON TOP UP TO CEILING
AV AV
D01 32" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
M» LOCATION OF AIR REGISTER
o5 = 28" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
- LOCATION OF AIR RETURN
- 36" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
= @ED BEDROOM 05 0T I :x'TING EXTERIOR WALLS D04 24" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
@ IS
3 2 . BEDROOM 04 ©Z [ EXISTING INTERIOR D05) 30" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
3 8 WED "] EXISTING WALLS TO DEMOLISH
o =®
8® 29
iy 93 M” FIRE ALARM
53
s SMOKE ALARM
AV
8% 8y
sg o
T o=, 1.98 L 7.45 ,
8% (6-6] 1 [24-5") 1
— EXS) 6.15 Lo 4,59 L
8% >3 X [20-27 11 [15-17] i
-
= Z EXISTING WINDOW
25 1.98x0.35@1.81
AV .
By EX. POST
o .
~— <
= (o> wul
Sk
= CHZ7n KITCHEN UNFINISHED
UNFINISHED
DINING
UNIT 01 @ @
J‘ D01
| EX, WATER
MAIN
\
N )
3L
" |
ya CH Z.71n
- UNFINISHED
@ BEDROOM 03 UNFINISHED
&
"2
POWDER]
2 (D P || W || e
AV
N N
WED EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING WINDOW WED
2.20x0.50@1.66 WE 2.20x0.50@1.66
4.24 0.60 0.91 |, 2.07 |, 0.91 1.44 |, 3.59 UNFINISHED
_ Jf% [13-11"] * 121 4’% 131 #4 [6-9"] 4 % 31 QF [4-9"] ‘% [11-9"
8 4L 5.21 4L 2.230 4L L 14.88 4L 2.220 } g.g
B [9-3] [7-3 [15-9"] [7-2'] [8-9]
L \0-19 14.87
1 187 [48-9"
-

EXISTING BASEMENT PLAN
AREA :209.51 sgm

NN

19.86

EXISTING WINDOW

1.60x0.50@1.66

4.59

L 1.60

(1517 2.31

id [5-3"

# v
4.99 71

[16-5"]

[65'-2"

The undersigned has reviewed and takes
responsibility for this design, and has the
qualifications and meets the requirements set out
in the Ontario Building Code to be a designer.
QUALIFICATION INFORMATION

Required unless designer is exempt under 2.17.5.1 of the building code

(. L

JAKESSOCRE 44494
DESIGNER SIGNATURE BCIN
KBK STUDIOQS INC. 104022
FIRM BCIN
g%
02
- } } }
) D)
< N\
© A/
oo
N
O
N4
=
S
)
~E
SR
o
S
i:l'
-
AV AV

TO ISSUED DATE

GENERAL NOTES

ALL DRAWINGS ARE THE
PROPERTY OF KBK STUDIOS
AND THEY ARE NOT TO BE
REPRODUCED IN WHOLE OR IN
PART WITHOUT WRITTEN
CONSENT FROM KBK STUDIOS

CONTRACTOR TO CHECK AND
VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS
BEFORE COMMENCING WORK
AND TO REPORT ANY
DISCREPANCIES TO THE
ENGINEER OR KBK STUDIOS

ALL CONSTRUCTION TO BE
ACCORDING TO BEST COMMON
PRACTICE AND CONFORM TO
THE ONTARIO BUILDING CODE.

ENGINEERING DESIGN AND PLANNING:

KBK Studios Inc.
Engineering and Design
T: (647)-67-3210, 800-203-7010
www.kbkstudios.ca
info@kbkstudios.ca

PROJECT

64 OVERTON CRESCENT
NORTH YORK, ON

DRAWING

EXISTING BASEMENT
FLOOR PLAN

DRAWN PROJECT NO
MOINUL | 2012-07
PLOTTED DATE | DRAWING NO
OCT 22, 2018

SCALE

1:75@11"x17”
CHECKED

KBK




DONMILLS ROAD

19.86

[65'-2"]

7.60 L 12.26 The undersigned has reviewed and takes
5.05 [24-117] L 1.60 , 096 ’ [40-3"] responsibility for this design, and has the
[16'—7"& [5-_3vg 1321 LEGEND qualifications and meets the requirements set out
L 1.62 bl 1.62 ,% 0.60* L 2.9 L in the Ontario Building Code to be a designer.
i 15-41 i 15-41 N [9-9"] EXISTING 2"x4" STUD WALL @ 16" O/C WITH}" GWB ON QUALIFICATION INFORMATION
EXISTING WINDOW BOTH SIDES . " ! .
@ 1.60x1.36@0.70 Required unless designer is exempt under 2.17.5.1 of the building code
N N it ’ -~ @ EXISTING 8" WALL WITH BRICK VENEER @ NEW EXHAUST FAN N N Vi
N 2 = JAKE LOCKE /df/ % 44494
O L " 1
Su CL i CL CL RE LOCATION OF AIR REGISTER 32" DOGR, 7' HEIGHT igif:j; e NG ESIE e 103(?2”;
= WE2 : - T T :
0 ‘ A7 = D02] 28" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
2 ; ~ cL |Do4 M« LOCATION OF AIR RETURN 8" DOOR, ¢ FIRM BCIN
D03 36" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
BEDROOM 02 = _ " !
A 52 EXISTING EXTERIOR WALLS 24" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
N °e [ EXISTING INTERIOR " .
2z LN = D05 30" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
8% @ = |~~~ ] EXISTING WALLS TO DEMOLISH
o | Z§ =R 5@
@ % 29 X \ | 6 & 5
~ o, [CRi \ / . = 5
_ E 3 y ‘ @ FIRE ALARM s 2
LT X BEDROOM 01 g
5o @ SMOKE ALARM
8o |~ s
= WE2 — FIRE PULL
& @ BT, 055 11.35 y
~ 3 110" [37-3" 7
T 25 091 1) [], ! 2.79 " 2.6 1,052 |, 4.81 L
25 ) BLU T [9-21 1 [8-9" ((5¢ [15-9] 1
o =® L 3.01 Ll 2.55 Ll 1.52 ,1,060 1, 2.75 L
s | Z&|| [ g5 [9-11] 11 (84 11 51 1 @ 71 (91 i
z% Fp e 5 EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING WINDOW
g § =S am 2.66x0.50@1.56 2.55x0.50@1.56 0.52x0.50@1.56 WED
N N 5 s g 9 \ i T T -
N M B Ee = S
o < =
g | we 2 | ] BT EP Z\—
52 g i |
s = W2 =& WA
EX. POST —4 | KITCHEN K NE )
e &WOODé 1 = UP 4R | \r\
" o z | BEDROOM 01 52 | o5 A\ \
DECK 28 DINING @ DINING ol | eo
8% | 59 z| — F =¥ €3 Q/
90 | @2 G S CL g =
ee g = EXISTING BEAM =N\ a3 U
N = EX. POST - = Z2® o=
) 2 22 @ @ —
o [} ,, Q4 A
il X CHZ454] @ £3 25 @
/ / wv = o L
2b | @ ~ A
& g e
| CH Z.4%u 85 W
=
& =2 | g% ~
UNIT 01 P UNIT 02 5% | %2
_ LIVING @ LIVING £ O
© K~ x —
b CF 7% BEDROOM 02 85 |
we2
B UP4R «M ~ DN 8R
: 4 [ CHZ144 AN =~
= & [ ) = s
AV \
N~ L e
@ EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING WINDOW E 3
2.20x1.36@0.70 We2 £ 2.20x1.36@0.70 =
L 5.07 L, oo |l 207 LL oot L 5.22 BEDROOM 03 o
i [16-8] T & 679 1 3] \ﬁh 1721 @ ¢
1y L, 2.81 L 2.20 [ 1.61 L 1.352 L 165 Ll 2.20 L 2.66 =
S 1 [9-31 i (731 537 [ 7 R I G0 B [7-2] " [8-9]
b ‘ 14.87 [
i 0.09 489" \ 0.13 W
4 | 5]
| CEX. P¢RCHQ | L
N N —N —N
N ‘ ‘ ‘ EXISTING WINDOW WE2 N
1.60x1.36@0.70
L I ] L L
4 [15-1" i
, 1.09 4L 1.60 4L 2.31 4L
371 [5-3" (771
. , 4.99
L AREA . 209.51 Sqm 19.86 1 [16'-5"
4 [65'-2"]

TO ISSUED DATE

GENERAL NOTES

ALL DRAWINGS ARE THE
PROPERTY OF KBK STUDIOS
AND THEY ARE NOT TO BE
REPRODUCED IN WHOLE OR IN
PART WITHOUT WRITTEN
CONSENT FROM KBK STUDIOS

CONTRACTOR TO CHECK AND
VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS
BEFORE COMMENCING WORK
AND TO REPORT ANY
DISCREPANCIES TO THE
ENGINEER OR KBK STUDIOS

ALL CONSTRUCTION TO BE
ACCORDING TO BEST COMMON
PRACTICE AND CONFORM TO
THE ONTARIO BUILDING CODE.

