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OVERVIEW 

The proposed Kingsmeade Park is located within the Pineview II/Kingswood Area Structure 
Plan (ASP). The transfer of this 2.3 hectare park was approved by St. Albert City Council in 
February 2020. 

Park spaces and recreation amenities are provided in a community to help improve 
neighbourhood connectedness and quality of life for area residents. Residents of Kingswood 
have access to several recreation amenities, including Servus Place, with varying degrees of 
walkability. 

The proposed site is a community park within the City’s Parks and Open Spaces Standards and 
Guidelines. Community parks are intended to provide structured recreation opportunities not 
available in smaller neighbourhood parks and may include a wide variety of recreation 
amenities.   

Engagement Opportunity  

A Community Needs Assessment Survey was released on August 21, 2020 and closed 

September 8, 2020 at 12 a.m. The survey’s purpose was to gain better understanding of 

Kingswood neighbourhood and City resident's recreation needs, ages of likely users and to 

determine any concerns early in the design process. The survey also sought input on the 

desired look and feel for the final park design. The results from the survey can be found online 

at https://stalbert.ca/site/assets/files/12492/kingsmeade_what_we_heard.pdf.  

 

An online engagement opportunity to review proposed concept plan options was held October 

15, 2020. Residents viewed a presentation on the concept plan options and were able to ask 

questions of the project team. A question and answer summary document specific to that event 

can be found on the project website stalbert.ca/kingsmeade. Concept plan options were 

provided online and a survey on the options was available from October 15 to October 25, 2020.   

 

Total Surveys:  

• 127  

• 80%, or 102 respondents were Kingswood residents 

• Most survey respondents were 35 to 44 years old (39%) and 45 to 54 years old (21%)  

 

https://stalbert.ca/site/assets/files/5705/park_and_open_space_standards_and_guidelines.pdf
https://stalbert.ca/site/assets/files/5705/park_and_open_space_standards_and_guidelines.pdf
https://stalbert.ca/site/assets/files/12492/kingsmeade_what_we_heard.pdf
stalbert.ca/kingsmeade
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Figure 1: Respondents By Neighbourhood  

Residents were asked who from their household would be most likely to use this park. This 

results of this question were very consistent to the first survey, with Adults, followed by Students 

and Youth as the most frequent park users.  

 

Figure 2: Age of Park Users 
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AMENITY QUESTIONS 

Ice Surfaces 

Residents were asked for their preference for a social ice surface (skate surface with edges 

defined by snowbanks), a boarded hockey rink, both options, or no ice surfaces.  

Only 9% of respondents preferred no ice surfaces. Almost half (48%) preferried both a social ice 

surface and a boarded rink.  

 

Figure 3: Ice Surface Preference 

Sledding Hill 

Residents were asked, based on concept 2 whether they would prefer a wooded area, 

sliding hill or neither option.  Most residents supported a sliding hill (50%), with 17% of 

respondents preferring neither option.  

Multi-Use Sports Court 

Inclusion of a multi use court was highly supported, with 8% of respondents not in favour of a 

multi-use court at all. Residents had the following priorities for use of the sports court: 

1) Basketball (72%) 

2) Street Hockey (51%) 

3) Tennis (46%) 

4) Pickleball (39%) 

5) Mini-soccer (37%) 
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The project team will use this information to determine the size and shape of the court, type of 

nets required, lining of the sport court etc. While all activities can use this type of space, only a 

smaller number can be directly supported through permanent features, while other uses may 

require bringing additional personal equipment to the space.  

CONCEPT 1 OPTIONS 

Concept 1: Most Desired Amenities  

Residents were asked to select the three amenities proposed in option 1 that they would 

use the most. Residents ranked the following activities as most used: 

1) Outdoor hockey rink (59 responses) 

2) Playground 5-12 years (57 responses) 

3) Multi-Use Trail (46 responses) 

4) Multi Use Sports Court (44 responses) 

5) All season social hub (37 responses) 

 

Figure 4:  Concept 1 Most Used Amenities  
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Concept 1 – Not Supported Elements 

Most respondents were not opposed to any element proposed in concept option 1 

(72%, 92 responses). Of those that did not desire certain recreation amenities (28%, 35 

responses), a hockey rink was the conversely the most not-supported elements, with 18 

respondents non-supportive. Note the total number of non-support amenities is higher 

than the total of non supportive responses received as residents were able to include all 

amenities they did not support in their individual responses.  

