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Owner(s):  Maria Kim Mikyung Moon and Stephen Dongil Moon 
Address:  3240 Palmer Dr. Burlington 
File No. A-005/26 
Ward: 4 
 

 

Staff Comments: 
 
Committee of Adjustment  
 
There are no previous land division or minor variance applications on record for this 
property. 
 
 
Date: January 22, 2026  Prepared By:  Erin Shacklette  
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Zoning  
 
The subject property is zoned R 3.2, Low Density Residential, under Zoning By-Law 
2020, as amended. The R3.2 zone requires, among other things, the following: 

4.1 LOT WIDTH, AREA, YARDS 
 
Table 2.4.1 

Zone Lot Width Lot Area Front 
Yard 

Rear Yard Side Yard Street 
Side Yard 

R3 ZONES 
R3.2 15 m 425 m2 6 m 9 m (c) (b) 4.5 m 

 
Footnotes to Table 2.4.1 

 
b) With attached garage or carport: 

(i) One or one and a half storey side: 1.2 m 
(ii) Two or more storey side:  1.8 m 

 
 
2.2  ACCESSORY BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES AND UNITARY EQUIPMENT 
 
2.2.1  

 
(a)  Regulations for Accessory Structures: 

 
(i) Not permitted in required front, side, street side yards. 

 
(ii) Permitted in a rear yard subject to the following: 

• Setback from a rear lot line:     90 cm 

• Setback from a side lot line:     90 cm 

• Setback from a street side yard     7.5 m 

• Maximum area       42 m2 

• Maximum height       3.7 m 

• Maximum roof overhang encroachment from a post  0.5 m 
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2.3 PATIOS, DECKS, BALCONIES, AND PORCHES – RESIDENTIAL 
Table 1.2.1 

 
 
Footnotes to Table 1.2.1 
 

(a)  Total combined area of all platforms over 1.2 m high (excluding stairs) 
 

(b)  Where a side lot line extends from a common wall dividing attached dwelling 
units the setback shall not apply. 

 
(c)  Coverage means the surface area of a yard which may be covered by decks. 

 

Proposal: 

The applicant is proposing the construction of a second storey addition over the 
attached garage of an existing two storey dwelling.  The applicant is also proposing 
to legalize an existing 17.40 m2 accessory structure built without approvals and an 
existing 30.21m2 deck over 1.2 m high built without approvals. 
 
Variances required: 
 

1. To permit a north-east side yard of 1.2m instead of the minimum permitted 
1.8m for a proposed second storey addition.  
 

2. To permit a roof overhang encroachment of 0.6m instead of the maximum 
permitted 0.5m for an existing 17.40m2 accessory structure. 
 

3. To permit a south-west side yard of 2.68m instead of the permitted 3m for a 
deck over 1.2m high and greater than 15m2. 

Regulations for Decks associated with Detached, Semi-Detached, Duplex, Triplex, 
Fourplex, and Street Townhouse Dwelling Units 

Regulation 
Deck Requirements 

Over 60 cm to 
1.2 m High 

Over 1.2 m High 
Up to 15 m2 Over 15 m2 

Maximum Deck Area (a) no maximum 15 m2 30 m2 
Permitted in a Front Yard no no no 
Permitted in a Rear Yard yes yes yes 
Permitted in a Side Yard yes yes yes 
Setback from a Street Line 3 m 4.5 m 6 m 
Setback from a Rear Lot Line 1.8 m 4.5 m 6 m 
Setback from a Side Lot Line  1.2 m (b) 1.8 m (b) 3 m 
Maximum coverage (c) 50% of the yard area in which decks are located 
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4. To permit a maximum deck area of 30.5 m2 instead of the maximum 30m2  for 

a deck over 1.2m high and greater than 15m2. 
 
 
Condition: 
 

1. The applicant shall apply for a Pre-Building Approval application.  
 
 
Notes:  
 

1. Burlington Hydro Approval is required. 
 

2. Variances have been identified based on the plans submitted for zoning 
review. If additional variances are identified when a Pre-Building Approval is 
made, they will be the responsibility of the applicant to obtain.  
 