ENGINEERING DESIGN AND PLANNING:

KBK Studios Inc.
Engineering and Design
T: (647)-67-3210, 800-203-7010
www.kbkstudios.ca
info@kbkstudios.ca

PROJECT

64 OVERTON CRESCENT
NORTH YORK, ON

DRAWING
EXISTING FIRST FLOOR
PLAN

DRAWN PROJECT NO
MOINUL | 2012-07
PLOTTED DATE | DRAWING NO
OCT 22, 2018
SCALE
1:75@11"x17”

o
CHECKED
KBK




DONMILLS ROAD

16.10
[52-10"

13.52
[44'-4"

2.58
[8-5']

/‘

1.95
[6-5']

2
l[

1.60
513"

N

0.86
210"

1.47 1.60
paoT e T

2
l[

1.60
[5-3]

)2
l‘

4.46
[14-7"]

7.60 L, [65-2" 12.26
5.05 (24-117] L, 1.60 , 096 j [40-3"]
[16-7" (I O
L 3.36 ,, 060 ,, 2.98 ,
1 (111 7% [21] *" [9-97] i LEGEND
ffffffffffffffffffffffffffffff .
r ‘ EXISTING WINDOW ‘ EXISTING 2"x4" STUD WALL @ 16" O/C WITH " GWB ON
\ WE2 \ 1.60x1.36@0.70 BOTH SIDES
. | L WE2 EXISTING 8" WALL WITH BRICK VENEER @ NEW EXHAUST FAN
N N
\
\ % } M.) LOCATION OF AIR REGISTER 32" DOOR, 7" HEIGHT
| We2 | % D02) 28" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
‘ LOCATION OF AIR RETURN
| | -DO3 36" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
0= | L ) I :XISTING EXTERIOR WALLS 24" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
py BEDROOM 02 BEDROOM 03 P
2o @ [ EXISTING INTERIOR 30" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
‘ S S | "~ ] EXISTING WALLS TO DEMOLISH
=0
o 2f |
\ E 3 M—) | @ FIRE ALARM
- |
NS ‘ @ SMOKE ALARM
Q o
SE @@ 11.35
fﬁ | 37"-3"] ﬂv
N
[ 0.52 120 1.62 , 120 148 0.50 ,, 483 ,
- 38R e -1 1 [5-4"] T 11 1 [4-10" 118"l [15-10"]
= o
=X 1.97 bl 2.93 1,1,0.53 2.25 bl 2.75 L
} =8 i i 1 weer M e MMwertt e M e T
— [a]
g3 = EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING WINDOW
o & | 25 %g WE2 1.2096@110 1.2x0.96@1.10 0.50x0.96@1.10
o O =
e } BEDROOM 01 | & I — - I
\ \ / g _ = / cL i
| © | | gat
s 7 (=)
| | . w7 e
Ny \ KITCHEN 1®
= ; L
} 2o | y BEDROOM 01 O ]
og . |
Z8 | - KITCHEN N\ BEDROOM 02
.t | :
| 2 g M» ‘ / % o
Z x / [ ann
o =S o
| Z 3 \ 4 Z@
5 PR B
| DINING 7 g3
| o [ | 53
. cL ‘ %
} CH ZA%m o—pgstpgoee gt joos) N o
: / D04 (=~ D04 B 2
= / | S 2o
o5 | P DINING g5
w2 } / “M 29
= . Qg
| r "~
| U/N)(T 04 DN 14R DN 14R CH 245 s
| o BEDROOM 03
\ : o o UNIT 03
BE; 7 LIVING 4 L
| P / i i LIVING
| s oH th
s o th
L e e
N e | |
|
| 7 we EXISTING WINDOW L — B ] J EXISTING WINDOW
L/ 2.20x1.36@0.70 WED EXISTING WINDOW WED 2.20x1.36@0.70
ffffffffffffffffffffff =7 4056051@187 ||
L 5.20 L 2.00 UL 1.98 L 5.35 | We
4 (171" i 6-7'] [N [6-6'] i [17-71 |
, 2.81 L 2.20 061,056 ], 1,046 | 046], 1056 | [0.64 2.20 L 2.66 |
4 [9-3"] i [7-3" [21] 4[1'-10‘\'? et |\ e 4[\&'-10"? 2'-1"] [7-2"] d [8'-9" i
WE2
EXISTING SECOND 'gr g lom o »
(8" L | e (14 [91 \
FLOOR PLAN | @
|
L, 147 140 Ll 147,
AREA : 209.51 sgqm e
- - 14.87 | 4.99
[48-9"] 19.86 i [16-5"
[65'-2"]

19.86

e

The undersigned has reviewed and takes
responsibility for this design, and has the
qualifications and meets the requirements set out
in the Ontario Building Code to be a designer.
QUALIFICATION INFORMATION

Required unless designer is exempt under 2.17.5.1 of the building code

(. L

JAKE LOCKE 44494

DESIGNEF SIGNATURE

KBK STUD|OS

BCIN
104022

INC.

FIRM BCIN

L

3.57

[11'-9"]

L
74

4.03
[13-3"]

Ll
@4

1.90
[6-3"]

L

5.93
[19'-5"

217
721

,
7
16.10
[52-10"]

1.60
(5-3]

13

[5"]

OVERTON CRESCENT

0.

1.60
[5-3'

10.17
[33-4"]

b
7

4.67
[15'-4"]

TO ISSUED DATE

GENERAL NOTES

ALL DRAWINGS ARE THE
PROPERTY OF KBK STUDIOS
AND THEY ARE NOT TO BE
REPRODUCED IN WHOLE OR IN
PART WITHOUT WRITTEN
CONSENT FROM KBK STUDIOS

CONTRACTOR TO CHECK AND
VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS
BEFORE COMMENCING WORK
AND TO REPORT ANY
DISCREPANCIES TO THE
ENGINEER OR KBK STUDIOS

ALL CONSTRUCTION TO BE
ACCORDING TO BEST COMMON
PRACTICE AND CONFORM TO
THE ONTARIO BUILDING CODE.

ENGINEERING DESIGN AND PLANNING:

KBK Studios Inc.
Engineering and Design
T: (647)-67-3210, 800-203-7010
www.kbkstudios.ca
info@kbkstudios.ca

PROJECT

64 OVERTON CRESCENT
NORTH YORK, ON

DRAWING
EXISTING SECOND
FLOOR PLAN

DRAWN PROJECT NO

MOINUL | 2012-07

PLOTTED DATE | DRAWING NO

OCT 22, 2018

SCALE

1:75@11"x17”

CHECKED

KBK




W z — P — o 4
< %) S 2 « [e¥eyat . e o Z =z
FOToEL BOoxEb P02 i L5 5484 & = |2 ]z A
Exo=2C 025%0x =z#0z3 e 8 = g/8|8 O < |65(5
@ <=5 oUgp ¥ 2@33 @ = I35 z 9 A P
Bl o 8s¥p5f 5528 32og 82288 o = [gcfel
Bl = £..82% 548820 Eosg L2 8ElS B E o |[“8[=g| =
| 2 358355 STLoEE 224% e 23 B== U ez o e
B o5Tg B EEsTEZ O2g0 t 253529 o0z - EE|ER A E
S| & dE=REB 82825 J0g: : 2 2 HEE 3 SR |
s § 3382
S5 g 3I°g°
8285 ¢ N
S02?% z9o
vc&§o O=F
STEo T2
§ooo gt
220, OF =)
S HERL | | |
3528 8 ) n | | |
55%ca@ On o — [ [ )
FEEQ KL z I I [ R r
§228 30 L a2 = S i
5885383 Zet L HHHHH] A HHHHHHHHH] HHH
2g8e 5 9o%p —HHHHHH HHHHHHHHHHH HHH |
FEST  phs : =i A ligigigly |
e ¢ fa3E L HHHH HHHHHHHHHHH HH |
¢ g Q¢ pEgipEpininl H\H_ \\\\\\\\\\ H\H_\ L] f i
o L ossgl L e emel e [.2] |
e A T e T s B
| Lonelk ) e g el ) - Bowl o b el ) ki) f
~ot 17 0z9 w sbo 71 9sl T 1 oz “{ iz W |
SErIeEac) oo
S HH ] |
HiinEnEningininlinEnip 18201
S THHH |
S T X
ST === T i i
A I |
— e HEpERERERERERE SRR T
=hihlaiih Il il |
o= O e~ T
o A i
O AT AHIH] i
““““““““““ M HHHHHHHHHBEHTH] |
HH H T H T |
Al T oio || |
| e ed e, Ledl el :f%m.? N
e [ozo 760 T e 1 ovo T Tavol] | |
) | 7 — |
_ . - |
1 |
= || e |
<5 | | i N
=" |
| || L i
1= | || |
i - - |
| | . |
T | THHARRRAA u
B AN g | Rympayuy A =
| St 7 7 \\\\\\\\\\\ M,\u\\\\\ B
L Y/ e il 0O
| 82 N LI =
u o= I i
D /) | | B —
= =N =l O
55 EEE 1] = >
i i D AN\ — | |
== I - (1]
g2 Qx__w._:t__m _NL\ ; ﬁﬂ@ﬂﬁuﬂﬂﬁ E D E ﬁ | f
) Sz m 890 Tf h — #1 e s s B f W L
| ot NiNGiaEERE R R REREy | _ | _
| | 4_6 | ﬁli‘ﬁ‘ﬂw‘u |
i — = ﬁ
iinislininisSnlnlnlnls! milm i
= i = | —
| | !
- . N X~
i || I | O LLJ
i "= | I | W a)
\ | || B | =
| “ [ o i i —
N B §- | W
s - bl nwwrﬁ%&\ L LLewl L Leal ) B0l f G
! 5 A T e T oz [ e90 T 9sTr | \Amﬁ i NN "rgs01 f f
I =S it Rt IR ol | 2 L
| e I HH =0
f e e B ] =
A== s o X
= - =0
| e - X A
| G HHHHHHHH [HHHHHH T HHE ISHERSEE S ——— H L —
| \ L Lo |
-
| \dl || 4 Liel ] |
} o | | |
ﬁ Li-g] Lal ?; Lal E; Lzl ﬁ
4 29 Sh'e ‘og St : 1ze 4
- s 5 28 Tl 28 2 =
W z Z| Tl b I m O m
i e 2| €8 2 g2 ¢ =2
< g3 g ge T BZ B &5
= 8 k] 2 ES F XS
& &




