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 TO: 

CHAIR AND MEMBERS 
PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 

 FROM: 
G. KOTSIFAS, P.ENG. 

MANAGING DIRECTOR, DEVELOPMENT & COMPLIANCE SERVICES 
& CHIEF BUILDING OFFICIAL 

 SUBJECT: 
 APPLICATION BY:  HALINA MARACINOWSKI 

312 OXFORD STREET EAST 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION MEETING ON 

SEPTEMBER 9, 2014 @ 4:00 P.M. 

 

 RECOMMENDATION 

 
That, on the recommendation of the Manager, Development Services & Engineering Liaison, 
the written objection submitted by Halina Marcinowski on July 2, 2014 from the decision of the 
City of London Residential Boulevard Parking Committee dated June 16, 2014 to refuse an 
application made by Halina Marcinowski for an agreement to establish residential boulevard 
parking at 312 Oxford Street East in the City of London, BE UPHELD for the following 
REASONS: 
 
1. The requested boulevard parking area does not comply with Municipal Council’s direction 

for exception provisions to the Front Yard/Boulevard Parking policies. Opportunities may 
exist on private property to comply with the street provisions of the Zoning By-law Z.-1 and 
S.-1 Streets By-law. 

2. The requested parking arrangement may have detrimental impacts on the existing 
boulevard tree. 

3. The proposed parking area does not conform to the Conservation Guidelines for the Bishop 
Hellmuth Heritage Conservation Plan 

4. Approval of the front yard parking areas in the requested location may establish a precedent 
for front yard/boulevard parking in the area. 

 

 PREVIOUS REPORTS PERTINENT TO THIS MATTER 

Z-5942- PC- September 25, 2000, City Wide, Boulevard Parking Process 

 BACKGROUND 

 

Date Application Accepted: April 23, 2014. 
 

Agent: Alex Kelly 

REQUESTED ACTION:  To establish a boulevard parking area in front yard of 312 Oxford 
Street East as shown on the attached drawing. The applicant shares a driveway to only the 
boulevard with 310 Oxford Street East. 

  OFFICIAL PLAN DESIGNATION:  

 Medium Density High Density Residential 

   EXISTING ZONING:  

 Residential R3-1/R9-3*H13/Office Conversion OC4/Restricted Office RO 
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 PLANNING HISTORY 

 
On September 25, 2000 the Planning and Development Department submitted a report to 
Planning Committee recommending amendments to the residential boulevard parking process. 
Prior to September 2000, all applications to permit residential boulevard parking were submitted 
to Planning Committee for the approval of Council. Council delegated the approval of boulevard 
parking to Municipal Staff. The intent of Council was to create an administrative committee to 
streamline the process, reduce application fees and reduce the amount of time that Planning 
Committee has to spend on these matters, while preserving the opportunity for public input and 
appeal.  
 
On November 19, 2001 the Bishop Hellmuth Heritage Conservation District under Part V of the 
Ontario Heritage Act came into effect. The Bishop Hellmuth Heritage Conservation District is an 
area of the City with outstanding historical, architectural and natural character. With a strong 
sense of community pride and support for preserving the heritage character of the 
neighbourhood. 
 
On May 9, 2014 a notice of application to permit a boulevard parking space in front of 312 
Oxford Street East in the City of London’s road allowance was circulated to all property owners 
within a 60m radius of the property. Attached to the notice of application was a location map 
along with the below requested site plan. Notice of the proposed application was advertised in 
the Public Notices & Bidding Opportunities section of the Londoner on May 15, 2014. Two 
letters were received one in opposition of the proposed boulevard parking space from the 
abutting neighbour and one in support of the application (see attached Appendix 1). 
 
The property is located on the north side of Oxford Street East, mid-block between Hellmuth 
Avenue and Waterloo Street. The applicant has indicated that parking in front of the dwelling 
has never existed since the previous owner did not drive. To make the property easier to sell or 
rent the applicant would like to establish one legal parking space for the property. 
 
On June 11, 2014 the City of London Boulevard Parking Committee met. Based on the 
comments received by Staff and based on Council Policy (see attached Appendix 3), the 
request for a residential boulevard parking space in front of 312 Oxford Street East in the City of 
London Road Allowance was refused (see attached decision Appendix 4 and below).  
 
