CPC2018-0679
Attach 5
Letter 3

Palaschuk, Jordan

From: Qosterhuis, Jessica

Sent: Monday, October 29, 2018 8:06 AM

To: Council Clerk

Subject: FW: [EXT] LOC2017-0367 - Windsor Park Land Use Amendment

From: Steven Yaskiw [mailto:stalya@me.com]

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2018 1:37 PM

To: Public Submissions <PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca>; City Clerk <CityClerk@calgary.ca>; Farkas, Jeromy A.
<Jeromy.Farkas@calgary.ca>

Subject: [EXT] LOC2017-0367 - Windsor Park Land Use Amendment

I am writing as a local resident and homeowner to indicate my firm opposition to proposed Land Use Amendment LOC2017-0367.

Before going into further detail, I would like to protest the disingenuous way that the developer/architects have been going about
trying to implement this amendment, with constant delays triggering the necessity of repeated letters like this. In addition, the required
signage is currently posted for this upcoming public hearing, and the chosen location could not be more cluttered despite other more-
open locations along the proposed properties. Perhaps this is a coincidence, but I would be hard-pressed to find a worse location if the
intent were actually to convey the information to the public. Regardless of intent, it all has the appearance of attempting to sneak the
amendment past the community and does not inspire any confidence in any of the proposed development.

Although there are many technical reasons against the change, including running afoul of Council’s own policy for this
neighbourhood and the sharp contrast and insensitivity to the context of the neighbouring homes, the proposed zoning change is
simply unnecessary for densification in this vibrant community. Many local single-story homes have been converted into duplexes and
detached infills, creating a very large increase in the available housing, and many more properties are already in the process of being
developed similarly. The current zoning of R-2 is more than sufficient for increasing density and this current land use designation
should be maintained.

By way of the attached document including my printed name, signature, and date, I am voicing my opposition to this development,
and its proposed Land Use Amendment.

-Steven Yaskiw
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| am writing as a local restident and homeowner to indicate my firm opposition to
proposed Land Use Amendment LOC2017-0367.

Before going into further detail, | would like to protest the disingenuous way that the
developer/architects have been going about trying to imptement this amendment, with
constant delays triggering the necessity of repeated letters like this. In addition, the
required signage is currently posted for this upcoming public hearing, and the chosen
location could not be more cluttered despite other more-open locations along the

proposed properties. Perhaps this is a coincidence, but | would be hard-pressed to find
a worse location if the intent were actually to convey the information to the pubilic.

Regardless of intent, it all has the appearance of attempting to sneak the amendment

past the community and does not inspire any confidence in any of the proposed
development.

Although there are many technical reasons against the change, including running afoul
of Council’s own policy for this neighbourhood and the sharp contrast and insensitivity
to the context of the neighbouring homes, the proposed zoning change is simply
unnecessary for densification in this vibrant community. Many local single-story homes
have been converted into duplexes and detached infills, creating a very large increase
in the available housing, and many more properties are already in the process of being
developed similarly. The current zoning of R-2 is more than sufficient for increasing
density and this current land use designation shou!d be maintained.

By way of my printed name, signature, and date, | am voicing my opposition to this
development, and its proposed Land Use Amendment.

STever VASwiw
727 55 Avenue SW

Signed:

v

(& oCToBETR Tol8
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Attach 5
Letter 4

Palaschuk, Jordan

From: Erika Klavins <erika@mckinleyburkart.com>

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2018 12:44 PM

To: Public Submissions; Farkas, Jeromy A.; Office of the Mayor

Cc: ‘Steven Yaskiw'

Subject: [EXT] LOC2017-0367 - Windsor Park 5 Storey Apartment Proposal

To the Mayor, Mr. Jeromy Farkas, and Council,

This letter is to note my firm opposition to the proposed rezoning of LOC2017-0367. MC-2 (5 storey max) is what they’re
attempting to go for, but | also believe this and the alternative of MC-1 (4-storey max) as both inappropriate for this
location for the following reasons:

-it DOES NOT exist on on a corner parcel

-it IS NOT within 600m of existing or planned primary transit stops

-it IS NOT on a collector or higher standard roadway on at least one frontage (minimize traffic on local streets)

-it IS NOT adjacent to or across from existing or planned open space or park or community amenity

- it IS NOT along or in close proximity to an existing or planned corridor or activity centre

-architecturally, it is contextually insensitive-- the adjacent church located west of the site was designed to step to 1 storey
(as it was designed to be sensitive to the existing bungalows) and the building east of the site is a bungalow — which has
no plans for redevelopment (although Kasian has suggested otherwise within it’s exterior elevations and renderings; both
seem false to what is actually there, and which will remain there)

-the site is mid-block

-the site is mid-neighborhood creating a barrier within the boundaries

-the site is located on a fire-truck access road (55" AVE) — increased traffic and parking will likely be problematic for
effective use of the existing fire route

-the lane way for waste removal is blocked at one end due to the adjacent church, which | can only imagine will be a
challenging

- the existing old growth tree on the site would most certainly be removed for the proposed underground parking, which |
believe takes away from the character of the existing neighborhood

If rezoning was to be considered to densify | would implore the council to only consider 3-storey max. townhouse
development in lieu of any apartment structure or maintain the existing zoning of RC-2. | believe either of these will be an
organic approach to densification that will likely add to the vibrancy of the neighborhood and city as a whole.

Although this may have no impact on the decision, | want to express my frustration with Kasian and the developer to
approach the rezoning without a concurrent DP application. Their approach to post-pone the public hearing outcome 3
times (forcing every community member to re-submit their opposition letters), waiting until the last moment for public
engagement meetings (and minimally notifying the community that they’re even going on), and applying a similar
approach to installing signage on the properly to inform the community of the public hearing is unprofessional, and frankly
unethical.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter — and | look forward to public hearing in November to review this matter in
person.

Best Regards,

Erika Klavins
727 55 AVE SW
CALGARY AB
T2V0G4
403-461-2095



CPC2018-0679
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Letter 5

Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W.,, although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

*As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Sivia Mett/ep |
Name of resident and/or homeowner: M"\’ 'ﬂé#/F'ﬂ Date: ﬂ/}t J/ Za/dp

(please print clearly)

Str;eetAddress: 7/2 _/L(—j,AMp JW (-ﬁﬁ’ﬂrh /4)8 / ZI/ ﬁCtj
G-

Signature:

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Letter 6

Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O.Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. 1hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based

on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2

conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

MATTHAEW B ELLA pate:_0CT 14 (1018

(please print clearly)

Street Address: SO‘“ 57 Ave Sw | (/AL(’AAﬂYI Aﬁ. Tov 0B

(please pri'nt cIearIy)
Signature: rm M

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy {CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardii@caigary.ca

Name of resident and/or homeowner:




CPC2018-0679
Attach 5
Letter 7

Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0, Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Coundiliors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my conoems ouﬂmed below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55™ Avenue SW.  Lhe ! sed ant L g

scale densnlyand dmaracherofthe netghbourhood by proposmga40t044umt, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based

on above-grade square footage.

i i i i i 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Locatnon Cntena for Multt—Resndential Infill guidelmes. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”

north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55t Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. lLack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: C/’ f‘eﬁ Ff esovl Date: OC+ Z ?, 20 J ?
(please print clearly)

Street Address: 1126 &4 oNg S C/a\qad‘y, Ag

ff %%[please print clearly)
Signature:

Addrsse-mlltoMayorandCityCoundl ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@®calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@®calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@®caigary.ca
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Letter 8

Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue SW. | am voici ition to the ment and its Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009]. The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based

on above-grade square footage.

. The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Developmen®

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55t Avenue, falls within this R-2

conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it

can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue $.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, 1 am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: S ara J'\/ bU naan Date: D IL%D la A A 2) 201K
(please print clearly)

Street Address: g 1L B - S‘/ I’A}'Uf/ SL)

wﬁnt clearly)
Signature: %{V\’é)\* Y -
e®

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca

Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardil@caigary.ca
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Letter 9

Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

- o )
Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”) b y law Z2)8§PR0]E
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 557 Avenue 5.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1.  Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 507 Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: I’\/] @Y“-GM Q Raﬂ b-QJ ('1\‘5‘7/) Date: 0 Cf}"o l?ﬂ/.}” 2 ‘8; -20}3

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 5 O 54 5‘2 AVL é U\) Cﬂu]ﬁ{% Y;’I TZ‘ V D

(please print clearly)
Signature: e M?%LQQ/W/ /QOA?Q/) '/’J %‘%

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardil@calgary.ca
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Letter 10

Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Counciliors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55t Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. As such, its motivations appear purely
motivated by profit and without regard to the impacts on the surrounding neighbours. Further, Kasian has admitted
acceptable alternative sites exist on 50t Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed
location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: _:JL?S O}‘) 5 N /K//,é /7 Date: ﬁé /' 200 20 /g

) ' (please print clearly) / 3 _
Street Address: 7 /0 9 7 /%/ [7 V& § M/ 7 2 4 &f /
N )

(please print clearly

Add: a line for email address (per Herald notice)

Address e-m'éil t&Tayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Palaschuk, Jordan

From: Tara H Somers <thsconsultingcalgary@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, October 29, 2018 1:05 PM

To: Council Clerk

Subject: Re: [EXT] Materials submitted for Nov 12 council; re LOC2017-0367
Attachments: 55th Avenue SW Engagement Report Final Oct 14-compressed.pdf
Jordan,

Thank you very much! I appreciate it. I actually just sent a compressed version; please use this instead, much
easier for you.

Many thanks.

Tara H Somers
THS Consulting & Management
587.700.9175

On Mon, Oct 29, 2018 at 10:54 AM Council Clerk <CouncilClerk@calgary.ca> wrote:

Good Morning Tara,

Apologies for not responding sooner. We don’t usually check the public submissions until closer to the date of the
meeting they get put on.

| can confirm that we received your material, an email from October 14 which contained a 71 page PDF attachment
entitled “What We Heard Report to the Community Fall 2018”.

| am currently in the process of getting this added to the LOC2017-0367 file.

Thank you and have a great day,

Jordan
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From: Tara H Somers [mailto:thsconsultingcalgary@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, October 29, 2018 11:00 AM

To: Public Submissions <PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca>

Subject: [EXT] Materials submitted for Nov 12 council; re LOC2017-0367

Hello again,

I am trying to get a confirmation that the materials I submitted on October 14th have been received; this will be
my 3rd email, and I have also called and left voicemail with your office.

If you could kindly respond to my email, it will save me a trip in coming to your office personally to ensure the
materials were received. [ would appreciate a response today.

Thank you for your time.

Kind Regards,

Tara H Somers

Tara H Somers
THS Consulting & Management

587.700.9175
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Report to the Community

55t Avenue SW Development (L0c2017-0367)
Summer/Fall 2018

>
ek

- Kasian Architecture

« THS Consulting

Visit us at www.55avenuesw.com

- Data in this report was compiled on October 14, 2018.

- This document is an overview of what was heard during the 55" Avenue
SW development public engagement process, hosted May to Oct 2018.

|
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What We Heard:
Community Engagement Report

CONTENTS:

- Our Process

- Door to Door Initiative

- Social Media and Web

- Community Engagement Survey Results
- Open House Statistics

- Verbatim Comments (Online)

- Project Team: Notes to the Community
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Our Process

**This “What We Heard: Report to the Community” was developed to share the results of the
Applicant’s engagement process, initiated by Kasian Architecture, focused on the redevelopment of
720, 724, & 728 55" Avenue SW.

- The engagement strategy provided multiple opportunities and channels for Windsor Park Residents to
learn about the future visions for this site, and to share their thoughts. Through multiple engagement
channels online and in-person, we heard from many community members.

- The community engagement process took place from May - October 2018.

- The social media channels, email and website are still in operation, and will continue to be an open
form of communication for the project team and the community throughout this process.

- The dedicated website email address provides citizens and immediate stakeholders direct access to
the architectural team.



The 20-week engagement

process included:

2 meetings with the Windsor Park Community Association®
to review the project vision and to obtain feedback

Multiple meetings with area Councillor Jeromy Farkas,
starting in about October 2017 (prior to landuse .
submission) with ongoing and consistent dialogue.

Door-to-door feedback gathering (over 160 homes in a .
0.5km radius from the project site), plus a collection of
signatures for support conducted on May 27t & 28t

Dedicated project website ( launched
May 1, 2018 complete with online survey for community
residents, open house dates, online feedback form,
dedicated email & downloadable project documents
(website remains active to date) .

