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Parklane Place Condos  
Laura Matheson,  

  
  

  
 

From: Laura Matheson  
Parklane Place Condo resident,  
Strathmore, AB  

  
To: Subdivision and Development Appeal Board  

Town of Strathmore, AB  
  
Re: Eagle Heights Development  
        Appeal Board Hearing Submission  
  
As a long-time resident adjacent to #4 Parklane Way, this submission for 
consideration is in addition to the many points put forward by our condo 
president Neil Worthington.  

, my husband and I will be impacted greatly by the 
intended development.  
  
The following are my concerns:  
Risks:    

-a risk of safety issues related to mobility are obvious when vehicle 
access to Parklane Way from Lambert Village (seniors' residence) and 
Parklane Place (all seniors) will be more difficult when the 147++ residents 
of the perceived development are added and use Parklane Way to access 
on to Parklane Drive.  Keep in mind seniors are at varying levels of the 
aging process as it applies to hearing, sight, cognition, and physical 
movement and many are still driving.  

-the risk of safety of our neighbours while walking in this area and 
who often have device assists so are slower. This situation poses a risk for 
my dog as well when I walk and play with him in the Parklane Way green 
space where the road is accessed the most. Currently, only by the 
residents in the cabin on the property in question utilise this access and so 
is presently a traffic minimum.  
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-risks of the increased traffic to the development of Parklane Drive. 
Vehicles often come around the corner at high rates of speed which has 
caused the solid wall to be hit and needing replacement twice. (caused by 
a youth and an unknown truck). The new development will increase the use 
up to 400% +. This problem will undoubtedly continue or increase with 
much higher traffic flows. Parklane Drive has heavy traffic flows due to 
children being transported by bus and or parents to the local schools. I 
understand the proposed megaplex anticipates attracting multi-generational 
families, which means a busier community with people going to and from 
work and school.  
           -the risk of the rural lifestyle quality of life that was desired when we 
moved here will be lost. Features like being quieter, less busy, peaceful, 
appreciation of wildlife and better access to amenities will suddenly be 
gone. The majority of Strathmore residents prides themselves in taking 
care of its seniors. This reputation will be challenged with increased density 
and where there is only one way into and out of the area.  
           -the risk of increased noise level during the build and after, due to 
the density. The toxic risk of exhaust from large equipment and added 
traffic will affect air quality and could potentially harm those with respiratory 
conditions and are at home most of the day. The potentially diminished 
quality of life during the build is not insignificant as the majority of the 
neighbours have a naturally shorter life expectancy than the average 
citizen simply due to age.   

-risk of a lowered property value due to densification next to us will 
impact many seniors negatively when they need to sell to move to a higher 
assisted living arrangement.  
  
Further to these issues of personal impacts that I’ve stated, are my 
questions about putting a large four-story build on land that is wetlands and 
has a high water table therefore unstable for foundations. Lambert Village 
had those issues when it was built and still have movement causing doors 
not to close. Not only that, but the natural beauty of the wetlands 
themselves seems to be disregarded. Green spaces with wildlife to enjoy 
are important aspects of good community design as they bring tranquility 
and a sense of well-being.  
   
With land available in and around Strathmore which is more suited to a 
“pack and stack” model like this one, why was a wetland chosen for such a 
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build. Densification is prolific in Calgary due to the globalist 15-minute city 
agenda. Rural architecture and ambience do not lend itself to these look 
alike models with tiny pigeonhole windows all over the landscape which 
appear in urban centres.  

Certainly, the original plan for this land that adjoins us, of having multi-unit 
built-forms similar to our one-level units, would be a better alternative for 
increased housing for seniors in this area.

For these reasons, I support the decision by Strathmore Council to cancel 
the Eagle Heights Development permit as proposed. I am grateful that the 
concerns of citizens were heard. 
  
Respectfully submitted,  
  
Laura Matheson  
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