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Statement of Qualifications and Limitations
The attached Report (the “Report”) has been prepared by AECOM Canada Ltd. (“Consultant”) for the benefit of the
client (“Client”) in accordance with the agreement between Consultant and Client, including the scope of work
detailed therein (the “Agreement”).
The information, data, recommendations and conclusions contained in the Report (collectively, the “Information”):

x
x
x
x
x
x
x

is subject to the scope, schedule, and other constraints and limitations in the Agreement and the
qualifications contained in the Report (the “Limitations”)
represents Consultant’s professional judgement in light of the Limitations and industry standards for the
preparation of similar reports
may be based on information provided to Consultant which has not been independently verified
has not been updated since the date of issuance of the Report and its accuracy is limited to the time
period and circumstances in which it was collected, processed, made or issued
must be read as a whole and sections thereof should not be read out of such context
was prepared for the specific purposes described in the Report and the Agreement
in the case of subsurface, environmental or geotechnical conditions, may be based on limited testing and
on the assumption that such conditions are uniform and not variable either geographically or over time

Consultant shall be entitled to rely upon the accuracy and completeness of information that was provided to it and has
no obligation to update such information. Consultant accepts no responsibility for any events or circumstances that
may have occurred since the date on which the Report was prepared and, in the case of subsurface, environmental or
geotechnical conditions, is not responsible for any variability in such conditions, geographically or over time.
Consultant agrees that the Report represents its professional judgement as described above and that the
Information has been prepared for the specific purpose and use described in the Report and the Agreement, but
Consultant makes no other representations, or any guarantees or warranties whatsoever, whether express or
implied, with respect to the Report, the Information or any part thereof.
The Report is to be treated as confidential and may not be used or relied upon by third parties, except:

x
x
x

as agreed in writing by Consultant and Client
as required by law
for use by governmental reviewing agencies

Consultant accepts no responsibility, and denies any liability whatsoever, to parties other than Client who may
obtain access to the Report or the Information for any injury, loss or damage suffered by such parties arising from
their use of, reliance upon, or decisions or actions based on the Report or any of the Information (“improper use of
the Report”), except to the extent those parties have obtained the prior written consent of Consultant to use and rely
upon the Report and the Information. Any damages arising from improper use of the Report or parts thereof shall be
borne by the party making such use.
This Statement of Qualifications and Limitations is attached to and forms part of the Report and any use of the
Report is subject to the terms hereof.
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The Public Involvement Plan

The Public Involvement Plan was finalized with approval of the City of Edmonton in January 2012 as per Appendix A
of this report.
A summary of the highlights of the approved Public Involvement Plan is included as Appendix B.
The plan was the result of much discussion between the client team and the consultant team to develop an optimum
public involvement program that served the perceived high expectations of the general public and key stakeholder
groups and individuals and concurrently, serve the needs and constraints of the consultant team and the client.
The Concept Plan that specified the corridor, track alignment and station locations for the West to Southeast LRT
was approved by City Council in January 2011. The alignment identified in that concept plan was divided into six (6)
areas and the public involvement plan has adopted the area breakdown as an organizational structure. Those six (6)
areas are:
Area 1: Mill Woods Town Centre to Whitemud Drive
Area 2: Whitemud Drive to Argyll Road
Area 3: Argyll Road to Strathearn
Area 4: Strathearn to City Centre West
Area 5: City Centre West to 149 Street
Area 6: 149 Street to Lewis Farms Transit Centre
The Public Involvement Plan involves five stages. These are listed below and include a brief description of the
purpose of the stage and the actual timeline to date and proposed timeline for future stages.

x

Stage 1: Pre-Consultation (November - December 2011)
o Information sharing & consultation to receive feedback to help identify stakeholders, to assess levels of
understanding and knowledge of the approved Concept Plan, to provide a project update and to seek
stakeholder finalize the Public Involvement Plan after seeking comment from stakeholders.

x

Stage 2: Initiation (All Areas (March/April/May 2012)
o Information sharing & consultation to receive feedback on various design and community integration
components where public input will be considered by the technical team.

x

Stage 3: Consultation (Areas 1 to 4 (May to June 2012) & Areas 5 & 6 (Nov to Dec 2012))
o The focus of the Area Meetings in Stage 3 will be to present first stage preliminary designs for the stops
in each area, proposed changes to roadways and related concepts for connectivity and
pedestrian/cyclist access, as well as noise attenuation (where applicable).

x

Stage 4: Refinement
o Participants in this third round of Area Meetings will review and provide final input on the proposed
designs and other key elements discussed in Stages 2 and 3, as well as receive updates on the ongoing
technical developments.

x

Stage 5: Conclusion
o The final designs and future project information will be shared with the general public in a public
information/open house format for final review and comments before being submitted to The City.
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2.

Public Involvement Results to Date (as of May 15, 2012)

2.1

Stage 1- Pre-Consultation Stakeholder Interviews

A list of key stakeholder groups to be contacted and met with in Stage 1 by the project was drafted, reviewed and
approved by the project team in early 2012. Contact and communication was made with these groups, as outlined in
the Reports for Stage 1 included as Appendix C to this report.
Stakeholders identified issues in four (4) broad categories:

x
x
x
x

Additional Issues to Consider in the Preliminary Engineering Design Phase;
Issues that have Arisen since the Concept Plan was Approved;
Other Local or Specific Community, Business or Institutional Initiatives to Consider; and
Consultation and Communication Techniques

Common themes that resulted from this stage are summarized below:

x

Issues to Consider in the Preliminary Engineering Design Phase

2.2

Stage 2: Initiation

The overarching purposes of Stage 2 were

x
x

To launch the broader public involvement process and provide a general overview, where the project is today,
how people can be involved and proposed timeline.
To obtain input on the key consultation point—How can LRT be best integrated into your neighbourhood?

