
Minutes of 5/31 board meeting 

Attendees: George, Russell, Mark, Anna, Jaye 

Minutes 

- Approval of April minutes: proposal to add item showing approval of MetroEV as contractor for 
ZEVIP application.  Assuming success, they are our vendor.  If no approval of ZEVIP, we will 
change plans and/or contractors. 

- EV project – 58 checks received, 61 expected, great response.  Expect application for ZEVIP to go 
in June 10. 

- Sprinklers – one sprinkler may be behind a cabinet, and we are working to get access and get it 
replaced, Forbes will be working on this, no problems at this time. 

- BBQ – waiting for new BBQs in August.  Old BBQs are cleaned but maintenance is needed.  Anna 
trying to get contractor to come and do maintenance.  We will put 2 tables and chairs to support 
the BBQs. 

- Signs to prohibit smoking close to east side of building ordered. 
- Need update on dead tree removal – which ones, how much to replace, etc. 
- Need to check on insurance coverage for electric BBQs.  Board is in favour of electric BBQs 

assuming insurance is allowed, smoke is limited, and size of BBQ is limited (small).  Must go 
through bylaw change process. 

- Reopening: Rooftop reopen at step 2.  Gym can reopen at step 3 (assuming no negative issues 
before then).  Board to monitor situation. 

- Repainting of gym and lobby and corner guards approved by vote of board. 
- Accounts receivable show small amounts owing.  CI sends reminders to owners.  This is usually 

Honey Glass or Optimum or emergency work.  CI to deal with minus numbers – should money 
be refunded for overpayments? 

o Anna to bin the AR into small amounts with questionable rationale and larger amounts 
o Anna to address the issue of emergency 24/7 calls. 
o Mark to send list of what the board thinks is an emergency 

- Friendly reminder for water heater life. 
- Lots of problems with people rebooking heat pump maintenance or not being home.  Rebooking 

fee for rescheduling heat pump maintenance or not being home when maintenance scheduled.  
$50 fee will be charged for rescheduling within 24 hours of the original date. 

- If heat pump flush is required, then Optimum must contact property management before doing 
the work so it can be verified that a flush is needed.  Often a simple reset will fix the problem 
(turn the breaker on and off). 

- Heat pump flush charge was negotiated by Russell and Optimum seems to have forgotten.  Anna 
to ensure that they respect this price. 

- A valid heat pump flush will be paid by the corporation as it is caused by the common system. 
- Hydro vault quote needs more work to understand what is proposed, where, and why 



Provisional Board Presentation on 
Proposals for EV Infrastructure 
Improvements for the Merit OCSCC 947 
Opening thoughts and history 
An initial study was done by Envari, a local company, in 2018, for which we paid $2,000. We are 
fortunate here at the Merit to have quite adequate electric capacity, allowing each parking space its 
own charger, especially with power sharing. Other buildings built earlier often do not have such capacity 
and must either limit the number of chargers or spend a significant amount to have it brought in.  
 
A local electrical contractor, Broder Electric, was selected by Envari to be part of the Feasibility Study 
commissioned by the Board in 2018. Broder Electric is a contractor who has done Common Element 
work at the Merit (Load Bank modifications, for example). Broder’s portion of the work did not include 
any equipment related to the monitoring and billing portion of the project. We do not know if the prices 
we have for Broder’s portion include or not an Envari mark up.  
 
To provide the complete solution in addition to the Broder (for example) work, we contacted Priority for 
the Monitoring and Billing portion. It is essentially the same role they presently perform for the balance 
of Merit consumption, known generically as sub metering. 
 
While we worked initially only with Envari, there began to be difficulty keeping in contact. This led us to 
seek other estimates from companies in Toronto, those being MetroEV and EVdirect, both of which can 
provide a turnkey solution. They were both excellent in terms of clarity and punctuality of response.  
 
MetroEV offers “dumb” panels, “smart” chargers and included WIFI mesh throughout the garage, while 
EVdirect offers “smart” panels, “dumb” chargers and no WIFI mesh. We have quite recently heard from 
Envari, who offers a similar package to MetroEV, and the comparison of these offers will be discussed 
later.  