3. The zoning review is based on the portion of the site affected by the proposed 
development only. 
 

4. The variances are being reviewed under Section 45(1) of the Planning Act.  
 
 
Date: March 2, 2026  Prepared By:  Chase Kelly   
 
Site Planning 
 
Site Characteristics 
Lot Frontage (m) 15.24 m 
Lot Area (m²) 464.52 m2 
Existing Land Uses  
(ex. buildings, structures, driveways, fences, etc…) 

Two storey detached dwelling with existing 
single-storey attached garage  

Site Grading 
(ex. Flat and level, significant grade differences)  

Flat and level with grades dropping 
towards the rear 

Notable Site Features  n/a 
Surrounding Land Uses 
(ex. Adjacent building relationships, natural 
features, notable adjacencies) 

Low-density residential  
Rear of property backs onto school yard of 
Canadian Martyrs Catholic Elementary 
School and Brittany Park 

Nearest Major Intersection Upper Middle Road and Headon Road 
Neighbourhood Boundaries*  
 
*Based on OP, 1997 residential neighbourhood 
definition 

North: Upper Middle Road 
East: Walker’s Line  
South: Mainway 
West: Guelph Line 
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Neighbourhood Characteristics: 
 
• The prevailing built form consists of one, one-and-a-half-storey and two-storey 

detached dwellings with some semi-detached and townhouse dwellings also present 
in the near vicinity to the north 

• Building massing is generally modest with variation in architectural character, a mix 
of roof styles and exterior finishes predominantly in stone, brick and siding 

• Lots are generally rectangular and uniform in size, contributing to a consistent 
pattern of development and front yard alignment along the road. 

• The streetscape has a mature residential character defined by an established tree 
canopy, lawn areas and landscaped front yards forming a continuous buffer between 
the street and dwellings 

 
A site visit was conducted on March 27th, 2026 and existing on-site conditions are 
summarized in site photos included in Attachment No. 1 (Site Photos).     
 
1) City of Burlington Official Plan:  
 
Do the proposed minor variances from the zoning by-law maintain the general 
intent and purpose of the Official Plan? 
 
Yes 
 
Regional Official Plan (2022): 
 
The proposal meets the general intent and purpose of the Regional Official Plan, 2022 
(ROP, 2022) for the following reasons: 
 
• Section 76 of the ROP indicates that the range of permitted uses and the creation of 

new lots within the Urban Area shall be in accordance with Local Official Plans and 
Zoning By-laws. Given that detached dwellings are permitted by the City’s Zoning 
By-law, staff are of the opinion that the requested variances meet the general intent 
and purpose of the ROP. 

 
Regional Staff have also reviewed this application and have no objections to the Minor 
Variance application. 
 
Official Plan, 1997 & 2020 
 
Parts of Burlington Official Plan, 2020 (BOP, 2020) are not in-force due to ongoing 
Ontario Land Tribunal Appeals, so applications are reviewed against a combination of 
in-force policies under BOP, 2020 and the older Burlington Official Plan 1997 (BOP, 
1997). 
 
The proposal meets the general intent and purpose of the Official Plan for the following 
reasons: 



 Page 6  
COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT 

MINOR VARIANCE  
STAFF REPORTS 

 
 
• The site is designated ‘Low-Rise Neighbourhoods I’ according to Schedule ‘C’ (Land 

Use - Urban Area) of the BOP, 2020, as amended, which consists of low-rise, 
ground-oriented dwellings and encourages additions to existing single-detached 
dwellings, where compatible. 
 

