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ZONE RL!:>-0 
ZONING: 6YLAW 2014-014 

LOT AREA = 4E>8,2m"2 
EXISTING: MAIN DWE!..LING: (Including Garage) = IE>2.!:>7m"2 
PROPOSED COVERED PORCl-l = 3Ll2m"2 
PROPOSED AREA (GROSS)= l93.7m"2 

PROPOSED LOT COVERAGE= 41.31% (3!:>% MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE) 
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The existing watcrservice m1.1sl b� 
lmpe<=ied ol the property line by 
the Regfonof insp.ecfor. 
A waterservice that does not meet 
wrrt'!nt Regionol Sfondo.rds m1Jst be 
disconnec!ed ot the main, ond a 
new service constructed at the Site 
Developer's expense 
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(PRE�OUSLY KNOWN AS MACDONALD AVE) 

{ 20.12 Metre Wide Municipal Rood ) 

P.I.N. 24826 - 0058{L T)
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Restore to stondord curb 
to the satisfaction of tht1 
Town of Ookvi!Je Roads Dept. 

(la/M:Jf Fnv=89. Tl) 
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SELF CLOSURE" AN 
LOCKABLE FOR 
POOL CODE 

1 Stor€y 
Metal Siding Dwelling 

N" 124 

FF£ = 92.85 

LOT 60 

P.!.N. 24820-0089(L T) 

s T E R E 

LOT 45 
P.I.N. 24820-0088(LT)

51TE FLAN 
SCALE: I: ISO 

EXl5TINC. , 
2 Storey Dwelling' 

FFE = 92.86

TFW = 92,45 

J st.orey 
Mei:aJ Sided DweF/ifig 

N' 120 

FFE = 92.J1 
(Demolf.'Med' ii, 2016) 

LOT 46 
P.1.11. 24820-0087(L T)
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Thfl existing sanitary service iafera/ 
must be inspected at the property line 
by the R,sgionol il"!spector, and tafevised 
by Regional farces PRIOR to connecfion. 

------< A lateral tho/ does rwt meel current
Regional Standards musf be disconnected 
al. the main. A revision ta the Service 
Permit, drawings 011d poymerit of 
appficabfe fees is required. 
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w ---------- w 
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2 Storey 
Brick Dwelfinr; 

N" 114 
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AS PRELIMINARY UNTIL SIGNED 
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We would like to make a variance 
application request and present our 
case in person for discussion or 
provide any other additional 
information .

We bought this house in 2020, and 
found pretty quickly that we were 
being affected by mulberry trees 
around the property. The berries 
would fall and stain our patio, 
furniture, shoes, bare feet, etc and 
really were affecting our lifestyle. 



 Further, the berries accumulate and 
lead to wasps and other spoiled fruit 
issues. 

We were then looking for solutions to 
regain the use of our back yard. 

To help protect and preserve the trees, 
we decided to explore the idea of a 
covered porch to provide coverage 
from the falling berries, provide 
protection from sunlight and then 
extend our living space. We decided 
would be best to do as a covered porch 
at the height of our indoor space. 



 We did, however, do things out of 
order. We did some sketches and 
drawings ourselves, and hired a 
contractor to construct our covered 
porch. 

We do understand that the issues 
with our lot coverage, which we’re 
here asking for forgiveness about 
today, would have come to light 
during the permit process, had we 
followed the right steps. 



 We hired a Structural Engineer to 
provide a General Review Report. 

This review confirmed that the 
structure is well built and meets the 
requirements of the Ontario Building 
Code. 



 So, that leaves us where we are today, 
here to request a minor variance for our 
property to allow for 41.37% lot coverage 
where the current zoning regulations for 
the RL5-0 zone permit only 35%. 
We have reviewed the zoning variances in 
our immediate area and have found 
several instances where variances for lot 
coverages just below 40% have been 
granted. 
I understand it’s a different zone, but in 
one case In particular, we found a 
precedent where a variance for 44.60% lot 
coverage was approved. This was in an 
RL3-0 zone. 
Given these precedents, we believe that 
our request for 41.37% lot coverage is 
reasonable and in line with the character 
and uniformity of the surrounding 
neighborhood. 



 We appreciate your consideration of 
our request, and we’re here to answer 
your questions if any. 