Major considerations taken by the committee.  
1. Anticipated interest:  

a. based on initial study: 48 (65%) units responded: 38 (79% of respondents) voted yes, 
representing 33 residents and 5 renters, 9 (19% of respondents) voted no, representing 
7 residents, 2 renters. There was one undecided, asking for more information. This has 
led us to ask for a quote for 80 EVCS (electric vehicle charging station); 20 per floor.  

b. We now have more information regarding costs and a new survey should be circulated 
soon, perhaps asking for a financial commitment, in order to firm up this number. This 
too is discussed later. 

c. Current state of the industry: Electric cars are becoming much more popular; the 
Government of Canada has set federal targets of Zero Emission Vehicles reaching 10% of 
light-duty vehicles sales by 2025, 30% by 2030 and 100% by 2040. 

2. Actual interest and how to inform:  



a. as indicated in 1b, a Q&A information sheet with a survey will help to more accurately 
determine interest in investing in an EVCS. This is provided in a separate document.  

b. We feel it is appropriate to have an effective marketing strategy in order to properly 
inform residents of this opportunity. I suspect the chosen supplier will be happy to help. 

3. Cost 
a. Cost for infrastructure. This can be considered a modification to the common element, 

and as a “Green Initiative” can be included in the Reserve Fund, according to Nancy 
Houle. To utilize the Reserve Fund, it would need to be updated in advance by the 
Building Engineer. Estimated cost is 80k for the 4 parking levels (this is a realistic cost 
based on the Metro EV proposal). If approved, this component would be covered by 
OCSCC 947 (50%) and the government ZEVIP program (50%). 

b. Cost for “the last mile”. We understand that this is the individual owner’s cost to bring 
the electrical feed to their own parking space and to buy and install the EVCS. Estimated 
cost, including the chargers is about $3k per charger.  If approved, owners who commit 
to this project would be asked to contribute $1500 for each charging station.  The ZEVIP 
program would cover up to the remaining 50% if our submission is successful. 

c. Overall hardware cost for project. It is important to factor in overall cost, i.e., 
infrastructure plus “last mile” plus ongoing costs. 

d. Ongoing cost. We have sought out solutions which charge individual users for their own 
electricity consumption, including billing and repayment of electricity costs back to 
OCSCC 947, with little or no effort for our corporation or management company. 20, the 
Driveway’s implementation of the system chose to minimize costs by performing the 
monitoring and billing in a simplistic fashion by the Board. 

e. Negotiations: at present, we have accepted proposals at face value so far. 
 

4. ZEVIP (Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Program) 
a. The federal program from NRCan (Natural Resources Canada) has been released as of 

March 23; it can pay up to 50% of costs, including “last mile”.  
b. There are 2 streams, one being a grant, which would be our goal. 
c. To receive the money, we would not be able to start the project before being accepted. 
d. While past programs have not reimbursed many situations such as ours, the program 

this year has more of a focus on “penetration”, so there is a greater chance of success.  
e. There is NO guarantee that our submission will be accepted. Proposals must be 

submitted by June 22, 2021; funding decisions by October 2021; We would have 30 
months to complete the project, not 18.  (Note: the time period was extended because 
of COVID-19.). Submissions are accepted in the order they are received. 

f. Once we have definitively decided on a supplier, they can help with the application. We 
also have Richard Hill helping us with this. 

g. ZEVIP requires a minimum of 20 chargers to be installed to be eligible. A suggestion is 
for those participating owners to place in escrow, 50% of their commitment. 

5. Limit of spending to <10% of annual budget, $766,324. If the infrastructure cost is over 
$76,632.40, we would need a 2/3 majority vote in favour.  

a. While only one supplier quoted for less than this limit (Envari) their “last mile” costs 
were considerably higher and would end up with a much higher overall cost. 

b. If we are successful with our ZEVIP application, the cost would be less, however before 
applying for ZEVIP, we need to have committed owners. While this seems like a 
chicken/egg dilemma, both Nancy and the committee feel the most predictable way to 
move forward is to have this commitment. 



6. Legal issues 
a. As stated above, if the OCSCC 947 will be doing the installation, all costs associated with 

the EVCS installation are considered common expenses of the corporation. Accordingly, 
all owners would be responsible for the infrastructure costs. This has been a confusing 
issue and we are still seeking clarification with the lawyer. 

b. It is possible to have those who want to install EVCS to share all costs and pay for 
themselves; this would be cumbersome both financially and legally and it would also 
preclude others from “joining in” later. Neither Nancy nor the committee thought this 
was an appropriate strategy. This could be used as an incentive to help some to vote for 
approval at this time, even if they are only intending to install an EVCS later. 

