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Executive Summary
Overall Results

The purpose of this report is to understand an overview of how Edmontonians feel 
about affordable housing. This will be helpful not only to inform the direction of our 
own  potential affordable housing project in Edmonton, but also to help developers 
and the City of Edmonton understand a variety of perspectives on what Edmontonians 
are interested in seeing when it comes to affordable housing. This includes the 
consultation process for a development, the developments location, neighbourhood 
amenities, building amenities, and maintenance and operations of affordable housing 
developments. 

Engagement for this report was carried out using two main methods; a City 
wide online survey and three focus groups for a more in depth conversation with 
community members. The key takeaways were that most neighbourhoods are open 
to affordable housing, as long as it is respectfully considering the context of the 
existing neighbourhood. There was a strong interest in affordable housing being more 
evenly distributed throughout all neighbourhoods in the city. An interest in proper 
transit, important amenities within walking distance, and operations/maintenance 
was thoroughly commented on as well. In terms of community consultation, there is a 
strong interest in transparency, authentic interactions, and being included throughout 
the entire process of development. There is a summary of these key takeaways in the 
Appendix: What We Heard & Will Do. 

We have outlined what we are intending to do with the key takeaways from the 
feedback, which is also in the Appendix: What We Heard & Will Do. In general the 
feedback from both the Edmonton wide survey and the focus groups had similar 
themes throughout and will be a useful starting point for developers and the City to 
understand what is important to citizens. 

If you have any questions or wish to connect regarding opportunities, feel free to 
contact us at info@ruraldevelopment.ca.
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Key Definitions
AFFORDABLE HOUSING

The federal government defines affordable housing as housing in which the total shelter 
costs make up less than or equal to 30% of a household’s income.

ADEQUATE HOUSING

Adequate housing, defined by CMHC, is housing that does not require any major 
repairs.

SUITABLE HOUSING

Suitable housing, defined by CMHC, is housing that has enough bedrooms for the 
number of people in the household

CORE HOUSING NEED

A household is said to be in core housing need if its housing falls below at least one of 
the adequacy, affordability, or suitability, standards and it would have to spend 30% or 
more of its total before-tax income to pay the median rent of alternative local housing 
that is acceptable (meets all three housing standards). 

THE HOUSING SPECTRUM OR HOUSING CONTINUUM

The range of housing types available in a community [according to what is economically 
available]  from emergency shelters on one end, all the way to homeownership on 
the other. In between lies an assortment of housing options and types, each critically 
important for different people at different times. See the diagram below for more 
details on the housing spectrum/continuum.

https://www.unitedwayhalifax.ca/blog/what-is-the-housing-continuum/
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HOUSING TYPOLOGY

Housing typology is a term that describes the general categorization of housing such 
as single family home, duplex, mid rise apartment, and mixed use high rise. See the 
diagram below for an overview of main typologies.

Mid-Rise 
Apartment
(Up To 6 
Storeys)

High Rise 
Apartment
Can Be Mixed 
Use If Lower 
Floors Are
Commercial / 
Office

Courtyard 
Housing
Can Be Mixed 
Typologies

Low-Rise 
Apartment
(2-4 Storeys)

Townhouse 
Stacked Row 
Housing

Secondary 
Suite  

Garden 
Suite

Duplex 
Semi-

Detached

Single 
Family 
Home

AMENITY

Oxford Dictionary defines amenity as a desirable or useful feature or facility of a 
building or place.

CASE STUDY

Merriam Webster defines case study as an intensive analysis of an individual unit (such 
as a person or community) stressing developmental factors in relation to environment. 

FOCUS GROUP

Merriam Webster defines focus group as a small group of people whose response to 
something (such as a new product or a politician’s image) is studied to determine the 
response that can be expected from a larger population
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Introduction
The Project

The Rural Development Network (RDN) is a nonprofit 
organization that supports the sustainable development of 
communities across Canada through a variety of programs 
and initiatives. The Sustainable Housing Initiative (SHI) is 
one of RDN’s initiatives that focuses on the sustainable 
development of affordable housing in communities, aiming 
to create financially feasible developments that support a 
variety of individuals. The SHI is hoping to further our mission 
by developing and managing our own housing within the City 
of Edmonton. While the focus of the SHI has been on rural 
communities, addressing housing needs within the City of 
Edmonton presents a unique opportunity for us to expand our 
scope through leading our own affordable housing project in 
the City our main office and team are situated in. This report 
highlights the preliminary engagement we performed with 
stakeholders across Edmonton, and how these findings will be 
used in the future. Our hope is that this engagement report 
will be useful for various parties involved in affordable housing, 
including the City of Edmonton and developers.   

WHERE WE ARE IN THE PROJECT

The project is currently in the early exploration phase, and many 
project details have not been finalized. The exploration phase 
of this project was funded through the Federation of Canadian 
Municipalities’ Green Municipal Fund. As we are early in this 
project, we currently: 

• Do not have a specific site or location in mind for 
affordable housing development

• Do not have funding secured for the development

CHAPTER 

1
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Purpose of the 
Engagement
To support the development of this project, 
we performed holistic and broad community 
engagement with a variety of groups across 
Edmonton through a City-wide survey and three 
focus group sessions with community leagues. 
The goal of engagement was to learn from the 
diverse perspectives of Edmontonians regarding 
affordable housing, without a specific project 
design or location in mind. This allowed us to hear 
respondents’ overall impressions and thoughts 
about affordable housing developments, which 
creates a base of data that is more generally 
applicable to any affordable housing project. 
We hope this engagement helps support the 
conversation on and understanding of affordable 
housing in Edmonton. Due to our broad focus in 
this engagement, we hope that other parties such 
as the City of Edmonton, other nonprofits and 
for profit developers can gain valuable insight on 
affordable housing and engagement in the City 
of Edmonton. Input received through this survey 
will help add to the conversation on housing 
affordability in Edmonton, inform our potential 
future project decisions, and help support our 
potential pursuit of funding for the next steps of 
this project through bodies such as the Canada 
Mortgage and Housing Corporation (CMHC).
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What Is Affordable 
Housing?

The Canada Mortgage and Housing 
Corporation defines housing as “affordable” 
if shelter costs are less than 30% of household 
income before tax. Affordable housing is safe, 
supportive and does not look or feel different 
than any other type of housing, such as market 
housing. The key difference is that affordable 
housing is planned and operated with 
sustainable affordability at the front of mind.

14.2%
$1,2761 

of Edmontonians 
are in core need of 
housing1 

 In 2020, average rent in 
Edmonton was 

1.  Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation, Housing Market 
Information Portal for Edmonton, 2020, https://www03.cmhc-schl.gc.ca/
hmip-pimh/en#Profile/4811061/4/Edmonton%20(CY)%20(Alberta)
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Enagagement Framework
Engagement was carried out using two main methods; a City wide online survey 
and three focus groups for specific neighbourhoods. The city wide survey was 
disseminated through several methods, which are described in the next few pages. 
The neighborhoods selected for a focus group ‘case study’ were chosen through the 
criteria shown in the chart below, and described in further detail on page 10. The overall 
engagement framework is visualized below. 
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City-wide Survey 
What was the survey designed for?

This survey was done to gain perspectives from a variety of groups across the City using 
Google Forms. In total, we received 225 responses to our survey and the survey was 
open from March 4th to 28th. There were several topics covered, including: 

• Perspectives on affordable housing in a respondent’s own neighbourhood, 
including the ideal location, form and amenities included in development 

• Perspectives on affordable housing in the City overall, including the ideal location, 
form and amenities included in development 

• Perspectives on past community engagement experiences and how respondents 
would like to be engaged in the future

• Demographic information, including whether respondents have experienced 
housing instability in the past

The chart below describes which form of promotion successfully engaged respondents 
to take part in the city-wide survey. The number of responses by neighbourhood for the 
city-wide survey is shown on the next page.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THIS SURVEY

METHOD # OF RESPONDENTS

Email (Newsletter, etc) 86

Facebook 68

LinkedIn 1

Local Community/Neighbourhood Groups 15

Other Social Media 15

Twitter 14

Word of mouth 10

Grand Total
*7 respondents did not answer this question 218
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City Wide Survey: Number of Responses by Neighbourhood
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Survey Overview 
The survey was designed to be educational 
to respondents. To do this, we included 
key statistics regarding affordable housing 
and Core Need in the City of Edmonton, as 
well as a clear definition of what affordable 
housing is, as described in the introduction 
of this report. 

We performed a far-reaching dissemination 
of the survey, targeting both community 
leagues as well as various subgroups. In 
addition, we promoted our survey on our 
social media channels on Facebook, Twitter 
and LinkedIn. We also posted our survey 
on general social media channels such as 
on r/Edmonton (Edmonton Subreddit). We 
also promoted the survey with the following 
groups. Please note however that although 
we reached out to the below groups, 
contacts from these groups may not have 
shared or promoted the survey, which may 
have limited responses from members of 
these groups. Below is the high-level list of 
group categories we promoted the survey 
to:

• Edmonton Community Leagues

• Edmonton City Councillors

• Edmonton MPs and MLAs

• University Students’ Associations 

• Indigenous Support Groups

• Low Income Support Groups

• Business Groups

• Seniors Groups

• Newcomers Groups

• Indigenous Nations

• Business Associations
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Neighbourhood Focus Groups
Focus Groups Overview

The focus group sessions were carried out in March 2021 with three 
community leagues in Edmonton. These communities were selected based 
on the following criteria. 

• Land suitability score: Which is calculated based on a community’s 
proximity to amenities and services.

• Land availability & zoning: The general availability of land for 
redevelopment in the community and existing zoning that would 
support an affordable housing project.Housing demographics: The 
identified need for affordable housing in the neighbourhood.