• Whereas Part 8, Section 8.3.1 a) states that one of the General Objectives is “to 
encourage new residential development and residential intensification within the 
Residential Neighbourhood Area in accordance with Provincial, Regional and City 
growth management objectives, while…also ensuring that new development 
achieves compatibility and integration within existing residential neighbourhoods.” 
o The proposed second storey addition over the existing attached garage is a 

minor form of intensification and is well integrated both into the existing dwelling 
as well as low-rise neighbourhood overall 
 

• Whereas compatible is defined as “Development or re-development that is capable 
of co-existing in harmony with, and that will not have an undue physical (including 
form) or functional adverse impact on, existing or proposed development in the area 
or pose an unacceptable risk to environmental and/or human health”, which is 
evaluated in accordance with measurable/objective standards, the planner notes the 
following: 
o The design will preserve the existing architectural style of the dwelling and 

maintain visual continuity by incorporating matching finishes, roofline and height 
o There is no physical change to the side yard setback. In its current form, the 

existing single storey garage is set 1.2 metres from the side lot line. The second 
storey addition will be constructed immediately above and will not result in any 
disturbances to access, grading or drainage patterns. 

o The rear yard deck and pergola are consistent with the existing rhythm of private 
amenity space along Palmer Drive and do generate any adverse effects related 
to shadowing, noise or overlook. 

o The proposed variances result in a very minor change and support the ongoing 
pattern of gradual residential reinvestment. 

 
2) City of Burlington Zoning By-law 2020:  
 
Do the proposed minor variances from the zoning by-law maintain the general 
intent and purpose of the Zoning By-law? 
 
Yes – Variance No. 1 (Side Yard) 
 
Under this application, the subject property is zoned R3.2, or Low Density Residential, 
under Zoning By-law 2020, as amended. For a detached dwelling with an attached 
garage, the bylaw requires a minimum yard of 1.2 metres on the single-storey side and 
1.8 metres on the side with two or more storeys. This provision is intended to ensure 
consistent spacing between buildings and maintain adequate separation for access, 
drainage as well as privacy. Despite the fact that the footprint of the dwelling remains 
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unchanged, the addition of the second storey over the existing attached garage triggers 
the requirement for an additional 0.6 metre setback. The proposed minor variance to 
permit a north-east side yard of 1.2 metres instead of the minimum required 1.8 m is 
consistent with the general intent and purpose of this provision for the following 
reasons: 
 
• At grade, the side yard continues to provide functional access and ease of 

maintenance without altering existing surfaces or drainage patterns 
 

• The second storey addition does not introduce any new windows or openings in the 
side wall that may pose concerns related to spatial separation, overlook or privacy. 

 

• Staff are of the opinion that the proposed 1.2 metre setback is compatible with the 
existing built form and will not result in any new adverse impacts 

 

• The requested variance maintains the intent of the zoning by-law by ensuring that 
the lot continues to accommodate appropriate side yard access and separation in 
keeping with the character of the surrounding area 

 
Yes – Variance No. 2 (Accessory Structure) 
 
The general intent and purpose of regulating overhangs under Burlington Zoning By-law 
2020 is to ensure that they do not encroach onto adjacent properties, compromise 
building separation nor create any negative functional impacts, related to water runoff 
for instance. The proposed minor variance to permit a roof overhang of 0.6 metres 
instead of the maximum permitted 0.5 metres, measured from the post, is consistent 
with the general intent and purpose of this provision for the following reasons: 
 
• The existing rear yard accessory structure is positioned at a significant distance from 

the abutting properties and is intended to provide a partially shaded outdoor living 
space as well as support for an established wisteria, or vining plant with cascading 
flowers 
 

• The pergola structure is comprised of wood beams and rafters supported by posts. 
Since the open-air design does not necessitate gutters or downspouts to redirect 
water, no impacts to stormwater management have been identified by engineering 
staff 

 
• The setbacks to the side lot lines (3.92 and 8.08 metres on the north-east side) 

provide sufficient separation between buildings and ensure that the enlarged 
overhangs do not encroach into adjacent properties nor create a fire hazard 
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• Staff are of the opinion that the minor variance represents a minor increase to an 

overhang associated with an open-air roof structure which does not create any 
adverse impacts nor undermine the intent of the zoning provisions. 