On June 16, 2014, the London Boulevard Parking Committee released the Notification of 
Decision regarding refusal of the application for boulevard parking in front of the lands 
municipally known as 312 Oxford Street East based on the following REASONS: 
 

1. The proposed boulevard parking area does not conform to the intent of Chapter 27 (4) of 
the City of London Council Policies, Residential Front Yard and Boulevard Parking; 

2. The proposed boulevard parking areas does not conform to the intent of the Z.-1 Zoning 
By-law or the S.-1 Streets By-law;  

3. The proposed driveway does not conform to the Conservation Guidelines for the Bishop 
Hellmuth Heritage Conservation Plan;  

4. The requested parking arrangement would have detrimental impact on the existing 
boulevard tree; and 

5. Approval of the front yard parking area in the requested location would establish a 
precedent for front yard/boulevard parking in the area. 

 
On July 2, 2014, the applicant filed an appeal to the decision of the Boulevard Parking 
Committee (see Appendix 5).  
 
In the letter the applicant lists the following reasons for appeal: 
 

 “The reason for opposition of the Notice of Decision of the London Boulevard Parking 
Committee (namely that the Committee refused the application) is that all of the 
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requirements set out in all of the above documentation have been met, and as such the 
proposed residential boulevard parking space in front of the building should be granted.” 

 
The applicant as also indicated there is no legal access to the rear of the property, as a meeting 
between the owners of 312 and 310 Oxford Street East confirmed that they will not provide the 
owner at 312 Oxford Street East with a right-of-way over the driveway bordered by both houses. 
The property at 312 has no side yards and the only other possible area for parking for this 
property for the property is in front of the property, on land owned by the City of London. The 
parking area the applicant is proposing will be directly in front of the house. 
 

 ANALYSIS 

 
COMMITTEE’S RATIONALE FOR REFUSAL 
 
The Committee refused the application based on the policies Council established in 2000 and 
the impact the expanded parking areas will have on the character of the Bishop Hellmuth 
community and existing boulevard tree. Specifically, the following five points were identified: 
 
1. That there exists the opportunity to provide on-site parking in accordance with Chapter 27 

(4) of the City of London Council Policies,  Zoning By-law Z-1 and S.-1 Streets By-law for 
Residential Front Yard and Boulevard Parking; 

 
The intent of Council Policy 27 (4) is to allow for front yard parking where there is no 
ability to park in conformity with Zoning By-law. The intent is to allow for a maximum of 
one parking space per dwelling unit in the front yard where it can be demonstrated that 
the parking space can be accommodated without creating adverse impacts on the 
abutting land uses.  

 
Currently 312 Oxford Street East does not have access to the rear yard, does not have 
sufficient space in a side yard and does not have a garage which to provide for a legal 
parking space on the lot. Council’s policy allows for the creation of one parking space in 
the boulevard were: 

 

 A maximum lot coverage 40% of the land area between the front of the main building 
and the roadway;  

 The Parking Area length shall not be permitted parallel to the street line; and 

 The parking area is generally in keeping with the scale and forms of parking on 
surrounding properties and will have minimal negative impact on existing vegetation 
and/or municipal services. 

 
The intent of Council is to limit the area of parking in the City owned boulevard, to 
minimize the visual impact of hard surface parking in the boulevard and to minimize 
vehicle dominated residential streetscapes.  

 
Zoning By-law Z.-1 at the time the request was reviewed by the Boulevard Parking 
Committee Section 4.19 required that in all residential zones all required parking be 
provided either in a rear yard, a side yard or a garage. The By-law allows vehicles to be 
parked in a driveway that leads to all or a portion of a parking space in a rear yard, side 
yard or a garage. Section 4.19 requires that for lots with a lot frontage of 12m or greater 
the maximum driveway width of shall be 6m or 40% of a lot frontage, whichever is less 
and for lots with lot frontages of 12m or less the maximum width shall not exceed 50% of 
the lot frontage. The By-law prohibits front yard parking in residential zones and 
regulates maximum driveway widths. The intent of the Zoning By-law Z.-1 is to minimize 
vehicle parked in front yards, provide for front amenity areas and to reduce vehicle 
dominated residential streetscapes.   

 
 



                                                                                  Agenda Item #     Page # 
     Agenda Item #        Page # 

  
BP.01/14 

Sean Meksula 

 
5 

  

This proposed parking space is entirely in the boulevard and must comply to the Street 
By-law S.-1 Schedule “A”. In this situation it requires the owner to have a private 
entrance which is perpendicular to the street, and a boulevard parking agreement 
registered with the City of London. Currently the applicant does not have access to the 
proposed parking area therefore a curb cut for a driveway at 312 Oxford Street East 
would have to be established for the property and a boulevard parking agreement would 
have to be registered with the City of London.  