 

Figure 5: Concept 1 Non-Supported Amenities  

CONCEPT 2 OPTIONS 

Concept 2 - Most Desired Amenities  

Residents were asked to select the three amenities proposed in option 1 that they would 

use the most. Residents ranked the following activities as most used: 

1) Social ice surface (56 responses) 

2) Multi-use Trail (54 responses) 

3) Multi-use sports court (51 responses) 

4) Playground 5-12 years (47 responses) 

5) All season social hub (34 responses) 
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Figure 6:  Concept 2 Most Used Amenities  

Concept 2 – Not Supported Elements 

Most respondents were not opposed to any element proposed in concept option 2 

(56%, 70 responses). This level of support, while high, shows less support overall for 

this concept compared to option 1. Note the total number of non-supported amenities is 

higher than the total of non-supportive responses received. Residents were able to 

include all amenities they did not support in their individual responses. 

Of those that did not desire certain recreation amenities (44%, 56 responses), a 

sledding hill was the least supported element with 14 negative responses to this 

amenities. Hockey rinks showed some opposing views, with 8 people not supportive of 

a rink in this concept (a boarded rink was not included in this option), and 9 respondents 

wanting to see a rink added to this option.  
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Figure 7: Concept 2 Non-Supported Amenities  

ADDITIONAL AMENITIES 

Residents were asked if there were any amenities missing from either option. A high 

majority of respondents felt no additional amenities were needed (76%).  

Of the 24% that felt amenities were missing, respondents noted desire for additional 

amenities including: 

• Boarded rink (6 responses) 

• Campfire pit (1 response) 

• Clubhouse (1 response) 

• Community art (1 response) 

• Dog waste bag dispenser (1 

response) 

• Frisbee golf/Disc golf (1 response) 

• Man made lake (2 responses) 

• More benches (1 response) 

• Move park location (1 response) 

• Pickleball specific court (1 response) 

• Picnic tables in wooded area (1 

response) 

• Pump track/Bike trail (2 responses) 

• Skating oval/Skating trail (1 

response) 

• Spray park/Water feature (4 

responses) 

• Walking/Jogging trail (1 response) 

• Warming hut/Heated shack (3 

responses) 

• Washrooms (2 responses) 
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COMMENTS CONCERNS  

Residents were asked if there were any comments concerns around the specific 

concepts. Responses received are summarized below and will be addressed further 

during the concept design finalization. Some issues will require consideration during 

detailed design phases due to the nature of the concern.  

• Preference for the design of option 1  

• Noise concerns overriding effective programming of the space for the community 

• Disc golf not available in St. Albert 

• Increase features along the trail in lieu of a pump track (if a pump track is not 

viable) 

• No sand in the playground areas 

• Concerned about noise with pickleball courts  

• Minimize road crossings and pedestrian safety 

• Keep playground spaces away from road  

• Need for a boarded rink  

• Heated shack for skating surfaces is desired 

• Speed on Kingswood Boulevard and ensuring traffic calming measures are 

sufficient 

• Sufficient parking 

• Adding a small bike trail  

• Attracting non-community residents to use the space through amenities (e.g. 

social hub space, boarded ice rink) 

• Noise 

• Vandalism 

• Adding a multiplex pickleball court 

• Ensuring amenities are useful and functional amenities for the community 

• Plans are too busy  

• Plans are not imaginative and innovative enough – too cookie cutter 

NEXT STEPS: 

The information in this report, along with technical studies and City of St. Albert 

Administration input, will be used to create a final concept design. This design and 

associated report will be shared with the public in December 2020. Detailed design will 

begin immediately following finalization of the design. Public engagement to review 

details and capture any final tweaks to the design will be completed as part of the 

detailed design process.  
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APPENDIX A:  SURVEY QUESTIONAIRRE 

KINGSMEADE PARK CONCEPT PLAN OPTIONS SURVEY 
 

The City of St. Albert is developing a new park, Kingsmeade Park, in the Kingswood neighbourhood to 
increase recreation opportunities for all neighbourhood residents.    
  
Concept plans were created based on the input received in the Community Needs Assessment Survey 
that closed on September 7, 2020 . The What We Heard Report is now available for review. We are 
seeking feedback on two (2) concept plan options [insert links here]. Please review the 2 Concept Plan 
Options and complete this survey to provide your input that will aid in the development a preferred 

concept plan for Kingsmeade Park.   
  
Any personal information and opinions collected in the survey is being voluntarily collected under the 
authority of section 33(c) of Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, and will be used to 
inform the update to the Parks Bylaw, including analysis, recommendations to City Council and reporting 
back to the general public.  It will be treated in accordance with the privacy protection provisions of Part 
2 of the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act.   

  
If you have any questions about the collection, contact the Senior Project Manager – Parks Development 
at 780-418-6697  
  
  

1.     The park could include an outdoor ice rink or a social ice surface. A social ice surface does 
not have boards and the edges are defined by snowbanks shown on Concept 1 or just a 
social ice surface as show in Concept 2. Which type of skating surface would you prefer?  