Yes – Variances No. 3 & 4 (Deck Area and Setback) 
 
For decks which are over 15 m2 in size and 1.2 metres in height, the Zoning By-law 
permits a maximum rear deck area of 30.0 m2 and requires a minimum setback of 3 
metres from the side lot line. The intent of these regulations is to limit overlook, manage 
massing in rear yards and preserve green space and privacy for neighbouring 
properties. The proposed variance meets the general intent and purpose of this 
regulation for the following reasons: 
 

• The edge of existing deck is aligned with the rear walls of neighbouring homes at 
3238 or 3242 Palmer Drive and does not protrude significantly into the rear yard, 
helping limit the extent of overlook. 
 

• A section of the fence dividing 3240 from 3242 Palmer Drive was built to a taller 
height than the remainder of the fence, which helps to mitigate overlook from the 
deck. 
 

• The rear yard of 3238 Palmer Drive is at a higher elevation than the subject 
property, helping mitigate overlook. 

 
3) Desirability:  
 
Are the proposed minor variances from the Zoning By-law desirable for the 
appropriate development or use of the land, building or structure? 
 
Yes 
 
The proposed minor variances are desirable for the appropriate development and use of 
the building for the following reasons:  
 
• The variance application facilitates a second-storey addition to an existing detached 

dwelling in a manner that is compatible with the surrounding physical character of 
the neighbourhood and represents a minor form of intensification which is consistent 
with the vision of the official plan  
 

• The variances related to the existing accessory structure and deck enhance the 
usability of the amenity areas in the rear yard without compromising open space or 
landscape quality 
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• Overall, the proposal does not introduce significant massing or shadowing impacts, 

maintains appropriate spatial relationships with abutting properties and integrates 
well with the streetscape along Palmer Drive  
 

4) Minor in Nature:  
 
Are the proposed minor variances from the Zoning By-law considered minor in 
nature? 
 
Yes   
 
The proposed minor variances are minor in nature for the following reasons: 
 
• The reduced side yard setback does not introduce tangible adverse impacts as the 

second-storey addition is within the existing building footprint, contains no windows 
facing the abutting property and maintains an adequate separation to the single-
storey garage on the adjacent lot 
 

• The overhang of the pergola structure is not encroaching into any minimum side 
yards and does not introduce any concerns related to fire safety or water runoff  

 

• The two variances related to the raised deck are very minor in numerical value and 
do not result in overlook or significant impacts to privacy for the neighbouring lots 

 

• Development Engineering and Urban Forestry and Landscaping staff have reviewed 
the application and have no objections  

 
Cumulative Effects of Multiple Variances and Other Planning Matters: 
 
The cumulative effect of the proposed variances is minor and staff are supportive for the 
following reasons: 
 
• The variances have been assessed both individually and collectively, and staff are 

satisfied that the cumulative effect is minor and appropriate in the context of the 
site’s physical characteristics and the surrounding neighbourhood 
 

• The variances do not result in overdevelopment on the lot, nor do they create 
adverse impacts on adjacent properties or the public realm 

 

• In staff’s opinion, the cumulative impact of the requested variances remains minor in 
nature and facilities a modest, context-sensitive residential infill project that meets 
the four tests under Section 45(1) of the Planning Act.  
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Recommendation: 
 
Staff has reviewed the proposed variances in accordance with the Planning Act, the 
policies of the Official Plan and the requirements of the Zoning By-law and has no 
objection. 
 
Date: March 30, 2026  Prepared By: Magda Rusin-Hynek 
 
Report Schedules & Attachments: 

Attachment No. 1 (Site Photos) 

  
Front view of the subject property Front view of the subject property 

  
Existing garage and side yard at abutting property 
on easterly side (3242 Palmer Drive) 

Side yard at abutting property on westerly side 
(3238 Palmer Drive) 

  
Existing garage (and location of proposed addition View directly out the front yard of the subject 
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immediately above) property 

  
Rear yard of subject property, including existing 
deck and location of proposed addition (over 
single storey component)  

View towards neighbouring property at 3242 
Palmer Drive 

  