7. Approval “politics” 
a. We understand that there are units that have no parking spaces. This may cause 

difficulties with achieving a 2/3 majority for approval. 
b. There are more parking spaces than residential units. While there are some units which 

own multiple parking spaces, those who do not presently have a space may, in the 
future, opt to purchase a space from another unit with multiple spaces. This may be 
presented as an incentive for those units to vote in favour of approval. 

c. Incentivizing initial uptake with the possibility of receiving the ZEVIP grant may be 
helpful. There may be a motivator to commit, given that only those who are willing to 
make a $1,500 deposit will be eligible for the grant if it is successful.  

d. It would be extremely helpful to “market” this well. It is inevitable that electric vehicles 
are in our future and this feature will be important for maintaining the value of our 
property. 

8. “Buying local” vs Toronto 
a. While we attempted to find local suppliers, we did not want to be limited. Both EVdirect 

and MetroEV were more than willing to come to Ottawa. We asked MetroEV if they 
would consider using a local crew, but they prefer to use their own crew, including 
travel and lodging, due to the specialized nature of the installation.  

 

Excel chart of issues 
We have created a comparison of the various options regarding suppliers: see enclosed PDF 
“comparison chart.” 
 

Next steps 
1. Survey 
2. Final decision regarding supplier. All indications are favouring MetroEV as they have the most 

comprehensive and finally affordable offer. They have finished over 50 installations to date. 
3. ZEVIP Application  
4. Negotiation 



Provisional Board EV Committee 
Presentation – Addendum 
Legal advice 
We have heard back from Nancy and we have a clear recommendation regarding how to proceed 
legally: 

OCSCC 947 does the installation with MetroEV based on a successful application for the ZEVIP program; 
all costs associated with the EVCS installation are considered common expenses of the corporation. 
Accordingly, all owners would be responsible for the infrastructure costs. “Last mile” charges ($2,950 + 
HST), because they relate to individual use would be charged to those who choose. (Please note that 
only those who pay the recommended $1,700 deposit in trust before our ZEVIP application is submitted 
will be eligible to receive the grant. When and if the application is successful, we could proceed with the 
project and be reimbursed after submitting receipts.) 

A bylaw would ensure that future purchasers are aware of their responsibilities to maintain and repair 
these portions in the event of problems and providing them with exclusive use of the chargers at their 
parking spot. 

Legal costs for this option are predicted to be between $1,500 and $3,000. We have, of course already 
consulted with Nancy; I am not aware of the amount of these fees. Legal costs are considered ineligible 
under ZEVIP - so all legal costs associated with this project may need to be shared between the Board 
and individual owners.  

Recommendations from the committee regarding next steps for the 
board 
If the Board supports going forward with the project, it would be helpful to pass the following motion: 
OCSCC 947 chooses MetroEV as our contractor for the EV installation; the EV committee should prepare 
a ZEVIP application for a possible reimbursement of up to 50% of the costs. 

Someone from the Board should sign the ZEVIP application, either myself as a Director or Mark as 
President. 

Critical path for ZEVIP application  
Getting a response from owners on whether they will commit to fund a portion of this project is critical 
to the ZEVIP application.  I suggest we should be ready to send the survey out to owners on Friday after 
the Board meeting, or sooner, if we all agree. 

We have until June 22 to submit an ZEVIP application.  According to program management, the only 
advantage of submitting early is they would review the application to see if there is anything missing 
and then we can submit the additional documents before the deadline, otherwise our submission will be 
rejected!  I think we are still on track if we follow the critical path below: 



Critical Path 
1. Survey to owners on April 30 or sooner if we all agree, response deadline by May 7 
2.  Should we do a ZOOM call with Q and A?? - May 5 perhaps  
3.  Reminder sent May 5 or 6 to owners who have not responded. 
4. May 10 - Extend survey Deadline to May 14 if we have not received enough responses. 
5. Tabulate survey results- May 9 to 17 
6. Collection of Owners' financial commitment to be deposited in escrow or a segregated 

account by June 1 
7. Finalize and submit ZEVIP application - June 11 - 10 days before the deadline. 

