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NOTICE — The last day for appealing this decision is MARCH 11TH, 1988
Committee of Adjustment

DECISION OF COMMITTEE WITH REASONS
RE APPLICATION FOR MINOR VARIANCE

Planning Aetf, 1983, ¢, 1, 5s. 44 (8)

(a)_THE COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF ORANGEVILLE

RE AN APPLICATION BY (bj_R.J1. Burnside & Associates Ltd., agents for Mr., Rick Walker

and Mr, Jim Albright.
PART QF TOTS 182 Riock 4, Plan 212, 279 Broadway
Qrangevilie, Ontario.
PURPOSE OF APPLICATION (d).The_applicants wishes to receive a Minor Variance to
By-law No. 60-77, to waive the requirement for providing two loading spaces in
—accordance.- to Rvuﬂ;:lm £0-77, general provisions 3.16

LOCATION OF PROPERTY (¢}

WE, the undersigned, in making the decision upon this application have considered whether or not the
variance requested was minor and desirable for the appropriate development and use of the land and that
the general intent o 1 purpose of the zoning by-law and the official plan will be maintained, or in the
case of a change in a use of property which is lawfully non-conforming under the by-law as to whether or
not this application has met the requirements of section 44 (2) of the Planning Act,

CONCUR 1n the following decisions and reasons for decisions made on the (e) L0THday of _FEP 1988

DECISION:
IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION BY R.J. BURNSIDE & ASSOCIATES LTD.,

Road, Orangeville, Ontario, agent for Mr. Rick Walker and Mr. Jim Albright, c/o

29 Centennial

224 Broadway, Orangeville, Ontario, for a Minor Variance to By-law No. 60-77 of
the Town of Orangeville on the property described as Part of Lots 1 and 2, Block 4,
Plan 212, known municipally as 279 Broadway, Town of Orangeville under the

provisions of Section 44 of the Planning Act, S$.0. 1983, Chapter 1. BE GRANTED WITH
CONDITIONS — This decision has been made subject to the following conditions: ({1 CONRITIONS

'A!

See Schedule

REASONS FOR DECISION }4[;} See Schedule 'A"
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Signature of member
of committee.
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Signature of member
of committee.

CERTIFICATION
Planning Act, 1983, e. 1, ss, 44 (10)

1. . . EDWARD, C., SALISBURY,
COMMI‘I‘I'EE OF ADJUSTMENT FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
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Secretary-Treasurer of the (h)

applieation recorded therein,

Daled this 12 THday of FEBRUARY




COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT SUBMISSTION NUMBERS A-31/87, A-32/87, A-33/87

SCHEDULE 'A‘

CONDITION NO. 1:

THAT the applicant or owner enter into a Site Plan Agreement with the Town of
Orangeville to the satisfaction of the Town of Orangeville,

CONDITION NO. 2:

THAT the entrance locations be approved by the Director of Public Works of the
Town of Orangeville,

CONDITION NO. 3:

THAT as a condition within the Site Plan Agreement, the owner make a cash
contribution towards traffic signals to the satisfaction of the Town of
Orangeville,

REASONS FOR DECISION:

Whereas the Committee of Adjustment is deeply concerned with traffic circula-
tion within the area of Broadway, Clara and Centre Streets and the design of
both the intersection and Site Plan, it is the Committee's opinion that the
variance has maintained the intent of the Town's 0fficial Plan to have the
property developed as commercial,

That the Town's Zoning By-law zones the property Cl - General Commercial and
that the use is permitted.

That the reduction of parking spaces to ten is appropriate for a convenience/
commercial land use and that the reduction of the loading space would be
accommodated through daily routine and the use of un-used parking spaces at
those times.

That in regards to the front yard setback, the design of the building accom-
modates a site triangle in conformity to the Town's Zoning By-law giving
consideration to safety.

Further the proposed building affords better wvisibility than the previous
building located on the site,

CARRIED



SUBMISSIONS # A-31, A~32 & A-33
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