The creation of a dedicated project social media page,
community feedback group and open house events on
Facebook
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Targeted Facebook and Instagram advertisements to
Windsor Park area residents (via Postal Code Targeting) to
gain awareness for the open house events

2 Open House info sessions, coordinated in tandem with
the Windsor Park Community Association in July & August

2000 Open House invitations sent via 2 Canada Post mail-
outs, to households within in 1 km radius from the project
site, advertising both the July & August Open Houses

Sandwich boards advertising project details, website and
Open House dates on 5th St SW, between 52" and 53"
Avenue SW

September and October engagement conducted by
compiling data and responding to community resident
concerns, by written letter from Kasian addressing how
each concern has been heard and rectified. Open
dialogue with community residents continues via Kasian
website, and social media channels.
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Community Participation in Engagement
Process:

Residents were given multiple outlets, both
online and in person, in which to give their ideas,
concerns, opinions and ask questions.

Participants:

- B8 residents responded to our online-survey, °* 349+ unique website visitors
via our website 55thavenuesw.com

- 44 comments, concerns and opinions via

- 49 people we personally engaged in the 2 day Feedback Forms at the Public Open Houses
door-to-door direct campaign and via comment forms on the website

- 17 project inquiries via website comment form
- 47 attendees to the July 25" Open House

- 42 attendees to the August 28" Open House
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Door-to-Door Initiative

The door knocking initiative, over a 2 day period, resulted in
over 160 households visited, and dozens of neighbours in the
immediate 2-block radius engaged.

RESULTS OF DOOR TO DOOR INITITAIVE:

* 24 signatures of support
* 12 requests for more information
* 3 negative responses to the project

Full-color architectural renderings and project
information left with each household, with
contact information for both City of Calgary file
manager and Kasian project lead.




MS 1d

52 Ave SW

53 Ave SW

Location of support sighatures from

723 53 Avenue

Southwe'O'

B 53 Ave b"o

o
(7]
2]

Door-to-Door Initiative

52 Ave SW 52 Ave SW
o
’L_/:/
Q Windsor Park Z
Windsor Park
Community...
53 Ave SW

613 53 Avenue
Southwest

53 Ave SW

642 54 Avenue
644 54 Avenue & Saithess 540 54 Avenue
Southwest

54 Ave SW

Southwest Q

54 Ave SW

621 54 Avenue
Southwest

Proposed Development

-/'

55 Ave SW

709 55 Avenue

Southwest

o ¢

m
o4 724 54 Avenue
= Southwest
=
)
=
" First Evangelical
Free Church
m
E,; 71555 Avenueo
s Southwest
=
%)
=
3]
56 Ave SW
a8

702 56 Avenue
Southwest

56 Ave SW

608 55 Avenue
Southwest

=5 Ave SW

%

MSISS

CPC2018-0679
Attach 5
Letter 11

52 Ave SW
mmm

512 53 Avenue

Southwest

Q

524 54 Avenue
Southwest

604 56 Avenue

Sauthwest

56 Ave SW

56 Ave S

525 56 Avenue
Southwest

| |

MS IS ey

53 Ave SW
53 Ave SW

54 Ave SW

55 Ave SW

56 Ave SW

505 56 Avenue
Southwest

y 4

/
/

&




May 28, 2018

KASIAN ARCHITECTURE
1011 Ninth Avenue SE, Suite 450
Calgary, Alberta T2G 0H7
Attn: Gerry Garvin
Re: Development 720- 728, 55 AVE SW Calgary Alberta LOC2017-0367

On May 27, 2018, within roughly 500 meters radius of the captioned develop site, 1 d
neighbors explaining the proposed captioned development seeking comments and support. Enclosed is the
signed petition of supporters.

I advised the neighbors that if they wished to provide about the develop then they
could write to the file , Chris.Wolfe(@calgary.ca and to the architect, Gerry.Garvin@Kasian.com.

The main question that came up most frequently was whether parking (and traffic) would be an issue

As a result, I explained and provided neighbors with the traffic study showing that there was no significant
traffic impact and advised that parking would be located underground accessed thru the alley behind the site.
My overall findings were that the neighbors supported the development, although, roughly 65% of the

neighbors did not answer the door as they appeared not to be home.

Tara Somers

T: 687 700 9175F 587 700 9175
thsconsultingcalgary@gmail.com
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May 28, 2018
KASIAN ARCHITECTURE
1011 Ninth Avenue SE, Suite 450
Calgary, Alberta T2G OH7
Attn: Gerry Garvin

Re: Development 720- 728, 55™ AVE SW Calgary Alberta LOC2017-0367

On May 28, 2018, | re-attended within roughly 500 meters radius of the captioned development site to
canvass neighbors (that were not home the previous day when | was soliciting) to explain the proposed

d develop secking and support, Enclosed is the signed petition of additional

supporters.
I advised the neighbors that if they wished to provide comments about the development then they could
write to the file manager, Chris. Wolfe@calgary.ca and to the architect, Gerry.Garvin@Kasian.com.

Similar to yesterday, | found that the question most frequently asked was whether parking (and traffic)
would be an issue. As a result, | explained and provided neighbors with the traffic study showing that there
was no significant traffic impact and advised that parking would be located underground accessed thru the
alley behind the site. My overall findings were that the neighbors supported the development. Neighbors
were excited that the development was occurring and felt that it would beautify the area and bring needed

revitalization to the area.

Sincérely yours
\[/

\
Tara Somers ™\

T: 587 700 9175F 587 700 9175
thsconsultingcalgary@gmail.com

m—
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City of Calgary Municipal Hall
Planning and Development Department
700, Macleod Trail South
Calgary Alberta T2G-2M3
February 14, 2018

Attention Chris Wolfe (file manager)
Dear Sir:

Re: LANDUSE APPLICATION# LOC2017-0367

1 am the owner of property 735 — S5 AVE SE which is directly across from the proposed
development.

The Windsor Park area is an old community that has had very little new development. Therefore,
when you drive around the area, you see a very tired looking street scape.

I can understand that some people in our community are hesitant to the changing skyscape of this
area but I am supportive of the development of 720 - 728, 55™ AVE SW. I support this development
because it will help to rejuvenate the street scape which currently is filled with single family homes
that are aged. Although some infills are seen the amount of infill provides for little density for
what this inner city area close to Chinook centre and the LRT could support, which density our
City could use rather to reduce urban sprawl that causes unnecessary increases to our taxes. |
believe the proposed development fits in the arca as 56 AVE SW and 57" AVE SW (1 block and
2 blocks from the proposed development) have similar projects with similar heights and density.

Respectfully,

G,

Tel#403-253-1977
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* | Petition summary and | Plans and information regarding the proposed development at 720-728, 55™ Ave SW was
background provided to me as a neighbor in close proximity for my opinion, concern, and comment. I
was advised that further material could be provided directly to the file manager Chris Wolfe
at Chris.Wolfe@calgary.ca
‘Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who support the proposed development at
720-728- 55™ Ave SW as application LOC#2017-0367
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Support for New Development; 720-728- 55 Ave SW

* | Petition summary and | Plans and information regarding the proposed development at 720-728, 55 Ave SW was
\ | background provided to me as a neighbor in close proximity for my opinion, concern, and comment. I
? was advised that further material could be provided directly to the file manager Chris Wolfe
3 at Chris.Wolfe@calgary.ca
. | Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who support the proposed development at
5 7 & 55" Ave SW as application LOC#2017-0367
g‘) Printed Name e ~ Address Telephone Number | Date
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Support for New Development; 720-728- 55" Ave SW
]

Petition summary and Plans and information regarding the pmposed development at 720-728, 55™ Ave SW was
background provided to me as a neighbor in close proximity for my opinion, concern, and comment. I
was advised that further material could be provided directly to the file manager Chris Woife
at Chris.Wolfe@calgary.ca
Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who support the proposed development at
720-728- 55" Ave SW as application LOC#2017-0367
helley Huest  (hadliy, Muad- | 608 SsAve Suo (<o 991326 |May 27,74
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Social Media and Website
4 Ways To Get the Word Out:
! WEBSITE % SOCIAL MEDIA
www.55avenuesw.com Facebook (Project Page, Open House Event Page,
Facebook & Instagram Targeted Advertising) ‘
.
Z MAILOUTS (2) & SIGNAGE
2000 households Sandwich Boards w/Open House dates

4 Ways to Participate:

B \WEBSITE S* SOCIAL MEDIA
Comment Forms FB Community Feedback Forum, Facebook Event Page, Facebook Project Pgée
Z EMAIL ® IN-PERSON

info@55avenuesw.com Public Open Houses (2)

:
)
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Community Engagement Survey Results

Residents of Windsor Park were asked to take a survey, with 10 questions to answer.

The survey was featured prominently on the website, and also promoted via Facebook
and Instagram advertisements using Postal Code Targeting, specifically delivered to
Windsor Park residents.

The survey was promoted thru social media, by postal mail-out and door-to-door
campaigning which reached over 3000 people, driving 312 of those to the website,
where 68 individuals took the survey.
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Do you reside within the Windsor Park community boundaries?

Answered: 68  Skipped: 0

QUESTION 1. - I

Do you Reside within the Windsor "° .
Park Community Boundaries?

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES ¥  RESPONSES
v Yes 91.18%

v No 8.82%
TOTAL

How old are you?

Answered: 67  Skipped: 1

QUESTION 2:

35-45
How old are you?
45-55
ANSWER CHOICES ~ RESPONSES e
- 18-25 1.49% 1
v 26-34 11.94% g
v 35-45 31.34% 21
v 45-55 37.31% 25
v 60+ 17.91% 12

TOTAL 67
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How long have you lived in the Windsor Park area?
Answered: 67  Skipped:1

100%

80%

QUESTION 3:

40%

. - How long have you lived in the

Windsor Park area?
ANSWER CHOICES ¥  RESPONSES N
v 0-3years 19.40%
v 4-10 years 26.87% e
v 10+ years 53.73% 36
TOTAL 67

Do you support new condominum developments and the revitalization of the
Windsor Park area?

Answered: 67  Skipped: 1

I am indifferent \

QUESTION 4:

Do you support new condominium ..

development in the Windsor Park area?
ANSWER CHOICES ¥ RESPONSES v
: I am indifferent 7.4;3%0 A5

TOTAL 67
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QUESTION 5: When it comes to new condominiums in your community, what height are you
agreeable with?

Answered: 60  Skipped: 8

62% in _

Favor of a

4-storey s
Development;

35% in Favor of a =
5-6 storey —

Development

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES ¥  RESPONSES v
v 3-4 storeys 61.67% 37
w 5-6 storeys 35.00% 21

v 6-8 stories 3.33% 2
w 8+ storeys 0.00% 0
TOTAL

60



QUESTION 6:

When it comes to multi-family developments (condos) in this community,

what is your biggest concern?

Answered: 66  Skipped: 2
100%
80%
60%

40%

B -

Oo/ﬂ
Height of
building

ANSWER CHOICES

v Height of building

v Traffic Flow Impact

v Parking

v Type of Occupancy (owners vs rental suites)

TOTAL

Traffic Flow
Impact

Parking

Type of
Occupancy
(owners vs
rental suites)

¥  RESPONSES
19.70%
22.73%
28.79%

28.79%
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CONCERNS
IDENTIFIED &
ADDRESSED:

PARKING

(underground parking for residents
and visitors: no parking relaxations
sought)

TYPE OF OCCUPANT

(developer aims to attract families
and young professionals; not rental

units but owner-occupied)

HEIGHT OF BUILDING

(35% in favor of 5-6 floors &
shadow study shows very little
impact - 62% support 4 floors:
study shows minor shadow impact)

TRAFFIC IMPACT
(TIA study shows NO impact)



Would you consider buying a unit in this development?

Answered: 67  Skipped: 1
Yes -
" _
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60 70%

ANSWER CHOICES ¥  RESPONSES
v Yes 32.84%
v No 67.16%
TOTAL

QUESTION 8:

How likely are you to sell your current
home to a developer, once more multi-
family projects are being built in
Windsor Park?

40% would consider selling to a
future developer

80%

90% 100%
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QUESTION 7:

Would you consider buying a
unit in this development?

33% say YES

How likely are you to sell your current home to a developer, once more multi-
family projects are being built in Windsor Park?