To accomplish this purpose, Stage 2 - Initiation was comprised of 7 workshop style events billed as Community
Conversations, one in each of five areas and two in Area 6 (149 Street to Lewis Farms Transit Centre) due to
logistical issues regarding the venue booked for the first of the two events.
The following table summarizes the dates, locations and attendance for each of the 7 community conversations.
Date

Area

Location

Approximate
Attendance

March 22, 2012

Area 1: Mill Woods Town Centre to Whitemud

South Edmonton Alliance Church – 6508 – 31 Avenue

75

W.P. Wagner School – Cafeteria – 6310 Wagner Road

21

Drive
April 4, 2012

Area 2: Whitemud Drive to Argyll Road

March 20, 2012

Area 3: Argyll Road to Strathearn

St James – 7814 – 83 Street

288

April 11, 2012

Area 4: Strathearn to City Centre West

Northern Alberta Pioneers Cabin – 9430 – 99 Street

154

April 24, 2012

Area 5: City Centre West to 149 Street

St Vincent – 10530 – 138 Street

110

April 26, 2012

Area 6: 149 Street to Lewis Farms Transit Centre

Annunciation School 9325 – 165 Street

100

(Meeting #1)
May 2, 2012

Area 6: (149 Street to Lewis Farms Transit Centre) Westend Christian Reformed Church
(Meeting #2)

March 20 – May On –line Survey for all Areas

88

10015 – 149 Street
All Areas

119

17
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Event Process

The process/format for each meeting was identical. A detailed description of the process and format for each
Community Conversation is contained in Appendix D of this report.
The venues were set up with display boards located throughout the meeting space that presented general
information about the SE to West LRT Expansion project and more specific information about the area in which the
Community Conversation event was being held. Representatives from the overall project team were stationed at or
near all of the display materials and were available at any time to answer questions or to discuss the content of the
display materials with members of the public attending and participating in the event.
A PowerPoint presentation was delivered at each event approximately one half hour after the event opened. The
majority of the content was general in nature about the overall LRT expansion project including history, background
context and timelines. Following this general component, area specific information was presented and attendees
were then introduced to the format for the rest of the evening. A copy of the presentation used at each community
conversation event is contained in Appendix E.
Discussion tables were set up and facilitators and recorders from the project team were stationed at each table to
record the comments and input from the participants at each table. Each meeting averaged approximately eight (8)
of these discussion tables but this number varied according to the attendance at each event.
Comment and feedback from each of the sessions was collected in numerous ways:

x
x
x
x

Written recording of discussions at the tables during the workshop portion of the event;
Completion of Comments Forms (see Appendix F for a copy of the Comment Form Provided) supplied to all
participants from the general public who attended the events;
On large panels that showed an aerial photo background of the area of focus and the details for each specific
meeting area of the approved concept plan, participants were encouraged to use the “Sticky Notes” provided to
make comments and attach them to the display board at the specific location that the comment applied to; and
An on-line survey reached through the project website with the identical questions as were posted on the
Comment form provided at each event (See Appendix G).

The verbatim comment and feedback provided from all of these sources for each of the Community Conversation
events has been compiled and is available upon request.
Highlights and a brief summary of the compiled feedback from each of the events are contained below. The
feedback for the two meetings for Area 6 has been combined into one compilation.
A compilation of all of the on-line feedback is also included in this section. Although some of the comments speak to
a specific area along the corridor from the approved Concept Plan, all Edmontonians could comment on any area
along the corridor at any time. The on-line feedback comments are not compiled by area, unlike the other comments.

2.3

Area 1: Mill Woods Town Centre to Whitemud Drive

This is a long established, quiet community made up of many smaller communities. It has a high ethnic diversity that
helps define the community. Many of the people at the meeting were long time residents of Mill Woods and are very
proud of their community.
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They love their green spaces, in particular Mill Woods Park, west of Mill Woods Town Centre, and participate in
many activities held there, i.e. Canada Day festivities. They want the park-community connection maintained and
strengthened. The greenness of 66 Street and the parks/golf course are very important. They have great community
facilities: parks, high schools, recreation centres, shopping and hospital, and have strong ownership of them.
They are a community of mixed ages but have concern for the seniors, the founding residents, and want them to be
comfortable with the LRT. They want bus service to be maintained and enhanced to move residents to the LRT.
Transit connections are very important and will become more important as the community ages. The transit works
and they do not want duplication.
The community is walkable, which is very important; they do not want to lose pedestrian connections across the LRT
corridor.
They want good quality, durable, long lived materials and easily maintained, safe LRT facilities.
What the stakeholders like about their community:
x Neighbourhood has great existing amenities
x Want to maintain good walkability in area
x Neighbourhood is established and mature, yet modern
x Area is quiet and peaceful
x Area has good trails and paths
x Multi-cultural neighbourhood
x Proximity of hospital, fires station and police station is good
x Unique area with a wide variety of housing types
x We will miss the Whitemud Amusement Park
x Like that it is an early community with convenient facilities all around
x Like back yards and alleys
x Good access to Calgary, airport, downtown, in and out of Mill Woods Traffic works well in the area (no jams)
x Congestion is managed – can pick up speed at 41 Avenue and 66 Street
x Family feel/oriented neighbourhood
x Rec centre is good
x Area is affordable, quiet, access to everything, bus accessible
x Area feels safe, is walkable, is close to Henday and Whitemud Drive
x Area has cultural diversity

2.3.1

Comments Summary:

Overall Theme:
x Play on the ethnic diversity of the community, including First Nations
x Each stop should reflect a different part of the community, location, history, ethnicity
x Keep the green – trees and other vegetation is important and reflect the name “Mill Woods”, a natural look picking up on the parks is preferred
x Focus on maintaining access through the community
Stops:
A different theme for each – but a simple, ageless design, not too loud, natural looking
High level of visibility wanted at stops – transparency of shelters important for safety/security
Security, i.e. lighting, cameras is important

x
x
x
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Accessibility is very important for all ages and levels of ability, consideration for ease of movement on paving
Preference for integrated artwork with a few feature pieces
Enclosed, heated shelters preferred with lots of seating
Durable, vandal proof materials that are easily maintained in all seasons
Lots of vegetation
Strong, easy to read wayfinding system
Bicycle parking is important
Furniture to be comfortable in all types of weather including winter – no metal seating, must drain/dry quickly
Incorporate solar lighting and other sustainable practices/elements, where possible

Trails/Sidewalks (Pedestrian Access):
Maintain existing community connections
Accessibility is important – wheelchairs, strollers, walking, etc.

x
x

Vegetation:
Utilize vegetation as dividers between the LRT/tracks and the public/road/walks
Lots of vegetation in corridor
Maintain a natural feel for the community

x
x
x

2.3.2

Outstanding Issues:

Access:
x Additional information on traffic movements and access along the LRT corridor is required.
x There is great concern about how all modes of transportation will move across and within the corridor.
Urban LRT:
It appears that the concept of urban LRT is still not completely understood and this needs to be clarified in future
meetings. More detailed drawings will assist with this.

x

Parking:
Large park ’n’ ride facilities are expected.
The interface between bus transit and LRT needs to be clarified – that bus will bring riders to stops to catch the
LRT.
x There is still the understanding that people will drive to catch the LRT.

x
x

Stations versus Stops:
x From the amenities expected at the stops, most people still are visualizing/anticipating the stations now found on
other lines. This will have to be clarified in other meetings and in the future stages of PI.
Noise/Vibration:
x Additional information on anticipated noise and vibration levels will have to be provided to provide a level of
comfort. Comparisons of anticipated noise to what exists today in Edmonton and other cities may help with the
understanding
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Area 2: Whitemud Drive to Argyll Road

This area is a mix of residential, commercial, and industrial. We would appreciate a theme that presents this –
rather than pushing the industrial to the side. We have helped this city with employment, generating business, etc.
Please don’t lose sight of the historic players in this area and certainly don’t penalize, marginalize, or dismiss us.
Work with us to make this city even better. Business and growth go hand in hand.
The new proposed option introduced tonight would be fantastic! This would be a FAIR, REASONABLE, FEASIBLE
option! Interruption should disrupt our operating as little as possible. This means no expropriation and as little
disruption to access as possible.
The proposed alignment change to have the Park & Ride at Osman, and move the maintenance facility south of 51
Avenue makes more sense and I applaud this change. The extra traffic from park and ride at Whitemud and 75
Street would overload that area. Also, the City should not spend all of its budget to extend the LRT on land
acquisition that severely disrupts businesses when it has land that it already owns and less disruptive options open
to it. I applaud Council and Administration’s courage to re-visit this alignment issue.

2.5

Area 3: Argyll Road to Strathearn

This is a mature, quiet area made up of several active communities with good proximity to downtown and all
amenities. There is a French influence and lots of historic character that is important and should be played upon.
Natural surroundings, particularly mature trees and the Mill Creek ravine are very important. They love their green
spaces and large yards and want this reflected in the colours and materials used in their area.
They are an established community of varied ages with many of the founding residents (from the 1950s) still there
but many younger families have recently moved into the area. This area is being gentrified, spruced up and
becoming more vibrant with a good mix of ages.
Residents want their current, good bus service, to be maintained and enhanced to move residents to the LRT. The
transit works well and they do not want duplication.
The community is walkable, which is very important; they do not want to lose pedestrian connections across the LRT
corridor. They want more detail about crossings and maintaining existing connections.
They want good quality, durable, long-lived materials that are not too obtrusive or modern and are easily maintained.
They want high end, high quality materials but do not want money spent unnecessarily. However paving must
accommodate all levels of accessibility – no tripping hazards from paving stones.
They want safe LRT facilities with good pedestrian access, lighting and security features. They do not want an ‘artsy’
feel. Shelters should provide shade in the summer and heat in the winter.

2.5.1

Comments Summary

What the stakeholders like about their community (from comments):
x Like the Mill Creek ravine – good access, tobogganing, bike trails, wildlife, natural setting,
x Like the quiet, serene area with lots of green spaces and parks
x Like the many, mature trees with special note of the 60 to 70-year old elms in Holyrood
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Like that the individual neighbourhoods feel like “small towns” within a big city – very walkable with local
amenities and small businesses
Like their proximity to Whyte Avenue and downtown and all amenities
Active, multi-generational population, mature neighbourhoods, where you know your neighbours
Like mainly single family homes – smaller homes on big lots
Many schools that are a very important part of the neighbourhoods – Vimy Ridge, French Schools, Faculty St
Jean etc.
Like that the area is well serviced by transit with direct bus service to downtown and good transportation links to
other areas
Older neighbourhood with high quality of life and character homes and prime land and property (Strathearn)
Good/easy access in and out of neighbourhoods
Neighbourhood has a friendly feel – welcoming, safe, tight knit