View toward neighbouring property at 3242 
Palmer Drive 

View toward Brittany Park at rear 

  
View toward Canadian Martyrs Catholic 
Elementary School at rear 

Existing accessory structure 
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Existing deck and accessory structure looking 
toward neighbouring property at 3238 Palmer 
Drive 

Nearby dwelling at 3245 Palmer Drive 

  
Nearby dwelling at 3244 Palmer Drive Nearby dwelling at 3263 Palmer Drive 

  

Nearby dwelling at 3256 Palmer Drive Nearby semi-detached dwellings at 1449 and 
1451 Epping Road 
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Nearby semi-detached dwellings at 1565 and 
1567 Newlands Crescent 

Nearby townhouse dwellings at 1546-1594 
Newlands Crescent 

 
Technical Reviewer Comments: 
 
Development Engineering 
 
Development Engineering has reviewed the proposed minor variances and has no 
objection to the variance(s) requested. Revisions to the plans may be required through 
the Grading and Drainage Clearance Certificate process. 
 
Date: March 6th 2026  Prepared By:  Robert Bardaloo  
 
Forestry  
 
Forestry has reviewed the application and has no objection to the proposed minor 
variance(s) and provides the following advisory comment(s) to the applicant: 
 
Advisory Comment: 

1. A tree permit will be required for any and all work around regulated trees in 
accordance with the City’s Public and Private Tree By-laws. 

 
 
Date: March 4, 2026  Prepared By:  J. Lee  
 
Building 
 

1. A Building Permit is required for all building construction; 
 

2. Permit application drawings are to be prepared by a qualified designer as per 
Div. C., Section 3.2 - Qualifications of Designers and OBC 2024. 

 
Date: Mar. 16, 2026  Prepared By:  A. Kuzmichuk  
 
 
Transportation Planning  
 
Deemed Road Width Analysis  
 
Palmer Drive is under the authority of the City of Burlington, and the deemed right-of-
way width is 20 metres. The right of-way adjacent to the subject site is approximately 20 
metres therefore no additional lands are required. 
 
Date: January 27, 2026   Prepared By: Thalia Thompson   
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Transportation Planning have no comments because the application has no impact on 
parking, the driveway, or the adjacent street. 
 
Date: March 5, 2026  Prepared By:  Thalia Thompson  
 
Finance 
 
Notice regarding Development Charges:  
The owner, its successors and assigns, are hereby notified that City Development 
Charges may be payable in accordance with the applicable By-law 72-2004, as may be 
amended, upon issuance of a building permit, at the rate in effect on the date issued.  
For further information, the owner is advised to contact the City Building Department 
(905) 335-7731. 
 
Tax 
All property taxes including penalty and interest must be paid.  This includes all 
outstanding balances plus current year taxes that have been billed but are not yet due.  
Local improvements must be commuted. 
 
Date: March 3, 2026  Prepared By:  L. Bray  
 
Agency Comments:  
 
Halton Region 
 
Regional Contaminated Sites Database: 

In order to maintain the Region’s Contaminated Sites Database, Regional staff request 
final copies of all environmental reports (if applicable) including: Geotechnical Studies, 
Hydrogeological Studies, Phase One and/or Two Environmental Site Assessments, 
Remediation Reports, Risk Assessments, Record of Site Condition (RSC), and/or 
Certificate of Property Use (CPU). 
 

Regional Staff have reviewed the Minor Variance application proposing the construction 
of a second storey addition over the attached garage of an existing two storey dwelling. 
The applicant is also proposing to legalize an existing 17.40 m2 accessory structure built 
without approvals and an existing 30.21 m2 deck built without approvals. Variances are 
requested to the minimum permitted side yard for the addition and the deck, and the 
maximum permitted deck area and roof overhang encroachment. 

• Due to Provincial legislation, as of July 1, 2024, the Halton Region’s role in land 
use planning and development matters has changed. The Region is no longer 
responsible for the Regional Official Plan – as this has become the responsibility 
of Halton’s four local municipalities. As a result of this change, a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) between the Halton municipalities and Conservation 
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Authorities has been signed that identifies the local municipality as the primary 
authority on matters of land use planning and development. The MOU also 
defines the continued scope of interests for the Region and the Conservation 
Authorities in these matters. 