W z =~ . = — o 5
= (=] L =z
5 8% S 2 £ 8 5°3 ¢ Z 8 &2 o %
Yoouwzh x9= w3 82, H S 3 3|3 a0 5 |2 | T
s P i o = |eff <€
5, EE2%Ex Ozo%ox Zwsd e 2 < 8|55 O x < ool|o
el e odge"¢ E®o2 E R =] O > oy
al & oL w=L3 255y o™ 3 P == P w s
2l & S5%q38 «°2288 2720 ¢ o c D 9ol. O o eo|uwel -
2| = £7782k 553W8° ELIg £ 5= §|x|=x = aR|zo] ©
2l L SEn3Ec £62°%Ig ©z.= e S o 322 w X 09 =9 =
£ EEf35g g.webl 355k E 20 gX >0 2z oql T|2
w] SeTe 6 Eaxtaz S g N < == ® - 0oz = = =3 |¥ P g
Z Logazz zxoQ30 62w : o 3 o ] e 2lE149¢]5
4 3E=ES5 8uBz3D 39E:E - - E 3 Ex |zE|es|zelis
ol @ Eqa= 8 xw =l =E g o ow WW el ki e
2 < Z NZ
5 8 20 985
w28 £ 3030
$ooc ] ~
x5 9D 2
S0l% zo
o853 of
RoEm ED
gR28 25 N
2 c5Qo Xg el
220y QOF %U
S w kel
5828 21\
Sowno Z8 ﬂ [O]
cE£pc 9OF 7
o« QT - S
28 E= <o
C [k .
o220 =5 Q
2= .2 W 5 z
O = = @
22823 w 8
2889 0f QX o
cf o E (o] 2
LESE =4 JZ B
FRES < 5%
g.e £ @ D ¥ = 7 7 7 7 7
o g LW o 14 I [ [ I
ooe | || |
p==ms=c - N D
U T RN ERERRRNRNRERE IEpEREgl f
“““““ L H
L B T }
A ikl i |
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ pigipinininipinisininininininl | |
A H I H |
\\\\\\\\\\ M\\\\\\\\\\\+\J gl i
“““““““““““““““““““““ LIRASESE |
““““““““““““““““ f
iiginfinginisgininizininininisininininininlininl el |
(gigigigigigiiyigh I igigigh |
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ HHHHHHHHHEHHHHHH | |
T T il |
HHHEHHHEH ] T |
Bglgiaigisininiial Raioinliolsinigininll alizl f
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ |
SHHHHHHHHHH HHHHHHHHHHH HHHH k
\\\\\\\\\\ HHHHHHHHAEHEHAHHHEAHHH ii
waﬁa mislyn: IRNSURRSISIRENCARIRNSIShS H‘%HH N
W\wa*\\\\\@mw\\\# \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ Hlly |
sk (i nrnsh i |
shinsiiizisizizizis %\\‘rw; H HGes H HEH H H H 7
= I O AT X
i M - ﬁ |
“‘\ “““““““ \dv““ ““““““ \F‘L““‘
A==zl I
PR, T T T |
EplylpgiyipSpinSninl EplyiipSSpSpinSninl LI
TH T Ign eI i B
a4 a4 -4 a4 4 4 LI R S
““““““““““““ jiigigigigiyiyiyiyiyly Ry iyisl )
\\\\\\\\\\ 2
e (e i |
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ alizl f
“““““ [y iy iy i isiaiaiahsiintint |
I HHHHHHHHH {H % \\\\\\ HH HH N
TN 7 7 i —
| P b | | _
e || || |
E | | <
22 |
| . . |
| | | =
L o - |
| T ] | | _.r__
| | || || l
- , L Ll
| 82 || || |
| = 7
, Lo Do | |
| | || || | —
| | N o | 7
| \YATRT R L AR A B
7 \\\\WHHLUMWT\\\ mﬁw%Mq__\fm \\\b@ﬂw—\\\\rwﬁwwr%\“—\\\\\ | | E
, S e L oo Mveo Tl eek | L szio A ] 7 |
I\ it i i I T
il b |
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ NG
I o | S " A O v e e e INEEREEN i S
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ Hgl |
o= AN H jiiyigiyigiyyiyigtyiyt Sy igipt f N _I
| % \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ A A A A A A SIsESESE | |
< %Wi =2
““““““““““““““““““““ H‘H_““‘ 7 T
L A\ HHAAARH] W HH A A HHHHH HHHH]
5 |
“““““““““ HH f @)
o \YHEEH R it |
o A\ ligiglyigiylylyigiaiyhy ligiglyly | o C
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ allzl f
N\ e e | X U
| AN W=
| ! f | L
7 7 7 7 F_?.,m_\ 7
I [ €6°0 |
L 7 Lesad | | 7 |
| ' Gl ] ] ] I
ﬁ [.8-¥] ﬁ [.8-8] ?t\ L.e-8l _: Le-s] 7
. 7 . 7 . " 2 noo,
! A g9C et esT o \27
o o [0 o (G)
o (e z =9
S S 5 g = 3 8
[ o .|m s .| < s}
[ a ol Z|0 Z|0 = s
T = Z T I [G] =
Y] & S| oo = o0& o &
S Z|9 Z| 29 Z s Z Z|s
W el W | Hl= | F|w = |
S L= L= | Lw Q A%
= x| x| X|un x| X|<< X | <C
o w| O w W~ w wim | wio
& & &




=z
w z =z = o
2 Ve 2 2 x 1%} S04 mb o P = 6
3 OWsS © ¥ o w=Fo g ‘L S 8z e -
= 2 o 5 ©2_0 E O | | @© @] z Z
SoWsfp xXxus 45 E h O O s O Q =
Fhrob, Roxth 2°82 5 L 3l sl s w7 ©) z |z
wesZES FaZzz. 55 & ; © 2| o|.o [ = N
XxO= @] <o x =zhz5 a (&) o .= .= O x <C
n Empm== KX zO™Px suWs2 2 e S S = oo la
I <LT= cLWZ-"0 2og5 T = o© x| 8 @] > W
al & w=_= F=2daxy, 5 o P w S B3 zZ s [T} 3N
[} Niax EBO o200 On z oo S| S| w o 0 N
o We S 5 = O [ H
Sl = 20<Q83% ¥ 285506 =T =zo @ O c Jl el v o o [ e ~
0 = L oaowx Eo<m W = S| = |=x = aglxo —
] =>>0T Eoon ) = e Vol [24 Q) ad %
=1 2 ZEWoEE b T Q=2 © S O 52| = w X o _— =
< rxTozz < _wolH a = © N —| o
T ELFSTL goERuY 9223 e B L = = ® >0 zZ BN o
[} a ¥ L5 = OFH =] £ = 0Oz = = z R ol X<
coaxrz ZzxrLolo <r 5 %) 2= we
G I2RE5 82822 84 s 22z2 | 3 S EE BT R
&) W ZIar z .- = O [ olZ9|lco™ T
m EK_LL.IW.| & = WMPOSWCK
[} <z oz
3
o= N=
3, & 3I8883
o =
— O £ < o
oo c 3 -
xEsE0> 3
S 2D =
Sanl °
o2 go Of
c E® 5
T2% 0 <5
ToEsao =9 w
o V5 g
3532 &< %R
£88s 95 N\
8928 Zt g
swtC Z2 N ANU
82 0o Dﬂ
£ e 9F )
Bs23T 3 3
mbmm <o .
S>tm OF &)
= [
mE=E S o WLe Z
=g =5 =
o2 , 5 Jdo
eggg 35w 8 | | ,
nmon D4 > e}
Up“o Q% CRD | | | | |
2980 T oY > 7 7
Qe £ =4 aZ B
se § wg s , = b ,
S = 5 =
25 3 Y9 xZ s || In
¢ Sao ¥k
\\\\\\\ H\\\\\\\MH_\M_H T |
““““ ‘\““““““‘ [ “‘
““““ - |
\\\\\\\\ e T e T e e I o e A |
alpipih ity Sttty i
~
-w
/T
[

YA

7

70
b'-7

N—-|—-

[.¥-8] L8l

’AV’AV’

PICK HEIGHT

D=t
3

N

e}

N

N

E:

&

E

- N

9L Sv'e

EX. FIN. 2ND FLOOR

CEILING
EX. FIN. 1ST FLOOR

EXISTING FIN.
BASEMENT CEILING

AEXISTING GRADE
EX. FIN.

