TOWNSHIP OF CARLING
COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT — MEETING MINUTES
9:00 a.m.
Tuesday, September 8, 2020

Minutes of the Committee of Adjustment meeting held on September 8, 2020 to
consider minor variance applications A3/2020 and A5/2020.

This meeting was held ELECTRONICALLY in accordance with section 238 of the
Municipal Act, 2001 which provides for electronic participation where a emergency has
been declared to exist in all or part of the municipality under section 4 or 7.01 of the
Emergency Management and Civil Protection Act. Those who submitted a request prior
to the meeting were able to view the meeting live.

Present Chair: Mike Konoval

Members: Debbie Crocker
Susan Murphy
Steve Crookshank
Terry Gilbert

Staff: Kevin McLlwain, CAO/Clerk
Ryan Snowball, Planner
Gord Harrison, Fire Chief
Chris Waefler, Public Works Supervisor
Sylvia Roy, Treasurer
Naythan Nunes, Chief Building Official
Mackenzie Taylor, Records Clerk/ Deputy CIerk.

1. CALL TO ORDER
The Mayor called the meeting to order at 9:02 a.m.

2. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

Resolution COA-14-2020

Gilbert - Crookshank: That the minutes of the Committee of Adjustment meetings held
on July 28, 2020, be adopted.
Carried



3. MINOR VARIANCE APPLICATION A5/2020 — SALTER

IN THE MATTER OF MINOR VARIANCE APPLICATION A/5/2020

Date of Hearing: September 8, 2020
Owner(s): Grier Salter
Property Location: 12 Island 65C

Minor Variance(s) Requested: The owner has applied for a minor variance to account for
the reduction in front yard setback and to approve the construction of the great room
addition at a setback of 13 metres. In addition to the great room expansion, the owner is
also proposing that an open-air deck be attached to the southwest face of the proposed
great room. Due to the shape of the subject land the deck would also have a front yard
setback of 13 metres.

Explanatory Note: The owner is wanting to construct a large great room addition to the
existing dwelling. It was determined that the existing dwelling’s front yard setback was
18.8 metres (62 feet) from the highwater mark of Georgian Bay and because this set back
is less than the required front yard setback of 20 metres, the existing dwelling is
considered a legal non-complying structure and is subject to the non-complying zoning
provisions established in Section 5.09.1 of the Township’s Comprehensive Zoning By-
law. The proposed great room expansion would see the front yard setback reduced from
its current setback of 18.8 metres to a lesser setback of 13 metres (42.7 feet). Because
the proposed attached deck would only be setback 13 metres for the highwater mark,
planning application submitted by the owner is seeking this approval to reduce setback
for the great room addition

Resolution COA-3-2020

Murphy - Crocker:
that the general intent and purpose of the Zoning By-law is maintained,;

that the general intent and purpose of the Official Plan is maintained;

that the variance is desirable for the appropriate development or use of land,
building or structure; and

that being of the opinion that the variance is minor.

We do hereby concur in granting consent to this application subject to the following
conditions:

1. Confirmation from the North Bay Mattawa Conservation Authority that a sewage
system is in place on the subject land that is capable of accommodating the proposed
development.

2. That all applicable fees be paid.
Carried



4. MINOR VARIANCE APPLICATION A3/2020 — BELL

Pages:

IN THE MATTER OF MINOR VARIANCE APPLICATION A/3/2020

Date of Hearing: September 8, 2020
Owner(s): David Bell
Property Location: 1 Island 275C

Minor Variance(s) Requested: The owner has filed an application of minor variance to
account for 12 metre (39.4 feet) reduction in front yard setback established in the
Township’s Comprehensive Zoning By-law C500-2011.

Explanatory Note: The owner is proposing a utilize a Class 5 sewage system (holding
tank). The holding tank is proposed to be located 8 metres (26.2 feet) from the high
watermark of Georgian Bay. The Township’s Comprehensive Zoning by-law provides that
in a Waterfront Residential Zone (WF1-WF5), sewage system are considered buildings
for the purpose of establishing a side yard setback from the highwater mark a minimum
of 20 metres (66 feet).

Resolution COA-16-2020

Gilbert - Murphy:
that the general intent and purpose of the Zoning By-law is maintained,;
that the general intent and purpose of the Official Plan is maintained,;
that the variance is desirable for the appropriate development or use of land,
building or structure; and
that being of the opinion that the variance is minor.