 
Section 3.1 of these policies lists conditions where Council will not support such an 
application which includes the ability to park on private property in areas designated by 
the zoning by-law. There appears to be sufficient room between the two properties 
however there a no easements which would permit the applicant access to park in the 
rear of their property. 

 
The proposed boulevard parking space does not conform with the intent of City Council 
Policy 27 (4). 

 
The proposed boulevard parking space does not conform with the intent of Zoning By-
law Z.-1. 
 
The proposed boulevard parking space does not conform with the intent of Street By-law 
S.-1. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Front of Building 
312 Oxford Street 
East Avenue 

City Curb 

Front Lot Line 

Location of Proposed 
Boulevard Parking  

Access to Rear Via 
Shared Driveway 
Between 310 & 312 
Oxford Street East 

Front entrance  

Mature City Tree 
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2. The proposed driveway does not conform to the Conservation Guidelines for the Bishop 
Hellmuth Heritage Conservation Plan or 

 
Urban Design is not supportive of granting the boulevard parking request, as it will set a 
precedent along the street and undermine the character of this important urban corridor 
and the surrounding neighbourhood. The owners of 310 and 312 Oxford St E are 
encouraged to have a shared access so that parking can be located in the rear yard of 
each property. The Heritage Planner, Don Menard, has expressed that he is not 
supportive of this proposal. 
 
This property is also within the Bishop Hellmuth Heritage Conservation District Plan. 
Relevant policies from the Heritage Conservation District Plan Streetscape Policies are 
as follows: 
 
Bishop Hellmuth Heritage Conservation District Plan  
 
5. Streetscape Policies 
 

5.7 Car Parking 
 

Front Yards 
 

Paving over front yards for parking is strongly discouraged. This destroys the 
landscape integrity of the historic streetscape. 

 
Should the boulevard parking be appealed and/or granted, Urban Design 
requests that it is a maximum width of 3m and located abutting the property line 
so to not extend past the front porch stairs, or impact the mature tree in the front 
yard.   

 
3. The requested parking arrangement would have detrimental impact on the existing 

boulevard tree and may not provide safe access on to Oxford Street East. 
 
Urban Forestry does not support the boulevard parking agreement application based on 
the location of a mature City tree on the boulevard.  In addition to soil compaction 
around the tree, the excavation for and construction of a parking area within the critical 
root zone of the tree will severely impact the health of the tree.  Being that this is a 
healthy tree, we would also not support a consensual removal of this tree for the parking 
spot. 
 
Transportation does not support this application for boulevard parking, as the vehicle 
using the parking space will have to back onto Oxford Street to get out. Oxford Street is 
a busy Arterial Road with 36,500 Annual Average Daily Traffic. It is suggested that the 
applicant and neighbour at 310 Oxford Street East, enter into an easement agreement 
so that they can both use the drive way between 310 & 312 Oxford Street East. 
 
Staff have been advised that the owner of 310 Oxford Street East is not willing to provide 
an easement for the applicant. 

 
4. Approval of the front yard parking area in the requested location may establish a precedent 

for front yard/boulevard parking in the area. 
 

The applicant indicates that other properties along Oxford Street East do not conform to 
the By-laws. Planning Staff are aware that other properties along Oxford Street East do 
currently have front yard parking. It is noted that these properties may have created front 
yard parking spaces illegally, or the front yard parking spaces could be permitted as 
legal non-conforming space or they may have been permitted through a residential 
boulevard parking agreement. By-law enforcement has been contacted about these 
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properties and will take further action to make sure these properties are in compliance 
with the Zoning By-law Z.-1 and Streets By-law S.-1. 
 
The majority of existing boulevard parking areas have been created as the sole means 
of parking for these properties. Where side or rear yard parking is available in this area 
there does not seem to be an accompanying boulevard parking space. In addition, the 
proposed parking area is in excess of 42% of the lot frontage is uncharacteristic to the 
area and if approved could establish a precedent for the area. Such a precedent may 
have an impact on the boulevard. The applicant provided a list of addresses for 
clarification. Planning Staff notes that all new applications for boulevard parking should 
comply with the intent of Council Policy.  
 