Overall Theme:
x Play on the natural beauty of the neighbourhoods – particularly that of the Mill Creek ravine and the mature
trees.
x Appreciate the small town feel of these neighbourhoods where neighbours still know each other.
x Keep things simple and natural – like the communities
x History of area should be incorporated/built upon
Trails/Sidewalks / Pedestrian Access / Bikes:
Maintain existing community connections
Accessibility is important – bikes, walking, driving, etc.
Pathways around and in Mill Creek ravine are important
Many critical crosswalk locations need to be maintained

x
x
x
x

Vegetation:
Utilize vegetation as dividers between the LRT/tracks and the public/road/walks
Lots of colourful, unusual vegetation in corridor (not just the usual species)
Maintain a natural feel of the community
Minimize removal of large trees /replace with mature trees

x
x
x
x

Stops:
Could all be of same theme in a neighbourhood or within whole area.
Natural – reflecting Mill Creek ravine, small town feel, historical, French themes
High level of visibility wanted at stops – transparency of shelters important for safety/security
Good pedestrian / bike access / crosswalks to stops
Preference for integrated artwork – landscaping could be the artwork
Enclosed, heated shelters preferred with amenities
Lots of vegetation
Strong, easy to read wayfinding system – not cluttered
Bicycle parking and paths are important

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
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Outstanding Issues:

Access:
x Additional information on traffic movements and access along the LRT corridor is required.
x There is great concern about how all modes of transportation will move across and within the corridor –
particularly pedestrian crosswalks across 83 Street.
x Very specific questions about specific movements have been recorded and need to be addressed in future
stages of PI.
Urban LRT:
It appears that the concept of urban LRT is still not completely understood and this needs to be clarified in future
meetings. More detailed drawings will assist with this.

x

Parking:
Large park ’n’ ride facilities are expected.
The interface between bus transit and LRT needs to be clarified – that bus will bring riders to stops to catch the
LRT.
x There is still the understanding that people will drive to board the LRT.

x
x

Stations versus Stops:
From the amenities expected at the stops, most people still are visualizing/anticipating the stations now found on
other lines. This will have to be clarified in other meetings and in the future stages of PI.
x Photos of potential stop design and running trains should help. (possibly continual running video of an actual
urban low floor train on a route for next stage workshops?)

x

Property Acquisition:
Clarification is needed on the properties, service roads, etc. along 83 Street that may be required for the LRT.

x

2.6

Area 4: Strathearn to City Centre West

This is an area that has three distinct characters: downtown, river valley and residential (Strathearn community) and
consequently has many different perspectives on how the LRT should be treated.
The downtown area, with comments predominantly from the Chinatown community, has concerns about access
across the LRT alignment within their community, especially at the portal. They are also concerned about the
destruction of their community, as they know it.
The river valley area is concerned with keeping the area green and screening any alignment and other structures
with vegetation for aesthetics and noise. Minimizing disturbance of the green space is also preferred.
The Strathearn community has concerns similar to Area 3 (of which a portion of their neighbourhood belongs),
largely with access across the alignment and through their neighbourhood.
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Comments Summary

What the stakeholders like about their community:
x Cloverdale has incredible access to park trails, skiing, hockey,
x skateboarding and great recreation.
x Current pedestrian bridge is aesthetically pleasing, works with Louise
x McKinney. People like to dwell in this area and would like the spirit in the
x area preserved.
x Trees on 95 Avenue are valued - mature trees.
x Dragon Boat Festival (west end)
x Strong sense of pride in existing feel which should be maintained
x Convenient, quiet, proximity to everything
x Hoping NBHD redeveloped
x Established neighbourhood
x Connection to river valley - to wildlife
Overall Theme:
Play on the natural beauty of the river valley – do not introduce lots of structures or ‘man made’ screening – use
vegetation
x Keep the existing character of the neighbourhood (Strathearn)
x Some opportunity for French theme (Strathearn)
x Incorporate artwork

x

Stops:
x Natural – in river valley, small town feel, historical, French themes in Strathearn
x Good pedestrian / bike access / crosswalks to stops
x Preference for integrated artwork – landscaping could be the artwork
x Lots of vegetation
x Strong, easy to read wayfinding system – not cluttered
x Bicycle parking and paths are important
Trails/Sidewalks / Pedestrian Access / Bikes:
x Maintain existing community connections
x Accessibility is important – bikes, walking, driving, etc.
x Many critical crosswalk locations need to be maintained
Vegetation:
Utilize vegetation as dividers between the LRT/tracks and the public/road/walks
Use vegetation as screening
Maintain a natural feel of the community
Minimize removal of large trees /replace with mature trees

x
x
x
x

Bridge/River Crossing:
An aesthetically pleasing bridge is preferred – this is a key location in the river valley and should be a
showpiece.

x
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Outstanding Issues:

Access:
x Additional information on traffic movements and access along the LRT corridor is required.
x There is great concern about how all modes of transportation will move across and within the corridor –
particularly pedestrian crosswalks across 95 Avenue.
x Very specific questions about specific movements have been recorded and need to be addressed in future
stages of PI. Pedestrian bridge access also important during construction
Urban LRT:
It appears that the concept of urban LRT is still not completely understood and this needs to be clarified in future
meetings. More detailed drawings will assist with this.

x

Bus:
The interface between bus transit and LRT needs to be clarified – that bus will bring riders to stops to catch the
LRT.
x There is still the understanding that people will drive to catch the LRT.

x

Stations versus Stops:
x More stops are being requested. More information on parameters of stop location selections required for next
stage of public involvement

Portal:
Clarity required on how to be integrated into community.

x

2.7

Area 5: City Centre West to 149 Street

This area is divided into two main components – downtown and a number of residential neighbourhoods. Very few
comments were received from the downtown community. The majority of the comments came from the residential
neighbourhoods, including Old Glenora, Grovenor, and Westmount.
These neighbourhoods are mature, well established, largely single family developments with a commercial/retail
component at various locations along the corridor. They want the LRT to be subtle and unobtrusive, and be well
integrated into their neighbourhoods.
They are very concerned about the changes to access into their communities and the effect this will have on the
viability of their neighbourhoods due to the divisive effect of the LRT corridor (their perspective).
From the perspective of integration, the neighbourhoods all have a significant history, albeit that some are older than
others. A historical flavour is important in the development of the stops but each area should read as distinctive. The
residents also emphasise the importance of the existing mature trees, ravine connections and green spaces within
their neighbourhoods. The use of natural green elements is important to this community in the LRT corridor
development.