1. Boarded outdoor ice rink  
2. Social rink  
3. Both a boarded ice rink and a social rink  
4. Neither 

2.    Concept 2 proposes a sledding hill in the south area of the proposed park. Which would you 
prefer, a sledding hill or wooded area?  

1. Sledding hill  
2. Wooded area  
3. Neither  

  
3.    Both concepts propose a multi-use sports court which provides for different activities 

including basketball, tennis (net not provided), pickleball (net not provided), mini soccer 
games. Which activities would you support on this space?  

1. Tennis  
2. Pickleball  
3. Basketball  
4. Mini-soccer  
5. Street hockey  

https://stalbert.ca/site/assets/files/12492/kingsmeade_what_we_heard.pdf
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6. No, do not include a multi-use sports court  

4.    Of the elements proposed in Concept 1, which would you use the most? (Please list your top 
3)  

1. Playground (2-5 years)  
2. Playground (5-12 years)  
3. Multi-use sports court  
4. All season social hub (includes picnic shelter and tables, benches, shade structure, 

outdoor warming space)  
5. Social ice surface  
6. Unstructured open space  
7. Naturalized planting  
8. Multi-use trail  
9. Interactive landscape amenities (includes: balance beams, zig-zag balance beams, 

stepping logs, bike skills ramp)  
10. Outdoor hockey rink  

5.     Are there any elements you of Concept 1 that you do not support?  

1. No  
2. Yes, why?  

6.     Which elements in Concept 2 would you use the most? (Please list your top 3)  

1. Playground (2 – 5 years)  
2. Playground (5-12 years)  
3. Multi-use sports court  
4. All season social hub (includes picnic shelter and tables, benches, shade structure)  
5. Warming hut  
6. Social ice surface  
7. Sledding hill  
8. Naturalized planting  
9. Multi-use trail  

7.     Are there any elements of Concept 2 you do not support?  

1. No  
2. Yes, why?  

 
 

8.    Kingsmeade Park is proposed as a 2.3 ha community park, focused on community use, 
these parks can provide spontaneous and programmed play and sports spaces (e.g. 
sledding, kite-flying, soccer,  skating), alongside passive green spaces for plan or social 
gathering, trails or enhanced landscaping. (For further information on the requirements for a 
community park, please refer to the City’s Parks and Open Space Standards and 
Guidelines). Based on this information, do you think other amenities should be added?  

1. No  
2. Yes, what?  

 

https://stalbert.ca/site/assets/files/5705/park_and_open_space_standards_and_guidelines.pdf
https://stalbert.ca/site/assets/files/5705/park_and_open_space_standards_and_guidelines.pdf
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9.    Do you have any concerns or other comments on the proposed concept options that you 
would like to share with the project team? 

 
10.  What neighbourhood do you live in?  

      Akinsdale  
            Braeside  
            Deer Ridge  
            Downtown  
            Erin Ridge  
            Forest Lawn  
            Grandin  
            Heritage Lakes  
            Inglewood  
            Jensen Lakes  
            Kingswood  
            Lacombe Park  
            Mission  
            North Ridge  
            Oakmont  
            Pineview  
            Riverside  
            Sturgeon Heights  
            Ville Giroux  
            Woodlands  
            Non-Resident/Other  
            Prefer not to say  

  
11.  Age of survey respondent (select one)  

Under 18  
18 to 24  
25 to 34  
35 to 44  
45 to 54  
55 to 64  
65 to 74  
75 or older  
Prefer not to say  

  
12.  Who from your household is most likely to use this park? Click all that apply   

1. Infant/Toddler (under 2)  
2. Young Child (2-5 years)  
3. Student (6-12 years)  
4. Youth (13-18 years)  
5. Adult (19-65 years)  
6. Senior (65 years +)  
7. My household is not likely to use the park  

 
 

13.  Would you like to be added to our email distribution to receive project updates related to 
Kingsmeade Park?  

Yes (email text box)   
No  
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APPENDIX B:  SURVEY RESPONSES 

Question 1: The park could include an outdoor ice rink or a social ice surface. A social ice surface does not have boards and the edges are 
defined by snowbanks shown on Concept 1 or just a social ice surface as show in Concept 2. Which type of skating surface would you 
prefer?  

Value  Percent  Count  
Boarded outdoor ice rink  19.70% 25 

Social ice surface  22.80% 29 

Both a boarded rink and a social rink  48.00% 61 

Neither  9.40% 12 

  Totals  127 

 
Question 2: Concept 2 proposes a sledding hill in the south area of the proposed park. Which would you prefer, a sledding hill or wooded area 

Value  Percent  Count  
Sledding hill  50.40% 64 

Wooded area  32.30% 41 

Neither  17.30% 22 

   Totals  127 
Question 3: Both concepts propose a multi-use sports court which provides for different activities including basketball, tennis (net not provided), 

pickleball (net not provided), mini soccer games. Which activities would you support on this space?  