 

There may be other things to work on - drafting Bylaw, if necessary, etc., however I believe that 
would only happen after a successful ZEVIP application. 

 



208 / 240VAC - 32A

Fleet Parking

Key Features Benefits

Stylish and Robust Case Design
Nema4 case with IK10 impact resistance

Fast and Easy Charging
Charges 4 times faster than a standard Level 1 charger

SAE J1772 Compliant
Modular design of power/safety control and network
interfaces per SAE J1772

3 Different Models
Basic, Smart & Intelligent charger versions available

Network Compatibility
Intelligent software module for easy adaption to your
back-office system (BOS)

Rapid and easy interface to your charging network

High quality assurance

Flexible ID and UI of your choice

Fast time to market

Reduced equipment development cost

Best Partner in Opto-Electronic, Eco-Friendly and Intelligent Technologies

Residential Commercial Fleet Parking

Applications



Specification
Specifications are subject to change without notice.

Dimension Details

Copyright © All rights are reserved by LITE-ON TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION
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LITE-ON TECHNOLOGY CORP.

US office

Visit us

www.liteon.com

+886-2-2222-6181 ext.5408

+886-2-2226-3559

CES@liteon.com

5F, No.90, Chien 1 Road, Chung Ho,

New Taipei City 23585, Taiwan, R.O.C

203-445-1129

57 Bunker Hill Drive, Trumbull, CT 06611

For more product information and sales inquiries :

Model/PN
Application

Voltage (Vac)

Frequency (Hz)

Current (rms)

Charging Connector

Charging Cable Length

Metering Accuracy

Real Time Clock

4G

RFID

Display

Data Protocol

Indications

Operation Temp.

Mounting Type

Installation Type

IP Performance

Residential

N/A

208 / 240 Vac ± 10%, 1-phase

60 Hz ± 10%

32A

Embedded, ± 3%

LED x1 with multiple colors (RGB)
     STEADY GREEN - standby‧SLOW FLASH GREEN - EV connected‧FAST FLASH GREEN - authenticating

     SLOW FLASH BLUE - charging

     SLOW FLASH RED - recoverable fault‧STEADY RED - unrecoverable fault

SAE J1772 Type 1

-30 °C ~ 50 °C / -22 °F ~ 122 °F

Storage Temp. -40 °C ~ 70 °C / -40 °F ~ 158 °F

Commercial

25 ft. (18 ft. optional)

Basic/EX-1762-2A30 Smart/EX-1762-1A30 Intelligent/EX-1762-1A31

N/A Yes (min. 7 days)

Wi-Fi N/A

NEMA 6-50 Hardwired

802.11 b/g/n

N/A LTE Cat.1 (AT&T or Verizon)

N/A Dot-matrix (2 lines)

N/A ISO 14443 A/B‧ISO 15693 

Wall (default) / Pole

NEMA 4

Impact Resistance IK10

Dimension  (H x W x D, inch) 11.14 x 7.56 x 3.11

N/A YesWeb Portal Management

YesConsole Management

N/A OCPP 1.6J (OCPP 1.5J optional)

Certification UL 2231/2594‧FCC Part 15B

V 2.0



General Comparison of Approaches to EV Charging
General Cost Comparison of Approaches

Taxes not included to be confirmed

Approach Company (s) Capital Cost ($) Monthly Cost ($)
Charger Cost incl 

Installation Advantages Disadvantages

3rd Party Metering Priority 35,000 3 3000 lower cost chargers possibly no load sharing 
Electrical Contractor 55 575 charger independent maybe smart chargers load share?
(Broder,for example) known suppliers
for Power Distribtion)  ---------- minimum monthly fee

90,575

Smart Charger 1. Metrosphere 24% of consumption (8.50*) 2950 lower captal cost only MetroEV's smart charger
Power Distribution 77,025 load sharing 
potential price 101,700 includes WiFi network

2. Envari /Broder for 
Power Distribution 55,575 12.50 + 15% of consumption (5) 5,085 local supplier only FLO smart charger

includes Gateway

Smart Breaker Panels EV Direct
Power Distribution 64,000 10 1550 charger independent chargers from 150 to 995 quoted
Monitor Panels 52,000 995

 -------  ------
116,000 *assume $35 consumption 2545

*assume about 1500km/mo



Electric Vehicle Infrastructure  
 

Please find the enclosed information package and reply to the 
questionnaire at the end.  