Answered: 65

ANSWER CHOICES

v Very Likely

v | would consider it
v Not likely

TOTAL

Skipped: 3

Very Likely

Not likely

1 would consider
it

¥  RESPONSES b
9.23% 6
40.00% 26

5077%
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QUESTION 9: 68% Agree

Do you agree, that an increase of families and younger professionals moving
to Windsor Park would add more vitality to the neighbourhood?

Answered: 66  Skipped: 2

0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

. Yes . No
ANSWER CHOICES ¥ RESPONSES v
v Yes 68.18% 45
v No 31.82% 2

TOTAL 66
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QUESTION 10:

Are you supportive of this condominium development in Windsor Park?

Answered: 68  Skipped: 0

Concerns of the 49%
Against have been
alleviated thru:

51% are in favor of
the Development

* Underground parking for
residents and guests

* TIA study shows no No
traffic impact

* 69% support a 4-storey
building

* Shadow study shows
minor impact

* Marketing will target
families and young
professionals

Yes

ANSWER CHOICES ¥  RESPONSES

v Yes 51.47% 35
v No 48.53% 33
TOTAL 68



What We Heard:

Open House Statistics &
Verbatim Comments

LOCATION:

Windsor Park Community
Association; 5304 6" Street SW

WHO ATTENDED?

July 25; 47 people
August 28t": 42 people
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Open House Direct Mailout (Front)

e
n |A | R e |

|

Kasla

FUTURE DEVELOPMENT SCENARIOS

-lnll'il

nez R-C2

Pubic Open House, LOC 2017-0367

Kasian Architecture has a proposed development for 720, 724 & 728 55th Avenue SW that will help revitalize
the area by adding a unique and contemporary condominium project to this vibrant family community.

You are invited to our upcoming Public Open House to learn more about this development and ask us any questions you may have.

JULY 25TH & AUGUST 28TH, 2018 | 6:00PM - 3:00PM | WINDSOR PARK COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION 5304, BTH STREET SW
WWW.55AVENUESW.COM
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Open House Direct Mailout (Back)

ABOLT WINDSOR PARK

Windsor Park is a small vibrant inner city community.

It is located between Elbow Drive and Macleod Trail and a0 Ave SW and a8 Ave SW.

Windsor Park is a desirable inner city neighbourhood that is a wonderful place to live.

ABOUT KASIAN

We have experienced firsthand how public engagement can inspire others to take the actions
necessary to bring about |asting change in our communities.

In addition to our participation and sponsorship of many community organizations and initiatives
across Canada, we host ‘Healthy Cities’ forums that bring business and community leaders
together to build a better understanding of what makes a great community.

¢x

~ Kaslan




CPC2018-0679
Attach 5
Letter 11

>,
Kasian

WE WELCOME YOUR COMMENTS

on
THE PROPOSED REZONING OF 720 - 728, 55 AVE SW, CALGARY

Please feel free to leave this comment sheet with us tonight or take it home and email in to us at
n.com or mail it in to us at the address listed below.

Your Name (required)
Your Home Address (require
Your Telephone # (

Your Email Address ( ]

Please provide us with your thoughts

have which will improve the dev
Ao ta) WMMEDIATE STAS L i

OP[’Dr‘UN{P/ 4—0 MAKS Y (0L Fak s chbix AnAEle
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Thank You!

CALGARY

[
AND PLANNING
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Kasian

WE WELCOME YOUR COMMENTS

on
THE PROPOSED REZONING OF 720 - 728, 55™ AVE SW, CALGARY

Please feel free to this comment sheet with us tonight or take it home and email in to us at

om or mail it in to us at the address listed below

Your Name (required)

Your Home Address (req

Your Telephone # (

Please provide us w
have which will
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Kasian

WE WELCOME YOUR COMMENTS
THE PROPOSED REZONING OF 720 - 728, 55™ AVE SW, CALGARY

Please feel free to leave this comment sheet with us tonight or take it home and email in to us at
@kasian.com or mail it in to at the address listed below.

Your Name (r

Your Home Add

Your Telephone # (

Your Email Address (

Date (

Thank You!

KASIAN
ARCHITECTURE N 4

NTERIOR www kasian com
DESIGN Toront
AND PLANNING

L0
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Kasian

WE WELCOME YOUR COMMENTS

on
THE PROPOSED REZONING OF 720 - 728, 55" AVE SW, CALGARY

se feel free to |

e this comment sheet with us tonight or take it home and email in to us at
kasian.com or mail it in to us at the address listed below.

Your Name (req

Your Home Address

Your Telephone # (

Your Email Ac

us with your thoug

ch will improve the d
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Kasian

WE WELCOME YOUR COMMENTS

on
THE PROPOSED REZONING OF 720 - 728, 55" AVE SW, CALGARY

e this comment sheet with us tonight or take it home and email in to us at
kasian.com or mail it in to us at the address listed below.

Your Name (
Your Home Address (required
Your Telephone # (

Your Email Address (

Date (required) J Ay 4 ¥ >
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Verbatim Comments,
Online:

You have a new message:

Via: hitps://www.55avenuesw.com/

Message Details:

Email
Name
Subject Information about development

Message | am not sure if | can make the open house event but would like to know whether parking is an issue on this development. | live within about 100 meters of it and
although | like the style of the development and idea that it will help to rejuvenate the area, | do not want my street parking taken. i look forward to hearing from you. thank you

Sent on: 18 July, 2018

You have a new message:

Via: https://www.55avenuesw.com/

Message Details:

Emai
Name James

Subject Mailing list

Message Please add me to your pre-sales lists!

Sent on: 4 July, 2018
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You have a new message:

Via: https://www.55avenuesw.com/

Message Details:

Emai
Name Kelly

Subject Comments on the 55th ave Development

Message | have lived on 56ave sw for over 10 years. | love this area - we are very close to Chinook Centre, the LRT Chinook Station, and various quaint shopping areas.
Although in recent years while i visit other communities, | agree that ours has not seen much in new development and appears disheveled. We have had very little new
development in the area. My husband and i have have considered remodeling our home but felt that it would be equally effective just to purchase a new home. However, this
area has very little options. We welcome this development. The architecture firm appears quite reputable and the design looks quite lovely and the height matches what is
already on 56ave SW and 57Ave sw. | think if more developers come to the area and provide for beautifying touches such as this development then it is better for everyone in
the community. | am interested to know if this development will provide for elderly/retirees features because my husband and i would be very interested in purchasing a condo
that is conducive to retiree living.

Sent on: 18 July, 2018

You have a new message:

Via: https://www.55avenuesw.com/

Message Details:

Email
Name Tony

Subject GREAT DEVELOPMENT

Message i recently moved in to this area about 3 years ago and i am not a big fan of it to be honest. walking around it at night, i do not feel very safe especially around 57th and
58th ave SW area. If there are more developments and home owners,( NOT Tenants) then i think the area will be better. | understand that this development is for owners, and
not tenants, plus it looks really great and the height of the building is no more than what is already in the area just a block away so i will support it. Also thank you for coming by
my house and telling us about the development. i thought that was a really nice touch!

Sent on: 18 July, 2018
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You have a new message:

Via: https://www.55avenuesw.com/

Message Details:

Name Kyle I

Subject Development information

Message | am a resident living 1 block from the development east on 55th ave sw. | have been hearing about it thru the neighbors. There appears to be a general consensus to
support the development. But, i am concerned about the traffic flow. Will this development create more traffic? Will this development create street parking issues? i will try to
attend the open house for this event scheduled in July but i am not sure that i can make it. Therefore, | would greatly appreciate hearing from by email.

Sent on: 18 July, 2018

You have a new message:

Via: https://www.55avenuesw.com/

Message Details:

Name Helen
Subject THIS AREA DOES NOT WANT DEVELOPERS RUINING IT

Message | do not support this development. Windsor PArk is just fine the way it is! This development should not be pursued or approved.

Sent on: 18 July, 2018
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You have a new message:

Via: https://iwww.55avenuesw.com/

Message Details:

email [ G
Name Peter-

Subject Proposed Condo Development in Windsor Park

Message | have significant concerns regarding any proposed condo project in Windsor Park

Sent on: 16 July, 2018

You have a new message:

Via: https://www.55avenuesw.com/

Message Details:

email
Name sheil|

Subject 55ave development

Message We are against this project and are already overloaded with town houses and apartments and Parking problems. This is a very small community and would like to
stay with houses and or duplexes . This is too much!

Sent on: 20 July, 2018
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You have a new message:

Via: hitps://www.55avenuesw.com/

Message Details:

Name Maria
Subject Accessible units?

Message | am inquiring if there will accessible units designed using universal design principles?

Sent on: 20 August, 2018
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Notes to the Community

Concerns Over Precedence:

Some Windsor Park residents were concerned that once approved, this development would set a precedent in the
area, leading to more higher-density buildings in the heart of Windsor Park. These participants felt that this would
have a negative effect on the community and change the character of the area and not for the better.

Example verbatim comments from our process:

| believe that this zone change, if approved,
adds to the density and changes the character
of the neighborhood, and NOT for the better

* This project is well past the transition zone,
height variance and parking model...why have a
transition zone just to ignore it?

* |f this rezoning happens, what happens to the
rest of 55th Ave? More developments will start
to pop up?

* The proposed project height is TOO HIGH....why
not 4 stories?

* We already have high density in this very small
neighborhood...I think we have our fair share
along 56th/57th. This sets a precedent
whereby our small area will become totally high
density

Notes from the Project Team:

As indicated, there is currently no ARP for the Windsor Park Community. We
note that there has been an ARP document developed for the 50" Avenue
corridor to the north. However, this document does not specifically address
density or growth for the community to the south. We acknowledge there was
a design brief presented to Council in December 2000 which identified
transition zones from 56 - 58" avenue moving inbound to the Core of the
established Windsor Park Community.

We interpret this brief as a guideline and as 55" Avenue, specifically the
subject site’s adjacency to the main arterial road (Elbow Drive SW), near to
chinook center, Chinook LRT and 58" Avenue, we believe the proposed
redevelopment fits within the context of the December 2000 design brief.
Further, we have designed a building where the floors cascade from 5 floors
adjacent the west property line down to 3 floors on the east side of the
development, respecting the potential redevelopment and RC-2 zoning to the
east of the subject project.

At this time, we believe the Windsor Park Community has a an extremely low
density for an established area and over time, the community should be
permitted the opportunity to grow and re-densify as other communities have
or are currently experiencing in Calgary. We further note that at this time,
there are no other studies or initiatives from the City of Calgary focusing on
strategic planning to assess and accommodate increased density in the
Community of Windsor Park.



Concerns Over Parking:
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The number one concern of the community according to our process, was the fear of losing already-scarce

street parking.

Examples of verbatim comments:

- Parking is already an issue on 55th and
56th; 8 guest stalls is NOT enough, and also,
most families have 2 vehicles, where are
they going to park if they only have 1
assigned stall? NOT ENOUGH PARKING, our
street parking is already gone!

- One-way laneway entrance to the building
parking is crazy....already problems on 55th
avenue for lack of street parking

- Parking is my nhumber one concern, | do not
want to lose my street parking in front of my
house!

| am not opposed, | am solely concerned
about the parking

- Guest parking Is a huge concern

Notes From the Project Team:

We have indicated to the Community that our client engaged a reputable traffic
consultant (WSP) to assess current traffic movement in this quadrant of Windsor
Park. The highlights of the consultants report indicate that 55" Avenue can
accommodate additional traffic flow and as there is a controlled intersection at
Elbow Drive and 55" this permits an organized movement of traffic to and from
Elbow Drive. Therefore, the proposed development will have no further impact on
traffic movement or congestion.

We also note that parking is permitted on 55" Avenue and suggest that current
renters of existing dwellings are likely contributing to the perceived parking influx
as well as potential overflow when the adjacent church conducts various
community functions.

Further, the applicant has worked within the parameters of the City of Calgary By-
Laws and seeks no relaxations. Access to and from the underground parking
structure is from the existing public lane which is a common occurrence in many
established areas of Calgary.

Accordingly, the City of Calgary Transportation department has no concerns with
this method of access to and from the site. We also note that access from the
existing lane is more suitable than permitting stacking, if access was to be
permitted on 55h Avenue.
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LETTER TO COMMUNITY

responding to what we heard

September 21, 2018

Windsor Park Community Association
5403 — 6" Street SW
Calgary, Alberta

T2V 1E2
Attention: Residents of Windsor Park Community
Subject: Re Proposed Condominium Development

55th Avenue SW
LOC2017-0367

On behalf of Kasian Architecture Interior Design and Planning Ltd. our team would like to
thank all residents that attended the two community meetings that were held at your
Community Hall over the summer months. We heard many comments from the attendees
and are now addressing the major items as we fine tune the proposed development.