RPT1-2012-05-29-Setow LRT Public Engagement-60222337.Docx
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What the stakeholders like about their community:
x Proximity/Accessibility to ravine and/or river valley
x Proximity to downtown/central location
x Easy access to west end, downtown, and university
x Mature trees/Green spaces/Nature
x Quiet
x Walkability
x A truly historical district
x Good transit service
x Mature neighbourhood
Overall Theme:
Historical look - not contemporary
Possibility of integrating new modern design with the existing unique “old” feel of the neighbourhood – * stations.
Glass/steel with old/antique feel.
x Coordinate catenary poles to match the old Glenora style
x Feel of the line is dynamic to shift to match each given area. EMPHASIZE the character of each area
x 124 St. transitions from high density to East to less dense to West. Keep that character
x Make design “Timeless”
x Art budget incorporated into system elements rather than stand alone art
x Beautiful area, natural, “mature”, elegant, cultured
x “Antique-ey”
x Festive area – Candy Cane lane
x 124 St to 142 St have same feel/look

x
x

Trails/Sidewalks / Pedestrian Access / Bikes:
x Mosaic cobblestone.
x Additional bike parking (Western Cycle)
x Cobblestone – would fit into existing
x Cobblestone between tracks
x Bike racks at stops
x Pedestrian/bike access at Groat Bridge
x 104 Ave is a bike route, keep access closed at Stony Plain for safety and to create a hub to go with municipal
reserve
x Bike racks at stops
x Talk to Edmonton Bike commuters about bike facilities
x Bike racks at each stop
x Aesthetic but functional design
x Include bike transport on LRT train
Stops/Stations:
Fully enclosed LRT shelters
Provide spaces for community involvement
Ensure Glenora Skyline Project – 142 St (NE corner) integration with LRT
Character of entire LRT line should be consistent – slight variability of features
Providing well sheltered stops/stations will help winter usage of the LRT system
Small shelters at stops
Shelters integrated to neighbourhood
Wayfinding and signage tasteful

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

RPT1-2012-05-29-Setow LRT Public Engagement-60222337.Docx
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LRT “next train” boards not too intrusive
Glenora stop should reflect older style buildings
Should reflect 124 Street gallery walk – artsy type area
Modify digital signs to integrate into older/low key look
Barrier free – no fences, walls

2.7.1

Outstanding Issues:

Access:
x Additional information on traffic movements and access along the LRT corridor is required.
x Neighbourhood shortcutting between 102 Avenue and Stony Plain Road and between Stony Plain Road and 107
Avenue is a concern
x Access in and out of neighbourhoods without shortcutting is critical
x There is concern about how all modes of transportation will move across and within the corridor – particularly
pedestrian crosswalks across Stony Plain Road.
Urban LRT:
Concerns regarding OCS (Catenary) appearance – integrate where possible, paint green

x

**A circular was being distributed at the Area 5 meetings and is contained in Appendix H to this report. This was
developed by an organization with the acronym “SMARRT” (Sustainable, Modern, Accessible for the Roads & Rapid
Transit available to all Edmontonians”)

2.8

Area 6: 149 Street to Lewis Farms Transit Centre

This area is divided into three distinct characters: 149th Street to approximately 165th Street, 165th Street to Anthony
Henday and Anthony Henday to Lewis Farms.
149th Street to 165th Street is largely 1960/70s residential with the exception of Meadowlark Mall. 165th to Anthony
Henday is also largely 1980/90s residential with two elevated stations (West Edmonton Mall and Misericordia
Hospital) that raise significant concerns about views and noise into the lots backing onto the LRT corridor. Anthony
Henday to Lewis Farms is more open and rural in character without any significant existing residential associated
with this area.
Like the other areas, the residents were concerned about retaining the character of their communities. These
communities are mature with good amenities and significant green spaces, and they have asked that these be
respected. Some of the neighbourhoods, i.e. Jasper Place, were small communities before being amalgamated into
the City of Edmonton and this could be reflected in some of the station and corridor design. The site of the
Misericordia Hospital once was a farm complete with silo and this history might also be incorporated into the station
design. In addition, each neighbourhood along the corridor has specific plantings that reflect the popular plantings
of the time they were developed. The stakeholders asked that this be reflected in any new planting along the
corridor.
There is good transit services and easy accessibility. The bus service needs to be connected to the LRT. From the
perspective of the LRT in the road right-of-way, there is concern that access and vehicle travel times will be affected.

RPT1-2012-05-29-Setow LRT Public Engagement-60222337.Docx
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Comments indicate that they want the LRT to offer them a faster method of getting downtown than their current
vehicles.
What the stakeholders like about their community:
x Mature trees/Green spaces/Nature
x Proximity to amenities
x Good access to retail and services
x Shopping, doctors, churches, schools, library, fire station, parks, restaurants, etc.
x Very good walkability
x Good transit service and good access to all amenities
x The neighbourhoods are in the process of renewing themselves and there is a good mix of single and multifamily housing
Overall Theme:
x Contemporary design
x Modern style to use
x West Jasper Place maintains a “small town feel”
x Stony Plain Road architecture and art and streetscape has to be more traditional (as opposed to more modern
architecture)
x Show what Stony Plain Road was like before (older businesses, farmland prior to development) and the farming
families
x Natural light
x Incorporate/recognize Jasper Place History
x Want stops and station named after community, to give a genuine reflection of where stop is
x 87 Ave – Misericordia to Meadowlark Mall – keep mature neighbourhood and trees look and feel
x Near WEM - Would like the LRT to bring architecture, artistic feel to the area
x Prefer curved design and sharp angles
x Not slick and modern architecture
x Carryover of theme between stops/station but incorporate unique neighbourhood
x Architecture should be suited for the area’s within Area 6 (ex. 159 Street – 170 Street is older than 178 Street to
Anthony Henday
x Industrial materials incorporated into a historical design
x Use historic plaques, murals
x Illustrate the history of certain areas (ex. School at Jasper Place before Grant MacEwan)
Bus Service:
High frequency of bus service to connect bus to LRT
Integrate LRT with bus system to ensure good access to all areas of the City, not just LRT stops

