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defective in that, in addition to being based on paragraph 125(1)(q) of the Code, it lacked 
the required regulatory supporting provision where the provision invoked, section 10.23 
of the COSHR, explicitly excluded the transportation or handling of dangerous goods 
from the application of COSHR, as discussed above. Second, since the purpose sought by 
the HSO was achieved through the freely given and acted upon AVC subscribed by the 
appellant, a fact recognized by HSO Tavares-Porto, there is no longer a need for 
intervention in this regard by the undersigned through the issuance of a new, or the 
varying of the existing direction.  
 
Decision 
 
[16] Therefore, considering all of the above, the appeal by Rosedale Transport Limited 
is granted and the direction issued by HSO Tavares-Porto to the appellant on July 22, 
2011, is rescinded. 
 
 
 
Jean-Pierre Aubre 
Appeals Officer 