This letter is provided as a response regarding how we have alleviated the concerns that
have been raised by the community. The main concerns dealt can be grouped into 3
categories; building height, traffic flow and parking.

Building Height

1. We are reviewing the design and massing of the building and will provide a more

significant cascading affect to highlight the stepping of the building along 55t Avenue.

The 3-storey component at the east property line will be more defined to align with
other potential developments to the east to create a soft transition. We would like to
note that the proposed height of this building at the west property line is the same as
the existing multi-family buildings to the south on 56 Ave SW, 57 Ave SW and 58t
Ave SW.

2. We would also like to remark that the shadow study that we conducted, and that can
be found on the Owners public engagement website www.55avenues.com shows
that there is a marginal shadow impact on adjacent homes. As part of our study on
refinements to the massing, we will also take a more in-depth review of the shadow
studies and impact on adjacent homes and yards.

Traffic Flow Impact

3. We will work with the Planning Department to adhere to transportation polices
regarding on-site parking. As discussed, this plan is consistent with the independent
transportation study that was prepared for the development that indicated no
additional traffic impact caused by the development.

Parking
4. The development seeks no relaxations regarding parking. All parking will be

underground and with visitors parking located on the main level located at the rear of
the building. As a result, the development should have no effect on street parking on
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55t Avenue. Furthermore, we will be addressing off-site parking with the City
Planning Department as part of future approvals.

5. We will review the proposed access to the parkade, via the public lane, to ensure
existing residents continue to have unrestricted access as you presently enjoy.

General Comments

6. We will prepare a material board to exhibit the materials that are proposed for the
development.

7. The mature boulevard trees along 55t Avenue will be protected during construction
of the new project and retained as an important aspect of the existing street.

In closing, we will continue to liaise with the Community to ensure the development is
reflective of your concerns and enhances the vitality of Windsor Park. Please feel free to
contact our office if you have any questions.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Kasian Architecture Interior Design and Planning Ltd

Kinreralv yniire

Gerry Garvin
Senior Associate
GGl/gg

cc: Chris Wolfe — City of Calgary, Planning
Tara Somers - THS Consulting & Management

Vancouver
Calgary
Edmonton
Toronto
Doha
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Chris Wolfe, File Manager IMC #8073 October 18, 2018

800 Macleod Trail SE

P.O. Box 2100, Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta T2P 2M5

Mr. Chris Wolfe,

| am writing you to give my comments regarding the following Land Use Amendment application:

Application for Land Use Amendment; LOC2017-0367

Location: 720, 724, 728 & 728R 55 AV SW

The application proposes to designate the land use for the property as:

From: R-C2

To: M-C2

As the resident and property owner of 725-55 avenue SW, | hereby submit the following comments
objecting to the Land Use Amendment.

There is only one exit. The back laneway parallel to 55 avenue is the only exit. The residents may
only exit to the east. To the west, there is no exit. The First Evangeliical Free Church property
exists here. Laneway traffic exiting to the east will be busy. The laneway is not wide enough for
two way traffic. The other residents, needing to exit their garages along the laneway will have
difficulty.

Services such as garbage and recycling removal will be restricted due to access.

Increased parking density on the street will be a hazard for Emergency vehicles travelling down
55 avenue from Fire Station #11.

There are currently illegal secondary suites in the neighborhood. One exists a house away at
731- 55 avenue. Disruption occurs at this resident due to the transient status of the occupants. |
suggest that the City of Calgary conclude their Secondary Suite policy before approving R-C2
land to M-C2 across the street. It seems unfair to expect the residents of Windsor Park on 55
avenue to have to deal with both.

| have had prior issues regarding parking on the street in front of my house. Not only was it an
inconvenience for me, it is a hazard for Emergency vehicles. Fire Station #11 emergency vehicles
travel frequently down 55 avenue from Fire Station #11. The issues occurred due to a lack of
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parking for residents with basement suites. This recently has been resolved. | may finally park in
front of my house. If an apartment building goes up, the street with be lined with cars again.

- | purchased my property in 2005 knowing that single family dwellings were across the street
from me. This is such a beautiful tree lined street with single family homes. An apartment
building structure does not belong. An apartment building structure would change the character
of the community. Land Use for in-fills and single dwelling structures are appropriate.

Thank you for reviewing my comments. Please email me any updates on File IMC #8073. | would like to
be contacted to comment on the development permit, please.

Damon Olsen

Resident and Property Owner
725-55 Avenue S.W.

Calgary, Alberta

T2V 0G4

Email: damon.olsen@icloud.com

Cell Phone: 403 835-6051


mailto:damon.olsen@icloud.com
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Mayor and Council
c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail 5.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 {the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Commumtv of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55™ Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons;

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Deveiopment

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, {2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and {4} it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Wlndsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”

north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer {late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S. W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
palicies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area

Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner:‘ZE—(/ ¢£K:/ / ZL(O{(&QM 'r/é/ Date: Oﬁq[& g , &/ C?/
(pleas prmt clearly)
Street Address: %g bé/qt‘(/g CO\Q—G\A‘GZ"? A’B T& \/ O%

{please print clearly)

Signature:

~———_
Address e-mail to Mayor andéﬁ Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the emait To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner ot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4, Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site, The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Developmeni and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: KA&EN BURNS Date: OCT é)/q, 2018

(please print clearly)

street Address: 91§ BE  AveNve W , CALGAeyY

%
Signature: MVC/W
(N (/

(please print clearly)
Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy {CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council
c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. I hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: %l@lN\\ %%Mﬂb Date: OCF ﬁf“‘ - ZK) 'X

(please print clearly)

Street Address: %g’ 534.\ A\IE~ ép\'o‘ p ('/AIW" fM‘ TQV’Q(Bg

A E@ase prillt clearly)
Signature%\k-:-s ‘-A[ WA \

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. 1 hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: (3'(‘ O\d C ceow el Date: C]C zl EOI 20/ 8
(please print clearly)
\ =& AL PR o
Street Address: “ gof S ()\ Q‘utnme, > C/C*\ﬂeru\
(please print clearly) =
=
Signature: [ =—

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward1l@calgary.ca
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Palaschuk, Jordan

From: Lily <lilyperd@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, September 16, 2018 7:22 AM
To: Public Submissions

Subject: [EXT] LOC2017-0367

To Consumer protection council,
Calgary.

With regards to 55Ave Ave of Elbow Drive (720,724,728-55Ave) rezoning.
We have been living in Windsor Park for 14 years.

My husband is a Civil Structural Engineer and I am a retired Air Canada employee of 25years.

Afrodite Perdicakis

709 55Ave SW,

Calgary,

T2V 0G4.

Tel: H403 238 2997 C403 701 3990
E-mail: lilyperd@gmail.com
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January 2, 2018

Dear Chris Wolfe (file manager IMC# 8073),

| live directly across the lots 720,724,728 55 Avenue S.W. | am of course shocked by the request to
rezone the property to 16 meter height allowance. The small community Windsor Park already has a
higher density use compared to the neighboring communities. The Avenues 57 and 56 have apartments
and many duplex and four plex properties are popping up everywhere. The development on a little
intersection of 50th and Elbow is already overwhelming. Lots off Elbow Drive will eventually be
developed to higher density with the current zoning such as SE corner of my street.

Why should the zoning be changed? | have seen the issues of 57 th. These streets have high congestion
even with underground parking and visitor parking. One lane to drive, which makes it difficult for 2 cars
going the opposite direction to pass each other. Now with the snowplowing and cars getting stuck, |
can’t imagine the ability to drive down this avenue. Ambulances and fire trucks use this avenue
constantly.

This community is bringing in families. | have been living in this community for over 20 years. This
community has been drawing families that want an affordable homes in inner city living. | have a 10
year old daughter. She walks to the playground and school in Elboya. The new zoning appeals to a
different type of population and high traffic. | believe families here would prefer at least the current
zoning to limit the issues a higher density zoning can bring.

This is the prettiest street in the community. The sick infested Elm trees are ok and managed but | don’t
think a 5 or 6 story unit will help the situation. The lovely street that has this eye sore development well
into the middle of the block is ridiculous. | understand if this was off Elbow Drive but it is NOT.

The value of the homes will decrease with this structure looming over surrounding $700.00 homes. |
personally will have no sun, no sky and many windows looking into my living room. | am a lower income
home owner that cannot afford to move and will retire in 15 years. This will be a negative impact on my
investment and quality of life along with my daughter’s.

| seriously will object to the change to a higher height and density zoning. It is unnecessary and certainly
will have many negative affects to this street, to home owners living on the street and community as a
whole.

| hope others will have an opportunity to express their concerns and we will be informed fairly. | don’t
think you will have many letters right now due to the poor timing of the letter from Planning and
Development. People are dealing with the holidays. | have many questions and will be attending the
meeting,

Yours sincerely,



Lorena Bulcao

My contact information,
721, 55 th Avenue S.W
403 615-1320

bulcaol@shaw.ca
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To whom it may concern,

| am speaking out my concerns again about a re-zoning request made by a developer, Kasian
Architecture, from an R-2 to M-C2. The location is on lots 720,724,728 on 55 Avenue S.W. | live on 721,
55 Avenue SW which is right across the street.

| had written a letter to Chris Wolf under file IMC#8073, currently LOC20170367. This was done on
JAUARY 2, 2018. | will include the letter in this email. | was waiting for further opportunities to voice my
concern and hear other neighbours concerns along with more unbiased information about the
development. The timing of a deadline for the first opportunity was right after the xmas holidays so | felt
that not too many owners would have the opportunity to speak up. Then | get a letter about going to
city hall in mid July (most people are away). | could not attend during the day. | hope for an evening
opportunity at the community hall to partake in the discussion. But that was not offered.

Now, another deadline for a letter because of an appeal. The deadline, September 1, was set up over
last weekend before school /labour day weekend. | am late but hope it will be accepted. | only heard
about this opportunity because | reached out to the Community Hall. | had no one canvas or approach
me at all.

| think many owners are against this re-zoning but have little opportunity to react due to lack of
information, lack of access and poor deadline dates. Also, there are near by rental properties that affect
community involvement.

| have talked to other home owners further away from the development and stated their disapprovment
but | believe they are not aware of opportunities (which are limitted).

So, the tactic to use “lack of Community involvement or disapproval” is not substantial.

| have stated before: The development would be too large, too high and overbearing to the residences
surrounding it. This is a family neighbourhood. Including myself and my 11-year-old. With so many
neighbouring schools there are many children walking to and from school. We have lovely playgrounds
also. The re-zoning would affect future developments that breakdown the community feel.

There have been huge changes in this community with the current zoning. The population is easily
doubling. Elbow Drive will bring in new developments including the apartments off 50™" Avenue.

Parking and Traffic will be a serious issue. 45 units with one stall and only a few visitor parking stalls. At
least 40 more cars will be in the area because most units will have 2 inhabitants with 2 cars. Congested
streets with a firetruck route are a hazard.

People are speeding from 50km/hr along the Avenues sends shivers up my spine when | know visability
is limited in all intersections of the neighbourhood.

| know not everyone will be able to voice their concerns but hopefully that even hearing from a few with
obvious similar concerns will be substantial.

Thank you,

Lorena Bulcao.
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Mayor and Council

c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 {the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue SW. | hereb by am voicing my oppaosition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55% Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
palicies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area ~ Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: FRED CdVéLLE@ Date: 30 Og/i %

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 60} 52 A—Vﬁ g }»‘ALM% p(@ ICQ\/ @ 32/

pléase print clearly)

Signature: ‘-”//
Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca

Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the propased re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Llack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a carner lot and is located mid-block, (2) itis on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacentto a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 557 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the pro posed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor park Transition Area — Policy Statement. 1 do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: {‘Nm _HIUH(XON Date: @@A@

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 502 L’S}AU’Q S’\,U Oﬁ(L(-(P(ﬂ;(J M T(:;U @62

(please print clearly)
Signature: (; { MM Q\QLWWWN

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mavor and Council

.10 Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

760 Macleod Trail S.&,
2.0, Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 557 Avenue S.W. Mmmmm DM&‘M_

and would liki

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect tne
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing 2 40 to 45 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a2 mid-block site, As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based

on above-grade square footage.
2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non statutory, 2016). The Progosed Development

fails 1o meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill puidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner fot and is located mid-black, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park oc community amenity, and (4) itis not along, o in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has & much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Palicy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securelyv into the future”

north of 567 Avenuc, a pledge that was re-affrmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of S6™ Avenue 25 an B2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 20170367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks 1o maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 indtial open houses during the summer {late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exst on 50™ Avenue 5.\W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revist the propased location,

As a community resident, | arm supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, induding the Municpal Development Plan, Location Criterla for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50 Avenue Area
fledevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area ~ Policy Statement. 1 do not support the Proposed
Development and itis my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: _ SN INNAN Z"‘"‘ ; Dote B—L—k;‘;Ll 161?