Using these parameters, we selected three case study neighbourhoods for 
our focus group sessions (See map below). These neighbourhoods were:

• Westmount (8 Participants);

• Parkdale/Cromdale (4 Participants); and

• Spruce Avenue (6 Participants).
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Focus Groups Methodology 
Once neighbourhoods were chosen, we contacted the community leagues for each of 
the neighbourhoods and organized an online focus group session with their members. 
These sessions lasted for 1 to 1 ½ hours, and similar questions were asked to those 
from the online survey. A slideshow was used to present key information and to display 
questions to participants.

The focus group began with an introduction of who our organization is, why we are 
doing this research, and how the information we’re collecting will be used in the 
future. The presentation then went over an overview of the current state of affordable 
housing in Edmonton, and the related context around their neighbourhood. This was 
followed by predetermined questions for the participants to comment on. Several 
of the questions were not answered in the focus groups due to time restrictions and 
deeper conversation on specific topics. Because of this, participants were sent an 
email with all of the questions and responses from the session, encouraging additional 
feedback through email if the participants were interested. The flow chart below visually 
summarizes the methodology used for focus groups.

Contacted 
community 

league

Questions 
asked similar 

to survey

A chance to 
respond further 

by email

Slideshow 
presenting key 

information

Conversation 
summarized into 

report

Online 
Focus 
Group 
Session
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Land Suitability and Affordable Housing

In order to inform the conversation regarding affordable housing development in 
Edmonton, we developed a land suitability map, which scores land in Edmonton based 
on the proximity to key services and amenities. The suitability was determined by land 
proximity to the amenities in the chart below. The map on page 15 displays how these 
criteria perform in each area of the city, to describe the overall suitability of the area for 
affordable housing.

LAND SUITABILITY

AMENITY CRITERIA

LRT Within 1500m

Bus Service Within 200 m

Active Transport (bike lanes, shared paths, etc.,) Within 200 m

Industrial Land Use Beyond 400 m

Park Space Within 400 m

Schools Within 800 m

A RADIUS WITHIN WALKING DISTANCE
*See next page for definition of “walking distance”

DESTINATION
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What is considered walking 
distance?
It is important for affordable housing to be developed within a walkable 
distance to daily amenities to ensure those who do not have access to a 
vehicle or who prefer to walk or cycle can do so in a convenient manner.

Typically, a distance of 400 m is deemed to be a walkable distance. This 
is equivalent to a 5-minute walk for the average person.2 It is important 
to note that people may experience these distances in a variety of 
ways, depending on whether they require mobility aids to travel or the 
pace in which they travel. Winter conditions can also negatively impact 
one’s ability to conveniently walk, further highlighting the importance 
of building affordable housing within close, walkable proximity to daily 
amenities and services. The map on the next page shows the suitability 
of the area based on the chart and visual below describing suitable 
distances to certain daily amenities.
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Park Space

40
0 m

Industr
ial

200 mBus 
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2.  Olson. J, The neighbourhood unit: How does Perry’s concept apply to modern day planning. (Texas : EVstu-
dio Colorado & Texas Architects & Engineers, 2010). 
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Land Suitability For Affordable Housing In Edmonton
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City-wide Survey 
The city wide survey provided insight into Edmontonians’ 
perspectives on affordable housing. We will first highlight 
the demographics of those who responded to our survey. 
Next, we will discuss respondent perspectives, separated 
by those who have experienced housing instability and 
those who have not experienced housing instability. Lastly, 
we provide an analysis of open ended questions asked 
in the City-wide survey and what we will do based on 
feedback received.

Demographics

The following figures highlight the demographic 
information of respondents from the City-wide survey. 
This information helped us better understand respondent 
perspectives as well as who we are reaching in our 
engagement. We will work to further improve the diversity 
of respondents in future targeted engagement for this 
project.

CHAPTER 2
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What is your gender? (multiple responses possible)

Do you identify as any of the following? (multiple responses possible)

Woman
68.26%

Man
21.74%

Non-binary
1.74%

Transgender
1.74%

Prefer not to 
answer
6.52%



20 Affordable Housing in Edmonton | Rural Develoment NetworkCH.2

Including yourself, how many people live in your household?

What is your age? (age brackets)

18 - 24
3.57%

25 - 35
17.41%

35 - 44
26.79%

45 - 54
19.20%

55 - 64
15.63%

65 - 74
10.27%

75+
2.68%

Prefer not to answer
4.46%

15.18%

40.18%

20.09%
16.96%

6.70%

0.89%
0.00%

5.00%

10.00%

15.00%

20.00%

25.00%

30.00%

35.00%

40.00%

45.00%

1 person 2 persons 3 persons 4 persons 5 or more
persons

Prefer not
to answer
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City-wide perspectives based on housing 
experiences

The following section highlights the perspectives of respondents 
in the City-wide survey. We thought it was important to 
distinguish results based on whether individuals have experienced 
difficulties that affected their ability to pay for stable housing. 
Responses of people who have experienced housing instability in 
the past 5 years have been separated from respondents who have 
not experienced housing instability to compare how their point of 
views on these topics differ. This section does not include insight 
from those who selected ‘prefer not to answer’ or ‘other’ in the 
figure below.

In the past 5 years, have you experienced difficulties that affected 
your ability to pay your rent/mortgage?

61.61%

2.23%

8.04%

8.48%

11.61%

6.25%

1.79%

No

Yes, 
unspecified 
timeline

Yes, for 
less than 6 
continuous 
months

Yes, for 
between 
6-12 
continuous 
months

Prefer not 
to answer

Other

Yes, for 
over 12 
continuous 
months
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Do you feel there’s enough affordable homes available in 
Edmonton?

Respondents who have 
experienced housing instability

Respondents who have NOT 
experienced housing instability

7.93%

79.36%

9.50%
3.17%6.62%

73.53%

7.35%
12.50%

0.00%

10.00%

20.00%

30.00%

40.00%

50.00%

60.00%

70.00%

80.00%

90.00%

100.00%

Yes No Maybe Unsure
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Do you feel that Edmonton is affordable for a wide range of 
incomes?

Respondents who have 
experienced housing instability

Respondents who have NOT 
experienced housing instability

26.98%

52.38%

17.46%

3.17%

36.30% 34.81%

25.93%

2.96%
0.00%

10.00%

20.00%

30.00%

40.00%

50.00%

60.00%

70.00%

80.00%

90.00%

100.00%

Yes No Maybe Unsure
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Do you feel that your own neighbourhood is affordable for a 
wide range of incomes?

Respondents who have 
experienced housing instability

Respondents who have NOT 
experienced housing instability

31.75%

47.62%

17.46%

3.17%

33.09%
44.85%

17.65%

4.41%
0.00%

10.00%

20.00%

30.00%

40.00%

50.00%

60.00%

70.00%

80.00%

90.00%

100.00%

Yes No Maybe Unsure
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Have you previously participated in community engagement 
related to housing in Edmonton?

Respondents who have 
experienced housing instability

Respondents who have NOT 
experienced housing instability

25.40%

71.43%

3.17%

24.26%

75.00%

0.74%
0.00%

10.00%

20.00%

30.00%

40.00%

50.00%

60.00%

70.00%

80.00%

90.00%

100.00%

Yes No Unsure
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If you have been involved with previous engagement 
opportunities related to affordable housing, what did you 
not like about these engagement opportunities (Multiple 

responses possible)?

Respondents who have 
experienced housing instability

Respondents who have NOT 
experienced housing instability

8

0

3

11 11

10

6

5

1

4

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

Opinion was not
valued

Did not take all
options into

consideration

Limited
opportunity for
feedback and

input

The project did
not go anywhere

Lack of
transparency
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5

1 1 1

6
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5

0
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5

6

7

8

 Opportunity to
share issues and

express opinions as
well as learn from

others

 The awareness
brought by the

sessions

 That they tried to
relate issues directly

to the areas and
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impacted. They
gave them a voice.

 Their passion for
developing

affordable housing

CH.2

If you have been involved with previous engagement 
opportunities related to affordable housing, what did you 

LIKE about these engagement opportunities (Multiple 
responses possible)?

Respondents who have 
experienced housing instability

Respondents who have NOT 
experienced housing instability

0
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How would you like to be engaged in the future regarding 
specific affordable housing projects in Edmonton (Multiple 

responses possible)?

Respondents who have 
experienced housing instability

Respondents who have NOT 
experienced housing instability

8

2

9
8

2

29

8

11

26

14
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30

 Surveys, social
media, and other
online methods of

communication

 Large Open
Consultations

 Updates with
information about

the project plan and
discussion with actual

project team

 Just generally be
kept in the loop well
in advance and give

everyone a chance to
voice their opinion

 Small Focus Groups
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Open-Ended Question Analysis And 
What We Will Do
What does affordable housing mean to you?

In the Edmonton wide survey, there were common themes of what an affordable home 
meant to citizens. The most common response was that an affordable home is where 
one pays an appropriate proportion of their income towards their housing costs, 
whether it be rental housing, supportive housing or owned housing (Common metric:  
30% of a household’s income). Many Edmontonians believe that housing should not 
be considered affordable unless all aspects of your life are accounted for on top of 
housing, such as food, bills, medical expenses, and some “wants”, as well as savings 
for emergencies. Respondents discussed the connection between housing access and 
mental health, highlighting the positive impact clean, well maintained and safe housing 
can have on an individual’s mental health, sense of worth and overall quality of life. 