We do hereby concur in granting consent to this application subject to the following
conditions:

1. Confirmation that the owner has entered into a written agreement with a hauled
sewage system operator for the disposal or sanitary sewage system (holding tank); and

2. That all applicable fees be paid.

Carried



5. ADJOURNMENT

Resolution COA-17-2020
Gilbert - Crocker: That this meeting of the Committee of Adjustment does now
adjourn.

Carried

Kevin McLlwain, Secretary Mike Konoval, Chair



Township of Carling
FORMAL REPORT

Report to: Council Meeting Date of Meeting:  November 10, 2020

Department: Planning Author: Ryan Snowball, Planner

Status: OPEN Subject: Minor Variance
A/6/2020

Disclaimer: this report was prepared based on the information available at the time of writing.
Recommendation is subject to change based on additional information that becomes available.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Committee of Adjustment approve Minor Variance Application No. A/6/2020 as applied for by
Cathy Mills Dailey and Darrell Dailey at 62 Alves Road, subject to the following conditions:

1) Confirmation from the North Bay Mattawa Conservation Authority that the existing septic system
on site is capable of accommodating the proposed development;
2) That all applicable fees be paid.

BACKGROUND:

Cathy Mills Dailey and Darrell Dailey are the owners of 62 Alves Road (Part of Lot 54, Concession 12, being

Parts 1&2 on Plan 42R-13958). The subject land includes an existing dwelling along with a series of

accessory structures. The dwelling is situated in the front yard of the subject land with a front yard setback

of 18.5 metres (60.7 feet). Because the dwelling was constructed with a front yard setback less than 20
metres (66 feet) U §Z E <p]E (EIVE C E + 5 | ]Jv 8Z d}AveZ3weEpo0-tu%e E Z v
2011, the dwelling has legal non-complying status.

The owners wish to erect a 6 metre x 9.2 metre (55.2 square metre / 594.2 square feet) addition to the
main dwelling. The addition is proposed to extend off the north face of the dwelling. The addition would
E pu 3Z A o00]vP[s (E}vE3 C E 38 | (E}u ioXfA usSE « 8} ioXT u S§E -

Section 5.09.1 a) of the Comprehensive Zoning By-law permits the expansion of legal non-complying
structures, so long as the expansion does not further contravene the non-complying feature (front yard
setback). Because the proposed addition would result in a further reduction of the front yard setback,
Planning Actpproval is necessary. The owners have filed an application for a Minor Variance to account
for the proposed reduction in front yard setback.

A site plan highlighting the proposal is attached to this report. Survey } E[* v}S U }v(]EuUu]vP §Z yis
and proposed setbacks are also attached to this report.
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KEY POINTS

Property Description

The subject land is a square shaped parcel located on the western shoreline of the Alves Bay of Deep Bay.
The property includes approximately 115 metres (377 feet) of shoreline frontage and is approximately
0.79 hectares (1.94 acres) in size. The property is accessed via a right-of-way that extends off the terminus
of Alves Road. The right-of-way is identified as Parts 9 & 10 on Plan 42R-17840.

There are a number of existing structures on the subject land. These include the existing dwelling (93
square metres / 1001 square feet), a sleeping cabin (11.5 square metres / 123.8 square feet), a detached
garage (97.5 square metres / 1050 square feet), and a small storage shed (8.9 square metres / 95.8 square
feet).

The property contains a mixture of forested land and open landscaped land. In total, the subject land
slopes approximately 10 metres in elevation from the western property boundary (190 metres above sea
level) towards the shoreline of Alves Bay on the eastern edge of the property (180 metres above sea level).

The subject land is bordered in all directions by existing residential development, aside from the eastern
property boundary which borders Alves Bay.

A key map highlighting the location of the subject land is attached to this report.
Official Plan
dZ epi So0ov Jo ]PvE t3 E(E}VS ]v 8Z d}AveZ]%[* K((] ] o Wo vX

The general form of development in the Waterfront designation includes: low density, single detached
residential development, open space uses, tourist commercial uses, and access facilities. The subject land
includes an existing single detached residential dwelling and a series of accessory structures.

The proposed Minor Variance is seeking relief for a reduced front yard setback to allow for the
construction of an addition to the main dwelling. Should the application be approved, the subject land
would continue to conform to the general pattern of development in the Waterfront designation (single
detached residential development).