(please print clearly)
Street Address: //9 SY AV AN, ()“L(GW Pfq} Tﬂ\b 'OQ“(
(please print cledrly) ©
Signature; Z-,/"‘"—"_"

Address and City c/omeomccofthecﬁycktlc cltyclerk@calgary.ca
As per the in the Calgary Herald, akso send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.cz
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: M, Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: H@\U? SU Fn‘ Q-d Date: (DC#%O/ICD

(please print clearly)

&~ U 0
Street Address: >Z\i'3-l A"’(_ gw

Signature: 4‘ \/j& /Q/)//\ ,LQIL‘%

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca

(please print clearly)
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: "\VK@/\’UW g @i (‘ﬂ Uj Date: @CX%O} I8

(please print clearly)

Street Address: “'\’écl ~S2 o S ),

Signature: 4:1,* 0}/"‘{!\»\;«{ (/QL

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1l@®calgary.ca

(please print clearly)
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mavyor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Incensistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009]. The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August}, but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

<;;0_/J \S;w Cé\y//\ Bfe: chl <0 / 20/&,

Name of resident and/or homeowner:—"

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 70-73 S‘Zb\cj A Ve S \/\J

- i please print clearly)

— _—— e s —

Signhature: - T

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Couficil, ¢/ The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@®calgary.ca
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Palaschuk, Jordan

From: Helen Chan <helenkpchan@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, October 31, 2018 4:52 PM

To: Public Submissions

Cc: Ward11 - Marina Mason

Subject: [EXT] LOC 2017-0367 (the Proposed Development) - Windsor Park Land Use

Amendment
Attachments: Windsor Park Land Use Amendment 2018 11 01.JPG

Dear Madam/Sir:

Please find my letter of objection attached regarding LOC 2017-0367 with respect to a proposed development
in the community of Windsor Park.

Helen Chan
Windsor Park Resident

Copy: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor
City of Calgary
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue SW. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential infill guidelines. In particular, (1) It is
nat on a corner lot and is located mid-biock, (2) it is on a lacal street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4} it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55' Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August}, but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. As such, its motivations appear purely
motivated by profit and without regard to the impacts on the surrounding neighbours. Further, Kasian has admitted
acceptable alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue 5.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed
location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50 Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed

Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.
Date: OCJ g I / &O/g'

Name of resident and/or homeowner:

{please pri arly)

Street Address: gﬁ\% 5‘/# 4 Ve 5‘4)

(please print clearly)

Signature: Add: a line for email address (per Herald notice)
\-——/
Address e-mall to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement In the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy {CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Letter 31

Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55* Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my o ition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-black site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2.  Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill {Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

falls to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, {1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, {2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3} it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and {4} it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56* Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer {late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address communlity resident concerns. As such, its motivations appear purely
motivated by profit and without regard to the impacts on the surrounding neighbours. Further, Kasian has admitted
acceptable alternative sites exist on 50* Avenue 5.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed
location.

As a community resident, | am suppartive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50 Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: HEGH‘ICV Da\fl dso [#) pate: @ ctobes 31,2018

{please print clearly}

Street Address: 128 S5F avenue Sw Ca.’gary AR T2V DE/

{please print clearly)
Signature: l !ig ; § 2 ) Add: a line for email address (per Herald notice)

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca




Mayor and Council

c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.

CPC2018-0679
Attach 5
Letter 32

P.O. Box 2100
Postal Station M
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resid

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing i

Amendm

ent of the Commumty of Windsor Park, pl(”'o find my concerns inad belo hey relate to the proposed Land Use
0 i s proposed Land Use
e following reasons:

ent and would like to see Council refuse the propos:
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Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, evelopment fails to respect the

As a com
policies, i
Redevelo,

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, IJ\, propu ing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses o nid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as we!! tantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Locatlon Criteria for Ml.l[l Rumendai Infill gmdelmes, In parncular (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

munity resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
ncluding the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
pment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed

Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

)
c.\« R3 N =
Name of resident and/or homeowner: ‘\f\\ \ 2 o\ Date:

Street Ad

Signature:

B&%\'lo\%

(please print clearly) J

dress: _j—l’q_ S<{V A\\}{ S\‘\)

(please print clearly)
[T\ St
/
T )

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@®calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August}, but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

- r o
Name of resident and/or homeowner: i“‘[ AV \ g \"M Date:

‘{éleas\el print clearly)

Street Address: ( 4+; 5d '*/‘%U{\ : &‘ -~ U\/ Cﬂ_ C LHL){’ 1
& _ (please print clearly) \ d{ (J
Signature: T )8*—/9\/\-—-——-"

Address e-mail to M\.vcl and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Nameofresidentand/orhomeowner:@'o l’) R‘O l{?f V‘—/—SU@ Date: /\/O l,/, l,) ZO/ g

(please print clearly)

Street Address: ‘5'0 5-“ SQ /q\/’(u SW CL\,)dC}OLV“/W TZ \/ O [—‘5\5)

- (please print clearly)

SEgnature:J&/\\ }? CJL_}"‘-)’\—/ AN )

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1l@calgary.ca
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mayor and Council i
¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

postal Station M
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

ined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
or the following reasons:

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outl
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, f

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Develo :
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, itis incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based

on above-grade square footage. -

pment fails to respect the

ocation Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
teria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) itis on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) itis not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

2. Lack of Consistency with L
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Cri

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2

conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted at;ceptabie
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a.u com.munity resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Av ; A
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support t;'ne Pro de“UE oe
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration. o

Name of resident and/or homeowner: I_:-)QL/LW\CDV\& (./[/\Q, - Date: _( k'f < ' ﬁ( %S

(plea'!.!e print clearly)

Street Address: 9'_0 ( / ,52 V\ﬂk AU‘Q— QLUD\ CG’\WW’L TQ_\/O %5
Q

(please print clearly) S
Signature: %h@—w“ :
2 v

Add - P
As pr:;s:hz ':::L::i:\;‘layor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
Pliasa catid'a carbo:‘:;“ i'(‘cté\e Célgarv Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
py (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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November 2, 2018

Re: Land Use Redesignation Windsor Park

Bylaw 218D2018

Dear Sir/Madam:

Please record my objections to the rezoning application covering the properties of 720,724, and
728R on 55 Avenue S.W., Calgary.

My property lies directly North of these lots, and my objections are as follows:

- Environmental damage is anticipated on the East-West Hedge and trees; estimated
damage $10,000 minimum

- Any 4-5 story building will deprive my garden permanently from sunlight.

- Alley development will necessitate rebuilding of the southerly fence line in an additional
cost of $10,000;

- Opening up the alley and increasing the traffic throughout will provide extra security
issues and potential drainage problems.

- My plans to develop my lot through 3 individual homes will be limited and will reduce
the saleability of my property..

- The removal of my tenants’ privacy could lead to the loss of my rental arrangement
which presently provides the only financial income to pay my taxes on this property,
thus it threatens my existence on this property.

- Finally, this rezoning application might facilitate development for the individual, but it
goes against all individual use in the neighborhood, including the church and all
residences.

Trusting that the Council will find it essential to cancel this application for rezoning, | remain

Yours truly,

L.K. Szojka P.Eng., retired

cc. Jeromy Farkas
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Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5 0. - /o and U&gf—

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors, W . M

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelinés. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area. ‘

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/o K/AN Sb ﬁQ{te: Abu ;/7/2-0 { g

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 52 g ’-—- "H—\ O,be 5(&3 i

(please print clearly)
Z\; otz Yt~ .

Si
Addr -mail toMay 'and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the adv ent in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca

Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1.

Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/qr homeowney: m |~ KE RA) M\/s} vo'-\ Date: I\) V) \/ 2(//8

(please print clearly)

Street Address: S 3 3 3’-; T“ 4 \/‘; S \\/

(pfease print clearly)
Signature: \ M

NN

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55™ Avenue S.W. 1 hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Muliti-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55t Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

g

Name of resident and/or homeowner: __ 1.1 /1 4 Date: /y)\ l\\W pry. ¥

(please print clearly)

Street Address: ?70'7 = S(‘f ;A(l/\& Sf\i

( . J— {please print clearly)
Signature: (\-‘a./"\/t.,,«-\, ) (%‘\/\J« (0 LWL/(_LU—-

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11®calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

% Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station m

Calgary, Alberta T2P 2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 Proposed Development
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a homeowner and resident of the Community of Windsor Park, | am writing to voice my
strong opposition to the rezoning sought by Kasian Architecture for 720, 724, 728 - 55 Ave. SW..

The rezoning Kasian Architecture is seeking does not meet the zoning bylaws set out by the
“Revised Windsor Park Transition Area Policy Statement”. This agreement reached in 2000 by
the Community of Windsor Park Association, residents and city planners and approved by City
Council states that from the south side of 50 Ave. SW. to the north side of 56 Ave. SW. and from
the east side of Elbow Dr. to 4 St. SW., Windsor Park was to remain a low-density residential
community with development restricted under the R-2 Land Use Bylaw designation. The M-C2
rezoning sought by Kasian Architecture would result in a massive 5 storey, 48,438 sq. fi.
structure which clearly violates this agreement.

The goal of the Revised Windsor Park agreement and its R-2 zoning was to encourage the
revitalization of this neighbourhood with new development. It has been successful. The
increased density of the neighbourhood has been managed and controlled as new infills and
new residents, many of them young families, have invested and built their homes in Windsor
Park. Massive structures, such as proposed by Kasian Architecture, would dwarf and shadow
cast existing homes. | feel future new home owners would not choose Windsor Park when such
giant structures could be built next to their homes at any time.

By way of my printed name, signature and date, | am voicing my strong opposition to this
development and its proposed Land Use Amendment.

Name of resident and homeowner: Be;'H’i‘f}Y\\_f\ l/((‘-” \VY\ Date: F I {i /v m{ﬁ/ j/ f
Street Address:_5 3 “75—&/‘ 74 Ve 5\/\/ 00(368 I >/ ;} i% 7/52\/ OC’7
Signature: \é/ﬁw W/ (
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: _Jiang Feng Bao Date: Nov. 04,2018

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 626, 55 AVG SW, Calgary, AB

: 4 (please print clearly)
) 72,12 F

Signature:

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1l®@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Communlty of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its preposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) itis on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Wrndsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W. , although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: /‘4an@+ W[ Hf amd Date: 4{‘ NU VEm bd; QO/ 8

( ﬁi{ase print clearly)

Street Address: 524 {_—)_Zf‘% A\(ﬂ, 8 . \f\/
4 (please print clearly)
Signature: ;MD@(J{%‘W .

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55 Avenue S.W. 1 hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by propaosing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 507 Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

/ AN o T s :‘N = eiid Py v,
Name of resident and/or homeowner: N\P&LEL—— \j@l}i?»f:ﬁ:f Date: Ol ;\\}f‘\l’_’ﬂ’\.\'-\\’ [ Q.J%
(please print clearly)
e G A-;«— LY ke s {f?lr{’ l
Street Address:%?‘(;s \ S Ve SN \/\f IS TP

(please print {clearly)

=t

Signature: = x
Pl \“‘-‘
Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Palaschuk, Jordan

From: Craig DilLouie <cdilouie@zinginc.com>

Sent: Sunday, November 04, 2018 8:40 PM

To: City Clerk

Cc: Public Submissions; Ward11 - Marina Mason

Subject: [EXT] letter of opposition to LOC 2017-0367 (the "Proposed Development")

Mayor and Council
c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development™)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as
they relate to the proposed Land Use Amendment on 55th Avenue S.W. [ hereby am voicing my
opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use Amendment and would like
to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following
reasons.