Some respondents associated affordable housing with government and other 
subsidies, not only for housing costs, but also for other supportive services needed 
for vulnerable populations. Most Edmontonians defined affordable housing as giving 
equal opportunity to all to have access to a home, although a small percentage of 
Edmontonians defined affordable housing as simply something they did not want in 
their own neighbourhood. Everyone having a right to a home no matter their situation 
was mentioned several times throughout the survey, and getting rid of discrimination 
against people living in affordable housing was seen as a high priority for many 
respondents. 

WHAT DOES AFFORDABLE HOUSING MEAN TO YOU?

WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

Affordable housing means to able to afford living 
costs as well as everything on top of that such as 
bills, food, savings, and a little bit extra for quality 
of life. Financial security through housing security.

We will set an expected 
income for our target user, and 
diligently ensure that the cost 
of our housing development 
remains affordable by the 
30% of income metric, which 
if done successfully will work 
as a positive example for the 
overall affordable housing 
market.

If 30% of your income should be spent on 
housing, by this metric almost all housing is 
unaffordable

To see the rest of what we heard, see page 58 of the appendix.
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Was there anything that stood out to you as you 
reviewed Edmonton’s housing statistics?

A large portion of respondents in the Edmonton wide survey were shocked by the 
median rent in Edmonton, noting the difference between the income of someone on 
minimum wage, and the housing rates available. A large majority of the respondents 
were concerned that affordable housing is a larger issue than they anticipated, and in 
contrast, a small percentage of respondents voiced their belief that affordable housing 
is an unnecessary spending of tax dollars. This brought up several related comments 
regarding how ownership can be more affordable than rent, but that low income earners 
cannot necessarily access mortgage lending or be able to afford the repairs necessary. 
Another important theme was that the statistics don’t account for how specific groups 
are struggling with affordability, such as newcomers or single mothers. 

Several respondents commented on the statistic that housing is considered affordable 
if it is 30% of a households before tax income, voicing that this seems unattainable 
for a vast majority of people. This brought forth the idea that there is a gap between 
people who have access to subsidized housing, and housing that is actually affordable, 
and many believe core housing need statistics are underrepresented. Several people 
were surprised by the high percentage of single family homes in Edmonton. Some 
respondents believed that most affordable housing is concentrated in the North East 
side of Edmonton.

There were some criticisms of the statistics, for example a number of people found 
the statistics confusing and unclear because they were too general. There were also 
comments that the statistics provided did not account for factors like quality of life, 
and the data did not explain how the median rent was calculated (types of housing, 
number of bedrooms, etc). A number of respondents commented that it its important 
to acknowledge that adequate housing should be considered as part of the data, but 
the definition of what adequate housing is needs to change.

WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

Different styles of tenure should be explored 
such as mixed tenure, ownership models, and 
especially co-op housing. A solution that allows 
for more renters to own a home if they desire to 
do so would be ideal.

RDN is already involved with research 
on co-op housing, and options for 
all types of tenure will be explored 
for the housing development to find 
the most beneficial structure for the 
residents and the longevity of the 
building. However, this will be limited 
by available funding opportunities 
and partnerships.

The average price of rent is about the same as a 
mortgage, but people on low income might not 
be able to acquire ownership.

To see the rest of what we heard, see page 58 of the appendix.
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How do you feel about having affordable housing 
developed near these amenities?

Edmontonians generally strongly agreed with the importance of amenities and 
transportation close to affordable housing, with about 2% stating they mildly to strongly 
disagree. Although many agreed, there was a prevalent opinion that affordable housing 
should be evenly distributed across the city, to overcome stigma and over-saturation of 
certain areas. Elaborating on this, some people were interested in an additional criteria 
map showing location and density of existing affordable housing in Edmonton, with a 
concern that some areas could be easily over-saturated by affordable housing if these 
constraints are followed. 

Proximity to public transportation was deemed by a large number of respondents 
as an  important factor for low income earners, and there were several comments 
about ensuring bus routes are not canceled, and bike lanes as well as sidewalks are 
continuous and safe. There were some respondents who felt the school proximity 
was less relevant because there are different types of schools, and children will likely 
have to go to various schools as they go through their education. Parks were noted by 
some as less high priority for accessibility to low income families, although there were 
comments about ensuring park space is not built over in existing neighbourhoods 
to accommodate housing. A concern for crime associated with affordable housing 
developments was voiced, noting this should be dealt with proactively with strategies 
such as good design and building management, communication to the neighbourhood 
of who is living in the developments, and ensuring proper supports such as social 
services, mental health centres and childcare are also within proximity. 

WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

It is an assumption that people 
living in affordable housing 
development don’t have a car. 
There may be some people who 
have a car and want the option to 
live away from the core.

We will consider the experience of those who 
have cars when designing our project, ensuring 
that there is a sufficient level of parking 
based on the neighbourhood context, public 
availability of parking, etc. We are considering 
multiple locations for our project outside of the 
core; However, we want to develop our project 
in a location that is within close proximity to 
required services.

To see the rest of what we heard, see page 58 of the appendix.
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Are there any other considerations that should be made 
in the location or design of new housing development in 
Edmonton or within your own neighbourhood?
Several respondents of the city-wide survey shared that it was important that 
neighbourhoods have a diversity of housing types and income levels, that they are not 
over-saturated with affordable housing, and that density  does not go beyond what the 
neighbourhood can handle. There were several responses requesting that affordable 
housing be spread across the city evenly, where every neighbourhood has some 
affordable housing in it. Because of this, several people commented on the importance 
of effective public transit and secure bike parking. Several respondents wanted to ensure 
new developments would have enough parking, and ample green space for everyone. 
Every day amenities should be close enough to walk to, and the utilities, schools, and 
traffic flow should be able to support the new developments coming in. With that being 
said, several respondents identified that an increase in density should be a high priority, 
especially along the LRT lines. Finally there were a number of responses that outlined the 
importance of the building being aesthetically pleasing, using high quality materials that 
will last. An inclusion of a diverse range of income levels and people was highlighted as 
important, including units for families and wheelchair accessibility.

Respondents not only wanted to ensure that adequate and appropriate supports are 
in place for the demographic living there, but also that community members feel they 
belong. The design of buildings and neighbourhoods should encourage interactions, and 
an official role could be created to ensure the community interacts and connects. The 
community league was discussed as an option for this community connector role. On the 
other hand, a respect for the existing homeowners in the neighbourhood was requested 
as well. In particular, the building design should blend with the neighbourhood character, 
the building should be safe and well maintained, and consistent community consultation 
throughout the development process should be upheld. Respondents mentioned that 
an overall city strategy at the government level should be in place to ensure affordable 
housing is well implemented, because funding and politics are usually the largest barriers 
to building affordable housing.

WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

There is a concentration of affordable 
housing in the core and North East 
Edmonton. There should be affordable 
housing spread across several 
neighbourhoods throughout the city, 
without saturating any one neighbourhood.

We will consider current information 
on density, infrastructure, and 
current affordable housing to create 
a project that does not create 
imbalance in a neighbourhood.

To see the rest of what we heard, see page 58 of the appendix.
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Do you have any thoughts or considerations about 
how affordable housing should be operated and 
maintained?

The largest theme for this topic in the survey was largely related to the tension between 
who would be most capable of running an affordable housing development, and how 
we could prevent operators from under-maintaining and over-charging for maximum 
profit. The most common consensus was that the entire operation should be not-for-
profit driven, either owned by the government, or in some way overseen by a governing 
body to prevent building operators from prioritizing profits, ultimately taking away from 
quality and affordability. Ample site amenities that match the needs and demographic 
of the residents was a priority. For example, 24-hour wrap around supports on site and 
staff trained in crisis prevention for transitional housing, or ensuring green space, free 
laundry and childcare close by for family focused affordable housing. Internet access 
should be part of rent, as this was identified as a basic need to have equal opportunity 
in today’s world. 

Community connectedness was another big theme for this question, where respondents 
emphasized the importance of residents feeling welcomed and safe. There was a 
theme of intentional community building through providing a space for sharing skills 
and knowledge. There was also a focus on the development being “human centric” 
in design, where it is operated in a thoughtful and understanding way. Thoughtfulness 
for universal design and wheelchair accessibility was highlighted as important for the 
operation of the building.

Affordability and tenure were discussed, with a preference for a co-op style tenure. 
There were several concerns about affordability of operations and maintenance on a 
low  level of income. Several ideas for maintenance were suggested, with the top two 
answers being that the residents should maintain their own space, and conversely that a 
professional company should maintain it long term. There was suggestions of a resident 
gaining free rent to do maintenance. The consensus among almost all respondents 
was that it is highly important for a plan to be in place for maintenance. A high quality 
building with energy efficiency measures was suggested, for low operation and 
maintenance costs in the long-term.

WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

The building should be self sustaining financially

This is a priority for all of the 
developments our organization is 
involved with, and will be a high priority 
for this project.

To see the rest of what we heard, see page 58 of the appendix.
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Top 6 Neighbourhoods
Why these neighbourhoods?

The top 6 neighbourhoods chapter provides 
a special focus on the perspectives in the 6 
neighbourhoods that had the most responses in 
the city-wide survey. The “top 6” neighbourhoods 
are Kensington, Delwood, Parkdale/Cromdale, 
Westmount, Oliver and Strathcona as shown in the 
map to the right. 

”Top 6” refers to number of responses to the 
city-wide survey, it does not refer to how likely 
it is for a neighbourhood to be considered for a 
development.  

WHICH NEIGHBOURHOOD DO YOU 
CURRENTLY LIVE IN?

