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APPEAL NO. 2020-005 

PL2020-0175 
 

ORDER OF THE SUBDIVISION & DEVELOPMENT APPEAL BOARD OF THE TOWN OF 
CANMORE, IN THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, DATED SEPTEMBER 17, 2020. 
 
BOARD MEMBERS HEARING THE APPEAL: Mr. Sean Krausert, Mr. Greg Birch, Mr. Adam Driedzic, 
Mr. Harry Scott, Ms. Jill Jamieson, and Councillor Vi Sandford 
 
AND IN THE MATTER of the Municipal Government Act Revised Statues of Alberta 2000, Chapter M-
26, as amended; 
 
AND IN THE MATTER of an appeal by William Clark with respect to a Development Permit – Building 
Addition with variance to rear yard setback. Appeal against a Refusal by the Development Officer 
 
This appeal hearing having been duly opened before the Subdivision & Development Appeal Board on 
September 10, 2020 
 
AND UPON hearing verbal and visual submissions from the Development Officer. 
 
AND UPON hearing a verbal submission from the Applicant.  
 
AND UPON having regard to the Town of Canmore Land Use Bylaw No. 2018-22 (Bylaw), the Municipal 
Government Act, Revised Statutes of Alberta 2000, Chapter M-26, as amended and other relevant planning 
documents; 
 
APPEAL INFORMATION: 
Subdivision & Development Appeal Board Hearing 
PL2020-0175 
Development Permit – Building Addition –Variance to rear yard setback 
Lot 48 Block 1 Plan 831 0433 
252 Grizzly Crescent 
Appeal against a Refusal by Development Officer 
 
RELEVANT STATUTORY & PLANNING DOCUMENT PROVISIONS: 

1. Land Use Bylaw 2018-22 (“LUB”) in general, and specifically:  
a) Section 1.14.1.1 Variance Powers of Development Authority. 
b) Section 2.4.3 Building projections and Table 2.4-1. 
c) Section 3.1.3.7 The Minimum rear yard setback shall be 7.5 m. 
d) Section 13.2 The definition of Porch. 

2. Municipal Government Act (“MGA”) in general, and specifically:  
a) Section 687. 

 
SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE PRESENTED: 

1. Written report provided by Development Authority, Camila Ramos-Strankman. 
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2. Verbal & Visual presentation by the Development Authority, Camila Ramos-Strankman and Marcus 
Henry. 

3. Written submission by the Appellant, William Clark. 
4. Verbal presentation by the Appellants, William and Shawna Clark. 
5. Signatures from 250 Grizzly Crescent and 254 Grizzly Crescent in support of the appeal. 

 
FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The proposed roof structure would encroach 2.08m into the required 7.5m rear yard setback, which 
amounts to a proposed 27.7% variance. 

2. The LUB definition of a porch is not clear in terms of this development permit application. 
3. No affected persons spoke at the public hearing, besides the Appellants, and no other written 

submissions were received. 
 
THE BOARD THEREFORE ORDERS THAT: 
The appeal be allowed and Development Permit PL2020-0175 be approved with the conditions for approval 
as set out in the attached Schedule “A”. 
 
REASONS: 

1. It is not necessary for the SDAB to determine whether or not the proposed structure is a porch to 
make a decision on this appeal. 

2. The adjacent neighbours are in support of the proposed development. 
3. None of the participants provided evidence that the proposed development would adversely impact 

the amenities of the neighbourhood or the use of the adjoining environmental reserve. 
4. The proposed development would not unduly interfere with the amenities of the neighbourhood, or 

materially interfere with or affect the use, enjoyment or value of neighbouring parcels of land. 
 

 
 
September 17, 2020 
Date Signed  
 

 
 
CHAIRPERSON SEAN KRAUSERT 
 SUBDIVISION & DEVELOPMENT APPEAL BOARD 

 
 

A decision of the Subdivision and Development Appeal Board is final and binding on all parties and persons subject only to an appeal upon or questions 
of jurisdiction or law pursuant Section 688 (1) & (2) of the Municipal Government Act Statutes of Alberta, 2000, Chapter M-26, as amended.   
 
An application for leave to appeal to the Court of Queens Bench shall be made: 

a) to a judge of the Appellant Division, and;  
b) within 30 days after the issue of the order, decision, permit or approval sought to be appeal. 
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