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed
Development fails to respect the scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by
proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential building that is surrounded on 3
sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in
density of 17 times based on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016).
The Proposed Development fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for
Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is not on a corner lot and 1s located mid-
block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather than on a
collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or
planned open space or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity,
to an existing or planned corridor or activity centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-
residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as such, has a much
lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park
community residents developed the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that
the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future” north of 56th Avenue, a pledge that
was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56th Avenue as an R-2 conservation

1
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area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55th Avenue, falls
within this R-2 conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via
Kasian Architecture, has only put forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site
— a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it can sell on the subject site. Kasian
Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has not
scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has
admitted acceptable alternative sites exist on 50th Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated
any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, I am supportive of development in our community that respects
various planning and development policies, including the Municipal Development Plan,
Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50th Avenue Area Redevelopment
Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. I do not support the
Proposed Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious
consideration.

Sincerely,

Craig Dilouie
5615 -5 St SW, Calgary
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Mayor and Council

c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55t Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Wenijie Li Date: NOV. 4th, 2018

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 039 54 Ave SW T2V 0C9

Name of resident and/or homeowner:

(please print clearly)

Signature: &Uﬂ,ﬂ;j’é@ é

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
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Mayor and‘Councnl
c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City ofpalgary
700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M
Calgary, Ali)erta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2417-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayqr and Cauncillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
| hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendmernt on 55" Avenue S.W.
Amendment and &ould like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Iqﬁconsistencv with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
‘uilding that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surroundjng structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based

o‘n above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
ils to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on 3 collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
r park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
gentre. Rurther, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. éiscontir uity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
horth of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2

onservation larea.

[
4. Lack of Broposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
:tan sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
glternat e sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.
|
Asa com*nunlty resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of iLresident and/or homeowner:

Street Address: 716 _SH AVE Sw  CALGARY . ALBEEIA T2V CE|
(please print clearly)

EMic GIoMEZ Date: [NOV. 4, ZOIE

(please print clearly)

/../'

Signature: datie &

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per tl'{e advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please sénd a caTbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Please sénd a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council
¢/o Office of the Cit
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail S
P.O. Box 2100
Postal Station M
Calgary, Alqerta, T2
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Re: LOC 20‘&17-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Colncillors,
i

As a resident of the

Amendment on 55"

Amendment and

Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
uld like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
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collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
urther, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Caigary

700 Macleod Traill S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55 Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Pra Development and its d Land Use
Amendment a ould like to ncil refuse the pro| tion from to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it Is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. k of Consistency with L n Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statu 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on 2 local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development isa church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2

conservation area.
4, Pri Alternatives for the Subij ite. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site ~a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 507 Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infili document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that vou give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

<
Name of resident and/or homeowner: 2! Z‘ LN W Date: /\XDU L3, i QQ

(please print clearly)
srestriarms 2|55 AVE SK. Calgorg —
o {please print dearly)
Signature: jf\ [’ A 04/1\/'\
Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11i@caigary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 {the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55 Avenue SW. 1h am voicin; 0 jtion to the Pr Development and its nd Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 meire, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it Is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. k of Consistency with L n Criteria for Multi-Residential infill {Non-statu 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Muiti-Residential Infill guidelines. in particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2} it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, {3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it Is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2

conservation area.
4, Pri Alternatives for the Subj ite. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site ~ a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kaslan has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

<
Name of resident and/or homeowner: ‘7‘1 Z‘ LA W Date: /\XDU ; 3 L2 / QQ

(please print clearly) hd

Street Address: LLZ! J(’f AVE SH . &zzﬁaﬂ/i/

(please print dearly)
\
Signature: 7{\ [/ Ao
Address e-maif to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca

Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardil@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5S

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4, lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

AN
zi W l -ah§ j %
Name of resident and/or homeowner: Datezg\jﬂv], 3 3 L

(please print clearly)

Street Address: #@W .f %L /<\' ,Vf g}[} / %gm’%{/
. {please print clearly)
Signature: Zﬁ}’z/ﬁ/w—*

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy {CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Do 1003017 2257 fthe “Pronsesdd Deeleainant”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Cdmmunity of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 557 Avenue S.W. Lhereby am voicin n to the Pro Development and its
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the pronosed re-desienation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the followine reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, itis incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based

on above-grade square footage.
2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill {Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the § criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2} it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adizcent to 2 non-residentla! development, that non-residentie! development s e church and 2e
such, has a much fower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discouraga multi-unit develonments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenus, falls within this R-2

conservation area.
4, k of Pr: Alternati! r j ite. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site ~ a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., aithough it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: ‘sz(%’l/ }/\JM’ Date: Mvs % 9 7’0/(%

. (please print clearly) ﬂ
Street Address: 5510 f% A ]/f SW 4 W)/(j/
’ ( B[gase‘pﬁrif clearly)
? 5 e
Signature: by S -"f {/I&"L "‘—*}'/
Pl - 77 17 z7

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgarv.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeramy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward1i@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macieod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55 Avenue S.W. 1he am voicin 0] ion to the Pro Develo and its nd Use
ndment and would like to see Council the ed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the foll reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential

building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential infill guidelines. In particular, {1} itis

not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, {2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and bullding height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. f Pri rm r th ject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: @7’\ W /% Date: /MOV 4 5 / V/ (i

{please print clearly}]”

Street Address: él/ f/f /')”/g 57\) Vs @“(’ﬁ’ﬂrg/

(please print ciearly)u 4

s » "

4 / /— 7 d.f ,/ 5 .

signature; YL o L “ “
7

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: Publi i
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardi1@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned carridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55t Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Llack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W,, although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

A \ /U
Name of resident and/or homeowner: A/ /f \ (fY f‘h/ 0S Date: \ i / (7 '¢

T — (please print clearly)

/ // ~ o ;N C { iN ‘(//3
N C Gy S (Al aans FH
Street Address: 0/% > / //L//( el Ll C{’:/ / (4/ e
Z/ ) (please(pfint clérly)
q
Signature: ///‘ v

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill {Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue SW., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

~~ ”
Name of resident and/or homeowner: Df}’\ /Y\J/‘*' '1‘ a7 A7ﬂ’\“ E\,’E/jate: ” /C! / { ({'

(ple;sevprint cléa?ry)‘ J
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Street Address: L‘ LJ , ﬁ “ Q;Avlv,é/ ,J( (AL
= (please print clearly)
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Signature: — .;lyu/)ﬁ T

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

: 4 Y, o 7
Name of resident and/or homeowner: "\/\ 2y UQ(Y\S T Date: _INIO\ 5, 2OV &
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(please print c}early) h
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Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and {4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: .Qcm ""J ‘) {Da Ly +2€r— pate: 2 | EZI ’/OS—

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 2 S50 AU’Q Sid CC’-[ BCJ\IVLA B T2 0 T

: (please print clearly)
Signature: ¢ &

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council
¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue SW. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan {Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and {4} it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height thzn the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. vne Ciiy and Windsor Park coinmunity residents deveioped
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55t Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site ~ a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Muiti-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Propased
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.
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Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward31@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Dévelopment”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the'zhCommunity of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55™ Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based

il

on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as

such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2

conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable

alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area

Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: k ihjg;i S ‘Zh'{“ 1 Date: NO\I . 5/ 20 lg
(plexSe print clearly)

Street Address: ?Oq 5& AVE SW, Cal Ufu H’b' T&V Ogb

(p‘)lease pri clearb,')
Signature: /d %v,‘/,,l/(m/(/al
U/

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11®calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M )
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”}
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. I hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1} itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August}, but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident anW‘, \/O \[ Nag \ ) I’\}/‘\j L ') Date: % )
e —

(please print clearly)

Street Address: PG (o P2 5% /Xue %’U:’ .

J//c (please print clearly)
Signature: ‘ [/M/W

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

cfo Cffice of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail 5.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Pastal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development")
Dear Mayar and Councitiors,
As a resident of the Commumtv of Windsor Park, please find my coneerns cutlined beiow as they ralate 1o up- mopused Land Use

Amendrment on 557 Avenus S,
Amendment and would like to see Council reluse the proposed re- deslgn ation {rom R-C2 to M-C2, !m' lhe following reasons:

1 inconsistency with the Municipal Develepment Plan {Statutory, 2003). The Proposed Development faiks to respect the
scate, density and character of the neighbaurbood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 18 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding stfuctures due o & significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square fostage.

2. Lackof Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential infil {Mor-statutory, 2018), The Proposed Developmeant
fails to meet 4 out of the B eriteria as per the Locatian Criteria for Muiti-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1] it is
not on @ corner lot and i kecated mid-block, (2} it is on a local street as identified &y Planning and Developrmesnt rather
than an a callactar or higher standard roadway, (3] it is not adjazent 1o, ar acrocs, from an existing or plannad cpen space
o park ar community arnenay, and (£) it is nat along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned costidar or activity
centre. Further, while itis adjacent 1o a nan-residential development, that nen-residential developrmant is a church and as
such, kas a much Ipwer floor-area ratio and building height than the Propesed Development.

3 SEontin with the X A0St icy. The ity and Windses Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will rermain B-2 securely into the future”
north of 567 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 te maintain the area nurm of 56™ Avenue as an 8-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developmants there. LOC 20170367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
aanservation aréa.

farth one prapasai as it redates 1o the dewlapment of the site ~ a proposal that seeh to maximie the nurnb&y of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August}, but has
net wchaduled any further open houses to address cammunity resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitied acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50 Avenue SW., altheugh it has nat indicated any willingness to revisit the prapesed lacation.

As a community resident, 1 am suppartive of development in aur community that respects various planning and develepment
podicies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Critesia for Multi-Residenzial Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Developrient and it is rvy hope that you give rmy thoughts herein serious consideratan.

o ' )
Name of resident and/or hameoamer: _ +- | l ma u\’li’ Lj LL Date: NQQ L5 20i8

{please print clearly)

steetgdress: D40 G PVE <iJ

3 {pleace print clearly)
/
Sigrature: \M%&Q—P

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢fo The Office of the City Clerk: cityelerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To:
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Counciltor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Lettergg

Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”}
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. [hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill {Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falfs within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it

" can sellon the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August}, but has

not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: \Q \ IV\/‘C\, UV\K\J L) Date: [20\/ g ( % ?

(please print clearly) ?

Street Address: ?04 - gB /AS‘/\GP\U c &L)

J/ * (please print clearly)
Signéture\: /{/M %7[/7/”7//%{]

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca .
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Attach 5
Letter g7

Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill {Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while itis adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: PELA 2R vl Date: \Qb" =T

(please print clearly)

Street Address: f_\_\@» =7 A\"E é\(\& RN o&o

(please print clearly)

.

g ———

Signature: )

< \ —-
Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca

Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll®@calgary.ca
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Letter gg

Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.\W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill {(Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: b\@pp\b‘ @D%ﬂ_b\‘\\ Date: \/'b B \\’ /L

(please print clearly)

Street Address: \‘\0/)’ S\ ANE L\ V2N ©AN

4 (please print clearly)
Signature: \v\\v/_\ F il

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, ot across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses te address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: P\Q\QAB ().D'E&\‘b\w Date: \Ab = =

(please print clearly)

Street Address: \'\OL\ 5\ ANT <A\ "R N QAN

. (please print clearly)
Signature: \‘B\\& -

Address e-mail to MayB and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward1l@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) itis on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: P\&PAB éEa“b \‘\\ Date: \ ‘{) = 7"

(please print clearly)
CL €\ B\ o v oonb

(please print clearly)

Street Address:

Signature: \\\ om Y

- e e
Address e-mail to M\;band City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55t Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50"" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: RNA‘} eb%@h A~ Date: \Cb = Yy /&-

(please print clearly)

Street Address: s S\ Padle Sl Y aals

24 (please print clearly)
Y .
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Signature: \J\*\ O\

N -
Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll®@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: _ INEC AN (AN AN Date: L

(please print clearly)

Street Address: %\\ =\ A\\E S U 5 DP"QD

(please print clearly)
N\ : -
Signature: \\\ i /

Address e-mail to Mayc>a\|d City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55 Avenue S.\W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50 Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: ;\@\c A \?PE > \A Date: \% o St

(please print clearly)

Street Address: ’3‘_\% S \ A\IE ‘5\(\[ Ti\l o AQJ

(please print clearly)
Signature: \\\\\/ B ] il

Address e-mail to Mayoh.d City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@®calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: F“@?A% l&%\\& Date: \%‘ \\ = /Z‘