Value  Percent  Count  
Tennis  45.70% 58 

Pickleball  39.40% 50 

Basketball  72.40% 92 

Mini-soccer  37.00% 47 

Street hockey  51.20% 65 

No, do not include a multi-use sports court  7.90% 10 

 

Question 4: Of the elements proposed in Concept 1, which would you use the most? (Please list your top 3)  

Value  Percent  Count  
Playground (2-5 years)  15.00% 19 

Playground (5-12 years)  44.90% 57 

Multi-use sports court  34.60% 44 
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All season social hub (includes picnic shelter 
and tables, benches, shade structure, 
outdoor warming space)  29.10% 37 

Social ice surface  22.00% 28 

Unstructured open space  15.70% 20 

Naturalized planting  13.40% 17 

Multi-use trail  36.20% 46 
Interactive landscape amenities (includes: 
balance beams, zig-zag balance beams, 
stepping logs, bike skills ramp)  18.90% 24 

Outdoor hockey rink  46.50% 59 

 

Question 5: Are there any elements you of Concept 1 that you do not support?  
 

Value  Percent  Count  
No  72.40% 92 

Yes (please specify which elements)  27.60% 35 

   

Yes (please specify which elements)  
Hockey rink  

hockey rink  

A structured hockey rink with lighting when there are various other hockey rink options (like Servus Place) would be disruptive so 
close to nearby residences, increasing traffic, noise and light pollution  

Any option excluding the possibility of a boarded outdoor hockey rink is unacceptable, kingswood is the only neighbourhood in the 
city without a boarded outdoor hockey rink.  

Bike ramp, outdoor hockey rink  

Don't like traffic bumpouts. Flashing led lights at crosswalks like on Poirier are better. Not necessary to make 2 different 
playgrounds.  

Hockey and ice rink   

Hockey rink   

I don't care for there being both an ice rink as well as the social ice surface. I also don't like the naturalized area with the path 
(people can go to nearby Kingswood Park or walk around the community if they want to go for a walk like that). I much prefer the 
sledding hill in Option 2 for that space.   
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I think it would be better to have the open space closer to the playground (instead of building between) so kids can play at park 
while parents or other kids can play in open space, keeping family together. If you are there to use the building/rink you likely aren't 
split between that and park.   

Ice rinks, hickey and social. Multi use sports court  

Ice surface with boards.   

Location  

Playground too close to homes backing onto park.  

Prefer to not have a boarded skating surface  

Sled hill  

Social hub, skatepark. Anything that would attract non locals.   

Sports courts, hockey, bike ramps  

Sports courts, ice surfaces  

Unstructured open space  

all season social hub  

balance and zig zag beams, stepping logs  

biking, hockey  

hockey rink and bike skills ramp  

hockey rink and bike skills ramp   

hockey, skate/bike stuff  

ice rink  

interactive landscape  

no sled hill  

outdoor hockey rink  

playgrounds too far from street parking  

playgrounds, the existing grounds are not used  
 
Question 6: Which elements in Concept 2 would you use the most? (Please list your top 3)  
 

Value  Percent  Count  
Playground (2 – 5 years)  11.90% 15 

Playground (5-12 years)  37.30% 47 

Multi-use sports court  40.50% 51 
All season social hub (includes picnic shelter 
and tables, benches, shade structure, and 
BBQs)  27.00% 34 

Warming hut  15.90% 20 
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Social ice surface  44.40% 56 

Sledding hill  23.80% 30 

Naturalized planting  15.90% 20 

Multi-use trail  42.90% 54 

Unstructured open space  12.70% 16 
 
Question 7: Are there any elements of Concept 2 you do not support?  

Value  Percent  Count  
No  55.60% 70 

Yes (please specify which elements)  44.40% 56 
 
 

Yes (please specify which elements)  
Sledding hill  

all season social hub  

multi use court   

sledding hill  

All of it  

Don't like traffic bumpouts. Flashing led lights at crosswalks like on Poirier are better. Not necessary to make 2 different playgrounds  

Don't support pickle ball  

Everything   

Hockey Rink  

I am not sure the grading of the hill would make for a great sledding hill. That being said I also like the open space, so I suppose I 
would just be against a lot of money being spent towards further grading.   

I do not support the sledding hill  

I would prefer that the playgrounds be farther from the road and some interactive landscape amenities would be great!  

Ice rinks, both hockey and social. Multi use sports court  

Instead of the social ice I would support a boarded rink   

Missing a boarded rink  

No outdoor rink with boards   

No skating rink   

Play areas for children too close to the road   

Playgrounds, this is a mature neighborhood and our existing playgrounds are never used.  