NEIGHBOURHOOD # OF RESPONDENTS

Delwood 20

Kensington 7

Oliver 13

Parkdale/Cromdale 8

Strathcona/Old Strathcona 15

Westmount 29

Grand Total of highest responding neighbour-
hoods

92

CHAPTER 3
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HOUSING TYPOLOGY RANKED BY DESIRABILITY FOR MEMBERS  
OF THESE NEIGHBOURHOODS

DESIRABILITY RANKING
(1 HIGHEST, 8 LOWEST)
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  Single Family Homes 2 2 5 2 4 3

  Duplexes 3 1 3 1 4 1

  Secondary Suites 4 3 3 3 2 4

  Row Housing 5 4 2 4 3 5

  Low Rise Apartments N/A 5 2 2 1 2

  Mid Rise Apartments N/A 6 1 4 3 8

  High Rise Apartments N/A 7 4 5 5 9

  Mixed Use N/A 6 1 3 4 6

  I don't want additional housing developments   1 N/A 6 N/A 6 7

Most Desirable Housing Typology

See below each neighbourhood’s number one most desirable housing typology from 
the overall spectrum shown at the top of the page 

OLIVER OLIVERSTRATHCONA

KENSINGTON
PARKDALE/
CROMDALE

WESTMOUNT

DELWOOD

DuplexNo
Development

Low-Rise
Apartment

Mid-Rise
Apartment

Or Mixed-Use
Development
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AMENITIES RANKED BY DESIRABILITY FOR MEMBERS OF  
THESE NEIGHBOURHOODS

DESIRABILITY RANKING
(1 HIGHEST, 8 LOWEST)
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  On-site vehicle parking 1 1 6 2 7 5

  Indoor bike parking 1 2 1 1 1 3

  Public seating 2 6 4 6 5 6

  On-site support services for residents 3 5 2 3 2 1

  On-site housing management services 4 4 3 1 3 2

  Outdoor bike parking 5 3 5 4 4 4

  Small scale retail 6 7 8 5 6 7

  Office space 7 8 7 7 8 8

  I don't want additional housing developments   1 N/A 6 N/A 6 7

Most Desirable Amenities

Below are each neighbourhoods top 2 most desirable amenities for an affordable 
housing development in their own neighbourhood. Some neighbourhoods had ties, 
which is why there are three and four top two amenities for Parkdale/Cromdale and 
Delwood.

MAINTENANCE
ON-SITE

DELWOOD KENSINGTON OLIVER PARKDALE/
CROMDALE STRATHCONA WESTMOUNT

ON-SITE SUPPORT
SERVICES

ON-SITE SUPPORT
SERVICES

ON-SITE SUPPORT
SERVICES

SECURE BIKE 
PARKING

SECURE BIKE 
PARKING

SECURE BIKE 
PARKING

SECURE BIKE 
PARKING

SECURE BIKE 
PARKING

ON-SITE PARKING ON-SITE PARKING

ON-SITE PARKING

MAINTENANCE
ON-SITE

PUBLIC SEATING

I DON’T WANT
ADDITIONAL HOUSING 

HERE
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PROFILE: KENSINGTON
Kensington is a Neighbourhood in North Central Edmonton. Residents felt that vehicle 
parking was highly important, and providing indoor and outdoor bike parking was also 
quite important. Most residents felt that small scale retail and office space were not 
important to have in the neighbourhood. On-site housing services, on-site support 
services, and public seating varied in desirability, with on-site housing management 
leaning on the side of important, and support services leaning on the side of not 
important. On average, Kensington community members would like to see lower 
density housing in their neighbourhood, and do not see high density as desirable. The 
residents are generally okay with affordable housing developments in their community.

MOST DESIRABLE LEAST DESIRABLE

ON-SITE SUPPORT
SERVICES

OUTDOOR BIKE 
PARKING

SECURE BIKE 
PARKING

ON-SITE PARKING OFFICE SPACE

OFFICE

MAINTENANCE
ON-SITE

PUBLIC SEATING SMALL-SCALE
RETAIL

MINI MARKET

AMENITIES RANKED BY DESIRABILITY FOR MEMBERS OF  
THESE NEIGHBOURHOODS
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  On-site vehicle parking 5 1 1 0 0 0

  Indoor bike parking 3 4 0 0 0 0

  Outdoor bike parking 2 4 0 0 1 0

  On-site housing management services 2 2 1 1 0 1

  On-site support services for residents 1 2 2 1 0 1

  Public seating 1 1 2 2 0 1

  Small scale retail 1 0 1 4 0 1

  Office space 0 1 1 4 0 1
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PROFILE: PARKDALE/CROMDALE
The Parkdale/Cromdale community is just east of the downtown core and bordering 
the river valley. Indoor bike parking and on-site housing management are the most 
desirable amenities to the Parkdale/Cromdale area. On-site parking and support 
services were the second most desirable amenities. Outdoor bike parking was 
considered relatively important, and the other amenities were not seen as very 
important by the majority of community members. Parkdale Cromdale is open to low 
to medium density in their neighbourhood, although high rises are considered less 
desirable. Residents were open to mixed use developments, and were generally open 
to affordable housing in their community.

ON-SITE SUPPORT
SERVICES

OUTDOOR BIKE 
PARKING

SECURE BIKE 
PARKING

ON-SITE PARKING OFFICE SPACE

OFFICE

MAINTENANCE
ON-SITE

PUBLIC SEATINGSMALL-SCALE
RETAIL

MINI MARKET

MOST DESIRABLE LEAST DESIRABLE

AMENITIES RANKED BY DESIRABILITY FOR MEMBERS OF  
THESE NEIGHBOURHOODS
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Indoor bike parking 6 2 0 0 0 0

On-site housing management services 6 2 0 0 0 0

On-site vehicle parking 4 2 1 1 0 0

On-site support services for residents 3 3 0 2 0 0

Outdoor bike parking 2 2 3 0 1 0

Small scale retail 1 3 1 3 0 0

Public seating 1 1 2 2 1 0

Office space 0 2 1 4 0 1
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MOST DESIRABLE LEAST DESIRABLE

PROFILE: DELWOOD
Delwood is a Neighbourhood in North East Edmonton. Some responses from this 
community were polarized. For example, a similar number of people thought on site 
parking and indoor bike parking are highly important as the number of  people who 
didn’t want it at all. A majority of residents agreed that office space, small scale retail, 
and outdoor bike parking were not things they were interested in having in their 
neighbourhood. Delwood residents were first and foremost not interested in seeing 
more affordable housing in their neighbourhood because the area is quite saturated in 
affordable housing already. If there is more affordable housing coming into their area, 
they seemed to agree low density housing types such as single family homes, duplexes 
and secondary suites were appropriate typologies.

AMENITIES RANKED BY DESIRABILITY FOR MEMBERS OF  
THESE NEIGHBOURHOODS
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On-site vehicle parking 6 2 2 0 7 0

Indoor bike parking 4 4 2 0 6 1

Public seating 2 4 2 0 6 3

On-site support services for residents 4 4 0 1 7 0

On-site housing management services 4 3 1 0 7 1

Outdoor bike parking 1 2 3 1 7 2

Small scale retail 2 2 1 3 7 1

Office space 0 0 4 2 8 2

ACE

ON-SITE SUPPORT
SERVICES

OUTDOOR BIKE 
PARKING

SECURE BIKE 
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ON-SITE PARKING OFFICE SP
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MAINTENANCE
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PROFILE: WESTMOUNT
Westmount is a Neighbourhood in West Central Edmonton, West of the downtown 
core. For Westmount residents, on-site support services and on-site housing 
management were very high priorities. Indoor and outdoor bike parking were 
also considered important, and vehicle parking was seen as somewhat important. 
Public seating, small scale retail and office space was seen as less important to this 
neighbourhood. Westmount is open to affordable housing. Their most desirable 
typologies in their neighbourhood are duplexes and low rise apartments, followed by 
single family homes and secondary suites. Westmount is less interested in mid to high 
density housing and mixed use developments.

AMENITIES RANKED BY DESIRABILITY FOR MEMBERS OF  
THESE NEIGHBOURHOODS
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On-site support services for residents 13 7 3 0 3 1

On-site housing management services 12 6 4 0 3 1

Indoor bike parking 7 10 4 3 2 0

Outdoor bike parking 8 7 5 3 2 1

On-site vehicle parking 5 5 11 4 3 1

Public seating 6 7 3 5 2 3

Small scale retail 5 2 8 6 3 2

Office space 1 1 8 7 5 4

MOST DESIRABLE LEAST DESIRABLE

ON-SITE SUPPORT
SERVICES

OUTDOOR BIKE 
PARKING

SECURE BIKE 
PARKING

ON-SITE PARKING OFFICE SPACE

OFFICE

MAINTENANCE
ON-SITE

PUBLIC SEATING SMALL-SCALE
RETAIL

MINI MARKET
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ON-SITE SUPPORT
SERVICES

OUTDOOR BIKE 
PARKING

SECURE BIKE 
PARKING

ON-SITE PARKING OFFICE SPACE

OFFICE

MAINTENANCE
ON-SITE

PUBLIC SEATING SMALL-SCALE
RETAIL

MINI MARKET

MOST DESIRABLE LEAST DESIRABLE

PROFILE: OLIVER
The Oliver neighbourhood borders the West edge of the downtown core. The highest 
priorities in terms of amenities for Oliver residents are indoor bike parking, on-site 
support services, and on-site housing management. Public seating was also ranked 
as quite important for this neighbourhood. Outdoor bike parking and on-site vehicle 
parking were seen as somewhat important, and office space and small scale retail had 
mixed responses. Oliver is very open to affordable housing developments in their 
neighbourhood, and on the top of their list of typologies are mixed use buildings, and 
mid rise apartments.  The residents are also open to low rise apartments, row housing, 
duplexes and secondary suites. This neighbourhood was somewhat open to high rise 
apartments, and less interested in single family homes. 