NOTE: 
 
Staff would note that the applicant/owner does not have legal access to the rear yard; 
the width of the parking area could be reduced to be less than the 40% coverage of the 
land between the front of the main building and the roadway. The parking is not parallel 
to the roadway. If the tree is damaged, the owner could reimburse the City and a 
security deposit could be provided to the City in the event the tree does not survive. 

 

 CONCLUSION 

Planning Staff recommends that the objection to the decision of the City of London Residential 
Parking Committee be upheld for the following reasons: 
 

1. The proposed boulevard parking area does not conform to the intent of Chapter 27 (4) of 
the City of London Council Policies, Residential Front Yard and Boulevard Parking. 

2. The proposed boulevard parking area does not conform to the intent of Zoning By-law 
Z.-1. 

3. The proposed boulevard parking area does not conform to the intent of Streets By-law 
S.-1. 

4. The proposed driveway does not conform to the Conservation Guidelines for the Bishop 
Hellmuth Heritage Conservation Plan. 

5. The requested parking arrangement may have detrimental impact on the existing 
boulevard tree; and 

6. Approval of the front yard parking area in the requested location may establish a 
precedent for front yard/boulevard parking in the area. 
 

PREPARED BY: REVIEWED BY: 
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PLANNER II 
DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 

BRUCE HENRY 
MANAGER 
DEVELOPMENT PLANNING  

RECOMMENDED BY: SUBMITTED BY: 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

JENNIE RAMSAY, P.ENG 
MANAGER 
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES & 
ENGINEERING LIAISON 

GEORGE KOTSIFAS, P.ENG 
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& COMPLIANCE SERVICES  
AND CHIEF BUILDING OFFICIAL 
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Appendix 1 – Residential Boulevard Parking Application and letters of support and objection 
 
Appendix 2 – Notice of Application 
 
Appendix 3 – Boulevard Parking Committees comments  
 
Appendix 4 – Notice of Decision 
 
Appendix 5 – Appeal of Decision of London Boulevard Parking Committee 
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Appendix 3 
 

From: Giesen, Andrew  
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 9:49 AM 
To: Meksula, Sean; Couvillon, Andrew; Anello, Domenic; O'Hagan, Britt; Galloway, Sean; 
Postma, Rick; Wise, Sonia; Listar, Ivan 
Subject: 312 Oxford Street East Residential Blvd Parking 
 
Good Afternoon, 
 
Transportation does not support this application for blvd parking, as the vehicle using the 
parking space will have to back onto Oxford Street to get out. Oxford Street is a busy Arterial 
Road with 36,500 AADT. 
 
It is suggested that the applicant and neighbour at 310 Oxford Street, enter into an easement so 
that they can both use the drive way between 310 & 312 Oxford Street. 
 
Thanks, 
Andrew Giesen 
 
Transportation Technologist 
Transportation Planning and Design 
City of London 
Phone: (519) 661-2500 Ext. 8486 
Fax: (519) 661-4734  
E-mail: agiesen@london.ca 

 
 
From: Postma, Rick  
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 10:35 AM 
To: Meksula, Sean; Couvillon, Andrew 
Subject: RE: 312 Oxford Street East - BP Committee Meeting 
 
Urban Forestry does not support the boulevard parking agreement application based on the 
location of a mature City tree on the boulevard.  In addition to soil compact around the tree, the 
excavation for and construction of a parking area within the critical root zone of the tree will 
severely impact the health of the tree.  Being that this is a healthy tree, we would also not 
support a consensual removal of this tree for the parking spot. 
 
Rick Postma  
Forestry Technologist 
City of London  
(519) 661-2500 ext 8480  
rpostma@london.ca  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:agiesen@london.ca
mailto:rpostma@london.ca
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From: O'Hagan, Britt  
Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2014 1:52 PM 
To: Meksula, Sean; Wise, Sonia 
Cc: Couvillon, Andrew; Giesen, Andrew; Galloway, Sean; Postma, Rick; Listar, Ivan; Menard, 
Don; Anello, Domenic 
Subject: RE: 312 Oxford Street East Residential Blvd Parking 
 
Good afternoon, 
 
Urban Design is not supportive of granting the boulevard parking request, as it will set a 
precedent along the street and undermine the character of this important urban corridor and the 
surrounding neighbourhood. The owners of 310 and 312 Oxford St E are encouraged to have a 
shared access so that parking can be located in the rear yard of each property. 
 