Please no playground by the road.  Option 1 is better  

Should not have the sledding hill. Headed toward the road. Wooded area only. Playgrounds are also too close to the road.  
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Sledding  

Sledding Hill takes up a lot of space for such a small hill  

Social hub, warming hut. Would again attract non locals and gatherings.   

Social hut, sledding hill  

Space that's meant for looking at (natural space) It's a farmers field with already very natural space. No to a forest or walking trails not 
being used for any other reason than walking on.   

Sports court  

The lack of the hockey rink   

The sledding hill. It seems to take up quite a bit of area. We would like a smaller area for sledding if possible.  

The sleeding hill   

There are less usable amenities (i.e. hockey rink) and the playgrounds are too close to Kingswood Boulevard   

Trading the possibility of a boarded outdoor hockey rink for a sledding hill is an asinine proposition. There is a demand for the boarded 
rink and is a non negotiable must.  

Trails  

Unstructured open space  

Warming hut  

We are not as supportive of the sledding hill at a sacrifice of a boarded skating rink and interactive landscape elements. Our family 
uses the tot park in Kingswood frequently for sledding. Also the proposed snow hill is described as 'small' so I'm not sure if that also 
pertains to the grade of the hill - the 'fun factor'   

Would prefer rink over social ice surface.  

Yes  

hockey  

ice rink  

ice rink   

no hockey rink  

playgrounds too close to the road  

removal of boarded ice sheet  

sports court, hockey  

sports courts, ice surfaces  

unstructured open space  

warming hut  

warming hut, hockey  

we don't want a tobogganing hill.  
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Question 8: Kingsmeade Park is proposed as a 2.3 ha community park, focused on community use, these parks can provide spontaneous and 
programmed play and sports spaces (e.g. sledding, kite-flying, soccer, skating), alongside passive green spaces for plan or social gathering, trails 
or enhanced landscaping. (For further information on the requirements for a community park, please refer to the City’s Parks and Open Space 
Standards and Guidelines). Based on this information, do you think other amenities should be added?  
 

Value  Percent  Count  
No  76.20% 96 
Yes (please specify which other amenities 
should be added)  23.80% 30 

 

Yes (please specify which other amenities should be added)  
A pump track or "off-road" bicycle tracks. Frisbee golf is also easy to incorporate and a low maintenance game that brings community 
together. Make the space useful for people of all ages to bring life to Kingswood. We have lived here for several years and people 
seldom leave their houses because there's nothing to do. There's already good walking trails in the area and if you really want to 
incorporate walking trails you should look to get a trail connecting Kingswood to Red Willow trails and get a walking trail to Servus Place.   

A small spray park.   

A warming hut in either concept would be great; this could be used as a multipurpose space during summer too.  

Bathrooms and Dog walking poop bag section  

Bike/ scooter ramp  

Boarded hockey rink with lights  

Campfires like lions park  

Disc golf course. St. Albert currently has zero disc golf courses forcing residents to travel to other cities to play. This limits access for 
children and families. This is especially true when St Albert already has ice rink, sports courts, and the other amenities proposed  

Facilities that will be used  

Heated shack beside outdoor rink   

Hockey rink  

I definitely prefer concept one. I think that more picnic tables should be added in the wooded area  

I would love to see some water features, and something to be a beautiful amenity.  Would be good for all ages    

If space allows I would live to see a small man made lake similar to Lacombe Park that would serve as a natural area for birds etc as well 
as stocked for fishing etc. Water alsways seems to have a very natural and calming effect  Would need to be balanced with proper 
maintenance however so it doesn't become a mosquito nesting ground / swamp   

If the warming space/hut could become a 'clubhouse' for events that would be used more frequently. That could be used for all kinds of 
clubs/hobbies for all demographics.  

Move park off of the major interior Kingswood road.   

https://stalbert.ca/site/assets/files/5705/park_and_open_space_standards_and_guidelines.pdf
https://stalbert.ca/site/assets/files/5705/park_and_open_space_standards_and_guidelines.pdf
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Not sure if this is an option but could the walking trail be transformed into a skating oval in the winter and free up the "social ice surface" 
for another purpose?   

Outdoor rink   

Pickleball only courts  

This is such a welcome addition to the neighborhood, I would include everything and make it even bigger!   

Walking/ jogging trail   

Washroom and warming building.   

Water features like a pond or fountains or both. Large boulders could be incorporated into the landscaping. More benches and 
decorative light standards  

Water features.  Communty art  

an outdoor rink would be really nice!!  

bike trail  

boarded ice sheet  

man made pond similar to lacombe park dog park   

outdoor rink  

plenty of benches  
 
Question 9: Do you have any concerns or other comments on the proposed concept options that you would like to share with the project team? 
 