(please print clearly)

Street Address: M- S Adle Sl T2V OAX

(please print clearly)
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Address e-mail to Mapond City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll®@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) itis on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

ARCAN £

(please print clearly)

Street Address: A ,fl.\\% <= (—\_?,\’ oA X

(please print clearly)
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Signature: R o
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Address e-mail to Mayorand City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca

Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Name of resident and/or homeowner: Date: \‘\‘_\ AN L“
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55% Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: AQ{)P\‘; QDE Q\k\\* Date: \43 =R~

(please print clearly)

Street Address: \’\OQB ‘3’5 P\\&E 6\(\‘ —Tz—\{ %QD

4 (please print clearly)
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Signature: \\\i\\(—\ — / =

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
noton a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W.,, although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: P\(LPP\ > %% @B\ P Date: \ QD =8 = L,

(please print clearly)

Street Address: BN 5% P\\xz N B O@LL

\ (please print clearly)
Signature: \k\,\," Y

~
Address e-mail to Ma}end City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1l@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council
c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.\W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area - Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: _ BNEFADS '&E@b\& Date: ‘[}7 ol

(please print clearly)

Street Address: Dv\“ %"5 AT S ﬁl\i Oﬂ_:o(

(please print clearly)

Signature: TR _
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Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: P‘\@@P\K %‘%—%\Q Date: \% A= T,

(please print clearly)

Street Address: Ui\ é c:?/b Q\SE <A Ry Oé:"\’

(please print clearly)
Signature: \A\ V P
N Y Y g

Address e-mail to May}and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca




CPC2018-0679
Attach 5
Letter 80

Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: p\@(’ AL &E(‘LD\ ‘A Date: \% il \\ "/L

(please print clearly)

Street Address: L\%O) =S ANE =\ T2V DE%

(please print clearly)
7
Signature: \.1\\(\\ P . )

N S
Address e-mail to ‘I\Aor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 557 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: P(()\prh &;E{U)\\'Q Date: \Cb = \\" ?_,

(please print clearly)

Street Address: \’\\‘\\ “D’é P\\‘ E é\j\r ) Z.,\f DE 4:

(please print clearly)
Signature: \N_N/—\

Address e-mail to M;knd City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: P\GLQP\‘; QD&N‘\\ Date: \/"\3' -

(please print clearly)

Street Address: \_ L\\Qb éé 'N"‘ %V\L "\”2_\" Oe\g

(please print clearly)
Signature: \\r&\\v

Address e-mail to Mayx and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50'" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: }\@Q’Am %ﬂ%@"&“\\ Date: \AD‘ Koe IL

(please print clearly)
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(please print clearly)

Street Address:

Signature: \\\\\ ;-
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Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Attach 5
Letter g4
Mayor and Council
¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2

conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50 Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: A %EQ&\‘Q Date: \qb" \\_' =

(please print clearly)
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Street Address:
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Signature: A \ ’ ol

AAVEY
Address e-mail to Mavﬁand City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca

(please print clearly)
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 starey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner ot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: hLLAD %E_LB\Q Date: \Ab ==

(please print clearly)

SrectAddress: | 2= ALO S6 sk S~ TN 04as

(please print clearly)
Signature: \\\\
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Address e-mail to Mayér and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11l@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue SW. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: P\@PAB %\E‘@B\A Date: \%-’ ="l

(please print clearly)

Street Address: \"L\,Ll (;36 &\&E‘ < e Q(ﬁb‘

(please print clearly)
Signature: \X_. Y i ¥ sillliin.

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
noton a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner:  PNE~CARS BERNIN Date: \/JD i

(please print clearly)

Street Address: . = L\’):L- 36 D\\SE 5\r\r _‘\’/2—\[ Q(ﬂg

(please print clearly)

Signature: A -

N X’\_/ =
Address e-mail to Mayorand City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1.

Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: P\Q\GQ\B %‘t@b\\\\‘ Date: \% 5 \\' =

(please print clearly)

Street Address: \ — VM % 6 AlE S VLV Oc\g

(please print clearly)

Signature: \V&uf\

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsar Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner:  IN&EOADN e pate: Vb-\W\-"1-

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 2-U41YY S AE g TV Q(J\g

1 . (please print clearly)
N
Signature: \ o —
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Address e-mail to May\ovnd City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll®@calgary.ca
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Palaschuk, Jordan

From: tamunru@aol.com

Sent: Monday, November 05, 2018 9:26 AM

To: City Clerk; Public Submissions

Cc: Ward11 - Marina Mason

Subject: [EXT] See ATTACHED 7 Letters AGAINST LOC 2017-0367
Attachments: img240.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
Regarding the proposed Land Use Amendment of 55 Avenue S.W.:

| grew up in Windsor Park, and have made Windsor Park my home for close to 10 years now.

I am very concerned about the proposed amendment.... substantially increasing the density of the street, increased traffic
and noise.

More importantly | am concerned on how it will change the look of the avenue. The current 5 Storey height is not located
on the avenue. Windsor Parks heart, is 55th Avenue. This is due to the trees, and the type of buildings that reside on this
avenue. Most buildings are of a bungalow building type, with the newer residency going as high as a 2 storey

building. All buildings keep with the 20 ft setback, and a low rise garage(one storey) that meets with a standard

setback. Having these setbacks allow Windsor Park to have the trees in the community that keep the "park" in Windsor
Park!

The new development does not appear to adhere to any of the setback standards. The tree canopy that 55th Avenue
enjoys will be hacked. The particular property has well established trees that overhang 55th Avenue, and from what we
saw at the open house, this will not be kept. The proposed setback of the building 5 storey elevation will create a giant
mass that will block the light of the single storey house next to it), and others.

Please see the ATTACHED 7 Letters of non-support.

Please Vote NO!

Sincerely,
Tammy Unruh
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55 Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan {Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Muiti-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1} itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2} it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and {4] it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer {late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50 Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and deveiopment
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi- Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

S~

. | /4] g
Name of resident and/or homeowner: " f & 4"/}\/ + 47 r[—'f;‘l (_1,’5:,{\93te: ff (! / 3

(please print cleaTy)

’
;

/ e ; .
Street Address:i o *’) “ ks S A

" (please print clearly)
Signature: = /.-!7‘#{-’*56( ~:€;;;-,.4_1 .
> N

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardil@caigary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Develfopment”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 557 Avenue SW. I hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. iInconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Lacation Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1} itis
noton a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park ar community amenity, and (4} it is not along, or in close proximity, ta an existing or planned carridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential developmentis a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56% Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage muiti-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50°" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, { am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

g Y
Name of resident and/or homeowner: TR yir 1 vty Date: A ’ -
= —— (please print clearly)
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Signature:

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: citycdlerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardil@calgary.ca
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Mavyor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M )
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: G 2017-0367 {the “Proposed Development™}
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55 Avenue S.\W. |hereby am voicing my opposition o the Proposed Development and its propased Lang Use
Amendment and would like to see Cauncil refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbeurhood, by proposing a 4010 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on 3 mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage. E

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. in particular, (1) it is
not on a corner fot and is located mid-block, (2) it is-on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than-on a collector.or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, .or across, from an existing or planned opeh space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower fioor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area northr of 56" Avenue as am R-2
conservation area and discourage mudti-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on: 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can self on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late fuly & August}, but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 55" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

/ﬁ\ .
Nary(e/cﬁ’ ris_ide)ta’{d/m homeowner: ,&(/)di/’ﬂ() 0 [l(V@@ Date: [lbl/ . } //P) )

e (please print clearly)
Stréet Address: ’_T'OZ - 55 A'\f//) oe S\AJ.) /. 644 J(K-L/ : /g@
(pl\efsé print clear}y) [

Signature: MVI C&/‘JZ’ N D ((l (/‘Q (

Address e-mail to Mayar and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please sond a carbon copy (CC) to: My, Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillar, The City of Caigary: wardii@calgary.ca
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Mavyor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M i
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0357 {the “Proposed Development™}

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55 Avenue S.\W. | hereby am vsicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its propesed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Cauncil refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing & 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey muiti-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantiai increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. in particular, {1} it is
not on a cornerjot and is lecated mid-block, {2) it is'on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on-a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential developrment, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower fioor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Palicy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area. north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation arez and discourage multi-unit developmenzs there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late july & August}, but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Muilti-Residential Infill document, the 50° Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/@v [A’VVU’MUI (, NE Uﬂ/ Date: 0()7/ 3 ’ ,B

{please pn clearly)

Street Address: (D\M; S gg A’U(o 4 Up éﬂ/( ) (A/(Jdﬁ(?/ %/3

/ Wle%e print clearly) '
Signature: .
Address e-mail to and City Council, ¢/o The Office ef the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to! Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: werdii@caigery.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M ]
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 20170367 {the “Proposed Development”}
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsar Parlk, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue SW. | hereby am voicing my cpposition o the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing 2 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. in particular, (1) it is
noet on a corner lot andis located mid-bleck, (2} itis on a tocal street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector ar higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent 1o, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Bevelopment.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north.of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage muiti-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August}, but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

\
Name of resident and@;\/\:er AVWMU LJJ/U&\A’(/ Date: Mé‘/lb

please‘prmt early)

street Address:_ 0Oy =SS Aenw >d O/\’/ C(alﬂ/ A(E’

(please print clearly

7
Signature:

Addres§ e-mail to Mayqr and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the ent in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please sand a carkon copy [CC) to: Mr, Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Caigary: wardii@caigans.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M )
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: 1OC 2017-0367 {the “Proposed Development”}
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsar Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my cpposition fo the Proposed Development and its propesed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbeurhood, by proposing & 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill {Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential infill guidelines. In particular, {1} itis
not en a corner ot and is located mid-block, {2) it is on a focal street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collectoror higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or acrass, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Propeosed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affismed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on: 55 pvenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4, lLack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late luly & August}, but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50™ Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Mulii-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do-not suppert the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: MAKR LPARRE §1k) Date: NQ\/\ S ,\ l/‘ [S)

{please print clearly)

: ~¥h ;
seetastress 0 57 = 5§ AvE. C />

(please print clearly)

Sighature:

Address e-mail to MayorSnd City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please sand a carhon copy (CC) to! My, Jeronmy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: werdii@caigary.ca
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Mayor and Council
c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M )
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 20170357 {the “Proposed Development”}
Dear Mayor and Councillors,
As a resident of the Community of Windsar Park, please find my concerns outlined helow as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55 Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its propesed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Develepment fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbeurhood, by proposing a 40-t0 44 unit; 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. in particular, (1) it is
noton a.corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) itison a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collectoror higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an-R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on: 55 &venuse, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August}, but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50 Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Mulii-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Namé of residept and/or homeowner: ’ﬂf\( 5(1)&/\}& . Date: NDU« I//}b

~ {please print clearly)

StréetAddress: 5 30'7'4 — b %-ﬁfd‘ éS‘/O / &anﬁ’lq Aé .

(please print clearly)
Signature: %—,: B

Address e-mail to Mayar and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: My, deramy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgery: vwerdii@caigeny.ca
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Mayor and Council
¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue SW. | herehy am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential infill {Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2} it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3} it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area - Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: R 0Sa SC’ 3 , | Date: ,\}O /e ‘O-V 5’ 20} f
(please print clearly) VJ
Street Address: ' a?; ? 3’7) = 57’ A\{ enve

/ (please print clearly)
Signature: __ P T

Address ,45.’. to Mayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11®calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue SW. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, {2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower fioor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”

north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 507 Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: E, YA LD \J\) \.\. SQ\'N\S Date: ) Q\LQ.W\E&/ SJ‘QQ‘ﬁ

(please print clearly)

Street Address: g )D— 5 A\Q SO . . CQ,\%CrLb AE

(please print clearly)

signaturer s 0O (Ziaan
S X

Address e-mail to Mayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: citvclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardi1@calgary.ca
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732 55 Avenue SW
Calgary, Alberta
T2V 0G3

Phone: 403-253-1876
E-mail:
office@freechurchcalgary.com

//?

SRR T T T e e

_pe——smai

FIRST EVANGELICAL FREE CHURCH

+

November 1, 2018

Office of the City Clerk,

The City of Calgary

700 McLeod Trail SE,

P.0O. Box 2100, Postal Station "M",
Calgary, Alberta, T2P 2M5

Re: Proposed Rezonin% of
720, 724, 728 — 55™ Avenue SW
Calgary, Alberta

Our church is located next door to the proposed condominium project
and we visited the open ncuse held at the Windsor Park Community
Centre on July 25, 2018, 1 spoke to the applicant, who took time to
discuss the proposed proiect in detail.

