
RE:  Second proposal by Riverbank Landing (Boudreau Communities LTD) proposal 
 
To the Mayor and Council of the City of St Albert: 
 
As long-term residents of Oakmont, we vote strongly AGAINST the proposed development.  The 
reasons are as follows: 
 

a. Land use changes: We purchased our house based on the land use restrictions at the time, 
which did not allow tall buildings.  This was fundamental to the design of St. Albert. The 
decision to change this critical bylaw and consider such out of scale developments breaks our 
trust that significant decisions made by one council will not be overturned by subsequent 
councils. UNACCEPTABLE. 
 

b. Traffic:  As the routes to exit this area are very limited, the approximately 700 new residents 
(assuming 2 people per unit) and at least 360 more vehicles, would only add to current 
congestion. The increased peak times outflow/inflow to the area in the morning/evening 
would cause more congestion for residents who need to leave/return to the area. 
UNACCEPTABLE 
 

c. Sight lines and design esthetic: The height of the proposed building will overshadow our 
property, affecting our sightlines and our property values.  Our house was the last one to be 
built on our street and was designed to be private from the neighbours.  UNACCEPTABLE 
 

d. Taxes: It is our opinion that this second, even higher-density proposal is being seriously 
considered because it is a way to collect taxes from more households than if this was a single-
family house development.  UNACCEPTABLE. 
 

e. Council responsibilities: St. Albert Council and its’ principles and decisions MUST represent 
the interests of the residents of St. Albert, and not have the appearance of being influenced by 
the developers that are pursuing their own financial interests. UNACCEPTABLE 

 
Please seriously consider, that if this proposal is approved, we will actively canvas in the upcoming 
election to remove any council members who support this development, or other developments like 
it, that offend the St. Albert small-town feel that we love and currently enjoy. What other 
developments will be considered next by this council, if this throwing away of community character 
and profile is allowed…. a refinery, a processing plant?  What does St. Albert truly stand for, and why 
can’t it uphold the type of community planning that attracted the current residents to this city?  
 
Please confirm by your vote on this developer’s proposal for Oakmont that you represent the 
residents of Oakmont. 
 
Sincerely,  
David & Gillian Cherniwchan 

 
St. Albert AB T8N 6E5 
Mobile:  
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we have a view and the current low density housing zoning cannot take that away from us. Keep as low 
density housing, no problem, but do not change the goal posts on us.   The proposed building 
development would forever change the look and feel of our river valley. This is a beautiful greenspace 
and we can’t undo the mess after it is built.  

 Traffic Congestion – We have long waits as it is.  We do not need 300 to 400 more suites adding to 
the traffic problems.  Existing traffic is already near capacity which poses a safety concern for our family 
at peak travel hours in the event of an emergency. Also causes an unneeded irritation for residents in 
our neighborhood. 

 High Density - As stated above, 360 units with commercial and high rise belongs in Downtown 
Edmonton, not adjacent to our neighborhood on the river bank. We have repeatedly heard from 
homeowners concern where they purchased homes knowing that schools could be developed, and 
they probably shouldn’t be too surprised when the schools are constructed. This development is totally 
different. We bought understanding that this parcel of land was zoned for low density residential.  Not 
fair to change the goal posts.  

 High Rise Towers - As stated above, high rise towers belongs in Downtown Edmonton, not adjacent to 
our neighborhood on the river bank. What a terrible idea and an atrocious precedent to be set if this is 
voted in favour of the development proceeding. The towers will forever overshadow our properties. 

 Council Accountability – Represent us. If you need additional tax revenue, then annex the outskirts of 
town and let people on adjacent land decide if they choose to build their forever home adjacent to a 
high rise development. Please act for the residents and in the best interests of the City for current and 
future generations. Councillors, please ask yourselves, how would Mayor Heron feel if the natural area 
in front of her home was rezoned as high density with a highrise on her front doorstep? We would 
defend her and her neighbors in such a situation.  

 
We cannot have City Council chasing tax dollars and putting the rich history of our beautiful City at risk.  Voting 
for the development would set a terrible precedent for our community. What’s next, a massive gas processing 
facility in Riel Park to bring in tax revenue? We chose to live in St. Albert for its attributes, not downtown 
Edmonton and not Sherwood Park, both of which have a different feel. 
 
P.S. – The Hole family stated during initial development applications that their mother, Lois would be thrilled at 
the idea that her sons and the city had embraced change through this development.  We all know that this is 
about real estate dollars and not about embracing change. Ms Hole would turn in her grave if this thing is built. 
The proposed structure is beautiful, however it is not beautiful next door to us. 
 
This may be the final term for some of the current councillors on City Council.  Do not this let this train wreck 
development or other terrible precedents become part of your legacy. 
 
Thanks, 

SEAN   

 