L%

¢EX. FIN. 2ND FLOOR
EXISTING FIN.
1ST FLOOR CEILING

EXISTING EAST ELEVATION

(REAR)

BASEMENT FLOOR




4l Gl | |
ﬁ L.y-8] L8] ﬁ 1] ﬁ [.8] f 1] ﬁ lue-2]
‘4 z9'L Sz (X Sz e 1z
o [+ U] o (L)
(o] [e] > o =
S 9 |5 S JF &
[ a ol 2 s = Zo =
T = Z| T|le S TE G]
Y] & 8 oo = o0& o
T Z2 Z| Z9 Z Zs 2 z
~ [ o Z= T BE B T
o 5| & x| x5 X <4 X %
o wlO w Wi w w|m w w
& &

&)
gl
=

EXISTING SOUTH ELEVATION
(PARKING SIDE)

1

|

\

|

|
=

\ﬁ,i,i,

BASEMENT FLOOR

w ) = . — = o 7
5 Sws 52 £ 8 208 ¢ w8 &2 o oL
wo 2 g o 0550 E L ~| @©| © Q z =
Souzlr X2 w> 2 (SR} A O ] \
Fhrob, Q8oxEh 2°8%2 3 2 38 34 it o (= |=
woEZEY Ipzz S o s O 9 olo o 2 = I~ & A
. ExS%rx ©zoTox ZwEd 2 e < 8l=|5 O x < oolo
I <LT= oLz 0 Cmg5 z S o 3T O > W
a - nLwZE 3 PEdxg 5 m ~ o - S| S NY i 3o
8] © 852058 LP3fYx P2, s S 2388 o o (25| =
al 2 Z How 54owWee x5 g = .= 9lx|x = L Axlzsol =
ol =2xpSEL 539%%a 022 S B o n2el=e ®h 0) 3| =
I griosz 3. woll Z585% 2 B o 9|x|x S0 ez - | ~|2
©  SuFoTH @rardgdl SrrE3 E B e =2 ZE 2ladl =g
= poffz sEmend B3y - E Q= T2 |22|50|ugls
o ] IaZxn o O>mIom 2REE 2 m rm .H\ = IW m M WH WW MW m_w MW
(] <t Z N Z
5 2% 205 85
S g2 I I°
oo c =] -
x5 0D 3
S 28 Z¢g
38535 O
STE® MM =
cC 0o 5
852 22\
2580 OF %U
HEN | ) N N |
2558 Z5 | o Lo Lo |
B2ge 5F NC | e | | |
o= 9T E3 I / [ [ [
22E3 <. . 7 | S L \\\\ﬁ
2229 £3 g | A HH THHHHHHHHHHH IH |
2,5 Jda » AN e { ) O
HH I AR IRy iRy I N
ax 3 ) i Ry | N [ O O
2g82 "5 gip | = A H A R (IRISESERASESARESHSASES THl |
FEST 3 wlog ! o ==iigliginipininininish piipipinininininininl il :
3 3 X0 xg eV A t-+H-H+-HHHHHHHEHHHHEHEH
S N A ﬂ ““““““““““ i |
[ T T T |
| [T—= WA AAH isizizizinizizinininis sl f
W=EE= i T i |
gy e ieEnininEnininin! inlininininininininintinin i
- T R I X
A !
jipigipininipipipigigigisinSnipinlinEnininlal |
W:Sse== bbbk Iinihhiihhi I |
! — ‘““““‘““‘““,‘“,‘“““““““““,“L 7
i. nnnnEnn I I |
O == L L L iplipinininininininininis! i
Elw == i Y Hl |
— A A AR AR A A A o hed f
= HHHHHHHH A HA A HH A HH tc N
\ ) \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\,\\L \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ ng ,\\L i
i O I el i
. ol = — = — -
FE=E i it fiki ) oy RN |
Eam o i
A\ L R L O {1 N | e A s e A e B M = &M
\ | Sl sl \\\\\f\L\\\ \\\&!Wf\L i
EE T A X
{ i HH | | , |
== e i |
N ooy L T o o \\\\\HW\x__ f f
\ WQPHL%.&T 1)y Lv-2l ) Le-2l % Lol L2l Le-dlLs-t] |
,ﬂ B T 1 g A (1 ) \% Logh [ ] \E.o\mmmg 050 f f
a1 4= a4 HHHHH M =
N nindpinipipigipliyh iiglgl \ﬁﬁﬁ‘g: N
| iR IRERERER iiniRER - f f
A I HHHHHHKHHH [ S B L ——
H L T i f
P H O fHH =5 B
" ‘wwuwuuwuuwﬁuﬁwmwwww \\\TW i
Tt rrrrrtrrtrrirrtr ettt rtrerriretrlor = 1 1 7
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ pinlnliy |
=l O L T |
i vt sttt |
I CHHHHHH |
it it [ e S
= e = [ 5
ipipgipininipipinl PSP TN L = |
{IRVSEC o NEnE Rzt IR il SASHSASES gt i
SR o SR (RN YA P I 1 R | S S S - H f
T e e I L [ |
e T HHEH s L |
T HH] AR (e I S |
WHHHHHHHHHH R H HH R =i |
il i
=) I S 1 1 1 O A S A R =] |
Sy pipEnEplay LTS e f
Iy LI e 4 |
2 ittt o8 ) ! i
, H | f
| N
| f
| |
|
|




16.10

19.86 L
7.60 L [65'-2"] 1 The undersigned has reviewed and takes
(24117 7 responsibility for this design, and has the
L 5.13 L 1.52 , 096 qualifications and meets the requirements set out
1 [16-10" ’ [51 1T 321 in the Ontario Building Code to be a designer.
REFER TO. — L 3.26 L, 060 1, 2.88 , LEGEND
DETAIL O1 1 (108" 11 121 11 95 1 ~ QUALIFICATION INFORMATION
EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING 2"x4" STUD WALL @ 16" O/C WITH %u GWB ON Required unless designer is exempt under 2.17.5.1 of the building code
WED 1.60x0.50@1.66 BOTH SIDES /ﬂ%/ %/
— N O - @ED EXISTING 8" CONC. BLOCK FOUNDATION WALL WITH TWO NEW EXHAUST FAN JAKE LOCKE-~ 44494
]
N e LAYER BRICK ON TOP UP TO CEILING DESIGNER SIGNATURE BCIN
076 NEW 2"x4" STUD WALL @ 16" O/C WITH 1" GWB ON BOTH 32" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT KBK STUDIOS|INC. 104022
_ [2-6"] SIDES REFER TO CONSTRUCTION NOTE (5) . , FIRM BCIN
o5 oL | D02) 28" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
-2 - [ EXISTING WALLS TO REMAIN 36" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
& D
) \ BE I BE&ES&)Mmoz T [ ] NEWWALLSTOBULT 24" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
[te) : 9. 35
R\ O I BEDROOM 01 GLAZED AREA: 0.80 =) 0
- o g ) 2 Wﬁi AREA: 0.80 sqm ©2 { | EXISTING WALLS TO DEMOLISH D05 30" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
! ®d Ro» - MIN. GLAZED AREA: 5% AS EXISTING
(o) (= 2 10 BE USED AS EGRESS ~ WED
~ | 12873 1S & 410ING WINDOW @ @ FIRE ALARM 34" FIRE RATED DOOR (MIN 20 MIN)
8% | 5283 15 CLEAR OPENING ‘ e WITH SELF-CLOSER
< o, 0.72X.77=0.555QM e
! 2 E g G ‘ (Do1) | &3 @ SMOKE ALARM
G 2o 130 O A = ATR RETURN OR SUPPLY DUCT
NG [4'-3" TYPE SMOKE DETECTOR TO BE
N INSTALLED BY OBC 3.2.4.12
o5 j ~— NO DUCT DAMPERS REQUIRED
0= © E PER 3.1.8.8 TO ISSUED DATE
S & OAF 12.26 "
Ave F‘J’ . B 03 ) o8 ’ [40-3"] a5 /L GENERAL NOTES
% % ® @ % 0.90 % [9-31 1 [6-6"] 1 [24'-5"] 7 ALL DRAWINGS ARE THE
— 562 & - 2.58 Ll 4.54 L 0.94 0.60 |, 2.82 L PROPERTY OF KBK STUDIOS
g : 19" o . e g . AND THEY ARE NOT TO BE
82 g%g; [2-111 [8-5"] 11 [14-117] 1 %[3-1 ]ﬁHL (21 JM [9-3"] 1 REPRODUCED IN WHOLE OR IN
T © 0.94 PART WITHOUT WRITTEN
gx H§ BREAKFAST E);ISQTI oa\glngng %[3._1"]%%0.60* CONSENT FROM KBK STUDIOS
E T C% E @ ) ' ’ @ [2'] CONTRACTOR TO CHECK AND
N X € AREA: 23.48 sqm o &) -~ VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS
GLAZED AREA: 2.65 sgm @ N _ N BEFORE COMMENCING WORK
@ 11.31% o, \ [ = =1 AND TO REPORT ANY
_ MIN. GLAZED AREA: 5% AS EXISTING | NEW ME‘P ! EX, MEP @ DISCREPANCIES TO THE
o '—,\ =) ENGINEER OR KBK STUDIOS
8y58 EX. POST B
3w ’ - WED ~a ALL CONSTRUCTION TO BE
= S ADD 3" '{TYPE ey ACCORDING TO BEST COMMON
R ﬁ @ - GWB UNDER }XW W @ = PRACTICE AND CONFORM TO
‘ N ‘ CH 2. 2Im gcﬁ—ﬁélt N,SNACE Flirnacd KITCHEN THE ONTARIO BUILDING CODE.
= am 4.30 L 2.70 _ROOM ' BREAKFAST ~ 5 =
2 L "_4 \ E% [14-1] 1 [-107 | ﬂ ‘ @ BEDROOM 03 jﬁ = e
o (=3 ‘ ‘ zZ & _ B ‘ - N S &
o, e = of Sy EX, WATER ©,
2 Zg oo Lving UNIT 05 ZgKITcHEN [ |l |\ VAN 70 B =8 }
| | 22 o gy - 3 BED 2 BATH RELOCATED :;j;i;%’*’#;i;i;i ,,,,,,, L~ RELOCATED c® =N
| 91 @ @ RF \ I ~ s8] 22
~ . ® < Db,
~ L @ @ AREA: 28.16 sﬁlm 23 \
[ / GLAZED AREA: 2.51 i
WaDR soo | 0.83 ‘ =
4 E 10X 9 . GLAZED AREA: 5% AS EXISTING [2'-9"]% @ |j§ <X
NS UNIT 06 ~ [ — ) al ] C
oy i 3 BED 2 BATH 05 WeoR 8 o g: |
S L _ S| (0 / S® 22 o5
A 1 ) CH 2.71n AL ;g‘ m’u‘)
) UP8R | | A =< e =
© E‘ @ ~ ﬁv’_ 5 § } ; é ENGINEERING DESIGN AND PLANNING:
<2 = (P1)| [2-9" ot o = = o
“2gh seoroomas S E S| NEw 35 BEPROOMO! 82y KBK Studios Inc.
® 2 2N N = BA . . .
= =l N Engineering and Design
LIVING 8K N
= ’ < & @ T: (647)-67-3210, 800-203-7010
N B B =0 X
05 ‘12 www.kbkstudios.ca
0 — [ —_—
S& ®L CRAWLING < info@kbkstudios.ca
- N | STO‘RAGE *0.604”‘}, 272
B | [CH1.6%4 2] 811" ~
&’-‘E T EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING WINDOW AREA: 14.15 sqm 5 Y o
sz WED TO BE CHANGED GLAZED AREA: 1.32 sqm o
@7 FR(;rNo’rgEZ{C)xHé?g@E)Ii—GG @F@Ml-@f)@@-@ ] §> 9.38% A=
-20x0- g WED T0 2.20x0.83@1.33 MIN. GLAZED AREA: 5% AS EXISTING
L 4.97 T02.20x0.83@1.33 L, 091 || 2.07 L, 091 || 3.42 Ll 1.60 WEd 3% 64 OVERTON CRESCENT
| [16-4"] 7 (31 1 [6-9"] 7 131 1 [11-3"] 4 [5-3"] BEDROOM 02 D NORTH YORK, ON
- L 2.81 L 2.20 Ll 4.80 L 2.20 L 2.66 =
N y [9-3" 7 [7-3" i \ (159" i [7-2" i [8-9" TO BE USED AS EGRESS
NE 5.20 0.19 4.58 5.08 weD SLIDING WINDOW
/ [17'._1..] qJ' f8"} 15" qJ' [16‘-8"] CLEAR OPENING
L 1597 | 072x77=0555QM
1 489" o - 9
[ ! ¢ DRAWING
o PROPOSED BASEMENT PLAN L JosEciavain. - N
TO BE CHANGED
REFER TO
L @Erz%\/i%gt)lo.@@ieﬂ 4}5/ DRAWN | PROJECT NO
.60x0.83@1.33 |, DETAIL O1 =
AREA :209.51 sgm o0 T teo— LU o3 7, MOINUL | 2012-07
. . F[S'—T'] # [5-3"] o 77 o PLOTTED DATE | DRAWING NO
WORKAREA : 100 sgm ¢ o —
L . q 19.86 1 [16-5"] SCALE
1 [65'-2" 1.75@11"x17”" .
CHECKED
KBK




