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Rowe, Timothy S.

From: Smith, Theresa L.
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2018 1:24 PM
To: Public Submissions
Subject: FW: [EXT] Silverado North - Objection to Proposed Plan

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

 
 
From: Hugh MacKenzie [mailto:hughlachlanmack@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2018 11:42 AM 
To: City Clerk <CityClerk@calgary.ca> 
Subject: [EXT] Silverado North ‐ Objection to Proposed Plan 

 
City Clerk's Office 
The initial plan for Silverado North was roundly chastised for the unreasonable density, impacts to the natural 
area, a lack of public amenity space including playgrounds and  parks as well as exceeding the capacity of the 
existing streets system to provide access and egress.  We had expected significant changes the next round and 
were disappointed to see very few. Still limited public amenity space and the public reserve is further to the 
west and not at all convenient to the people living within this development. There is no playground, which 
would be a much appreciated amenity for the young families that would live here.  The proposed density would 
lead to traffic congestion and make pedestrian crossings unsafe. The design seems to be a profit motivated 
densified endeavour that negatively impacts all of Silverado and would create an unfortunate community for 
those living there. Please send the proponent back to the drawing board with direction to create a plan and 
respects the existing community and residents who live there. 
Thank you 
Hugh and Mary MacKenzie      
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Rowe, Timothy S.

From: Smith, Theresa L.
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2018 3:06 PM
To: Public Submissions
Subject: FW: [EXT] Silverado North

 
 
From: Hugh MacKenzie [mailto:hughlachlanmack@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, March 01, 2018 2:57 PM 
To: City Clerk <CityClerk@calgary.ca> 
Subject: [EXT] Silverado North 

 
City Clerk's Office 
I do have additional concerns regarding Silverado North. They relate to the controls Spruce Meadows placed over the 
development of Silverado, property they sold in the first place and then influenced in terms of it's development. It's justifiable that 
the interests of Spruce Meadows be protected. However, having a say in the development of the Area Structure Plan and then 
being allowed to be involved as an approver of each development phase is overly generous of the City of Calgary. It hasn't 
escaped our attention that the low density at the west end of Silverado is in direct contrast to the higher density at the east 
end.  What's proposed in Silverado North is a development/ density more in keeping with a TOD only there isn't one. 
 
In addition, it makes sense that a public reserve is dedicated for the use and convenience of the eventual residents of a 
development. The public reserve, in this case, is for the convenience of Spruce Meadows and fits in with their model of 
minimizing adjacent development. What about the residents of Silverado North? Is it reasonable that they would have to walk 
1/2 mile to enjoy their park? 
 
How did this proposal even get this far when the proponent has developed a plan at odds with even the most basic urban 
planning principles? If approved, the City of Calgary would be seen as a municipality eager to develop at any cost. In this case 
the cost would be the detriment of the existing residents of Silverado and a densified glut of multi family housing with no 
internalized park space. The City should have said no at the outset instead of leading the residents through an agonizing and 
frustrating process - there were not even comment sheets at the last information session.  The planning department was clearly 
counting on Silverado residents growing increasingly weary of this process and giving up.  
 
When considering if they should purchase a new home in SIlverado or not, potential residents were shown a conceptual plan of 
Silverado North, which was a limited number of single family residential lots. They were making one of the most important 
decisions of their lives and thought they had done their due diligence to ensure they were making a sound investment. This 
recent proposal to develop SIlverado North was a shock and has many residents reconsidering their investment and are 
considering selling. I wonder what our legal recourse is here as residents were shown one plan and then are slammed with 
another.       
 
If I were a notable local mover and shaker, would my project receive special attention, or in this case, less attention on its way to 
a timely approval. I hope not. 
Hugh and Mary MacKenzie    
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on 2017 December 01. We were frustrated at the meeting when CivicWorks was not amenable to any 
further changes in their plan. 

Lastly, CivicWorks is contending that their development would allow for safe pedestrian access in our 
community; this is not true. Currently, there is a pathway that encircles the community which provides a 
safe space to walk and engage in other outdoor activities. By allowing for excessive density, this will 
substantially increase vehicular traffic which cuts through this pathway and will cause issues with safety.  

The CA is requesting that City Council reject the current proposal to amend the ASP and also reject the 
proposed plan which allows for a predominate land use of multi residential-medium density dwellings.  

 

Respectfully yours, 

 

Alex Sazanovitch 
 
Director of the Development Committee  
for Silverado Community Association 
 

 
 
Email: development@silveradoca.ca 
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