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"Sweeney Who plans tolive

in the condo — said he s con- -
‘sidering changes to the over-

-all size and number of units. - -
* ““'m not building & nuclear

{pOwWer plant here. I'm-being
‘treated as the dev11 1ncar—
‘nate”he'said.”

‘Opponents of the”develop- ,

mentproposed along the
waterfront at.2 ancdi4 Neville
Park Blvd. and at 438 and 440
Lakefront Lane — which in-
‘cludes a separate townhouse
— say it would require chan-
-ges to the city’s official plan

. and zoning for the properties. -

.The building, as planned;-is

almost 18 metres high, six-

metres more than allowed,

while the 16 units are twice

- the allowed number. The size

of the project is more than
twice the allowed density,
raising fears it would set a
precedent.
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;amendment,”. he said, Mr.
,',Sweeney has argued a nearby
four-storey apartment at’2 -
Nursewood Rd. already sets a
[}precedent L
MY, Sweeney said heis work:
,1ng on anewproposal butwor-

ries he will never find common
ground with all residents.

““T'm not asking for a 20¥Stor- -

ey building; we're asking for a

reasonable project that would

fit within the bylaw,” he said

““ll never appease everyone.”

Mr Sweeney. will treat the

'revls10ns to his plan as a new

proposal, which gives the city

180 days to respond before he
“can take thein to the Ontario
Municipal Board, which he -
-saidhe doesnot plantodo. = |
“I don’t think that’s the
right thing to do,” he said.

“What we should be focusing

-on, rather than the nohtrcs is’

good urban- de51gn
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