Response 

I am concerned that privacy/noise concerns could impact the best use of the space. I don't think the noise will be an 
issue and the greater good of a place for all to enjoy is much more important. I also hope the planning team recognizes 
that demographics in the area will change in coming years as there may be less older residents and more younger 
families. More amenities could also spark more development/interest in the vacant land in the area.  

I really liked both concepts and have no concerns with either option. For me and my family, the more amenities that can 
be put in the space the better. We have other options for naturalized space in our surroundings and would like a usable 
space here.  

We are very excited for this park and thank you for continuing to involve the residents and community. Option one is 
fantastic and the boarded hockey boards will also allow families to potentially use for outside offleash exercise for their 
dogs in summer and fall. Sometimes we play soccer with the kids in these areas as well and we have never had any 
concerns with owners picking up after their dogs.  

As a St. Albert resident I am saddened that the city has neglected the idea of a disc golf course forcing residents to 
travel to other cities. This makes it hard for families to engage in low cost sports activities that have been shown to 
increase activity levels for kids who do not enjoy or can't afford sports like hockey or baseball. This is even more mind 
boggling as St Albert already is full of ice rinks and baseball diamonds  

I love the pump track idea that was brought up, I think if we incorporated a few more of the interactive landscape 
amenities along the trail it would be great for if there wasn't a pump track. I would like to emphasize that we should be 
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putting the majority of the decision making on the Kingswood residents, not all the outside influence of a Pickleball 
League. Any organized league should be renting space somewhere, not monopolizing free space and pushing kids off 
of basketball and floor hockey. 

Concept #1 is the best! More picnic benches in the wooded area / green space. Also non-sand terrain in the two play 
areas would be great.  

I prefer concept plan number 1   
Just would like to avoid sand in the playground! 

I believe option #1 is by far the best because it provides the most usable amenities. Option #2 is too bare and the 
playgrounds are too close to Kingswood Boulevard. If I could make a change to concept #1 it would be to maybe switch 
the skating surface (not the hockey rink) to a spray park since there would already be a hockey rink to skate on and a 
schedule could be made to allow for people to just skate and other times for hockey. So, again, option #1 is the best! 
Thank you! 

I have concerns that residents outside of Kingswood want a pickle ball court. I live very close to the proposed space and 
do not want the noise associated with this sport. I hope the review committee takes into consideration what Kingswood 
residents want over outside residents. There's obviously a small group of people outside of Kingswood who have 
banded together to try to get a pickle ball court in our area. I don't think this is right.  

No    
Thank you for all of your efforts to date. We are very excited foe the new park! 

For both options, can the city ensure that the crosswalks are placed to minimize road crossings?  Also please do not put 
the playgrounds by the road, they are much better placed near the back.  Option 1 is the better option, and we support 
option 1. 

Crosswalks placed to ensure 1 road crossing for kids.  Should be an active, beautiful park.  Thanks! 

Excited to have an outdoor boarded rink and development of the space.  

-would prefer NON-SAND playground base! -love the idea of a "natural" looking playground to complement the 
naturalized landscaping.  Edmonton's Laurier Natural Playground is a perfect example, or Gordon Park in Grandin is a 
bit more natural.  Something with a unique/natural esthetic  for our community to enjoy as we already have a colourful 
plastic playground (albeit, very small). -love the hockey rink that becomes off lease in summer -multi-user court with 
basketball and tennis would be wonderful! 

Is it possible to send this to residents of Kingswood to provide input?   

We need a boarded outdoor ice rink. This is not negotiable. There is a huge population in kingswood that would use this 
amenity as we currently have to travel by car to a different neighbourhood if we want to use a boarded outdoor rink, 
where as this would be walking distance for most of the neighbourhood. 

There are no outdoor hockey rinks anywhere near the entire kings wood neighborhood. I believe that no matter what 
other elements go into the park, it is essential that the park have a boarded, lighted ice rink, to be used by all age groups 
residing in the neighborhood.  I live in the kingswood neighborhood and My children love going to outdoor rinks, but 
need to be driven to one because here are none within walking distance.  

This neighborhood really needs an outdoor rink. There are none within walking distance. It should have boards, lights, 
heated change area.  
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It is a great idea, long overdue. As mentioned earlier, I'd include everything and make the park even bigger. The 
warming shack for the hockey rink and social ice are really needed. My kids would use it way more with a heated shack.  

We would like the playground to be a draw for the community. We would also really support a non-sand base.  

option 1 yes option 2 no   
we need a boarded outdoor ice sheet in our neighbourhood!! 

give us an odr!!    
We are very pleased by both designs, I think we like concept 1 better but either will be a great addition to our 
community. We can't wait! Thank you. 