x
x

Trails/Sidewalks / Pedestrian Access / Bikes:
Access to public transit
Access to amenities/stores

x
x

RPT1-2012-05-29-Setow LRT Public Engagement-60222337.Docx

13

AECOM
ConnectEd Transit Partnership

2.8.1

Southeast to West LRT Preliminary Design

Stage 1 - Preconsultation Stakeholder Interviews
Stage 2 - Community Conversation Meetings
March / May 2012
Stakeholder and Public Engagement Process
Interim Report

Outstanding Issues:

Access:
x Extend elevated West Ed station to cross 178 Street (very busy intersection)
x Connection to Misericordia from station is desirable
Parking:
Congestion at WEM is an issue now and the LRT will have further negative impact
Is there going to be a park and ride/parking permitted for transit users at WEM?
LRT users will be using residential streets as their park-and-ride (NO!)
Will there be Park and Ride at West Edmonton Mall/Meadowlark
Need a Park and Ride in additional if Lewis Estates Park and Ride is to be used by Stony Plain, Spruce Grove
commuters.

x
x
x
x
x

Stations versus Stops:
Radiant heating in LRT stops/shelters
Integrated design (shelter, furnish, paving) at stops/stations – not just standard ETS bus stop look
Need functional seating at stops and aesthetic
Smaller shelters at stops
Minor stops not too bright, don’t want to light pollution
Integrate with major facilities (egg. West Edmonton Mall, Misericordia hospital, etc. Meadowlark library)

x
x
x
x
x
x

Safety:
WEM Station - Improve security, discourage vandalism
Safe and well lit stops
Make feel safe and secure
Well lit, open, visible security/transit crew, especially at later times, cleanliness
Panic buttons and blue phones to make it feel safer
Security presence at stops to add to sense of safety

x
x
x
x
x
x

Redevelopment Issues:
This process is supposed to respect existing development, which is totally untrue. West Jasper Place is heavily
impacted by 3 stations opening 2/3 of our neighbourhood up for commercial and multi-family development and
not a single policy or protective measure is in place to protect or respect our current single-family homes of
exceptional quality. Multi-family and retail are approved right beside newer, larger single-family homes. Shame
on the City.
x Off 99 Ave between 152 and 153 St. The 200 and 400 metre TOD zones are wide open books. More detailed
zoning regulations need to be in place or developers will end up being the planners and that is a plan for disaster
(no plan really)

x

**A circular was being distributed at the Area 6 meetings and is contained in Appendix I to this report. This was
developed by an individual concerned about the route and the concept of LRT expansion.
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SE-W LRT Public Involvement Process

PROCESS DESIGN

STAGE 2 – AREA MEETINGS – PROCESS DESIGN
GOAL

To provide a welcoming space where participants feel comfortable in talking with the
technical representatives and feel they have had an opportunity to provide input to
the study team and that the information being gathered has been recorded.

MEETING DATES &
LOCATIONS

Area 1

March 22

Area 2

April 3

Area 3

March 20

Area 4

April 11

N Alberta Pioneers Cabin – 9430 – 99 Street

Area 5

April 24

St Vincent – 10530 – 138 Street

Area 6

April 26

Annunciation School – 9325 – 165 Street

South Edmonton Alliance Church – 6508 – 31 Avenue
Wagner School – Cafeteria – 6310 Wagner Road
St James – 7814 – 83 Street

MEETING PURPOSE

 To launch the public involvement process and provide a general overview, where
we are today, how people can be involved and proposed timeline.
 To obtain input on the key consultation point—How can LRT be best integrated
into your neighbourhood?

MEETING FORMAT








Light Lunch and Information Stations 6:00 – 6:30
Welcome, Introductions, Meeting Format, etc. 6:30 – 7:00
Presentations – 7:00 – 7:30
Break (move to Breakout Sessions and Information Stations) – 7:30 – 7:40
Breakout Sessions and Information Stations – 7:40 – 8:50
Report Back & Wrap Up – 8:50 – 9:00

HOW INFORMATION
WILL BE DELIVERED







Display Boards
Presentations
Information Tables
Technical experts and other staff
Hand outs/fact sheets/maps

HOW INPUT WILL BE
COLLECTED

 Breakout Sessions - suggestions noted on flipcharts, hot topics captured in
scrapbooks
 Breakout Sessions – participant comments on sticky notes placed on corridor map
 Information Stations – technical experts record issues/comments
 Comment Form – participants complete during/end of session and leave behind or
fax back, or complete and submit online (Survey Monkey)

DISPLAY BOARDS

These boards will be displayed appropriately after the reception table to communicate
the necessary background for participants on the project/process and public
involvement.
 (Refer to list of boards)

INFORMATION
STATIONS

PRESENTATIONS

1

Information stations will provide information on “givens”—those elements of the
project that are not up for discussion or where input is not accepted. Technical
experts will be available to answer questions and to capture comments, as necessary.
 Welcome/Introduction – PI Team
 SE-W Background/Summary: (15 min) – Nat Alampi
PROCESS DESIGN & STAFFING REQUIREMENTS – v2 – 2012-03-13