Questions and Answers regarding EV Charging Infrastructure for The 
Merit 
The Board and EV Committee is in the process of estimating the cost to modify the Electrical System of 
the Merit to make it ready for Electric Vehicle Charging Stations at parking stalls when Owners decide to 
purchase this functionality. To provide Owners with more information on this matter, the following note 
has been prepared in the form of Questions and Answers. Estimates at this time should be considered 
preliminary, as we continue to gather information.   

1. Electric Vehicles (EV) available 
 The following websites provide current fully electric and hybrid models available in Canada. 

The first is from the CAA website and the second is from Plug’n Drive, which is a non-profit 
organization committed to accelerating the adoption of electric vehicles in order to 
maximize their environmental and economic benefits.  

 hybrid or full electric; driving range are indicated  
 All brands are shown  
 https://www.caa.ca/electric-vehicles/hybrid-electric-vehicles-available-in-canada/  
 https://www.plugndrive.ca/electric-cars-available-in-canada/ 

 

2. EV Charging Classifications 
 Level 1 (not recommended for Multiple Urban Residence Buildings (MURBs) such as the 

Merit)  
o All electric vehicles come standard with a cord-set that plugs into a regular wall 

socket. This is the slowest speed of charging, but ensures that no matter where you 
are, you can always recharge. Be careful though, not all wall sockets are designed 
for long-term EV charging—make sure to consult an electrical contractor if you are 
hoping to use an outlet for regular charging 

o  Using a 110/120 volt outlet, which is a regular three-prong household socket.  
o It can charge 200 kilometres (124 miles) in 20 hours.  
o 1 hour of charge gives ~8 km of range  

 Level 2 (this is the recommended and proposed level of charger for MURBs)  
o The most common level of charging. Level 2 stations have similar electrical 

requirements to a stove or clothes dryer. Most EV drivers install a Level 2 station at 
home and many businesses install them for employees and/or customers. A Level 2 
station will fully charge your EV overnight. All EVs sold in North America, (with the 
exception of Tesla), use the same charging standard (called J1772). That means that 
any car can use most stations across Canada and the United States. Tesla has a 



Electric Vehicle Infrastructure  
unique Level 2 standard that only Tesla cars can use. However, Tesla products come 
with a J1772 adapter  

o Using a 220/240 volt electric vehicle charging station outlet, most electric vehicle 
models will fully charge in 5-10 hours. For every electric vehicle or plug-in hybrid, 
the use of a level 2 home charging station is recommended to help you charge faster 
and enjoy your EV’s full potential. It is planned to have individual charging stations 
in each owner’s parking bay  

o A level 2 charger allows you to charge your electric car 5 to 7 times faster for a full 
electric car or up to 3 times faster for a plug-in hybrid compared to a level 1 charger  

o 1 hour of charge gives ~30 km of range  
 Level 3 (not recommended for MURBs)  

o Fast chargers, typically 400 volts, will charge your car’s battery from empty to 80% 
in 30- 45 minutes. These chargers can be found along major highways and travel 
routes throughout Canada. They are not recommended for home use. 

 

3. Status of The Merit Electrical System for EV Charging 
 A feasibility Study was commissioned by Board in mid 2018 with a report issued in May 

2019. At the 2019 AGM, the Board established the EV Infrastructure Charging Committee to 
investigate the topic further. The main conclusions at this point are: 

o The Hydro Service Entrance Equipment presently has adequate excess capacity to 
allow for Level 2 Chargers for Owners.  

o All other equipment /wiring would have to be added 

 

4. Description of Electrical Changes Required for EV Charging 
 The equipment necessary to implement EV Charging would be a combination of Common 

Element property plus the actual vehicle charging station adjacent to the vehicle. Within the 
Merit Electrical Control Room at the ground floor, a new Subservice panel would feed power 
to the EV Charging Network. New electrical cables would be installed down through the four 
levels of the Parking Garage, each terminating on a centrally located Distribution Panel. The 
common equipment necessary to meter and charge for consumption would be included. 
Individual Charging Stations adjacent to the vehicles would only be installed at the time at 
which an Owner decides to purchase one.  
 