A8 v TIXITXT }( 8Z d}AveZ]%[* K((] ] 0 Wo v *38 0]eZ « e E] ¢ }( % E
character of open space, low density residential land uses along the waterfront. These principles include
the following:

a) assessing any potential environmental impacts and protecting against any negative impacts on
any ecological functions;

e % E N Z2nd(BZ d}AveZ]%[* K((] ] 0 W oentitklifBe of gighificno v ]
natural heritage features. Though the application is proposing a slight reduction in front yard
setback (2.3 metres), this reduction is unlikely to have any negative impacts on surrounding
heritage features or their functioning.
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b) ensurirg that development is within any relevant carrying capacity parameters including water
guality and recreational carrying capacity;

Georgian Bay does not face the same water quality impacts from shoreline development that
inland lakes do. However, because the proposal is requesting permission for a reduced front yard
setback to account for an addition to the existing dwelling, it is important to ensure that existing
septic systems in place on site are capable of accommodating the proposed development.

As a condition of any consent approval, it is recommended that the applicants be required to
provide the Township with confirmation from the North Bay Mattawa Conservation Authority that
the existing septic system is capable of accommodating the proposed development. This
confirmation would be required prior to any issuance of a building permit.

This proposal will not have any impact on the recreational carrying capacity of Georgian Bay.
c) minimizing the impact of development on water quality;

As mentioned in item b) above, any approval of this application should be made conditional on
the applicants providing the Township with confirmation from the North Bay Mattawa
Conservation Authority that the existing septic system is capable of accommodating the proposed
development. This will ensure the proposed development does not lead to septic over-capacity
issue which could potentially result in sewage loading into the adjacent waterbody.

d) minimizing the obtrusiveness of built form by controlling building location, heigtdverage and
natural vegetation protection measures;

TZYUPZ 83Z % E}%}e DJVIE s E] v A}po % % E}A (WESZ E &
yard setback, the proposed addition will continue to comply with all other requirements of the

Waterfront Residential 1 (WF1) Zone. The proposed addition will be extending off the northern

face of the existing dwelling, allowing for a continuous transition of the existing building lines. The

addition will comply with the allowable height provision (9 metres maximum) and will fall below

the maximum allowable Gross Floor Area permitted for a dwelling.

The proposed addition will only require the removal of a small number of trees at the most
northern extent of the proposed building footprint. Any vegetation along the shoreline and in the
side and rear yards of the property will be retained in order to minimize the obtrusiveness of the
main dwelling on adjacent residential properties.

e) ensuring there are no hazards to navigation;

dZ % E}%}e E P 3]}V Fiork ard sAtback swRlikely to result in any hazards to
navigation.
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f) assessing the impact of development on the character of a shoreline in a particular area or
neighbourhood in the Township; and

As described throughout this report, the proposed development is typical of residential
development in the Waterfront designation. The reduction in front yard is minor in nature, with
only a 2.3 metre reduction proposed to the front yard. The reduction is necessary in order to allow
for an expansion off the northern face of the existing dwelling, resulting in a continuous transition
of the existing walls.

Looking at surrounding properties and the development that exists on those properties, there are
numerous examples of existing dwellings with setbacks less than the 20 metres required in the
Comprehensive Zoning By-law C500-2011. 66 Alves Road, a large waterfront property located
south of the subject land, includes a dwelling with a front yard setback of +15 metres. 15B Dean
Road, a waterfront property located on the eastern shoreline of Alves Bay directly opposite the
subject land includes a dwelling with a front yard setback of £16 metres.

These properties provide some precedent for the front yard setback proposed by the applicants.
This type of development is already established in the immediate neighbourhood and is unlikely
to negatively impact or transform the overall character of the surrounding waterfront
neighbourhood.

g) Bvaluation of the risk of anydevelopment on persons and property from natural (flooding,
erosion) or maAmade causes.

Both the existing dwelling and the proposed addition to the dwelling would lie above the 178.3
metre elevation contour identified by the Township as the flood line elevation below which no
habitable structures are permitted. There are no additional risks to persons and property from
natural or man-made causes expected as a result of the proposed development.