• Staff have reviewed the application from the Region’s Source Water Protection 
requirements. In accordance with the MOU and to ensure protection of 
groundwater sources, Halton Region provides the following comments: 

o The property is located within the jurisdiction of the Halton-Hamilton 
Source Protection Plan (SPP). The Halton-Hamilton SPP can be 
accessed online at: http://www.protectingwater.ca/ 

o The property is located in Intake Protection Zone 2 (VS= 6.3). 

o Based on the information provided by the applicant, this application is not 
subject to Section 59 under the Clean Water Act, 2006. Therefore, this 
application can proceed from a Source Water Protection perspective and 
Section 59 notice will not be required. 

o Attached to these comments is a factsheet for the applicant, regarding the 
Source Water Protection program and the important role landowners play 
in protecting drinking water sources 

• Regional Staff have no objections to the Minor Variance application. 

 
Date: March 18, 2026  Prepared By:  Navjot Kaur  
 
Burlington Hydro 
 
Burlington Hydro comments were not received at the time this report was published. 
The applicant is encouraged to reach out to Burlington Hydro to ensure their proposal 
aligns with Burlington Hydro requirements. 
 
 

https://url.ca.m.mimecastprotect.com/s/ryaBC4QZBmiznKVgiOfOS4PwZZ?domain=protectingwater.ca/


Sources of drinking water
Sources of drinking water include groundwater from 
underground aquifers and surface water from streams, rivers 
and lakes. These water sources are used to supply municipal 
drinking water systems and private wells in Halton Region, as 
illustrated below.

Protecting Halton’s  
drinking water
To ensure the consistent  
delivery of safe and high  
quality drinking water to our  
residents and businesses,  
Halton Region uses a  
proactive multi-barrier  
approach to safeguard our  
municipal drinking water.  
Under the Clean Water  
Act, 2006, the very first  
barrier in this approach is  
Source Protection.

Creek
Municipal 
well

Water
Treatment
Plant

Bedrock

Aquifer 
(soil) Lake

Water table

Source Water Protection Factsheet
halton.ca

Planning and Building 
Applications

Source water protection and 
Planning/Building Applications
Under the Clean Water Act, 2006, additional protection of 
these drinking water sources from potential contamination or 
overuse is provided through the mandatory implementation of 
approved Source Protection Plans. These Plans contain policies 
to protect municipal sources of drinking water in certain 
vulnerable areas.

Planning/building applications on properties located within 
vulnerable areas may be subject to Source Protection Plan 
policies if they propose activities identified as significant 
drinking water threats that may potentially contaminate or 
overuse municipal drinking water sources such as:

• Applying, handling and storing road salt and snow storage.

• Handling and storing fuels, solvents, hazardous waste and 
other related chemicals.

• Activities that reduce return of water into the ground.

• Applying, handling, and storing pesticides, fertilizers, 
agricultural and non-agricultural materials.

• Activities that take water without returning it to the same 
water source.

• Installing or modifying septic and other sewage systems.

• Use of land for livestock yards and/or pasturing.

Is my property in a vulnerable area?
Applicants can contact their local municipal Planning and 
Building Departments or Halton Region’s Source Protection 
Office to obtain this information prior to submitting an 
application. To find out if your property falls within a 
vulnerable area, such as a wellhead protection area or surface 
water treatment plant intake zone, visit halton.ca or call 311.



For more information, visit halton.ca,  
email sourcewater@halton.ca or call 311.

PW-1813334

How is my application reviewed?
Municipalities have developed tools to determine whether 
your application may be subject to Source Protection Plan 
policies, such as the Source Protection Checklist (available at 
local municipal building/ planning service desks). If the subject 
property is located in a vulnerable area, applicants will be 
requested to complete and submit this single page checklist 
along with other supporting documentation (drawings, details, 
etc.).