AMENITIES RANKED BY DESIRABILITY FOR MEMBERS OF  
THESE NEIGHBOURHOODS
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Indoor bike parking 6 3 4 0 0 0

On-site support services for residents 5 5 2 0 0 1

On-site housing management services 4 7 0 1 0 1

Public seating 4 6 1 1 1 0

Outdoor bike parking 3 2 5 1 1 1

On-site vehicle parking 2 3 5 1 1 1

Office space 2 2 4 2 0 3

Small scale retail 3 2 2 4 0 2



42 Affordable Housing in Edmonton | Rural Develoment NetworkCH.3

PROFILE: STRATHCONA
Strathcona is a Neighbourhood just South of the river valley and the Downtown Core. 
Indoor bike parking, on-site support services, and on-site housing management services 
were high priorities for these residents. Outdoor bike parking and public seating 
were seen as important. Small scale retail, on-site parking and office space were still 
considered somewhat important. Strathcona residents are open to affordable housing 
developments, and their most desirable typology is low rise apartments. Secondary 
suites, mid-rise apartments and row housing are also desirable, and this neighbourhood 
is somewhat open to duplexes, single family homes, and mixed use developments. This 
neighbourhood is less interested in high rise apartments. 

AMENITIES RANKED BY DESIRABILITY FOR MEMBERS OF  
THESE NEIGHBOURHOODS
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Indoor bike parking 9 4 1 1 0 0

On-site support services for residents 5 6 4 0 0 0

On-site housing management services 5 7 2 1 0 0

Outdoor bike parking 4 6 4 0 1 0

Public seating 3 5 5 0 0 1

Small scale retail 3 5 5 2 0 0

On-site vehicle parking 3 1 8 3 0 0

Office space 1 2 6 3 2 0

MOST DESIRABLE LEAST DESIRABLE
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Focus Group Case Studies
The Purpose

The purpose of the neighbourhood focus groups is to 
gain a more nuanced understanding of issues at the 
neighbourhood level through having virtual conversations 
with three different community leagues in Edmonton. 
Each group was given a similar presentation and asked the 
same questions about their thoughts and feelings about 
affordable housing in their own neighbourhood. This 
platform of feedback allowed for answers that were more 
rich in content and context specific. The following pages 
are a summary of the conversations we had in these three 
focus groups.

CHAPTER 4
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Westmount
The Westmount community is a fairly centrally located, and 
quickly changing neighbourhood. This community is overall 
very similar to the average Edmonton neighbourhood in terms 
of household income spent on shelter costs, as well as the 
number of tenants in subsidized housing. The community is 
slightly lower than average on overcrowding, and average 
rental costs, and has twice as many households as average that 
are in need of major repair. 

The community members in Westmount feel that the 
neighbourhood is getting quite dense already, and there 
have been a wide variety of housing types introduced to the 
neighbourhood. This should be kept in mind when considering 
developing affordable housing in the neighbourhood. The 
community is interested in developments being strongly 
integrated into the context of the neighbourhood. This 
includes the aesthetic of the development blending in with 
existing aesthetics, and the form and scale of the development 
being appropriate for the surrounding buildings. Westmount 
community members would like us to consider housing types 
other than low-rise to high-rise apartment buildings. The 
community has a strong interest in family oriented housing 
types such as town-homes, especially near the school, and in 
the center of the neighbourhood. 

Clarifying the type of affordable housing in terms of where 
it will be on the housing spectrum is important to the 
Westmount community members if the development ends up 
in their community. 

The community members are interested in understanding 
developers rationale behind the unit mixes in new apartments 
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being built in the area, such as building all studio apartments 
instead of family oriented units. They are curious if it is related 
to revenue generation.  

In terms of the trade off of urgency for affordable housing 
and proper community consultation, the community prefers 
proper community consultation. They feel that rushing the 
engagement process could result in long term issues. The 
community feels strongly about developers prioritizing proper 
consultation and hearing community concerns. Developers not 
listening to community members  who have critical opinions 
of a project can be detrimental, as these community members 
should not be assumed to have NIMBY (Not in my backyard) 
attitudes only because they have concerns about a project.

The community members brought up the suggestion of single 
family home affordable housing as an option. The SHI team 
explained that it is technically feasible, but there wouldn’t be 
a huge impact on affordability, and it may be more difficult to 
access funding for a project of that size and cost. 

BLENDING INTO
EXISTING CONTEXTBALANCE INTEGRATIONFAMILY ORIENTED

SCHOOL

COMMUNITY 
CONSULTATION
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Spruce Avenue
Spruce Avenue is a neighbourhood just North of Royal 
Alexandra Hospital, and South East of Blatchford (Old 
municipal airport). Compared to the overall city, there are three 
times more homes in need of major repair, and twice as many 
households suffering from overcrowding. There are two times 
the prevalence of low income individuals compared to the 
overall city, but the average rental cost in the neighbourhood 
is on par with other communities. Monthly shelter costs for 
homeowners in Spruce Avenue is only 66% of the average 
in Edmonton, and the neighbourhood is close to average 
in terms of prevalence of single detached homes. This 
neighbourhood has three times the Indigenous population in 
contrast to the average neighbourhood in Edmonton.

The Spruce Avenue community defined affordable housing as 
30% or less of a person’s yearly income going towards rent or 
mortgage, and agreed that housing is a human right. Various 
housing models are seen as appropriate for affordable housing 
by this community, including rent geared to income, below 
market, market and social housing. The community feels there 
is a lot of development occurring in their neighbourhood, 
mostly for profit infill projects, and some of them have sat 
vacant for a long time indicating that this might not be an 
appropriate housing type or price for the neighbourhood 
market. There are larger scale developments in the southern 
portion of the neighbourhood. The community members want 
to ensure that developments don’t overwhelm the size of the 
lot, or become derelict because of lack of market demand.

Community members of Spruce Avenue are interested in 
encouraging people to move into this area, especially younger 
families, to add to the vibrancy and diversity of the area. They 
believe that the affordability of homes should be prioritized 
city-wide and there should be no restrictions on its location. 
They believe that capable and experienced agencies should 
operate the affordable housing to ensure complex needs 
are nurtured, for example through on site programming if 
appropriate. The context of the surrounding buildings and 
neighbourhood should always be considered, and projects 
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that are not respectful of this wouldn’t be supported by the 
community. Ideally the affordable housing developments 
should visually blend in seamlessly with the rest of the 
neighbourhood, with the only difference being that the rent 
is more affordable. The community would like affordable 
housing developers to be cognizant of infrastructure and 
servicing capacity. If this needs to be upgraded it is extremely 
expensive, and would affect the end user affordability. The 
developer should also consider how a new project would 
affect existing green space. The community had an idea 
of approaching Kingsway mall, to see if there is interest in 
high density affordable housing development right on that 
complex, allowing for housing that has several amenities right 
out the door, and possibly reinvigorating the mall.

The Spruce Avenue community members displayed an 
acceptance of several housing types that could be added 
into the community, and that includes more new single 
detached homes. The most important amenities to be added 
into the community are small scale retail such as cafes or 
a mini supermarket if there is enough density to support 
it, as well as public green spaces to be incorporated into 
new developments. There is an interest in building relations 
between new tenants in affordable housing and the other 
members of the community to reduce stigma and help 
unify the community. Community events could be hosted 
in a community space provided by an affordable housing 
development.

MINI MARKET

MINI MARKET BLOCK PARTY SUPPORT
SERVICES

ON-SITE 
SUPPORT

INTEGRATION COMMUNITY
EVENTS

FAMILY  
ORIENTED

GREEN
SPACE

COMMUNITY 
CONSULTATION
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Parkdale/Cromdale
The parkdale cromdale community is a neighbourhood to the 
North-East of downtown Edmonton, located along the Capital 
Line LRT. Compared to the overall city, there is a significant 
amount of renters who are paying more than 30% of their 
income on shelter costs, although homeowners are similar to 
the rest of the city on this stat. The neighbourhood has twice 
as many households as average in Edmonton requiring major 
repair, and a high percentage of households suffering from 
overcrowding compared to average. There is a significant 
amount of tenants in subsidized housing compared to average, 
and the neighbourhoods average rental costs are about $160-
250 lower than the city average.

The community of Parkdale/Cromdale generally feels 
that there should be more housing developed in their 
neighbourhood. This housing should be based on the needs 
of the community, and should fit the character and style of 
the neighbourhood. Ideally this incoming housing would be 
inclusive of families, and would attract people who want to 
invest in the community. There is an interest in the affordable 
housing being “broadly affordable” over non-market housing, 
and the building typologies/scale that residents are interested 
in are townhouses or stacked row housing because they feel it 
is something missing in their neighbourhoods. 

There is an interest for the affordable housing to include 
support systems, which would vary depending on the level 
of affordability. Some simple examples are having an on site 
property manager and a “community connector” on staff. 
The residents also voiced the importance of developing 
the neighbourhood without displacing more vulnerable 
populations. Physically there is interest for the housing to 
include features such as shared outdoor amenity space and 
energy efficient measures such as solar panels for reduced 
operations costs in the future. The building should be 
designed beyond its main purpose to ensure it is still effective 
in the future Parkdale/Cromdale neighbourhood.
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Traffic and parking in the neighbourhood is important to 
consider in new development as it is already a concern, 
although the residents generally believe in the importance 
of encouraging a pedestrian neighbourhood over cars. The 
residents agreed that the proximity to the LRT provides a great 
opportunity for density close to the LRT. 

The community’s thoughts on previous engagement processes 
expressed the importance of responsiveness through all 
stages (meeting at milestones in the project) with a single 
point of contact. This includes respectful site maintenance 
through construction in the neighbourhood. The community 
expressed that a mixture of formal engagement such as town 
hall meetings and casual engagement with presentations is 
preferred.