SE-W LRT Public Involvement Process

PROCESS DESIGN
o Provide Policy foundation for Urban Style LRT – The important facts for
about the Edmonton SE–W LRT System
o Review Council approved alignment and stop/station locations – full
alignment
o A brief history of where we are today; major milestones or highlights – what
are the top three things people need to know as we move into the preliminary
design phase?
 Integration - Defining how it looks and feels in our community: (15 min) – CTP SUI
o Where we are in the design process
o The project guidelines/parameters being worked within
o Integration into existing City network
o What input is being sought from participants
 Introduce Breakout Sessions/Information Stations – PI Team
o
o
o
o
CONCURRENT
BREAKOUT SESSIONS

Provide instructions for how the workshop portion will work
Explain Information Stations
Tell people about the comment form and methods for submission
Brief Q/A if necessary to clarify process

Breakout Sessions
Ten tables will be allocated for the Breakout Sessions each with a list of the
consultation questions and a facilitator to lead the discussion and capture input.
Participants may stay at the table for the entire timeframe or choose to move to
another table to pick up on their discussion or visit the Information Stations.
Information retrieved will be used to inform the draft design concepts.
Floaters (PI Team) will listen to table discussions and identify and share interesting
discussion points with other tables to foster continued and/or deeper dialogue, and
identify consistent questions. Floaters check in every 10 minutes.
Materials for Breakout
Aerial photo of corridor with overlay of route (neighbourhood specific) – station
locations noted and differentiated
Flip Chart/Markers for Facilitator
Flip Chart and Scrapbook
Nametags
Stickies and Pens

REPORT BACK &
WRAP UP

TEAM DEBRIEF

2

MODERATOR WRAP UP
 Moderator will provide a quick wrap up and brief summary on the key themes of
the Breakout Sessions, what happens with information received, the dates for
Stage 3 meetings and other next steps.
 All team members (including facilitators) participate in approx. 15 min debrief
 What was heard, new issues, comments and learnings

PROCESS DESIGN & STAFFING REQUIREMENTS – v2 – 2012-03-13

SE-W LRT Public Involvement Process

PROCESS DESIGN
























EQUIPMENT/MATERIALS
Laptop
A/V – Gray Scott Package (includes operator)
10 x Round (or banquet) tables for 10 (Breakout Sessions and seating for presentations)
Information Station table(s)
Reception table
Refreshment table
Easels
Chairs for 150 people
2 baskets to collect completed Feedback Forms
Table signs & stands
Pens
Stickies
12 Flip Charts and Markers
10 Scrapbooks
Comment form
Ballot box and sign up sheets for future contact
Team name tags – colour-coded to identify technical experts
Stick-on name tags for participants
Masking tape/facilitator’s tape (several rolls)
Elastics
Red dots for participants who wish not to be photographed
Chart for listing of people who have property acquisition questions

3
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Preliminary Design for

Edmonton’s Southeast to West Light Rail Transit

Community Conversation
March 20 to May 2, 2012

Purpose and Format
WELCOME!
MEETING PURPOSE:
To provide background information on the project
and obtain your input on how best to integrate LRT
into your community.
MEETING FORMAT:
Presentations
Break
Breakout Sessions and Information Stations
Report Back & Wrap Up

6:30 – 7:15
7:15 – 7:25
7:25 – 8:15
8:15 – 8:30

1

Project Schedule
Where were we?
Conceptual Design:

2009 - 2011 (Completed)

City Council Approval
of Concept Plan:

2011 - 2012 (Completed)

Where are we going?
Public Involvement and
Communication:

2011 - 2013 (In Progress)

Preliminary Design:

Completed in Fall 2013

Detailed Design
and Construction:

In Future and
Subject to Funding

What Has Been Decided
The Concept Plan has been approved by Council.
This includes:
• Corridor location
• Track alignment
• Stop/station locations
• Transit centre locations
• Low floor vehicles

2

Approved Corridor

Project Purpose:
To develop and
finalize the
Preliminary Design
for a 27 km urban
style low-floor rail
system from Mill
Woods to Lewis
Farms.
Approved by
City Council

Integrated Urban Style LRT
In June 2009, the City adopted a long-term LRT Network Plan which
defines long-term future size, scale and operation of Edmonton’s LRT system.
• Urban-style LRT improves
connections between LRT
and city life

• Smaller scale stations/stops spaced closer together
• Reduced right-of-way and fewer barriers
• Better links to destinations, transit, pedestrians and cyclists

3

Stops and Stations
What is a stop?

A stop is similar to bus stops in terms of scale.
It contains basic amenities and is accessed at
street level.

What is a station?

A station is an elevated stop. It contains basic
amenities and is accessed using stairs or
elevators.

Urban Style LRT
High Floor

Preliminary Engineering for Edmonton’s Southeast & West
Light Rail Transit

Low Floor

8

4

Integration
What does ‘Integration of LRT’ mean?
Make the LRT “part and parcel” of your community.

Incorporate LRT stops and stations into the feel,
style and character of your community.