Staff will review the submission and communicate any Source 
Water Protection requirements to the applicant. In some cases, 
additional information regarding the proposed activity may be 
requested to complete the review process.

Did you know? Compliance with Source Protection 
Plans is applicable law in the Planning Act and the 
Ontario Building Code when the property is located in a 
vulnerable area.

Did you know? For planning/ building applications 
located in vulnerable areas, a notice to proceed is required 
from Halton Region’s Risk Management Official before 
applications are processed.

What do I need to do to comply with Source 
Water Protection?
Some activities will be managed through traditional methods 
such as Environmental Compliance Approvals, Permits-To-Take-
Water, Nutrient Management Plans and Nutrient Management 
Strategies. However, depending on the level of risk associated 
with the proposed activities, some may be prohibited as 
proposed or require other supporting documents such as:

• Risk Management Plans (see Risk Management Plan fact sheet)

• Site-Specific Salt Management Plans

• Water Balance Assessments

• Hydrogeological Assessments

Where proposed activities are prohibited or regulated through 
Source Water Protection, municipal staff will provide applicants 
with detailed feedback regarding what is required. 

Halton Region staff will 
communicate results 
of Source Protection 
assessment to applicant 
and local municipal staff

Local municipal staff 
circulate applications 
(including Source 
Protection Checklist) 
within vulnerable areas 
to Halton Region’s Source 
Protection Office

Step 1

Step 2



 
 
 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
 
Maria Kim Mikyung Moon and Stephen Dongil Moon, the owners of 3240 Palmer Dr. Burlington, have 
applied to the Committee of Adjustment for a Minor Variance to the requirements of Zoning By-law 2020, 
as amended. The property in question is 3240 Palmer Dr. Burlington (see map). 
 
The applicant is proposing the construction of a second storey addition over the attached garage of an 
existing two storey dwelling.  The applicant is also proposing to legalize an existing 17.40 m2 accessory 
structure built without approvals and an existing 30.21m2 deck over 1.2 m high built without approvals 
This proposal results in the following variances: 
 

1. To permit a north-east side yard of 1.2m instead of the minimum permitted 1.8m for a 
proposed second storey addition.  
 

2. To permit a roof overhang encroachment of 0.6m instead of the maximum permitted 0.5m for 
an existing 17.40m2 accessory structure. 
 

3. To permit a south-west side yard of 2.68m instead of the permitted 3m for a deck over 1.2m 
high and greater than 15m2.  
 

4. To permit a maximum deck area of 30.5 m2 instead of the maximum 30m2  for a deck over 
1.2m high and greater than 15m2. 

 
You have received this notice as stipulated by the Planning Act because your property is within 60 
metres of the property noted above. The application materials are available on request by contacting 
Committee of Adjustment staff by one of the methods listed above. A copy of the Agenda, containing 
staff reports and drawings, can be viewed online under the Meeting Agenda tab at Burlington.ca\coa 
on or after April 7, 2026.  
 
Committee of Adjustment Hearings will be hybrid-conducted in person and virtually.  All members of the 
public, applicants and their agents will now have the option to participate in the public meeting process in 
person at City Hall in Council Chambers, or remotely via Zoom Webinar Video Conferencing 
Technology.  The Committee of Adjustment will meet to consider the above application under Section 45 
of the Planning Act, 1990, as amended on: 
 

WEDNESDAY APRIL 22, 2026, 
This application is scheduled to be heard at or after 1:00 pm. 

 
 
How to participate if I have comments or concerns? 

  
(905) 335-7629 

committeeofadjustment@burlington.ca 
FILE NO. 540-02-A-005/26 

Committee of Adjustment 
Date of Mailing: April 7, 2026 

mailto:committeeofadjustment@burlington.ca


Written Submissions 
 
Members of the public who would like to participate in a Committee of Adjustment meeting are able to 
send written comments regarding the application by e-mail to committeeofadjustment@burlington.ca 
with the subject line to read “Comments_Your Name_File No._Address of the Property”.  
 