The communities thoughts on the friction between quickly 
providing affordable housing and taking into account the 
communities concerns and feedback was generally that the 
communities feedback takes priority.

ON-SITE SUPPORT 
+ MANAGEMENT

PARKINGTOWN HOUSE
OR STACKED ROW 

HOUSING

SHARED
OUTDOOR
AMENITY

SERVICES

COMMUNITY 
CONSULTATION
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SERVICES
BLOCK PARTY

Case Study Themes
General Themes Between Focus 
Groups

Generally all three neighbourhoods are pro-affordable housing 
development to varying degrees. All three communities felt 
there was already a lot of development happening in their 
neighbourhoods, and they agreed that evenly dispersing 
affordable housing throughout all communities was important. 
There was a strong theme to ensure an affordable housing 
development fits comfortably within the existing context of 
neighbourhood and generally respects zoning.

General themes for housing typology and amenity was an 
interest in family oriented housing because of the benefits 
of having more young families in neighbourhoods. Green 
space is an important amenity in all of the communities, and 
Spruce ave and Westmount are specifically supportive of small 
scale commercial in their area. There was a theme expressed 
about the importance of community building and the role of a 
“community connector” to reduce stigma and help community 
unity. All three neighbourhoods also expressed the importance 
of appropriate social supports in place to the level of support 
required by the users of the development, which could include 
on site staff. 

Community engagement was highly important to all three 
neighbourhoods in regards to whether responding to urgent 
needs or community consultation was more important. Spruce 
ave and westmount feel there should be more information 
provided by developers as to why certain decisions have 
been made, especially if it’s counter to what was discussed 
in community consultation. Following up with community 
members is vital throughout the engagement process.



51Sustainable Housing Initiative | July 2021 CH.4

MINI MARKET

MINI MARKET

SUPPORT
SERVICES

SCHOOL

Themes Between Focus Groups And City-
Wide Survey

The City wide survey showed a higher interest in public transit 
and access to amenities for an affordable housing development 
relative to the focus group discussions. The survey and the focus 
groups both highlighted that adequate parking and green space 
is required to support the diversity of individuals who may live 
in affordable housing. An interesting aspect that came up in 
both the survey and focus groups, was the idea of a “community 
connector” who would ensure all members of the community 
felt they belong, and a sense of community, skill sharing, and 
positive relationships between all income levels was expressed as 
important for success. The focus groups seemed more interested 
in mixed use developments than the survey respondents.

Both the survey and focus groups had a high interest in on-site 
support services for residents of affordable housing, appropriate 
for the demographic of people who would live there. There was an 
interest in both the survey and the focus groups on good quality 
materials, and energy efficient buildings, as well as considering 
the mobility of the residents. Both research bodies showed that 
the existing character and context of a neighbourhood should be 
considered when picking sites and designing the building. Both 
groups were also interested in being consulted throughout the 
entire process of a development, and that the input they provide 
is genuinely considered.

A major theme throughout the research was to ensure that 
affordable housing is spread out across the city, and not 
concentrated in certain areas. Another major theme was to ensure 
there is a balance of diversity (in building typologies, income 
levels and amenities available) in all neighbourhoods. 
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Edmonton Housing Statistics
Statistics on Need: Edmonton

CORE HOUSING NEED1

A household is said to be in core housing need if its housing falls below at 
least one of the adequacy, affordability or suitability standards and it would 
have to spend 30% or more of its total before-tax income to pay the median 
rent of alternative local housing that is acceptable (meets all three housing 
standards). These housing standards are defined as below:

• Adequate housing is housing that does not require any major repairs.
• Affordable housing is housing that costs less than 30% of total before-

tax household income.
• Suitable housing is housing that has enough bedrooms for the number 

of people in the household. 

CORE HOUSING NEED IN EDMONTON: 

• Households in Core Housing Need (2016): 14.2% (49,215 households)
• Housing in Core Need due to unaffordability (2016): 12.8%
• Housing in Core Need due to inadequacy (need for major repairs) 

(2016): 1.6%
• Housing in Core Need due to unsuitability (Overcrowding): 2.1%

OTHER HOUSING INDICATORS

• Average rent (2020): $1,276
• Median rent (2020): $1,250
• Percentage of Single-detached households (2016): 49.9%

1 Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation, Housing Market Information Portal for Edmon-

ton, 2020, https://www03.cmhc-schl.gc.ca/hmip-pimh/en#Profile/4811061/4/Edmonton%20(CY)%20

(Alberta)

CHAPTER 5
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Core Housing Need
2016 Stats Canada Census - Edmonton

Core Housing Need (2016 Statistics Canada's Census) — Edmonton

(CY)

 
H O U S E H O L D S  T E S T E D  F O R

C O R E  H O U S I N G  N E E D1

H O U S E H O L D S  I N  C O R E

H O U S I N G  N E E D2

%  O F  H O U S E H O L D S  I N  C O R E

H O U S I N G  N E E D

 T O T A LO W N E R SR E N T E R ST O T A LO W N E R SR E N T E R ST O T A LO W N E R SR E N T E R S

Age of primary household maintainer3

All Households 347,635 227,695 119,945 49,215 15,895 33,320 14.2 7.0 27.8

15 to 24 years 13,760 2,665 11,095 2,510 155 2,360 18.2 5.8 21.3

25 to 34 years 72,610 35,450 37,155 9,435 1,695 7,740 13.0 4.8 20.8

35 to 44 years 69,700 44,550 25,155 9,780 2,920 6,860 14.0 6.6 27.3

45 to 54 years 66,855 47,725 19,130 8,415 2,845 5,565 12.6 6.0 29.1

55 to 64 years 62,120 47,845 14,275 7,295 2,980 4,315 11.7 6.2 30.2

65 years and over 62,590 49,465 13,130 11,780 5,305 6,475 18.8 10.7 49.3

Household Type4

All Households 347,635 227,695 119,945 49,215 15,895 33,320 14.2 7.0 27.8

Couple with children 104,040 81,675 22,360 9,550 3,870 5,685 9.2 4.7 25.4

Couple without children 84,550 63,235 21,320 4,750 1,825 2,930 5.6 2.9 13.7

Senior-led (65+) couple without children 24,360 22,075 2,285 1,620 905 715 6.7 4.1 31.3

Lone-parent household 34,845 18,515 16,335 10,700 2,935 7,765 30.7 15.9 47.5

Female lone-parent household 27,810 14,300 13,510 9,315 2,470 6,845 33.5 17.3 50.7

Male lone-parent household 7,040 4,215 2,820 1,395 465 925 19.8 11.0 32.8

Multiple-family household 9,185 7,220 1,970 645 365 275 7.0 5.1 14.0

One-person household 90,635 48,100 42,540 20,895 6,375 14,525 23.1 13.3 34.1

Female one-person households 46,805 27,110 19,690 12,150 4,310 7,835 26.0 15.9 39.8

Senior (65+) female living alone 17,050 11,695 5,355 6,175 2,790 3,385 36.2 23.9 63.2

Male one-person household 43,835 20,985 22,845 8,750 2,065 6,685 20.0 9.8 29.3

Senior (65+) male living alone 7,830 4,560 3,275 2,385 735 1,650 30.5 16.1 50.4

Other non-family household 24,380 8,965 15,420 2,665 525 2,145 10.9 5.9 13.9

Immigrant households5

All Households 347,635 227,695 119,945 49,215 15,895 33,320 14.2 7.0 27.8

Non-immigrant 227,840 148,420 79,420 29,475 8,235 21,240 12.9 5.5 26.7

Non-permanent resident6 6,575 1,105 5,470 1,370 135 1,230 20.8 12.2 22.5

Immigrant 113,225 78,170 35,055 18,360 7,520 10,840 16.2 9.6 30.9
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Landed before 2001 64,250 51,295 12,955 9,355 4,890 4,470 14.6 9.5 34.5

Landed 2001 to 2010 29,345 18,825 10,520 4,905 1,845 3,060 16.7 9.8 29.1

Recent immigrants (landed 2011-2016)7 19,630 8,050 11,585 4,100 785 3,315 20.9 9.8 28.6

Households with seniors

All Households 347,635 227,695 119,945 49,215 15,895 33,320 14.2 7.0 27.8

Household has at least one senior (65 or older) 73,750 59,100 14,650 12,580 5,810 6,770 17.1 9.8 46.2

Other household type 273,890 168,595 105,295 36,635 10,085 26,550 13.4 6.0 25.2

Households with children under 18

All Households 347,635 227,695 119,945 49,215 15,895 33,320 14.2 7.0 27.8

Household has at least one child less than 18 years old 103,245 70,655 32,590 16,955 5,310 11,650 16.4 7.5 35.7

Other household type 244,395 157,045 87,350 32,255 10,590 21,665 13.2 6.7 24.8

Activity limitations8

All Households 347,635 227,695 119,945 49,215 15,895 33,320 14.2 7.0 27.8

Household has at least one person with activity limitations 178,180 115,590 62,590 29,560 9,280 20,285 16.6 8.0 32.4

All other households 169,455 112,105 57,355 19,650 6,615 13,030 11.6 5.9 22.7

Aboriginal households9

All Households 347,635 227,695 119,945 49,215 15,895 33,320 14.2 7.0 27.8

Aboriginal households 23,740 10,045 13,700 5,510 650 4,860 23.2 6.5 35.5

Non-Aboriginal households 323,900 217,650 106,245 43,700 15,250 28,455 13.5 7.0 26.8

Incomes, shelter costs10, and STIRs11

Average household income before taxes ($) 116,408 139,338 72,879 32,373 34,333 31,439

Average monthly shelter costs ($) 1,441 1,533 1,265 1,221 1,366 1,151

Average STIR before taxes (%) 22.4 19.0 28.7 48.8 49.9 48.3

Median household income before taxes ($) 90,404 109,941 60,995 29,854 32,174 28,950

Median monthly shelter costs ($) 1,348 1,511 1,234 1,135 1,335 1,099

Median STIR before taxes (%) 18.6 16.3 23.4 45.0 46.2 44.5

Housing standards

All Households 347,635 227,695 119,945 49,215 15,895 33,320 14.2 7.0 27.8

Housing above standards 241,960 178,470 63,485 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Below one or more housing standards 105,685 49,230 56,455 49,215 15,895 33,315 46.6 32.3 59.0

Below affordability standard12 75,305 34,290 41,015 44,620 14,580 30,040 59.3 42.5 73.2
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Below adequacy standard13 19,570 11,145 8,425 5,545 2,030 3,520 28.3 18.2 41.8

Below suitability standard14 22,390 7,220 15,170 7,230 985 6,245 32.3 13.6 41.2
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Notes

1Data include all non-farm, non-band, non-reserve private households reporting positive incomes and shelter cost-to-income ratios less than 100 per cent.