C
35

N
Py

DECK TO BE RAISED @ FIRST FLOOR LEVEL

19.86
7.60 L [65'-2"] 12.26 The undersigned has reviewed and takes
[24-11" 1 [40-3"] responsibility for this design, and has the
5-95" y 1;69' y 0;9? qualifications and meets the requirements set out
L 3.36 (16-7 Ly i 3_7[]5 -3 T B2 , in the Ontario Building Code to be a designer.
1 (111 1 [12-2"] i QUALIFICATION INFORMATION
EXISTING WINDOW Required unless designer is exempt under 2.17.5.1 of the building code
We2 LEGEND
~ 1.60x1.36@0.70 N NN ﬂ /
S ———— e EXISTING 2"x4" STUD WALL @ 16" O/C WITH 3" GWB ON NEW EXHAUST FAN JAKE LOCKE 44494
I 2= BOTH SIDES DESIGNER ZBIGNATURE BCIN
J }L f WE2 EXISTING 8" WALL WITH BRICK VENEER D01 32" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT KBK STUDIOS INC. 104022
9 E @ Pt d  ~Fea——=T NEW 2"x4" STUD WALL @ 16" O/C WITH %.. GWB ON BOTH 28" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT FIRM BCIN
- SIDES REFER TO CONSTRUCTION NOTE (5)
36" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
BEDROOM 02 _5
IS BEDROOM 01 52 I EXISTING WALLS TO REMAIN D04] 24" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
N— = ® o
z = [ ]NEWWALLSTOBULT DO5) 30" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
8§ WE2 _ ’ 1. | DECLARATION PROVIDED | ;i\~
o5 | £ o o 5o S — § EXISTING WALLS TO DEMOLISH \3/\4/1|"TE||;ELRFA&EODSESOR (MIN 20 MIN) _ 2 | Rewsto, DecK 208
T 25 = FIRE ALARM ) &2
£3 @ @ ©2
el
L & = ST N @ SMOKE ALARM
/
— [
© [ -
@ ‘gg & WE? CL CcL \ Tﬁ FIRE PULL
o [ o= 1135 T0 ISSUED DATE
Do Q5 . L
E SN\ &> (Do4] R H <37 (3737 1 GENERAL NOTES
N G5 0.91_ ,/0.52 1.63 , 129 L 2.31 L 5.59 L
at 1.12 0.99 '0.99 [31 1-8" [5'-4"] 1 [4'-3"] 1 [7-7" 1 [18'-4"] 1 ALL DRAWINGS ARE THE
o Z§ [3'-8"]#%[3‘ 3" ﬁH@ (33" 2o 3.01 95 2.55 ﬁr 2 1.52 %0 60 275 y PROPERTY OF KBK STUDIOS
2 e 3@ o J ©1exstnewinbow o 17 EXISTING WINDOW [8-4"] 152 151 L 0.60),) [2] 7 191 1 AND THEY ARE NOT TO BE
= O 4 Z § . REPRODUCED IN WHOLE OR IN
=% I® BE CHANGED TO BE CHANGED [51 1121 * PART WITHOUT WRITTEN
S E8 = R, = @& FROM 2.66x0.50@1.56 FROM 2.55x0.50@1.56  EXISTING WINDOW @ AN S,
N S o¥ o>
L85 - BEDROOM 03 2 2282 TO182091@115 T0231091@L15 _TOBE CLOSED £ CONTRACTOR 10 CHECK AND
= @ - - - - = g = [ | -~ VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS
777777777777777777777 o0 E i \ by BEFORE COMMENCING WORK
| © IR AND TO REPORT ANY
~ g @ % @ 1 | | j P DISCREPANCIES TO THE
< 481 I~ E‘ ENGINEER OR KBK STUDIOS
%4% e g4 2 < ~ ~ g
= [§-111] & @ | ©2 o FLIPSPED @2 < ALL CONSTRUCTION TO BE
R S S EEN i THER SIDE AN~
EX. POST o N B, KITCHEN = ACGCORDING TO BEST COMMON
= Z! KITCHEN PRACTICE AND CONFORM TO
NN 8 E‘ UP 4R THE ONTARIO BUILDING CODE.
waQop 8 z! \ | P BREAKFAST - -
] DECK 23 3.36 y’ -~ \» e | eo
5 |gxeg (117 WsOF = <l BEDROOM 03 =% gy
L5398 Nag LN e s s 3 =
© z" EX. POST 6 = \:L ,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 1 N B So
e 5 . S 8 o &
\ % BREAKFAST EX'ST'NG ) PEN T — e 3
N i N . d b,
7 FLIPED 0,98 — — \ ™ ©
* = L2400 OTHER SIDE @ [3-3] ; 25 / @ 8o \ ) Ga S b
< o - ﬂ \ <
4 | ' L e — S
[ - —N\
: .
T UNIT 01 vz e , g8
< 3 BED 1 BATH Lo / =4S
°2 S& =8 8%
UNIT 02 O 5% | 82
e 3 BED 2 BATH R [ 53
g. ;.\, @ BEDROOM 01 E - g g‘ ENGINEERING DESIGN AND PLANNING:
3 P
LIVING KBK Studios Inc.
LIVING o Engineering and Design
TO BE FINISHED FLOOR =
FIRST FLOOR LEVE@L \’ T: (647)-67-3210, 800-203-7010
il .
WE2 21 R www.kbkstudios.ca
e > T TIUN
5 - info@kbkstudios.ca
AV Il -
- |
we2 EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING WINDOW 8 Y FROVECT
2.20x1.36@0.70 2.20x1.36@0.70 Y=
5.07 0.91 2.07 0.91 3.42 1.67 BEDROOM 02 =
s [16-8'] £ 3] —rr 619" 14— 3] \ﬁw 1137 14 (5-6'] wez 89 64 OVERTON CRESCENT
3 ; | 2.81 L 2.20 | J, | 151 L 1.52 — 1.55 } Ll 2.2 L 2.66 = NORTH YORK, ON
NI / [9-3" 7 [7-3" 7t ‘[4. 117 7 [g < E,;'ﬂ [5._1.,]‘ 7 [7-2" 7 [8-9"
| 5.10 L 478 & L 498
v [16-9" ot 15" T oz [16-4" )
5] | 9"
OEX. PORCHO | il
A L DRAWING
\ 14.87 \ L EXISTING WINDOW WE2 PROPOSED FIRST FLOOR
[48-9") N i 1.60x1.36@0.70 PLAN
********** | 459 |,
A/ [15-1" 4 DRAWN | PROJECT NO
PROPOSED FIRST FL R PLAN o w7
B 7 (5-3" % 77 7 PLOTTED DATE | DRAWING NO
AREA:209.51 sgm o, 1 s e oct 22, 2018
[7-10" 19.86 [16'-5"] oALL AZ 2
. [65-2"] 1:75@11"x17”
WORK AREA: 45 sqm
KBK