Zoning Bylaw

The subject land is zoned Waterfront Residential 1 (WF1e Jv §Z d}AveZ]%oJaws}v]vP C

The application is seeking relief from one section of the Zoning By-law, as detailed in the table below:

By-Law Provision Required Proposed Variance

5.09.14a)/9.02d)

Expansion to Legal Non-Complying 18.5 metres 16.2 metres 2.3 metres
Structure / Minimum Front Yard (60.7 feet) (53.2 feet) (7.6 feet)
Setback
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Given the size of the property (0.79 hectares), the property is permitted a dwelling with a maximum Gross
Floor Area of 251 square metres (2701.74 square feet). The proposed addition would increase the existing

A 00]vP[s 'E}ee &0}}E E 3} id0XT o<pg E u SE » ~iAGAXT o<
will continue to comply with the maximum Gross Floor Area allowances prescribed under Section 9.02 m)
}(83Z dYAveZ]%o[* }u% E Z-law§F00-2002]VvP C

Given the nature of the development, Site Plan Control is not recommended as a condition of any
approval.

Provincial Policy Statement (PPS)

The PPS is not particularly relevant to development applications proposing slight reductions to front yard
setbacks. However, with that said, there are some policy considerations that need to be made.

Section 1.1.4.4 of the PPS provides that ~ Rwth and development may be directed to rural lands in
accordance with policy 1.1.5, including where a municipality does not have a settlement Hrea

Township of Carling does not contain any settlement areas as they are defined in the PPS. Section 1.1.4.4
of the PPS authorizes development to locate in rural lands where these settlement areas do not exist. The
proposed development, located outside of a defined settlement area, and in a Waterfront designation, is
consistent with this policy.

Section 1.1.5.3 of the PPS indicates that " & S]}v oU ®&ihedE¢enomic opportunities should

%o (E } U } Bhe profposed development is typical of recreational waterfront properties throughout the
Township and other waterfront communities across the Province. The proposed development is
consistent with Section 1.1.5.3 of the PPS.

Section 2.1 and 2.2 of the PPS speak to the protection of significant natural heritage features and the
preservation of water quality, respectively. As mentioned throughout this report, the subject land is

entirely free of significantnat f(E o Z E]S P ( SUE ¢ »+ « STHHE FZ "KL (Jup 0ZWoO VX ¢

ensure no negative impact on the water quality of Alves Bay, any approval of this application should be
made conditional on the owners providing the Township with confirmation from the North Bay Mattawa
Conservation Authority that the existing septic system in place on the subject land is capable of
accommodating the proposed development.

The application is consistent with the PPS.

Planning Analysig §Z ""&IuE d ¢S+

Is the intentand purpose of the Official Plan maintained?
Yes.

dZ d}AveZ]%[* K((] ] 0o Wo v ]vopu * < E] =} %}0] ] *% ](]
intended to establish and preserve a certain form and character of development and ensure that any
development does not negatively impact the surrounding environment and adjacent waterbodies.
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As mentioned throughout this report, the proposed development will not alter or negatively impact the
existing character or form of development consistent in the Waterfront designation, both throughout the
Township as a whole and specifically in the Alves Bay neighbourhood. The proposed development,
although it will include a slightly reduced front yard setback, in no way will change or negatively impact
the existing pattern of development or character of the neighbourhood. The 2.3 metre reduction in
setback proposed will largely be imperceptible from the water and is necessary to accommodate an
extension of the dwelling from the northern wall. There are a number of existing dwellings on nearby
properties, also in the Alves Bay neighbourhood, which have similar front yard setbacks as what is being
proposed in this application.

NZ po-TZS} §Z K((]' ] o Wo v Z]PZo]PZ38e §Z § SZ stgnifican$ natunal ] VvS]E
heritage features. The proposed reduction in front yard setback is unlikely to have any impacts on
surrounding heritage features.

In order to ensure the proposed addition does not result in any negative impacts on the water quality of

§Z i VEASE}CU VC %% E}A 0 «Z}uo }v 18]1}v }v 8Z %% 0] V3
the North Bay Mattawa Conservation Authority that the existing septic system is capable of
accommodating the proposed development.

The intent and purpose of the Official Plan is maintained.
Is the intent and purpose of the Zoning Bgw maintained?
Yes.

A8 v AXIOXT e }( 3Z d}A vied |Yafendeltd emureCbuildings and structures which
are already in a state of legal non-compliance do not further contravene the non-complying feature
without a proper and thorough review of the potential impacts of a proposed expansion.