2A household is in core housing need if its housing does not meet one or more standards for housing adequacy (repair), suitability (crowding), or affordability

and if it would have to spend 30 per cent or more of its before-tax income to pay the median rent (including utilities) of appropriately sized alternative local

market housing. Adequate housing does not require any major repairs, according to residents. Suitable housing has enough bedrooms for the size and make-up

of resident households. Affordable housing costs less than 30 per cent of before-tax household income.

3The primary household maintainer is the person or one of the people in the household responsible for major household payments such as the rent or mortgage.

In households with more than one maintainer, the primary maintainer is the first person listed as a maintainer.

4Family households include at least one census family (a couple with or without children or a lone-parent family). These households may include members who

are not part of the census family.

5An immigrant household is a household with a primary household maintainer who is an immigrant. An immigrant is a person who is or has ever been a landed

immigrant/permanent resident, that is, someone who has been granted the right to live permanently in Canada by immigration authorities.

6A non-permanent resident household is a household with a primary household maintainer who is a non-permanent resident. A non-permanent resident is a

person from another country who has a work or study permit, or who is a refugee claimant, and any non-Canadian-born family member living in Canada with

him or her.

7Recent immigrants are immigrants who landed in Canada between Jan 1, 2011 and May 10, 2016.

8Activity limitations refer to difficulties that people have in carrying out daily activities such as hearing, seeing, communicating, or walking. Difficulties could

arise from physical or mental conditions or health problems.

9An Aboriginal household is one of the following: i) a non-family household in which at least 50 per cent of household members self-identified as Aboriginal

people; or ii) a family household that meets at least one of two criteria: a) at least one spouse, common-law partner, or lone parent self-identified as an

Aboriginal person; or b) at least 50 per cent of household members self-identified as Aboriginal people.

10For renters, shelter costs include, as applicable, rent and payments for electricity, fuel, water and other municipal services. For owners, shelter costs include,

as applicable, mortgage payments (principal and interest), property taxes, condominium fees, and payments for electricity, fuel, water and other municipal

services.

11Shelter-cost-to-income ratio (based on annual shelter costs and household income before taxes).

12Affordable housing costs less than 30 per cent of before-tax household income. Includes households below more than one standard (in addition to the

affordability standard). Accordingly, the sum of the number of households below each standard will be larger than the total number of households below

standards.

13Adequate housing does not require any major repairs, according to residents. Includes households below more than one standard (in addition to the adequacy

standard). Accordingly, the sum of the number of households below each standard will be larger than the total number of households below standards.

14Suitable housing has enough bedrooms for the size and make-up of resident households. Includes households below more than one standard (in addition to the

suitability standard). Accordingly, the sum of the number of households below each standard will be larger than the total number of households below

standards.

Source: CMHC (census-based and NHS-based housing indicators and data) (opens in new window)
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Conclusion
Our Process

Our process and intent was to gain broad demographic information and 
city wide perspectives on the topic of affordable housing in the city-
wide on-line survey. More specific conversational information from a 
neighbourhood perspective was gained from the community focus groups 
that were completed through zoom calls, and follow up emails. We found 
similar themes throughout the engagement, and have summarized these 
key repeated themes in the “What We Heard” section. 

We received feedback regarding our process as well. First and foremost 
there were requests that the educational data provided in the survey should 
be more clear and provide a little bit more context to ensure respondents 
understood what they were responding to. Several people had additional 
questions about the data, for example one respondent asked “what 
is the criteria that families must meet in order to qualify for affordable 
housing, and who determines this?”. There was also a suggestion to look 
at intersectional factors such as specific groups who are lacking affordable 
housing, and what those stats look like, for example newcomers or single 
mothers. A number of people commented that CMHC’s definition of 
inadequate housing needs to change, although nobody was specific in 
how it should change. There was a mention of the data measuring only 
quantifiable things, and not quality of life - that the data speaks like it isn’t 
about humans. We will go forward with improving our process with this 
fantastic feedback. 

CHAPTER 6

SERVICES

BLOCK PARTY
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Our Findings

The majority of respondents from the city wide survey were female, and 
about 1/3 of the respondents had experienced housing instability of 
some kind. Between the focus groups and the city wide survey, there were 
several common themes, but focus groups seemed to speak more about 
the importance of proper community consultation, and family oriented 
affordable housing. 

Some overall themes were that most neighbourhoods are open to 
affordable housing, as long as it is respectfully considering the context 
of the existing neighbourhood. There was a strong interest in affordable 
housing being more evenly distributed throughout all neighbourhoods 
in the city. An interest in proper transit, important amenities within 
walking distance, safety, and operations/maintenance was thoroughly 
commented on. There was a strong interest in community connectedness, 
and ensuring existing residents and residents of a new affordable housing 
development feel like they are all part of the community.  In terms of 
community consultation, there is a strong interest in transparency, authentic 
interactions, and being included throughout the entire development 
process. 

We have outlined what we are intending to do with the key takeaways from 
the feedback, which is also in the Appendix: What We Heard & Will Do. In 
general the feedback from both the Edmonton wide survey and the focus 
groups had similar themes throughout and will be a useful starting point for 
developers and the City to understand what is important to citizens.
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Appendix
What We Heard & Will Do

In the following pages we highlight key insights we heard 
from community members, and specific actions we will take to 
incorporate said insights. In future engagement updates, we 
will follow up with the status of each of these insights, and how 
we have explored the potential for them. Many details have 
not been solidified for this project yet. However, we commit 
to genuinely exploring each of the insights mentioned going 
forward in the project.

CHAPTER 6



CITY-WIDE CONTEXT ON AFFORDABLE HOUSING

THEME WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

Missing 
middle

There is a gap between subsidized housing 
and housing that people can actually afford, 
and many people fall within that. 

This gap can be addressed by missing middle housing, 
which is a range of mid-density multi-unit housing that 
provides more housing choices between single family 
homes and large scale, high density development. This 
development can provide a greater variety of housing 
options at different cost levels in a community. We will 
explore and prioritize a missing middle development 
for our project. 

Affordable 
housing 
dispersement

There is a concentration of affordable housing 
in the core and North East Edmonton. There 
should be affordable housing spread across 
several neighbourhoods throughout the city, 
without saturating any one neighbourhood. 

We will consider current information on density, 
infrastructure, and current affordable housing 
supply to create a project that positively impacts the 
community through the provision of greater housing 
choice. We want to ensure our project fills a need that 
is currently or inadequately supplied in a community 
based on the community’s context and demographics. 

Density

Increasing density is a high priority, especially 
around the LRT. Small scale density is also 
important such as basement suites in 
family oriented neighbourhoods. Although 
it is important to ensure density is not 
over-saturated in areas, especially if the 
infrastructure cannot handle it. 

Diversity

Every neighbourhood should have the 
diversity of income level, building type, 
infrastructure and amenities to allow for 
affordable housing to thrive. The operations 
and maintenance of affordable housing 
should be supported by every neighbourhood 
in Edmonton. 

These issues are controlled by the Municipal and 
Provincial government. We will advocate for these 
things to the City of Edmonton, and prioritize locations 
where there is a lack of diversity in terms of incomes, 
building types, etc. This will depend on land availability 
and the policy/regulatory context of a potential site.

Options of 
location

It is an assumption that people living in 
affordable housing developments don’t have 
a car. There may be some people who have a 
car and want the option to live away from the 
core. 

We will consider the experience of those who have 
cars when designing our project, ensuring that 
there is a sufficient level of parking based on the 
neighbourhood context, public availability of parking, 
etc. We are considering multiple locations for our 
project outside of the core; However, we want to 
develop our project in a location that is within close 
proximity to required services. 

Overall 
Strategy

An overall strategy should be implemented for 
all of Edmonton. Funding and politics/bylaws 
are the most obvious barriers. 

We will prioritize an integrated and collaborative 
approach with the City and the major funders. When 
having conversations with the City, we will communicate 
barriers to affordable housing development including 
funding and zoning. The City currently has an affordable 
housing strategy and is working on several initiatives to 
reduce barriers.

Historic
No more skinny houses in historic 
neighbourhoods. Historic houses should be 
invested in.

Skinny homes will not be a typology that is explored 
as they aren’t generally “affordable” by our definition. 
Historic houses should be 
invested in, although that is a different research study 
than the one we are currently 
undertaking.



CITY-WIDE CONTEXT ON AFFORDABLE HOUSING

THEME WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

Context

Amenities, transportation, and support services 
should be near by and already in place when 
the development comes in. Compared to the 
other amenities, the proximity of schools and 
parks are a lower priority. Utilities, school ca-
pacity and traffic flow should be considered. 