5. Preliminary Costing of Proposed EV Charging Infrastructure 
 Cost Estimate of Common Element Equipment and Installation: about $90,000 
 Optional Estimated Costs to Individual Owners (only when EV Charging is needed) 

o Charging Station: $3,000, including for the initial charging stations which includes 
the last 100’ of wiring and certified installation costs  

o Monthly Metering Administration Fee: 24% of electricity used 
o To help compare,  

 the cost of gas to travel 100km in a car that has an efficiency of 9l/100km, 
with gas costing $1.20 would be $10.80; 



Electric Vehicle Infrastructure  
 the cost of electricity to travel 100km with a rate of $1.41/hour (including 

admin of 24%), 30 km of range/hour charged, would be $4.70 

 

6. Potential Government Funding Support 
 From time to time Governments at various levels create programs to encourage energy 

efficiency and alternate fuels. An example applicable to the Merit project is the Federal 
Government Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Program (ZEVIP). This program would 
provide 50% funding of Material and Labour Costs for the common infrastructure. This 
program also will cover charging equipment / installation, if purchased at the same time as 
the common infrastructure. The funding for new installations and completion must be 
within 18 months. NRCAN has offered a funding sequence (Launch March 2021; Submission 
Deadline June 22, 2021) and a third funding sequence (Launch March 2022; Submission 
Deadline July 2022). 

 

7. Timing of Merit Project 
 Implementation timing will depend on factors including interest level from Merit Residents 

and Board Budgetary priorities. Temporary Government incentive programs can potentially 
significantly reduce the project costs and would be considered. 

 

8. Additional Questions 
 Will there be Charging Stations in the Visitors Parking? Not anticipated  
 Is this a phased approach? Yes. The infrastructure would be installed to be ready and 

available for the time when a future Owner decides to purchase the Charging Station.  
 Do All Owners have to chose the same Charging Station? Yes. Quality control of equipment; 

compatibility for consumption charging; safety for the Common Element. 
 Will all Owners pay when EV’s are being charged? No. Consumption is only charged to the 

individual user. The equipment at the individual parking space is paid for by the Owner. Only 
the Infrastructure is a common expense, like the elevators or rooftop terrace. 

 Is it unusual for Condominiums to retrofit their electrical system to provide for EV Charging? 
No. This is occurring in Ottawa - a nearby example is 20 Driveway.  

 Electric cars are becoming much more popular; the Government of Canada has set federal 
targets of Zero Emission Vehicles reaching 10% of light-duty vehicles sales by 2025, 30% by 
2030 and 100% by 2040.  

 From a recent Globe & Mail article  
o "Vancouver and 13 nearby cities, including North Vancouver, Burnaby, Richmond 

and New Westminster, require that all newly-built residential buildings have a 240-
volt outlet in every parking space.” 

o “In new residential buildings in Toronto, 20 per cent of parking spaces must have 
240-volt outlets. The rest must have wiring roughed-in.” 

Based on the information above, please fill out the following questionnaire on the next page… 



Electric Vehicle Infrastructure  
 

NAME  __________________________________________________________________  

ADDRESS   _______________________________________________________________  

UNIT#   __________________________________________________________________ 

PARKING LEVEL  ___________________________________________________________ 

PARKING SPOT   _____________________________________________________________ 

  

1. WHEN ARE YOU PLANNING ON BUYING A HYBRID-ELECTRIC OR ELECTRIC VEHICLE?  

□ CURRENTLY OWN HYBRID/ELECTRIC 

□ 0 - 12 MONTHS 

□ 1-3 YEARS 

□ NOT CONSIDERING 

2. WHAT’S HOLDING YOU BACK FROM DRIVING HYBRID-ELECTRIC OR ELECTRIC?   

□ LACK OF CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE 

□ RANGE ANXIETY   

□ PRICE 

□ OTHER_______________________________________________________________ 

3. WOULD YOU SUPPORT THE MERIT INSTALLING A MULTI-USER EV SYSTEM, IF THE COST WAS SHARED 
BY THE USERS? 

□ YES 

□ NO 

□ UNDECIDED 

4. WOULD YOU CONSIDER INVESTING $1,500.00 TO SECURE OWNERSHIP IN A MULTI-USER EV SYSTEM 
WITH A LIMITED QUANTITY OF SPACES, POTENTIALLY INCREASING YOUR PROPERTY VALUE? 

□ YES 

□ NO 

□ MAYBE  

 

 