This property is also within the Bishop Hellmuth Heritage Conservation District. Attached are 
some relevant policies from the Heritage Conservation District Plan.  
The Heritage Planner, Don Menard, has expressed that he is not supportive of this proposal. 
 
Should the boulevard parking be appealed and/or granted, Urban Design requests that it is a 
maximum width of 3m and located abutting the property line so to not extend past the front 
porch stairs, or impact the mature tree in the front yard.   
  
Please advise of any questions.  
Regards, 
 
 
Britt O'Hagan, BAA, MScPl 
Urban Designer 
 
City of London, Planning Services 
Urban Design & GIS  
T: (519) 661-2500 ext. 7543 |  F: (519) 661-5397 | E: bohagan@london.ca 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:bohagan@london.ca
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF LONDON 
 
 
 
Date:  June 9, 2014 
 
To:  London Residential Boulevard Parking Committee 
 
From:  Development Services 
 
Subject: Development Services 

Comments – Residential Boulevard Parking Application 
Deadline Date – June 2, 2014 

 
BP.01/14 312 Oxford Street East 
 Halina Marcinowski 
 
The applicant is requesting permission to permit a parking space to be located in the City of 
London street allowance. The proposed parking space is located in front of 312 Oxford Street 
East measuring 6.0 metres in depth by 3.0 metres in width. 
 
Permission to obtain residential boulevard parking shall be in conformity with Chapter 27 (4) of 
the City of London Council Policies, Residential Front Yard and Boulevard Parking.  
 
The Policy states:  
 
Schedule ”A” 
 
CRITERIA FOR CONSIDERATION OF EXCEPTIONS 
 
3.1       Suitable Alternatives 
  
The approval of front yard or boulevard parking will not be supported by Council where a 
suitable alternative exists for parking entirely on the owner's property, as described in one or 
more of the following situations: 

a) Tandem parking is available in a legal existing driveway when the land use is single 
detached dwellings; 

b) The use of rear service lanes is possible where such lanes are accessible and in use by 
more than one property owner; 

c) The removal of, alteration to or relocation of accessory buildings or structures, fences 
and landscaping will result in the accommodation of parking entirely on the owner's 
property; and/or 

d) The side and/or rear yard of the lot can be used for a parking area, provided such 
parking area does not occupy more than 25% of the total lot area. 

  
3.2       Criteria for Approval of an Exception 
  
The approval of a front yard or boulevard parking exception may be supported by Council where 
the application for an exception meets the following criteria: 

a) None of the parking area alternatives described in Section 3.1 of this policy are 
available; 

b) The parking area exception conforms to the general intent and purpose of the Official 
Plan policies and Zoning By-law regulations; 

c) The parking area exception is generally in compliance with the purpose and intent of the 
Streets By-law; 

d) The change to the Zoning By-law regulations for the residential parking area is minor; 
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e) The parking area is generally in keeping with the scale and form of parking on 
surrounding properties and will have minimal negative impact on existing vegetation 
and/or municipal services. 

   
3.3       Front Yard and Boulevard Parking Standards 
 
 The following minimum and maximum standards apply to parking area exceptions.  They are 
intended to generally reflect the standards currently found in the Zoning By-law as they apply to 
parking areas for single, semi-detached, duplex, converted two (2) unit type dwellings. 
 
No parking area will be approved which conflicts with any by-laws or regulations of the City of 
London. 

a) Number of Boulevard 
 Parking Spaces (max.)           -           1 per legal dwelling unit 
 
b) Parking Area size (min.)         -  2.7 meters (8.8 feet) wide by 5.5  
      meters (18.0 feet) long. 

 
c) Parking Area and 
 Driveway Width (max.)           -           maximum 6.0 m. (19.7 feet) or 40% of the  
      front lot line whichever is less but in no case  
     less than 2.7 meters (8.8 feet). 

 
d) Parking Area  
 Lot Coverage (max.)               -     40% of the land area between the front of   
     the main building and the roadway. 

 
e) The Parking Area length shall not be permitted parallel to the street line. 

 
f) The Parking Area shall not be permitted closer than 1.0 m. (3.0 feet) from an existing or 

future public sidewalk. 
 

g) In the case of corner properties, where a driveway would be constructed within 10 
meters (30 feet) from the intersecting road allowance, approval for permission will be at 
the discretion of the General Manager of Environmental Services & City Engineer 
subject to the provisions of the Streets By-law (By-law S-1). 

 
h) All parking areas and driveways shall be provided and maintained with a stable surface, 

treated to prevent the raising of dust or loose particles, such as any asphalt, concrete or 
other hard-surfaced material. 

 
i) The Corporation reserves the right to require landscaping, fencing and buffering on and 

around the parking area and/or to require the preparation by the owner of a site plan for 
the parking area. 