A site context study will be conducted once a site is 
chosen, including consultation with the municipality, 
as well as additional community consultation with the 
chosen community. We will strive for a development 
that positively adds to the community.

It is important to note that any type of new develop-
ment may have an impact on the community, especial-
ly for higher density development in neighbourhoods 
that primarily consist of single family homes. In order 
to disperse affordable housing in all neighbourhoods 
in the City, these neighbourhoods may be selected for 
our project. We will work to minimize negative impacts 
to adjacent neighbours while still ensuring a project 
that improves affordability is developed.

Fitting into 
Existing Con-
text

The building should be a reasonable scale 
and design for the neighbourhood density 
and aesthetic, visually and functionally fitting 
in seamlessly. Existing homeowners and neigh-
bourhoods should be respected. Ensure the 
incoming development doesn’t compromise 
what is already there, including existing green 
space. 

Industrial 
Areas

Many people who work in industrial areas live 
in affordable housing, so ensuring industry is 
far away might not 
necessarily help the low income residents in 
that area. Being too close to industry is dan-
gerous and unhealthy.

Transporta-
tion

All amenities and necessities should be reach-
able by public transit, biking, or walking. Public 
transportation is highly important, especially 
bus routes that might be canceled. Secure bike 
parking is important because there is a lot of 
bike theft. Bylaws limiting small scale business 
should be relaxed for walkable amenities to 
be more possible.

The importance of connectivity to an affordable hous-
ing site is already top of mind for us. We will prioritize 
the site selection for areas that provide these import-
ant amenities, and communicate your bylaw concerns 
to the City of Edmonton as part of this study.

Crime/Safety Crime and the safety of existing and incoming 
residents is highly important.

Special studies such as a CPTED review and other 
techniques will be considered in the design, to be cog-
nizant of designing safe spaces. A maintenance and 
operations plan, and the consideration of appropriate 
on-site services will be part of the development, which 
will also address this.

Community 
Connected-
ness

The development should encourage social 
interaction and community connectedness. 
Maybe the community league can be involved 
with ensuring the neighbourhood gets to know 
each other. Being a participant and having 
pride in the community you live in. 

We will prioritize and explore potential for design 
elements that encourage communication, connection, 
and socialization between residents of the affordable 
housing project and the broader community. We will 
also commit to hosting a ‘get to know your neighbour’ 
event once our project is completed and residents 
move in, so that new neighbours and the surrounding 
community can get to know each other.

Residents should be fully integrated into the 
community, including connection to informal 
social and emotional support. Its important 
to intentionally focus on building connections 
and relationships with neighbours.



 BUILDING AND SITE

THEME WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

Barri-
er-Free

There is a severe lack of accessible units in the affordable 
housing stock. Mobility issues should be considered in 
the design of units.

The inclusion of barrier-free 
units and site design will be top 
of mind during the design pro-
cess. We will work to minimize 
potential barriers, especially for 
any ground oriented units, so 
that our units will be compatible 
with a variety of people’s needs

Building 
design and 
materials

When designing affordable housing, aesthetically pleas-
ing high quality  building materials, highly energy efficient 
design, and a well thought out, sustainable maintenance 
plan should be incorporated. Not just to fit seamlessness 
into the neighbourhood, but also to ensure low operations 
and maintenance costs.

Our organizations values 
align with these suggestions, 
and it is our priority as well 
to provide the best building 
possible.

Amenities

Family oriented amenities that encourage community should 
be in the building, such as personal or shared green space on 
site, en-suite or free shared laundry, dishwashers for families 
and those with mobility issues, ceiling space for bunk beds, 
units with more bedrooms, car share programs, and free wifi 
for all renters, (in our current society wifi can be a road block to 
equal opportunity).

These amenities will be 
prioritized and potentially 
incorporated at the build-
ing design stage. This will 
depend on the specific type 
of project we build, and the 
target audience.

Manage-
ment and 
Mainte-
nance

The building should be self sustaining financially

This is a priority for all of the 
developments our organiza-
tion is involved with, and will 
be a high priority. 

Housing maintenance plans are very important, especially 
ensuring the building operators have good intentions. It 
was suggested that maintenance should be carried out
with pride individually by people that live in the building,
in contrast it was also strongly suggested that it should be
Professionally managed.

With all of these suggestions 
at top of mind, we will ex-
plore what form of building 
operator, and what struc-
ture for maintenance makes 
the most sense for the 
successful longevity of the 
building, its occupants, and 
the overall neighbourhood.

Poor management from owners and lack of appropriate 
on site supports can raise the level of crime in the area.

The building operator should be not-for profit, funded by 
the government, or a partnership, and this organization 
should also be operating and maintaining it. 

A private business can own and operate it with oversight 
from a government entity or other type of oversight that 
keeps them accountable.

It should not be operated by a government entity be-
cause their responsiveness isn’t adequate.

No third-party profit-driven property management.

Maintenance could be carried out by someone with the 
skills in the building who gets free / heavily subsidized 
rent.
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PEOPLE LIVING IN THE BUILDING

THEME WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

Financial
Affordability

Be able to afford living costs as well 
as everything on top of that such 
as bills, food, savings, and a little 
bit extra for quality of life. Financial 
security through housing security.

We will set an expected income for our 
target user, and diligently ensure that 
the cost of our housing development 
remains affordable by the 30% of in-
come metric, which if done successfully 
will work as a positive example for the 
overall affordable housing market.

If 30% of your income should be 
spent on housing, by this metric 
almost all housing is unaffordable.

Ownership

Different styles of tenure should be ex-
plored such as mixed tenure, ownership 
models, and especially co-op housing. 
A solution that allows for more renters to 
own a home if they desire would be ideal. 

RDN is already involved with research 
on co-op housing, and options for all 
types of tenure will be explored for the 
housing development to find the most 
beneficial structure for the residents 
and the longevity of the project. 

The average price of rent is about 
the same as a mortgage, but peo-
ple on low income might not be 
able to own.

Psycholog-
ical 
Security 
and
Support

Affordable housing should feel 
safe and clean, and people living 
in affordable housing should feel 
welcomed as an integral part of the 
community. We will explore the best ways to ele-

vate the residents of the affordable 
housing development, through collab-
oration with other not-for-profits who 
can implement programs for support, 
education, and life skills. 

Subsidized or free supports pro-
vided for the level of need of the 
residents in the building, if needed 
on-site properly trained staff appro-
priate for the demographic. 

Educating people experiencing 
housing instability on skills they 
may not yet have is very important.

Lived 
experience 
advisory 
board

The building should have a board 
with people with lived experience 
of housing instability who help gov-
ern decisions.

This is an interesting idea. When the 
tenure has been confirmed we will 
look at how this could be potentially 
incorporated into the management 
structure.

Control

Residents should have require-
ments such as police check, ac-
countability of following bylaws, and 
should be closely monitored.

Appropriate on-site support will miti-
gate 
issues that are insinuated in desiring 
this level of control over residents. 
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DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

Lived experience is highly 
important for feedback in the 
design and operation of the 
building. 

This is something we agree with, and will explore 
consultations with lived experience groups for further 
engagement as our site becomes more specific. 

Examine the cost of a new 
building V.S a retrofit.

We will look at opportunities for retrofitting buildings 
while searching for sites. However, there may be limited 
options based on our land suitability requirements and 
the appropriateness of a building for retrofitting.

Community consultations 
should be throughout the 
process, and what is discussed 
should be genuinely considered. 
Transparency from the 
developer is very important, 
especially communicating 
the reasons why consultation 
discussions are not visible in 
the end product.

We will work to create a schedule of milestones for 
consultation, and a system of accountability and 
transparency to communicate how decisions were 
made and why. We will always follow up on why a certain 
idea was or was not incorporated into the project, with 
specific rationale as to why that decision was made.
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SOCIAL JUSTICE

WHAT WE HEARD WHAT WE WILL DO

Educating people on what affordable 
housing is to reduce stigma and dis-
crimination.

We will look into grants that have an educational 
lens standing alone as its own future project 
that can have outreach impact and inform not 
just this development but all affordable housing 
developments in Edmonton. Future engagement 
sessions will also have an educational lens to en-
sure residents are informed on what affordable 
housing is and potential misconceptions.

Every human being deserves the right to a 
safe home regardless of their situation or 
if they are willing or able to change their 
situation.

This is called “housing first” and it is a principal 
that is now widely accepted and proven as suc-
cessful.

Indigenous sovereignty is not only respect-
ed but seen as an integral part of housing 
justice. As such, an affordable home is 
proactively attending to ongoing colonial 
dynamics such that priorities go to having 
meaningful Indigenous community at the 
heart of all housing initiatives. Attending to, 
but not ending at, thinking with the Truth 
and Reconciliation Commission lens can 
be a part of this. Having collective spaces 
is an integral part of this, including spaces 
for children to share both indoors and out, 
spaces for families and adults to have meet-
ings & workshops, cook collectively, share 
food, etc without having to pay to rent the 
space - it is a part of the community.

We intend on involving and hearing Indigenous 
perspectives throughout our consultation pro-
cess, with the genuine intent of understanding 
and finding potential in incorporating these 
aspects into the development. This consultation 
will include discussion with local Indigenous 
groups with experience in housing development 
/ affordable housing.

Housing is not profit driven or inflated, 
and is interest-free.

This will not be a profit driven housing develop-
ment, as we are a non-profit organization.

*There were a small percentage of responses to the survey expressing that they were complete-
ly against any kind of affordable housing anywhere in the city. Because this survey was intending 
to find out how and where people would like to see affordable housing, we are acknowledging 
this feedback  although the specific responses  were not summarized here.
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