Lighting, speeding vehicles on Kingsway blvd 

I hope that noise concerns do not outweigh the potential amenities and best use of space for families. I don't think this 
park will be a magnet for noise or mischief.  

Ensuring sufficient parking    
This park should not be running along the areas main collector road. Move it to an inner road.  

Where will people park to use the park? I'm assuming a parking lot is included and being a resident that backs the 
current field Ide appreciate feed back on this:) 

Non-sand playground ground please. Rubber would be great for accessibility.   

Great job with option 1. We really should maa as KR this something Kingswood residents can be proud of and but 
something that's just pretty to look at. Far too many families over look Kingswood as a desirable neighborhood to live in 
due to lack of walkability and lack of amenities. This is our chance to make it a place to be proud to call home and bring 
the community together to meet one another.  

Really like option 1, i find that a sledding hill limits a lot of things, having outdoor space, fireplaces, etc for the winter is a 
great idea when considering ice skating, hockey, community gathering etc.   

Please include a small bike trail. Nothing too fancy or challenging, though this would be much appreciated! 

My concern is that an all season social hub will bring in people from outside the neighbourhood or community to use for 
public events. Those parks are better along the river or in, say, Lions Park type areas. Ideal: neighbourhood to become 
"community," to know your neighbours, and a "neighbourhood gathering location" safe for families, children and seniors. 
The larger the draw, the less of a neighbourhood park it becomes. This is particularly important as it is so close to the 
Servus Centre. 

I'm very happy with the concepts, and believe based on how long the neighbourhood has gone without, more is more! 
don't let the loud minority stop a potentially great project.  

Want to avoid noise and vandalism. Thanks  

I would strongly encourage the use of rubber surface for the playground if possible. I would also really like to see some 
renewable energy options incorporated: solar power for lights, Renewable energy for heating etc  

Prefer concept 1   
I wanted to make sure that a play park is definitely going to be there. My children are at a age where they both still love 
going to the park. And having one near to our house would be such a bonus. Thank you 

Serious concerns for pedestrian safety especially if vehicles are parked along the street. Love the two traffic calming 
locations as speed is off the charts.  
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Just the location of the children play park location in option 2. Too close to the roadway.  

One concern is the use of trees and curb extensions being limited to directly adjacent to the park boundaries.  It is a 
hard transition for drivers/pedestrians.  It would make more sense to have an additional curb extension further up/down 
the hill. If this was done along with extending the trees further along the blvd it would make the park area more safe, be 
more inviting and make it seem much larger for a very small relative cost.  We need to think more out of the box in this 
instance.    

Major concern re traffic on Kingswood.  Needs to be given a lot of consideration re speed control, parking etc 

Really like the variety of Concept 1  
Large muliplex pickleball court.  
concept 1: ambivalent about the hockey rink; like the extensive greenery; like to see a sledding hill: switch the kiddies 
playground with the unstructured social space for safety; larger social hub concept 2: more greenery along the east 
boundary, smaller sledding slope; playgrounds adjacent to the road is good; move the social ice surface and multi-use 
court further south to buffer the houses on the north side and separate them more so that there is more room for the 
social hub; like Lions Park 

Definitely keep the boarded rink as in the summer they're great for off leash dog parks.  

.    
Our concern is we will have an additional playgrounds, and facilities that are not being used by the community. We 
would prefer facilities that would be used and allow our community to be active such as Pickleball, basketball court etc. 

I hope if the city is considering lowering the speed limit on Kingswood Blvd it moves it down to 40km/h and not 30km/h 

We are extremely concerned that there are hockey rinks planned.  The survey results showed very little support for this, 
and local residents do not want to attract traffic and noise to a quiet neighbourhood.  A boarded rink encourages traffic, 
late night use, and noise.  The inclusion of this element in the plans makes no sense, it should never have been 
included.  Far more popular options were overlooked. 

No hockey rinks!  This is a quiet neighbourhood, we moved here to Kingsmeade Crescent for that reason!  Trees, paths, 
fields, these are fine.  There are plenty of hockey rinks elsewhere such as at Servus Place just over the hill.  We don't 
need that here. 

Both plans look far too crowded with too many "energetic" amenities.  The survey results clearly showed the people 
want something natural and relaxing.  It doesn't make sense that the plans would include so many sports.  And another 
hockey rink is just silly, nobody wanted that here and there are plenty nearby already.  Waste of money.  More trees, 
more natural space, less sports please. 

I think to make it a complete park you could have the rink as well as a sled hill ; I don't think walking trails are necessary 
in such a small space and with great walking trails nearby.  

It would be great to have the sledding hill and both skating areas  

I like the concepts being put forward. What I am concerned about is the proximity of the park to the road -- there is 
frequent speeding along this length of the roadway -- I think the city needs to consider ways reducing speeding along 
the road and also consider placing some form of fencing along the park. 