/‘

1.95
[6-5']

I[
3.35

1.60
[5-3"]

, 086
T =107
0.60

1.60
[5-3"]

I[
2.93

13.52
1.47
[4-10"]

16.10
[52-10"
[44'-4"
I[

1.60
[5-3"]

I‘

5.85

4.45
[14-7"]

[1-31

0.39

2.18
7-2']

760 . [égszs] 12.26 The und%(?igr}ed t:_asc;'ev?ewed Zn;i tai(:s
qq i responsibility for this design, and has the
5.05 [24-117] L 1.60 , 096 1 [40-37] qualifications and meets the requirements set out
[16-7" 4 [5-3" 1 3-21 in the Ontario Building Code to be a designer.
y 3.36 iy 3.71 y QUALIFICATION INFORMATION
1 [1 1'] " 1 [1 2"2"] " Required unless designer is exempt under 2.17.5.1 of the building code
ffffffffffffffffffffffffffffff .
‘F WE2 %0.91 P L60K1 36@0.70 | — JAKE LOCKE % %/ 44494
131 1.60x1.36@0.70 nah " 1
| | g§$L|§|%§SX4 STUD WALL @ 16" O/C WITH3" GWB ON DESIGNER . ZSIGNATURE 5CIN
T | I=F WED EXISTING 8" WALL WITH BRICK VENEER @ NEW EXHAUST FAN ?:?RKMSTUWOS INC. 10;235
| | | NEW 2"x4" STUD WALL " i
@ 16" O/C WITH 1" GWB ON BOTH 32" DOOR. 7' HEIGHT
| WE2 \ SIDES REFER TO CONSTRUCTION NOTE (5) ’
| | \ D02) 28" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
‘ [ ‘
\ @ } G .5 (D3] 36" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
= - &<
=, BEDROOM 01 T BEDROOM 02 o2 DO04) 24" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
| gR w2 | [ . :
| 2s ‘ I EXISTING WALLS TO REMAIN DOS) 30" DOOR, 7' HEIGHT
20
R \ [ ] NEWWALLSTOBULT
= X -
} g § } rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr EXISTING WALLS TO DEMOLISH
& D) -
N\ | D04 [N FIRE ALARM 0 ISSUED DATE
& CL |
SRl G2 ct I8 = SMOKE ALARM GENERAL NOTES
NS | D04 QY
N T
\ I 0917 X ALL DRAWINGS ARE THE
‘ %,‘2 &2 131 7“ ;;25 1’ PROPERTY OF KBK STUDIOS
og = [ 1 AND THEY ARE NOT TO BE
‘ g@ 3o 3.08 L 3.59 L 1.61 Ly 3.39 L REPRODUCED IN WHOLE OR IN
©o = Q" 3" o PART WITHOUT WRITTEN
‘ g: I §§/L: —[10—1]—————’”— ————— e "1——[5—3]——1" ————— [lﬂffffjffj CONSENT FROM KBK STUDIOS
‘ Eé ‘ } gg EXIlsgll;GQE\;I\I@LI\iDl(())W EX;S;IIEI)GB(\SA(I‘;I’I:Dl%W Ex$$n;éscvtl(|)l\;lggw 60 ‘ CONTRACTOR TO CHECK AND
e = .2X0. . .2x0. . . VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS
& ‘ s BEDROOM 03 | o= 5o We2 % [21] * WE | NN BEFORE COMMENCING WORK
2. N NEW BAT @ N X N AND TO REPORT ANY
| ~ b, [ k[ | F DISCREPANCIES TO THE
| } ‘ an S ; ; | ENGINEER OR KBK STUDIOS
WE2 - ’ CL -DO4 I ALL CONSTRUCTION TO BE
| | - Wi | L= \ ~ ACCORDING TO BEST COMMON
| N I ) L we2 S PRACTICE AND CONFORM TO
| | pD " @@ } } ) [l | NI THE ONTARIO BUILDING CODE.
R ‘ ©/ I X |
N BREAKFAST [
| P D J —
=L e B N : : 55| |es
£8 8z KITCHEN KITCHEN K BEDROOM 03 M= S =R
=3 | B / K - 28
| 29 | P | oR ‘
EQ - I 1 =R}
2- BREAKFAST | 3 =Y | 8%
2 | | e i 20 Q@ @
\ \ LEg 7 5% | 2
| | H £ o
%) S|,
| L c. § ‘ 1570
CHZ4% — o o - =
| / D04 D04 e
= | / ) r DINING , . eg 35 |
& ‘ / k 080 ], 1.00 75 e N Z§
) ya 2-7 [3-4"] [2-5"] nd Y © o = © ‘ 8 g
= >
} / / %F E g } - a N~ : ENGINEERING DESIGN AND PLANNING:
Z X © =
UNIT 04 CH 257 "~ 5% 53 |
| S BED 2 BATH ‘ PN 4R PR 1R ‘ - § = BEDROOM 01 “18s | T® KBK Studios Inc.
| % UNIT 038% lﬁ R Engineering and Design
\ ’ o s ERFN O RATH =
| 7 LIVING A i S BED 2 BATH - } T: (647)-67-3210, 800-203-7010
\ e hi i LIVING 35 ‘ www.kbkstudios.ca
/ M I oo 'l'
} @ e i i 1 } L info@kbkstudios.ca
N
/ [ jmm] N
N ‘ . ‘ PROJECT
\ | =
|7 @E EXISTING WINDOW EXISTING WINDOW ‘ © Y
L/ 2.20x1.36@0.70 We2 EXISTING WINDOW w2 2.20x1.36@0.70 Y=
ffffffffffffffffffffff 2 eseosiensr — — | | 64 OVERTON CRESCENT
o NORTH YORK, ON
L 5.20 L 2.00 Ll 1.98 L 3.55 WeD | %g
i [7-17 7 [?'7"] 7| /£ [6"‘?"] 7 [11-8" ‘ [22
L 2.81 L 2.20 0.71| 056/, ,0.46| | [046] 056 ||0.74 2.20 |
A [9-3"] 7 [7-3" [2-4"] 4[1'-10';? -6 -6 4[1‘1._1 o 125" 72" # ‘
P R O P OS E D S E CO N 0.0 C\oa 047 () 041 0.13 | DRAWING
4" (I 5 I N - R (e 5] \ I PROPOSED SECOND
| | -~ FLOOR PLAN
NEW WINDOW ) ‘
‘ 1.60X1.07@0.70 | %ARO/TNWUL | ;ononEg NO
ettt - -
459
AREA . 209 51 Sqm ? (151" 75 PLOTTED DATE | DRAWING NO
. . 14.87 L 499 OCT 22, 2018
. 48'-9" i 16'-5" SCALE
[48-9"] ;2;82? [16-5] 1.75@117x17” AZB
[65-2 CHECKED
KBK




KBK STUDIOS INC.

JAKE LOCKE
FIRM

DESIGNER

=z
" z = c . o <&
= o L =z
=) Lur 2 2 ¢ » Qo8 ) ® 9 z - .
S85 52 & S w=7f I Oz 0 ¢
2oodzh 95 wo 8z H PR IRS) A O = o |=
Eriatel S80xth £°82 3 o 3 AR L < = =
] (=) =z ; <C
Lwes5ZE® TnZz HE3 = s B 3| olo e M > e 4
eXO9=gx ©zo<ox ZLZEd o) < 8l= = O x ] ool|a
9] 0= Gz, FD 2m85 E < Ei=1E=] 4
b IxTz3_ odggp ¥ £PO03 T = 8 x5|35 z9Q o =
al = w2 g F5=09 Oon 3 v oo oS S| > o ol -
2| @ 25%33F g zp0% 229 : 2 He 2x Q |izlEs| &
2| 5 5rpSE. £39%z¢ B2.E 25 BlES o o |E=|zg| ©
% E8P3S:z Zrwelbl s50% ¢ 28 5EG S0 20 ol |2
Lo oo ZES T N o= B E InRN] I B
] a g0 ELs xz OFH ] s 5= - 0oz = = o ¥
Ccoarxz zxuLol0 < 5 Y = W@
G I2RE5 82822 84 s 22z2 | 3 A S E
&) W ZIar z .- = O o olZ9|lco™ T
= 8 xw =l =E £ = LS|z o|ro|ox
Q <tz oz
8
D= NE
3, & 3I8883
o
b= ® £ S0 S
oo c h<l -
xE 0D 32
2828 3:
T c © L=
SoEw E5
S0 o <5 N
kel Q v
©.=9 = w
35 2=
S cocl = 4
220y QOF 2
> 0 )
8928 Zt g
8229 28 W\0 || || |
8255 35 N2
£E£Eo0£L U5 D I I I | |
o <= OT =3 S —]
£8ez 30 B || || |
Szgd 2% — Do Lopo] ,
£502 58 = || | sg0 Il
g ?
ocB 28 <3 | |
c S o 2D,
53206 T4
028 2
cpoQ S
FEES °
S e 2

e S AR AT I !
o
S
et e ]

|

f

H f

L8 Lol |

Sy T T e ] eve 7
o | Lonel el g Ggvel o - howl oy Bvedl o, ) [61d

0 oz 0 ek 1 ozo 1/ es |

B 040 [ 80y el |

s |l 2 g el 18R |

88 )L L_828 s 58 |

=S -0 373 (Ininliniy EEaal 7

JE ) f
Hoge |H @S2

AT HHE |

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ e 7

Ii |

|
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ f
A T Hi *
HHHHHHHHHMHHHHHHHHHHTRH] HH] |
L R O R |
IR i ol | f
L el Ledl Le-ad | Lewl ?wﬁ‘f&ﬁﬁ |
e T Tep0 T e Toro |
) F 7
_ b b
- N s |
& e |
25 528 o 528 BN |
ELal 8 s ﬁ
. 5 5 7 7 5 5 7 7 M?J i
i i i i (]
|| | -