Alternatively, written comments can be sent by regular mail addressed to the Secretary-Treasurer. 
Include your name, address, application number and address of the property for which you are providing 
comments.  
 

City of Burlington Committee of Adjustment - Community Planning 
426 Brant Street P.O. Box 5013 Burlington, Ontario, L7R 3Z6 

committeeofadjustment@burlington.ca 
 

To allow all Committee of Adjustment members the opportunity to review and consider your comments, 
please provide your written submissions to be received no later than noon the day before the hearing 
date. 
 
Oral Submissions 
 
Members of the public are also able to provide oral comments regarding Committee of Adjustment 
Hearing items by participating virtually through Zoom via computer or phone, or by attending the Hearing 
in-person. Participation virtually requires pre-registration in advance. Please contact staff for instructions 
if you wish to make a presentation containing visual materials.  
 

1. Virtual Oral Submissions 
To register as a delegate, please contact the Secretary-Treasurer no later than 12:00 p.m. 
(noon) the day before the hearing date. The following information is required to register; 
Committee of Adjustment file number, hearing date, name, and mailing address of each 
person wishing to speak, if participation will be by phone or video. All requests to delegate 
must contain a copy of your intended remarks which will be circulated to all members of 
Committee in advance. 
 

2. In person Oral Submissions 
Interested members of the public, agents, and owners who wish to participate in person may 
attend Council Chambers on the date and time listed on the Notice of Public Hearing. Please 
note that you will be required to provide your name and address for the record. It is advised 
that you arrive no less than 10 minutes before the time of the Public Hearing as noted on the 
Notice of Public Hearing. 

 
Attend or View the Committee of Adjustment Hearing: 
 
If you do not wish to participate, but would like to follow along, the hearing will be held in person at City 
Hall in Council Chambers and live through a Zoom Webinar. Instructions, links and phone numbers for 
joining the meeting will be posted on the Committee of Adjustment webpage the day prior to the 
scheduled meeting. The link will be active at 12:30 p.m. 
 
If you wish to be notified of the decision of the Committee of Adjustment in respect to this application, 
you must submit a written request to the Secretary-Treasurer. This will also entitle you to be advised of a 
possible Ontario Land Tribunal Hearing. In accordance with the Planning Act, the Committee of 
Adjustment decision may be appealed to the Ontario Land Tribunal by the owner, the Minister of 
Municipal Affairs and Housing, a specified person or public body that has an interest in the matter. 
 

mailto:committeeofadjustment@burlington.ca
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The applicant is advised that it is mandatory that either the applicant or an authorized agent of the 
applicant must be present at the hearing either in person or virtual. 
 
For more information about this matter, contact Catherine Susidko-Petriczko at 
committeeofadjustment@burlington.ca 

 
Yours truly, 
 
 
 
 
 
Catherine Susidko-Petriczko 
Secretary-Treasurer 
Committee of Adjustment  

 
Personal information including comments and public feedback, is collected under the legal authority of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, 
Chapter c. P.13, as amended, and the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, R.S.O. 1990, as amended, which will 
be used to process the application and in the decision making process and becomes the property of the City of Burlington, and is considered 
to be a public record and will be disclosed to any individual (including being posted on the internet) upon request. Questions about this 
collection should be directed to the Secretary-Treasurer, Burlington Committee of Adjustment, Community Planning Department, 426 Brant 
Street, P.O. Box 5013, Burlington, Ontario; L7R 3Z6 (905) 335-7629.      
 
 

Key Map 
 
 

 
 





We would like to legalize the existing pergola and the existing overhang is .6m

Accessory Building - max overhang from post - 0.5m Accessory Building - Existing Overhang - 0.6m

Deck above 1.2m - Side Yard setback 2.68 Deck above 1.2m - Side Yard setback 3.00

Deck above 1.2m - Max Area : 30.21 sq m Deck above 1.2m - Max Area : 30.00 sq m









PLEASE SEND SIGN TO OWNER
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