The plan as presented seems boring and unimaginative. You have an opportunity to build something special to really 
enhance this neighbourhood for all of it's residents instead of another cookie cutter park like every other. Neither of the 
concepts is a real standout. I agree with one of the other respondents who requested that a boarded skating rink also be 
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paved with asphalt so it can be utilized in the summer for soccer or street hockey. Not trying to be negative just my 
opinion. Thanks 

Very concerned about hockey rink. Do not want this in this neighborhood as it is supposed to be a peaceful 
neighborhood an the park should match that.  

do not want hockey rink or ice social ice surface because I do not want the lights. It will be disruptive to our home. If the 
social ice surface did not have lights I would support it.  

don't want hockey    
Don't like option 1 - too busy and does not fit into this neighborhood. Really don't like hockey rink.   Like option 2 better. 
But would like to see the social ice surface moved further away from the houses as the lights will be too bright.  

We seriously need a boarded rink and social skating area. We are a winter climate and to overlook this aspect would be 
a significant misstep. The whole point of the park is to attract users. Let's ensure we build something that will attract all 
generations and celebrates our cultural fabric and winter past times.  A social skating rink, boarded rink and sledding hill 
accomplishes this.  

Really against a hockey rink, and it was not ranked high in the initial survey. This is a very peaceful and calm 
neighborhood and it will be greatly disrupted by a hockey rink as the noise from the boards will travel to neighboring 
properties. Also, it will increase traffic. The lights will be awful.  We would support a social ice skating area if there were 
no lights. Please support the neighborhood's desire to keep this area beautiful, peaceful with a relaxing natural park. 
This is our home!  

Thank you all for your efforts in the planning of this park.  In Both options I see that additional screen planting will be 
provided for the adjacent homes to the park.  What would these comprise of.  As a homeowner Backing onto  the park 
would it be possible to add more spruce or pine trees to provide more privacy.  Option 2 would be the better of the two in 
my opinion to meet the Community needs. 

Extra privacy for the residents that the park backs up to.  

While both concepts are certainly welcome in the neighborhood, Concept 2 is a much better fit than Concept 1.  

Why sports and hockey?  It did not seem like very many people actually wanted that (other than a very vocal few at the 
open house videoconference).  Everyone wants field space, natural paths, and playgrounds, why are these not the focal 
point? 

Don't understand all the sports courts and ice surfaces.  There are no soccer fields or useable open fields anywhere in 
Kingswood, why are we spending money on sports that are available all over the city instead?  We should have some 
open field space and some nice landscaping, maybe playgrounds.  Ice rinks are all over the place, including just over 
the hill at Servus place.  Our kids need space for field games! 

We feel it is a well thought out concept and the options are very much in line with the survey responses. Along with our 
top 3 choices above on questions 4 and 6, we would very much also use the multi-use trail. The concepts seem to be 
community based which will help with the traffic as we can walk or ride our bikes to the park. 

I hope there is a bit more community consultation before the final decisions are made. I think that the options presented 
have great activities that a lot of the residents of the neighbourhood will enjoy with a wide appeal to the people of 
Kingswood. I do not want an activity added that might have large appeal to residents of surrounding communities/cities 
(i.e. the Pump Track that was proposed during the online meeting). I think this would just bring people from all over St. 
Albert, the county  
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Question 10: What neighbourhood do you live in?  

Value  Percent  Count  
Akinsdale  0.80% 1 

Braeside  0.80% 1 

Deer Ridge  1.60% 2 

Grandin  3.20% 4 

Heritage Lakes  1.60% 2 

Kingswood  81.00% 102 

Lacombe Park  0.80% 1 

Pineview  4.00% 5 

Riverside  0.80% 1 

Woodlands  4.00% 5 

Non-Resident/Other  0.80% 1 

Prefer not to say  0.80% 1 

  Totals  126 
 
Question 11: Age of survey respondent (select one)  

Value  Percent  Count  
Under 18  1.60% 2 

18 to 24  15.10% 19 

25 to 34  6.30% 8 

35 to 44  38.90% 49 

45 to 54  20.60% 26 

55 to 64  10.30% 13 

65 to 74  5.60% 7 

Prefer not to say  1.60% 2 

  Totals  126 
 
Question 12: Who from your household is most likely to use this park? Click all that apply   

Value  Percent  Count  
Infant/Toddler (under 2)  8.70% 11 

Young Child (2-5 years)  24.60% 31 

Student (6-12 years)  50.00% 63 

Youth (13-18 years)  39.70% 50 

Adult (19-65 years)  81.00% 102 

Senior (65 years +)  10.30% 13 
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