[
[
[
[
[
[
[
[
‘ [
-

0.56
I
I
I
I
rh
I
I
I
rh
b
T
A
1
T
1
|
|
|
\
\
|
1

PROPOSED NORTH ELEVATION

(PORCH SIDE)

0.56

[1-10"] / [1.'—1 "

ﬁL

L] L

0.50
18"

K

0.56
[1-107
*

i
i

ﬂ
f

S ised | LTI
f
f

[ ]
-
6

ijt i
= T a
|| s,
= B = ==
& e
e L83 ) || LB | lgs
! . T RS
i | Iy [
L e s e [
THHEHHAHHAARHAHAH A HH ars H H
L
e e
T HH HH HH T ]
S e A A |
SE i h R R R H
d._lu \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ g
\

PICK HEIGHT

BASEMENT FLOOR

! |
i 7 \F .Fm_J 7
| 60 |
Ls-sdl | | | 7
mNN, I I I I
L8l ? ] ﬁ Ll 1L :& lue-21 ﬁ
Sv'e ‘0¢ a4 3 1z 4
o o [G) I~ U]
o Q Z o =z
2 g |2 g |2 8
o o 20 ol Zle =
b4 Z| I wnl k= O
N Nl oo = o0& o
Z2 Z 22 g 2= 2 z
WS v cT. IR 5 -
5| x| |5 Xl xl< X P
wo Wl Wi | e ) )
& &




W z = = = = 5
= n S 2 « n Sod N oo 9 & z -
S8 B R S 8t © 3% g3 ok S b | N
Yoouztb 2% ws 82, E o @ ele Q0 R A
Fhoop. H80xIh P o2 : 5o 588 & > lss)E
q 827zf 0g5Toy z783 : 25 8355 0% N
< | F_°3 - N S| S z m =
8| 5 ge2os? EI8e Seep - g @28 5> A EE ey
2|l 2 £°<33% g 3895 E=22 8 5= X3 & B I R 1
o _ MWHWWT UMCRAR Qzu,2 o S @ Sl= = W X 00 X ol PN
5 BBFSSg gpzRBb 3803 s 52 2@ |]. 52 s [_o]edl.sle
2 BoiEZ 2ERosd 83 - x=mizelle ¢ 2 [E2|55(588x
5 ] IFZEES OY¥@zas 2T 2 m S =l =/’ g 3 EE WW H% &W £0
s
2 < Z NZ
5 8 20 985
35 g 3o 30
oo c =] -
x5 9D 2
S0l% zo
28538 &2
ST EeE® ES
S E0Q L5 X
35S =4 % W
258 K- %R
o9, OF 2
>0 - Lg AM
£g238 Zt
OEO 5 N (2
c£gc 9OF 7
°5238 E5 3
2L ES mnw.s .
o220 =5 Q
p=52 L5 z
o2 , = @ »
28253 ¥ | | |
28%9 0f of o | b b |
Q9O o0 = o w3
Eoe g > oz = 7 7 7 7 7
TT8: B wl29s ! . . |
©§ ek | | | | |
G ) L i
- I H T H A AR iilyiaiaiaiainiainial Tl 7
“““““ e
ittt el sl atat el Al atal 3
jpipipipiisisioinly IHHHHHHHHAH IHH |
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ igininl |
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ i |
S HHHHHHHHH T HHHHHHHHHH THHHH N
T H MHHH R H MHHH |
\\\\\\\\\\\ HOHCHOHHH O H |
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ imEnEnEN i
iAnEniginEnigininigininigiginipiginEninEnEininEnl 7
igiyigigayiyigipiyty Iyigiyigigipipisishel {igigiyl |
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ LY |
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ L i
\\\\\\\\\\ T H O H |
T ™ttt 7
HHHHHHHHHRHHHHHHHHAHH A HH] |
“““““ HHH HHHHHHHAHHHH
L e e e e e e T f
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ |
THHHHHHHHH] ligigiyigigiyipiyigiot {igigiyl |
T e Y O 7
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ il |
““““““ ettty et |
““““ I
THHHHHHHHHMHHHHHHHHHHRHH gl |
HHH A HH A H A H H |
T i i
S HH O HHH A N
M Eoag 8 o jiigiyialaipgiyigipiyigt it f
— AT 2 i
HHHHEEH H HH M H HPE= A 1R HH |
[ g A A |
pinininici-Enlininin ||
“““ LIl igh ([ Ry g RgRpRguplisigh -
HHHHHs HHHH A BNl A |
A S O I B Z
I [ Ry S S
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ HHHHHHHHHHHIHH |
“““““““““““ L"HHHHHHHHHEWWH | W O
T =
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ THH A AH A H A AHAHR AR | —
L niii il B
~ f f A
| | . | W& f | W
| z 9 7 2 | 2a | V
— o (] ®
85 |L—2oz2. 7 L322 7 =2 W |
It —_ < —4 <t 3
| T 253 , 223 ClEE 7 L]
/ w p} w — 7
| | |
> " f
~ | | N LLJ
NI el T w1 |
7 3 w o w D@ i
i 85 o52 i 252 EE W | —
i S=T So T ;
| 2 =83 | = Loz E | ¥p)
| | 573 | 273 | mmﬁ B
| | | | L
| s | |
|\ A HAO AT THARO AR AT |
Vo NN T T e e e e e T Y O HH |
7 o bR ?@WFJ Lol L hed Ll Led L Ll N
| e oo Mygo T ee LA gy wﬁ% %\\mw\o eet 1] |
L \HHHHHHEHHHHHH IHHHHH T i a
| \NWH O H O H O H O H OO HH] |
U i o y
\\\\\\\\\\\\ HHHHHHHHHHHHAH | L
f ~ O NVVEHHEHHEHHHH Y HHH HHEHH (ERERERE | f S —
| = \YHHHHHHHH M HHHHHHHHH] o HH | —
| T ] 0O
B %Eﬂ | =
T N . a
T HHH]
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ |
| it jjigigigigipnpnpn e jiigaggt 0O
! ﬂ \\\\\\\\\\ ﬁj \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ HHHH] |
“““““““ O OO O | o oc
| I\ gyttt Rtghyl i | L
| CONI T e, e =
| 7 f | I
| | ] L |
Li-€l
| | ] - |
L 7 Le-sal | | | 7
] ' Gl ] ] ] I
ﬁ [.8-¥] ﬁ [.8-8] f F:\ [.g-8] 0 Le-z] 7
! vl 4 g9z D FASNA et \27 ,
o« o o o« 0] «
o (] 2
S S g Iz & 8
o o |3 = .| < o
= o o| Z|© = Z° = -
I = 2| Tl 7y F.M U] =
< GE £ GE £5% & =2
& nite) 3 =4 LR b
& &




