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To the Part I Committee 
 
 
Subject No.  3190  Chair:  R.E. Edwards   Date:  January 24, 2005 
 
Title:  Easement for Services, Notes to Tables 2 and 4 
 
Submitted by:  A.Z. Tsisserev of The City of Vancouver on August 9,  2004. 
 
Proposal:  To amend the first sentence of two respective notes on T2 and T4 to read as follows:  
 
"For 3-wire 120/240 V and 120/208 V services for single dwellings or residential feeders 
supplying single units in apartment buildings or row-housing, the allowable ampacity.....". 
 
Reasons for Request: 
Practice has demonstrated that the wording "residential services or subservices" used in these 
notes appear to be confusing, as in accordance with provisions of Rules 8-200 and 8-202 not all 
conductors supplying residential services and subservices could be allowed relaxation of the 
ampacity as provided in notes on T2 and T4. 

For instance, relaxation allowed by Notes on T2 and T4 to use 185 A rated conductors for 200 A 
services is intended only for a single dwelling where a service ampacity is calculated in 
accordance with Rule 8-200(1). 

Use of calculations presented in Rule 8-200(2) is not applicable in this case, as this Rule is 
written for a service (single set of consumer's service conductors terminated in a single service 
box) supplying two or more dwelling units of  row housing. ) two meters are installed upstream 
of two separate 100 A service boxes.  

Use of these Notes is also appropriate for selecting the ampacity of residential feeders supplying 
single units in an apartment building as provided for in Rule 8-202(1). 

Thus, the proposed amendment will clarify the intent of these relaxations and will allow the code 
users to apply these Notes consistently. 
 
Chair’s Comments:  The proposer has put forward a clarification of the wording which presently 
appears below Tables 2 and 4. The proposal removes expressions such as "sub-service", which 
may be considered out of date. The members should judge whether the proposal improves the 
description of intent, as far as the application of the "eased" ampacities are concerned. 
 
 
 



Subcommittee Deliberations 
There were nine affirmative responses, one with comment, and no negative responses. The 
comment received suggested a rewording which has the support of the submitter as follows:- 
 
(Reworded proposal from the submitter) 
“For 3-wire 120/240v and 120/208 v service conductors for single dwellings, or for feeder 
conductors supplying single dwelling units of row housing of apartment and similar buildings, 
and sized in accordance with Rules 8-200(1), 8-200(2) and 8-202(1), the allowable ampacity …” 
 
Subcommittee Recommendation: 
Given that the submission received no negative ballots, and there are time constraints on 
processing reworded proposals which could delay its passage through this code cycle,  the 
technical sense of the subcommittee position is as indicated in the preceding paragraph, and this 
version of the proposal should proceed to Part I ballot. Members of the subcommittee who are in 
disagreement with this course of action are free to state their objections, in recognition that this 
might lead to a re-evaluation of the process decision. 
 