 
Conservation Guidelines for the Bishop Hellmuth Heritage Conservation District states: 
 

 Paving over front yards for car parking is strongly discouraged. This destroys the landscape 
integrity of the historic streetscape. 

 Where car parks are established to the side or rear of the building, land scape buffers 
should be planted to visually screen the parked cars. 

 
Z.-1 Zoning By-law Section 4.19 states:  
 
4. a) No person shall use any land or cause or permit the use of any land situated in any zone 
for the purpose of parking or storage of a vehicle in any front yard or exterior side yard. 
 
4. c) Notwithstanding the yard and setback provisions of this By-law to the contrary, 
uncovered surface parking areas that conform to the provisions of Subsection 4.19(7) (Surface 
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and Drainage of parking Areas and Driveways) of this By-law, shall be permitted in the yards or 
in the area between the required road allowance and the required setback as follows: 
 
Residential - R1, R2, R3, R4 and R11 Zones: 
 

a) The interior side yard and rear yard, provided that no part of any parking area is located 
any closer than 1.0 metres (3.3 feet) to any required road allowance; and, 

b) Driveways in the front yard or driveways in the exterior side yard. 
 
6. a)       For single, semi-detached, duplex, or converted two unit dwellings, driveways leading 
to all or a portion of a parking area shall be provided from an improved street by means of one 
or more unobstructed driveways not less than 2.7 metres (8.8 feet) in width. 
 
Background 
 
312 Oxford Street East is located on the north side of Oxford Street East, west of Waterloo 
Street and east of Wellington Street. Oxford Street East is a 40m road allowance. The 
residential building was constructed circa 1902. 312 Oxford Street East is designated both 
under Section 29 (Part IV) of the Ontario Heritage Act and Section 41 (Part V) of the Act. With 
respect to the Part V designation, it is within the Bishop Hellmuth Heritage Conservation District 
created in 2001. The property is located on a street that is predominately single detached 
dwellings with a mix of multi-unit residential and some office conversions.  
 
Analysis 
 
The applicant is proposing to construct and maintain boulevard parking in front of the dwelling 
unit between the City of London sidewalk and the front lot line. There is a 3.0 metre wide 
driveway on the west side of the property that leads to the year yard. The applicant wishes to 
create an additional parking space east of the existing driveway in front yard in the City of 
London Boulevard.   

 
 
As per the Zoning By-law Z.-1, Section 4.19 parking can occur on a driveway that leads to all or 
a portion of parking space in the rear yard. In this case the driveway leads to the rear yard. The 
3.0 metre driveway and the ability to park in the rear yard parking area are permitted by the By-

Existing Driveway 

leading to the rear 

yard 

Proposed location of parking 

space in the City of London 

Boulevard 



                                                                                  Agenda Item #     Page # 
     Agenda Item #        Page # 

  
BP.01/14 

Sean Meksula 

 
23 

  

law. The proposed parking space is located wholly in the front yard and is contrary to Zoning 
By-law Z.-1 Section 4.19 4) a) which prohibits parking spaces in the front yard. This parking 
space and driveway does not lead to all or portion of the permitted rear yard parking and does 
not conform to Section 4.19 4) c) or Section 4.19 6) of Zoning By-law Z.-1.   
 
To obtain permission to permit a parking space in the City of London road allowance in front of 
312 Oxford Street East, the parking spaces are required to conform to the criteria and standards 
as set out in Council Policy 27 (4), Residential Front Yard and Boulevard Parking and meet the 
intent of the Streets By-law S.-1 and the Zoning By-law Z.-1. The applicant has more than 
ample ability to provide for suitable alternatives to park on the property in the rear yard as 
described in Council Policy 27 (4) Section 3.1.    
   
Conclusion 
 
The proposed request to permit a boulevard parking space does not conform to Council Policy 
27 (4). It is noted that the applicant has sufficient parking in the rear yard and a 3.0 metre 
driveway that leads to the rear yard parking that conforms to Zoning By-law Z.-1. Development 
Services does not support the request for permission to obtain a Residential Boulevard Parking 
agreement for the parking space and recommends it be refused.  
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