) o — n T - ©
g e 82 x 4 804 . & g & Z - :
OSmo 2 I x O w=Fo 3 1)
Zm E S 2 Ws"§ E L R o © 0 Z ® =z
WSow_ b xu= S o= E L : (&) O = Q =
FGcE] B8esth B2 i 2 334 g < | |z
~ Q n = z P N b v
wepZEd $9230. zREZ5 . o2 3l8|.e 5% b e
g <BETZC 82.°E 9833 i = s 8383 z 9 T
| =
gl 5 SF%\TW TWWWBR NODB z v o g 22 OV| a [l IS N
2| & £9=23F 2032588 2hzo g 2 £ JLgL = T 2 golzc] »
0 =S>>0OT PooxZ HoTE o o = Vol o B %) o =
I ZEWLWDEE O< e 2=z, F %) S Y 5T (= i 1) ] =1 a
g EEFS=g g wehl 3P0z : 52 32 32 29 2|84 L5
o
2 _SofEZ Z®Po95 8% t w3 =0 g o 0 22|E (4@l
o FEZHIE YHZEs Q%= ¢ o g Z|E|E 3 3 w X R I R
el © Yo W+ = & e Es|lzo|ns|ox
2 <t Z N Z
° = =
3, & $8§8
R
.85 g 323
$ooc ] —
x5 0D 3
S0l% zo
2ER5 s
© 2 m o < |
ToEsao =9 w
230 XY NN
220y QOF =]
o
28238 z¢ kS
°TEO =53 N (2
%.5.@ o N.m ﬂhlu
£ e 9F )
Bs23T 3 3
mbmm <o .
o>um Of ]
mE=E S o WLe zZ
82,5 28 @ , , o ,
ot 8 <g w % | | [ |
ccCocE D, > 14
S220 8 g8 | | N |
2go2 5 0% 2 | = b |
Qe £ =4 aZ2 B |
Se £ uUp = | = || I=
3= = Y 0 KR — ]
o g <W o= A A e T | i
o S0 X 7 \\\\\\\ U H Y M\H_\ L
[ A NN e R =L LR EpEg
A - |
N il S in il iy Eipininipininl ﬁg\\\ f
 JHHHHHHHH] IHHHHHHHHHH W
A BT it |
f AHHHHHHHHH H\\\\\\Hu\ |
™ S R B A ) o
| ALY Elafifalatiti ikl |
| <t |/ ! |
| A HHHHHHT i |
N i A O I L i
7 — I~ A k’\ =
, e inlininininlninininly imEnly |
/1 b 4 - - +H+~HH-44H -4 -1+~ HHHHHHHKHPBMERBEHH
| A T f
i /A e e Ty 6 O O Y
I =R hinnanEEE ik |
/ (ipSpininininininininSeSninininininSnininiiiSy Eninl
, a iisizisizisizizizizsinizizisizicizizizinizinisinls |
S H T i HH
=== il s *
| AE=EHHHHHHHHHH HHH |
| /] HHHHHHHHHH = HH |
[ u‘ ||
N A |
|/ T T |
— L e e e e e e e e e e Y
ST = i Y [ f
/ T HHHHY T f
- 1 Tttt 1 1
HHHHHHHHHH HHH
JEpSpSpSpSpipipipiginipipiginipBpipt — | N
vmu\ L i
: .“\ W 8 WB 7 O
L H oz0 Q=i |
Q&[] S22 2 —
5 |- \# Zm f
— — o]
A 3
_“H\ 1 5 5 Wm
Sillgl S <
N | 1S 7
D tewl 1 V
T e oz i | LLl
pininininlisinininlinlinininininlininEn el Aninly f _
i % \\\\\\\ L H P |
r“ | | | 1 — — —
—H o 7 7 2z a 7 O%i
[ 2 o o | S5
— oz [ nDuWG W@i i
S5 WA/N» 7 7 VAW 7 W% T
i i T £ 1 q
et L R e 28 v
= 5 3 5 || Le 23 f
I I . ! —
= | ) 5| f
| |
C —
Lg-vl ___v._mft._w_u Loyl L2l [.6-3 L9l /| _ | _
1 ve'L zL0 0’ 9c') 0,0 ° egd ’ £e’l !
| | | |
u | B |
— ]
i z o | - | [)83 |
N Oz | oz i W@i — — —
R % 7 % 7 ! |
= = = i
B T cE I EE) 0 EE um
“H 5 5 7 S 35 7 ANnﬁ i
- i iy el | O —
- RRERTT A i f o
S hhhhhh i HHHHHHHHHH HHH (o
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ 0«
RRhhhh) AnRRGhG) i | L1}
S HHHHHHHHH i i o oc
L iislininlininlisinlinininl LT L L LT HEREREEE ] i P S
|| | B
7 7 f._m_\ 7
| | Do €60 |
L 7 | | Lsgal || |
1 | P s Pl ,
L [alel] sﬁ L8l L, L.e-8l r. 8 |, Le-] ;v
1 29') Sre oed [ASKA i L7z !
-4 "4 0]
z HE 5 2 . 5
z z |z S & 9 S
= o ol Z|© ezl o o
I 2 Z| T wn| = (U] =
5] 5 S oo Sl og o &
o 2|2 Z 29 Zl 25 =2 Z|s
~ oS [ ﬂrTr iy ﬂﬁ I |y
3 = | o | 2 % ;
a fnils) o T4 % NS :xmv x&




T N
P O
S o} O =z ( /_
w 2845 v Sod& = v T 33 o™ < |2 |z
= Sux 5 2 £ © wz"g z o 3l & oz N/ I oola
3 2mo S <] S OF5< 2 - 3 oo O x = =
woouwzh 22> w3 183, s S 2 g.828 <) N S ey
Ipeasd mmowws PRz : S & 2 38 z 3 o) gslzs| &
55588 525%0x 2020 : 8w B2 o Il EE
g <B22S7 BZ.TT o833 2 g £ §l22 ¥ 2O Meq| =l8
L wE€T s e COon a o = ~ < O z 5 Y Iy =1 x
al & w273 Psg¥r oF25 © S 9 5= (= > Zo|EYlwel s
2l 2 S5=g3e 555820 Eozg e & 2 HE | 0z 20 zzle5|xo] B
Bl 5 Srgot. DAt 5585 - x®2 e |l 3 Sl L E EE B
g EGFEEg Eax—Ez Szp : 5 2=l ||f
a o — v [a) [©) O [
5 3Ie2bEs sBhesl 4oy
o
@ Xz gz
3 25 985
35 ¢ 3258
[ aﬁv b=l -
o0 3
T L % Zo
S 8E8 O=
2ce © 5 7
so &3 o |
328 28 ||
Bioo i | - |
oo =)
S35 s % , p || 1
o3 ZT > [ - Aj |
202 22 N© | [ e
2§ 2 Of @ ! AT A A T HHHHHHHHHHT I
3522 &8 G | A AR A ¥
2222 2k = i S iyl HHHHHHHHHHHI |
JELE B N Y < = s it
$923 %8 g , A HHHH HHHH] T |
ccoc @ X/ a <t [ HHHH A HHH] A HHHHHHHH i
S 8=0 0% Qu § T HHHHH f
2280 £t 8 z 2 ! T HHHHHEHHHHI % 4 \\\\\\\\\\ f
Eoe g = =0 » ~ = HHHHHHHHHH HHHHHHHHHHHI |
se § o wggs pa R A H A HH A |
° § Bk || AeeEn ] X
T = HHHHHHHHHHHHH HHHHHHH
y e I Iy |
| / THHHHHHHEHH HHHHHHHHAHH] f
e |
ﬁ A= #\M \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ %\ | i
A A 1S sEsEsEsIEESSSEE] f
Jies== b e |
A HH L |
/ S |
\ e HHHHH Y T il |
= T H HHHHHHHHHHHEHMHE | f
¥ A i ialsfalsfalaiahs |
\  AnSninEninSninl SR =————— e —"
N H— [ L1 a
) H R H H ﬁ\“ﬁ\\ 2 Q WWW
L nEREg -] o=
44 il 225 ] 052 Z:3g 7 |
N | (-T2 8 g g Ry oy | W+ & Z%2 |
> mEnEnl L
\ U= w =) = H H\M\ i i
\ 11 — I |
i H| lnlipligigll u |
— L \\\,\\‘\\II\ \\ﬁm. : |
T L2 Le-al | Lol | L Lidl | .w_:c__w._% N
\l I thenwl s L Ll L Coet [T Mlozo feedT og
\ | \gl\l\ . HMloz0-1 6901 L i
T e T oo \\\\xﬁ \\ulﬂl , :
e Islinlislininlininlisinl IplpEpEnE = | :
= o [ | |
= EnLnnGnhh ] E=S |
= ninliningiginlinininl mll )
S igipigptpipapiigh W\Mf\ | [ f |
SR o i T k
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ inEpEnEnEpEnEpEnEnE
\\\\\\\\\\ i sizisisizisizizl HIH] |
““““““ b AR |
e e
=g ER |
1l e=z2 \\\\\\ﬂJ\\‘[mlT"\\\\\%\AA “““““
SE 1 g \HH ST = z
e HIFEEE e b | i B
[ b S 1 A A o A < A
i gl [ s S |
u mlm I H Lh n L i
S R ST N
snnihnnes g il s L.
HEn 960 7] \\E\T\%\ﬁ\ L Leel +L mm@ | | T
it Eulinligiglir-y pigigh HHHF HFeoz L HTH T L =l lz== f
ooz 1 e e | £33 f
H 90z e te , 2ug |
HHHHHHHHHMHH H4 —160 sk <2 |
\\\\\ e ] - S
HHH R R | >
=] H fink 5= Hpips f
N1+ Sl A e ol
[ | ol [ | [ \‘IY\AAM i
o EES aaadatat i) I et W
o T M = Hnligiinlishl == lIsizEslsizl
N 253 || allxli il T %\ 7 | —
Pl <=z I Byinw N A |
I=H HlLE_3 \\\\\\\\,H w,7 HHHH \H\ | | E
S T HHHHE & nEplnEnEnE |
1 Hpipigl ! i
\\\\\\\\\ TH T L HH + |
““““““““ nilylisl A H A 7
sl lalaatatatatily bl i Il statat it L
\\\\\\\\\ = 1LY H | (L B i T
“““““ SRR A HHH
T R 28 H H H A cwwwww%\ U —
@ B e mlizEnls
8% 1 L1 HHEEa | i gipiipie-—r:iglinligininll
S LT Lae A s D LT D
G Tk O
o T THHHAHE T H IH V) —
HHHHHHHH IpEgipigiyigipipiainhy i (¥p)
T HH R Jﬂ )
T T “““““ i w O
e e i v 2
A HHHHHHHHH] H\M \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ ﬂ\\
\\\\\\\\\ %\#\ HHHHHHEHHH] O V “
““““““ il ] O ~
\\\\\\\ L O X
paae T HHHHHHR oC A
I HHHHH L e nEpEpEpEninEnE \‘(v\
jEpinSpSninl \\\\\\%\JT\\\ pipEpipipininian P S’
\\\\\\\\\ igigupipugipupipupipipll
\\\\\\\\\ S Bl Rsans f
4 |
¥ I I \F
5 | *
ﬁ rm._&_ 7 i
sLrL
g ?:ﬁ L8l p_.
L Lral el e sve .
Vo Sy [}
‘ el x| 5 Z o 3]
-4 o = o = o P
w = = T 8 = =
o Ay = = [G] =z
= o 22 20z ¢ Z2
= S N 00 Z ZsS = |
) N zZ Z9 I hE & |2
o @ T ElT | 2|2 =] ]
[ 2z Y9l N XF 3
T = X Sl4 r &
s s e
‘a 4




	Accessible_Final Decision_64 Overton Cres
	DECISION AND ORDER
	appearances
	Introduction
	Background
	Matters in issue
	Jurisdiction
	Analysis, findings, reasons
	Decision and Order


	Appendix 2-plans