In this particular situation, the existing dwelling was determined to be legal non-complying due to a
reduced front yard setback of 18.5 metres. This is a relatively minor shortfall from the 20 metre setback
required for dwellings in the WF1 Zone. Additionally, the proposal is only requesting a further 2.3 metre
reduction to the existing setback.

When considering this proposed reduction, the impacts on adjacent properties needs to be considered. A
2.3 metre reduction is largely going to be imperceptible from the adjacent waterbody. Though the subject
land is surrounded by existing residential development, both immediately abutting properties include
dwellings with no direct sightlines of the area where the addition is proposed; the addition is unlikely to
have any direct impact on the continued use of those properties.

The front yard setback, in its essence, is intended to provide a shoreline buffer free of significant
development to ensure the shoreline area remains in its natural state and to prevent overdevelopment
of this specific area. It is the opinion of the author of this report that despite the proposed reduction of
the front yard setback, these principles will continue to be maintained.
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The intent and purpose of the Zoning By-law is maintained.
Is the variance desirable for the appropriate developmemt useof the land, building, or structur®
Yes.

The existing dwelling, which is setback from the highwater mark of Georgian Bay 18.5 metres, is not
situated parallel to the shoreline. Instead its footprint is angled in a manner that the causes the very
northernmost wall of the dwelling to be the closest point to the highwater mark.

Because of the orientation of the existing dwelling, any addition to the north side of the dwelling requires
a reduction in the front yard setback. The owners have considered their options and have determined
that expansion off this side of the dwelling makes the most logical sense in terms of floor plan and desired
use of the structure. In order to accommodate the development in an efficient and reasonable manner, it
was necessary for a slight reduction in the front yard setback (and the associated application for a minor
variance).

The variance is desirable for the appropriate development of the land.
Is the variance minor?
Yes.

When assessing whether a variance is minor, it is important to consider whether the impacts of the
proposeddevelopu vS }v i VS % E}% ES] ¢+ Vv lve] & NMu]viE_X

As mentioned throughout this report, the proposed reduction is 2.3 metres from the existing setback,
bringing the actual setback to 16.2 metres. This represents a less than 25% reduction from the typical 20
metre requirement for new development in the WF1 Zone. Given this fact, it is expected that the proposed
reduction is going to be largely imperceptible from the water.

Both residential properties immediately abutting the subject land include existing dwellings. However,
these dwellings are located considerable distance from the dwelling on the subject land (135 metres and
60 metres). Neither dwelling contains direct sightlines of the existing dwelling or of the area where the
addition is proposed. The proposed Minor Variance is unlikely to have any impacts on the use and
enjoyment of neighbouring properties.

The variance can be considered minor.

FINANCIALIMPLICATIONS:

No major financial implications as a result of this minor variance.

OTHERSCONSULTED:
¥ N/A
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ATTACHMENTS
% < C D %U ~]8 Wo vU "PEA C}E[* E}§ U &E] 0 WZ}3}PE %ZCU %

Regards,

Ryan Snowball
Planner
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8D, tho Tounship of Caring Commiittee of Adjustment Application
WSAT5) 2 West Carling Bay Road Application for Minor Variance or for Permission
7 AR R S ey Under Section 45 of the Planning Act

rsnowball@carling.ca R.S.0. 1990, c.P.13, as amended

OFFICE USE ONLY

Date Received: Complete Application [ves [No Application No.

Date Accepted: Applicable Fee Paid  [Jves [INo

1. Applicant / Agent Information

Name of Applicant / Agent

Address
City Province / State Postal / Zip Code
Home Phone No. Business Phone No. Email

2. Owner(s) Information
Name of Owner(s)

Catherine Mills Dailey

Darrell Dailey

Address
79 Ranch Road

City Brantford Province / State ON Postal / Zip Code N3T5M1

Home Phone No. 5187328597 Business Phone No. Email cathmd26@gmail.com

Please advise to whom all communication should be directed: [FlOwner OApplicant / Agent

3. Purpose and Type of Application

Minor Variance from Comprehensive O Permission to extend a legal non-conforming use
Zoning By-law

From what section of the Zoning By-law is relief being sought?
Sect 5.09 1a

What is the nature and extent of the relief being sought?
We are seeking a minor variance to reduce the front setback from 18.5m lo 16.2 m to accomdale a 6m x 9.2m addition to the existing cottage.

