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enough to confidently and safely get two vehicles past the parked vehicles. We are proposing 
that the main entrance be on Southlands Boulevard which is a much wider road. The similar 
development on the next block does have its entrance on Southlands Boulevard so it makes 
sense and is much safer to have both entrances on the wider road. 

REASONS FOR THE DECISION 

The Board reviewed all the evidence and arguments, written and oral, submitted by the parties 
and focused on key evidence and arguments. 

In making this decision, the Board considered the MGA, the Land Use Bylaw, and the oral and 
written submissions provided by the Development Authority, the Appellant, the Applicant and 
those who spoke at the Hearing. 

• Impact on adjacent properties. The Board considered s. 687 (3)(d) of the Municipal
Government Act which states a board may make an order or decision or issue or confirm the
issue of a development permit if, in its opinion, the proposed development would not
materially interfere with or affect the use, enjoyment or value of neighbouring parcels of land,
and the proposed development conforms with the use prescribed for that land or building in
the land use bylaw.

• The Board acknowledges the concerns of the appellant and others heard from at the hearing
with respect to traffic and parking concerns, The Board has no authority to make the changes
the appellant is seeking on these issues, but we suggest that Municipal Works seek to work
with community to alleviate these concerns as per their mandate.

• The Board is satisfied that the applicant has met all the requirements of the Land Use
Bylaw, with the exception of the density variance which is well below the maximum
permitted. The variance reduces the minimum density required and therefore, any
corresponding traffic issues that the development may create. It is recognized that were it
not for this reduction in density, this development application would not have been
appealable.

• The Board is satisfied that that providing 4.16 off-street parking spaces per residential unit
is very generous and will not have a negative impact on parking in the area.

Dated this 23rd day of October, 2023 
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