We are supportive of {he proposed development as we believe the
project will generate new growth and vitality in our community. The
renderings depicted a good design and consideration was given to the
surrounding neighbors and the street front. We were intrigued as to
how the building stepped down from 5 floors to 3 floors. We were aiso
told that the mature trees on 55" Avenue will be protected during

construction.
’/// /ﬂ/ v

‘David Wolf
Chairman of the Board

Yours truly,

AN




Palaschuk, Jordan
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it

can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do nat support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: J%[f& 6’@4’?"] {(\ Date: QUU bt‘_’/‘\. Al . &79

(please print clearly)

LG <l S Eais o -
Street Address: 11 / 51 Av AL Sy
(please print clearly)

Signature:

Address e-mail todayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land U

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it

can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue 5.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Palicy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: Jﬂ"(«(f\& ’ﬁfﬂf 74 Date: 0(’,1’0 b&i :6/' 2018

(please print clearly)

StreetAddress:. ‘24 Bl Bveaut Sw
(

ase print clearly)

Signature:

Address e;mail toMayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council
c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary
700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M
Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicin my o n to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
noton a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, ta an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site ~ a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptahle
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: _sJULU'e. Besr] 1 owe:_JCtoler 2/, 20/
(please print clearly) 7
Street Address: 525 Hi 7 UL Suw/

(

ase print clearly)

Signature:

Address e-mail tdMayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Devel ment Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site, As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development,

3. Discontinuig with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2

conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4.  Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site - a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50'" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner- J%[(\e/ &M (A Date: QCJD bf?/i 5/( 20/87

_ (please print clearly)
— - i I |
Street Address: 227 5l Aveaur Sw

(plgase print clearly)
Signature: Q’M_m_)

Address e-mail t%r and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: ublicSubmissions i ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E,
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55™ Avenue S.W. L hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its pro sed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached hauses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56 Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2

conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area,

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50 Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am Supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of résidentand,’ur homeowner: Jf/(,[f\e/ 8’5M (A Date: g_OUU bé’/\. 5}( 20/87

(please print clearly)

Street Address: - 4{‘ S5 e wit S

(plgase print clearly)

Signature:

Address e-mail toMayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward1l@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E,
P.O.Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | here am voicing my opposition to the Pro d Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached hauses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the

surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Palicy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2

conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4.  Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site ~ a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns, Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: JE/L{[\G/ 8f'/f’?"j (1 Date: QUU b’(’.’/L ‘5’{, 2018

(please print clearly)

Street Address: LIL"H H '(rp /j('if e, St U

(plgase print clearly)
Signature: W

Address e-mail tdMayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmi ions@cal, .ca

Please sen_d a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55™ Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent 1o, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, whileit is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2

conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lackof Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
f

orth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50 Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area

Name of resident and/or homeowner: JMI{{\Q/ 8’6’4’??? (A Date:ﬂm )06/1 5)/; 20/3?

(please print clearly)

Street Address: 51” 32 111/3[ S ﬁ_{’ et Sw/

(plgase print clearly)
Signature: QL(,{ W

Address e-mail tMor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.w. Lhereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its pro osed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by Proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the

surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Nnn-statutom 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Poli . The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2

conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a Proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area - Policy Statement. | do nat support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: t;jt:/f,ff\e/ %{WJ 7i\ Date: é')&ho )06’/’(. 5?}' 4 20/5?

(please print clearly)

Street Address: ‘574/‘ 5 ({ q A S?L( £ '/ St V

(Rkgase print clearly)
Signature: QL(_A W

Address e-mail t“r and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: Puhlichbmissinns@calggQ.g

Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O.Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsar Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Aven ueS.W. |herebyam voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development,

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4.  Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has

not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. 1 do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner- JE/(,[{\& 5{]‘}"] 7l Date:ﬁm )06/1 Al 20/5?
(please print clearly) £
Street Address: 409 65 Averue Su %

(

ase print clearly)

Signature:

Address e-mail tdMayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its roposed Land Use

Amendment and would like ta see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2

not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50 Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am Supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: JZ’LQEJ }%ff?"j fﬂ Date: QUU bef'&. 3?/{, 2'0/5}

(please print clearly)

Street Address: LH | 56’ /j( veesumld S wW .

(plgase print clearly)
Signature: /@4(1( m—)

Address e-mail t%r and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca

Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its roposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (St tutory, 2008). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to 2 non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56™ Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it

Name of r;ssident and/or homeowner: JLL[{\& 8\1’4’?’1? (A Date: JQCJU b@"l. ,25/‘, 20/37
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Street Address: 0 5/ A VEeiuiy S/
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Signature: /@L{_/( W

Address e-mail t%r and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublieSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward1l@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voi ing m osition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) itis not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50 Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: JDL[{\& l‘%ﬁf’?"ﬁ 74 Date:ﬁm }{)@i f)/', 2018
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Signature: /@Lﬁ/{

Address e-mail t:ﬁl{or and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | he am voicin opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-black site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue asanR-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: J-DC[{a Bf/f’?"f (" Date: ém b@’i Al 2 Ql'g
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Signature:

Address e-'m.afl toMayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor_and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing m: osition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill {Non- tatutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55 Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.
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Signature:

Address e-mail tdMayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | her am voicing my o on to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area - Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.
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Address e-mail tdMayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PuhlicSubmlssiong@calgagg.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. leromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing m osition to the Pro d Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: J%[('\E’/ Bf/f’?"f 7l Date: ﬁm 20@”&. 3. 2(3/?
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Signature:

Address e-mail toWayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward1ll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing m osition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Palicy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55™ Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: J%f{'& 'Bf’,f’?’f (A Date: QQ'J'Q b@i A/ %2/?
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Address e-mail tLI’a/vor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its propesed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue asanR-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Aven ue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Lacation Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: J%(ff’/ Bff?’f (A Date: J&U‘O b@i 3| 4 2(:’1‘57

(please print clearly)
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Signature:

Address e-mail todayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | herel am voicing my opposition to the Pro Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Ihgonsistgng with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1)itis
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site — a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: JM/QE/ Bffff (n\ Date: Qt’JU b@i 5/{_ 2018

(please print clearly)

Street Address: wiie 1 J 410 506 H’T,\(; sl Sw

A%L_)pase print clearly)
Signature: /QL(_/(

Address e-mail t&{or and City Council, ¢c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Letter 121

Mayor and Council

c¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voi ing m osition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development,

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: er(,[f\& Bﬂf’?’f {(\ Date: QQQ bfﬁ‘t é‘ /., & hfg

(please print clearly)

Street Address: wt+ 2 VY H’l"fi%((. Sy/

(nlgase print clearly)

Signature:

Address e-mail tdMayor and City Council, c/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardl1@calgary.ca
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Letter 122

Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Communaty of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Wlndsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site - a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W. . although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of résident and/or homeowner: J?/C[f\e/ 6€Wf ff"l. Date: é(‘ﬁob&i é‘ z ; &‘ A/g

(please print clearly)

Street Address: Ui = "H'?/ 5 e nue Sw/

(nlease print clearly)

Signature:

Address e-mail taayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.O. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Devel ment Plan {Statuto 9). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site, As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) itis not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development,

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4.  Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W.,, although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, in'cluding the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area - Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: JZ»{,[!\E’/ Besrd N\ Date: QCTU bf/i 2l 4 2018

(please print clearly)

Street Address: k- 2. L/'! Z 5’ @ /'}7, erud S 'L.-(',:'f

(please print clearly)
Signature: /@LU( m’)

Address e-mail tMr and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward1ll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereb m voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its roposed Land Us

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis

not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
canservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architectu re, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site - a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50™ Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area - Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: J%{f\e/ 51‘_'%’74 (A Date:_gt'jb bf’/z‘. 5/‘ 2—(31'9

(please print clearly)

Street Address: {f{ Z ’55 /% el St V

Wﬂe print clearly)
Signature: IQLU(_

Address e-mail tMr and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: ward11@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voi ingm ition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land se

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) itis
noton a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed

the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: Jbﬁ[{& Bﬁ’ﬂj (1 Date: (QUU ){)6‘1 :f)/{ 2018

(please print clearly)

. — o (o) \
Street Address: LH Y OS5  Aveiu S
(nlgase print clearly)

Signature:__ M—)

Address e-mail tMr and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Letter 10¢

Mayor and Council

¢/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use

Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | hereby am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its proposed Land Use
Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:

1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2008). The Proposed Development fails to respect the
scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage.

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development
fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56™ Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56 Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55" Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put
forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it

can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: J%({'\E/ Bff?"f (N Date: é{’J.Q }{)ﬂi B, é;l‘g

(please print clearly)

Street Address: L/‘l(f ’5(( /’c'b%tuui gL-L’l

m_)ase print clearly)
Signature: Q’AA

Address e-mail thr and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca
As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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Mayor and Council

c/o Office of the City Clerk
The City of Calgary

700 Macleod Trail S.E.
P.0. Box 2100

Postal Station M

Calgary, Alberta, T2P-2M5

Re: LOC 2017-0367 (the “Proposed Development”)
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

As a resident of the Community of Windsor Park, please find my concerns outlined below as they relate to the proposed Land Use
Amendment on 55" Avenue S.W. | herel am voicing my opposition to the Proposed Development and its oposed Land Use

Amendment and would like to see Council refuse the proposed re-designation from R-C2 to M-C2, for the following reasons:
1. Inconsistency with the Municipal Development Plan (Statutory, 2009). The Proposed Development fails to respect the

scale, density and character of the neighbourhood, by proposing a 40 to 44 unit, 16 metre, 5 storey multi-residential
building that is surrounded on 3 sides by single-detached houses on a mid-block site. As such, it is incompatible with the
surrounding structures due to a significant height difference, as well as a substantial increase in density of 17 times based
on above-grade square footage,

2. Lack of Consistency with Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill (Non-statutory, 2016). The Proposed Development

fails to meet 4 out of the 8 criteria as per the Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill guidelines. In particular, (1) it is
not on a corner lot and is located mid-block, (2) it is on a local street as identified by Planning and Development rather
than on a collector or higher standard roadway, (3) it is not adjacent to, or across, from an existing or planned open space
or park or community amenity, and (4) it is not along, or in close proximity, to an existing or planned corridor or activity
centre. Further, while it is adjacent to a non-residential development, that non-residential development is a church and as
such, has a much lower floor-area ratio and building height than the Proposed Development.

3. Discontinuity with the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy. The City and Windsor Park community residents developed
the Windsor Park Transition Area Policy in 2000, agreeing that the community “will remain R-2 securely into the future”
north of 56" Avenue, a pledge that was re-affirmed later in 2000 to maintain the area north of 56" Avenue as an R-2
conservation area and discourage multi-unit developments there. LOC 2017-0367, on 55% Avenue, falls within this R-2
conservation area.

4. Lack of Proposed Alternatives for the Subiject Site. The proponent of LOC 2017-0367, via Kasian Architecture, has only put

forth one proposal as it relates to the development of the site —a proposal that seeks to maximize the number of units it
can sell on the subject site. Kasian Architecture held 2 initial open houses during the summer (late July & August), but has
not scheduled any further open houses to address community resident concerns. Further, Kasian has admitted acceptable
alternative sites exist on 50" Avenue S.W., although it has not indicated any willingness to revisit the proposed location.

As a community resident, | am supportive of development in our community that respects various planning and development
policies, including the Municipal Development Plan, Location Criteria for Multi-Residential Infill document, the 50" Avenue Area
Redevelopment Plan and the Revised Windsor Park Transition Area — Policy Statement. | do not support the Proposed
Development and it is my hope that you give my thoughts herein serious consideration.

Name of resident and/or homeowner: Jb{,f(\e/ Boe i N Bate: Qm ){)@ﬁ 2z} 2019
(please print clearly) 1
Street Address: 429 5b X:,LL,%\L %1,\}
L :

ase print clearly)

Signature:

Address e-mail tdMayor and City Council, ¢/o The Office of the City Clerk: cityclerk@calgary.ca

As per the advertisement in the Calgary Herald, also send the email To: PublicSubmissions@calgary.ca
Please send a carbon copy (CC) to: Mr. Jeromy Farkas, Ward 11 Councillor, The City of Calgary: wardll@calgary.ca
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