Why is it not possible to comply with the provisions of the Zoning By-law?

The exlension of the exisiting structure profile requires the reduction due to the angle of the exisitng cottage relative lo the shareline.

4. Location and Description of the Subject Land

Assessment Roll Number: 4936 - 00401003 Pt Lot54 Concession 12_Island No.
Registered Plan of Subdivision No. (if any) — Plan No. M- Lot No.
Reference Plan No. (if any) — Plan No. 42R-13958 Part No. 182 Parcel No. 7942826325
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Dimensions of Subject Property

Depth (metres) *-75m

5. Land Use and Zoning

What was the date of acquisition of the subject land? June 21 2019

Frontage (metres) */- 115m

Lot Area (hectares) -79 ha

What are the existing uses of the subject land? Seasonal Residential Single Family

How long have the existing uses been carried out on the subject land? Seasonal Residential Single Family

What are the proposed uses of the subject land? Seasonal Residential Single Family

What are the existing uses of abutting properties? Seasonal Residential Single Family

What is the current Official Plan designation of the subject land? Waterfront

What is the current zoning of the subject land? Waterfront Residential 1

6. Buildings and Structures (on or proposed for the subject land)

EXISTING -~ List alt existing buildings and structures

DISTANCE FROM LOT LINES (metres)

Building / Date of #of | Ground | Total . .
Structure Type |Construction Storeys / |Floor Area |Floor Areal Front Rear Side Side
Height (m?) (m?)
Cottage 1963 1 93 93 185 48 a3 64
Bunkle 1988 1 11.5 1.5 167 67 B.45 101
Garden Shed Unknown 1 89 89 80 35 3 n

Storage Garage

2020

15

7.5

70

72

PROPOSED - List all existing bulldings and structures

DISTANCE FROM LOT LINES (metres)

Building / Date of ioh gy owcund ol
9 . Storeys / | Floor Area [Floor Area1 Front Rear Side Side
Structure Type |Construction : B 2
Height (m?) (m?)

7. Service Information (check appropriate box)

Access

[ Provincial Highway [¥] Municipal road, maintained all year [J Municipal road, maintained seasonally

O Other public road

Right-of-way

[ water access (see below)

If access to the subject land is by private road, or if by “other public road” or “right-of-way”, indicate who
owns the land or road, who is responsible for its maintenance and whether it is maintained seasonally or

all year.

Right of way off of Alves Road is owned and maintained year round by Ken Lumgair
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If access to the subject land is by water, describe the parking and docking facilities and the approximate
distance of these facilities from the subject land and the nearest public road.

Water (check appropriate box)
[C] Privately owned and operated individual well [ Privately owned and operated communal well

Lake [ Other means

Sewage Disposal (check appropriate box)

Privately owned and operated individual septic system [ Privy

[ Privately owned and operated communal septic system [] Other means

. History

Has the owner previously applied to the Committee of Adjustment for relief in respect of the subject
property?

[ Yes [1INo If yes, please provide Application No., if known
Is the subject property the subject of an application for approval of a plan of subdivision or a consent?

O Yes [¥No If yes, please provide Application No., if known

Plans (to assist in the preparation of plans, please refer to the attached sample sketch)

Please include a site plan of the property drawn to an appropriate scale based on a true survey showing:

i) the boundaries and dimensions of the subject lands;

i) the location, size and type of all existing and proposed buildings and structures on the subject
land, indicating the distance of the buildings and structures from the front yard lot line, rear yard
lot line and the side yard lot lines;

iii) the approximate location of all natural and artificial features on the subject land and on land that
is adjacent to the subject land that, in the opinion of the applicant, may affect the application.
Examples include buildings, railways, roads, watercourses, drainage ditches, river or stream
banks, wetlands, wooded areas, wells and septic tanks;

iv) the current uses on land that is adjacent to the subject land;

v) the location, width and name of any roads within or abutting the subject land, indicating whether
it is an unopened road allowance, a public travelled road, a private road or a right-of-way;

vi) if access to the subject land is by water only, the location of the parking and docking facilities to
be used;

vii) the location and nature of any easement affecting the subject land.

Additional information, including architectural drawings and elevations, shall be furnished by the
applicant at the request of the Township.
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