Integrated Urban Style

roadways

sidewalks

5

Integrated Urban Style

catenary

public art

Integrated Urban Style

track

stops & stations

6

Get Involved
5 Stages of Public Involvement
Pre-Consultation (Completed)

Stage 1:
Stage 2:
Area 1:
Area 2:
Area 3:
Area 4:
Area 5:
Area 6:
Stage 3:
Stage 4:
Stage 5:

Initiation, March – April 2012
March 22, 2012 - Mill Woods Town Centre to Whitemud Drive
April 3, 2012 - Whitemud Drive to Argyll Road
March 20, 2012 - Argyll Road to Strathearn
April 11, 2012 - Strathearn to City Centre West
April 24, 2012 - City Centre West to 149 Street
April 26, 2012 149 Street to Lewis Farms Transit Centre
Consultation, May – December 2012
Refinement, September 2012 – June 2013
Conclusion, January – December 2013

What We Heard

What we’ve
heard to date:

How we can improve our
Public Involvement Strategy:

We should consider:

We should consider:

•
•
•
•
•

Access to commercial areas and public
facilities
Coordination with existing transit service
Noise
Pedestrian mobility
Construction impacts

•
•
•
•
•

Using email updates and electronic
newsletters
Reducing repetition at public meetings
Providing more opportunity for public input
Continuing information sharing on project
website
Communicating how public input is
incorporated into design

7

What Has Been Decided
The Concept Plan has been approved by City Council.
This includes:
• Corridor location
• Track alignment
• Stop/station locations
• Transit centre locations
• Low floor vehicles

Your Input Tonight
•
•
•
•

Existing character
Theme – natural, urban, contemporary, historic……
Important connections in your neighbourhood
What amenities you might like to have and/or how they will look:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Sidewalks
Planting (trees, shrubs, grasses)
Retaining walls and fences
Benches and waste bins
Lighting
Stops and stations including shelters
Public art

8

Questions
Discussion questions:
1. What do you like about your neighbourhood
– what are the things that make you want to live here?
2. What makes your neighbourhood unique?
3. How can the LRT be best integrated into your community
– how can it become ‘part and parcel’ of the
neighbourhood?
4. Is there a definable theme or character within your
neighbourhood that you want to build upon? How could the
LRT help build on that theme?

Breakout Sessions
Get Involved

•
•
•
•

50 minutes
Discussion questions – comments recorded
Corridor map for “sticky-note” comments
Brief report back: what we heard

9

Please visit the City of Edmonton
Information Table

Questions
Discussion questions:
1. What do you like about your neighbourhood
– what are the things that make you want to live here?
2. What makes your neighbourhood unique?
3. How can the LRT be best integrated into your community
– how can it become ‘part and parcel’ of the neighbourhood?
4. Is there a definable theme or character within your
neighbourhood that you want to build upon? How could the LRT
help build on that theme?

10

Project
Overview

Report Back:
What We Heard

Next Steps
Get Involved:
Feedback Forms

•
•

Available on reception table
Complete and return forms onsite, by
fax or online at
www.edmonton.ca/LRTprojects

Stay Involved:
Next Steps

•
•
•

Thank You!

Stage 3 : Consultation
May – December 2012
Stage 4 : Refinement
September 2012 – June 2013
Stage 5 : Conclusion
January – December 2013
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Southeast to West LRT Preliminary Design

COMMUNITY CONVERSATION – FEEDBACK FORM
If you did not participate in a Breakout Session or wish to add additional comments to the input that you already provided at the
discussion this evening, please complete questions 1 to 4 below:
1. What do you like about your neighbourhood – what are the things that make you want to live there?

2.

What makes your neighbourhood unique?

3.

How can the LRT be best integrated into your community – how can it become part and parcel of the
neighbourhood?

4.

Is there a definable theme or character within your neighbourhood that you want to build upon? How could the LRT help
build on that theme?

Your responses to the following questions will assist us in planning future meetings.
Using the scale from 1 to 5, please indicate the extent to which you agree with each of the following statements:


5. The information presented at the Community Conversation was clear and easy to understand.
1
Strongly
Agree

2
Agree

3

4

5

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Not Sure

Comments:

6. The information presented at the Community Conversation was appropriate for my needs.
1
Strongly
Agree

2
Agree

3

4

5

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Not Sure

Comments:




7. The session today increased my understanding of the Public Information Process and how my input will be used.
1

2

Strongly
Agree

Agree

3

4

5

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Not Sure

Comments:

8. There were good opportunities for discussion with others throughout the session.
1

2

Strongly
Agree

Agree

3

4

5

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Not Sure

Comments:

9. The facilitators encouraged everyone to participate.
1

2

Strongly
Agree

Agree

3

4

5

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Not Sure

Comments:

10. Participating in this session was a good use of my time.
1

2

3

4

5

Strongly
Agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Not Sure

Comments:

11. The venue location was appropriate.
1

2

3

4

5

Strongly Agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly Disagree

Not Sure

Comments:

12. Please tell us how you heard about the session today? (Circle all that apply)
1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

6

7

Websit
e

Email

Twitter

Face
Book

Roadside
Signs

Poster

Newspaper
Ads

From
someone
else

Community
League or other
Organization

Other

If you said Organization or Other, please specify:

13. What are the first three digits of your postal code? ____________
Please drop off your completed form at the welcome desk or Fax to 780-986-6759. You can also complete the survey online at
www.edmonton.ca/LRTprojects. Visit www.edmonton.ca/LRTprojects and click on Southeast to West LRT for project updates.
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Southeast to West LRT Preliminary Design

COMMUNITY CONVERSATION – Feedback Survey Summary
All Area on-line Responses
119 people answered the online survey.
Comments are recorded exactly as they were submitted.
Comments are verbatim and have not been grouped into consultation areas or themes.
Which consultation area do you fit into?
18
4
18
7
25
44
15
3

Area 1 - Mill Woods Town Centre to Whitemud Drive
Area 2 - Whitemud Drive to Argyll Road
Area 3 - Argyll Road to Strathearn
Area 4 - Strathearn to City Centre West
Area 5 - City Centre West to 149 Street
Area 6 - 149 Street to Lewis Farms Transit Centre
Other (Provide the first three digits of your postal code –*see below)
No response to question
By Postal Code
T5E (1)
T6A (1)
T5H (2)
T6C (2)
T5R (2)
T6G (1)
T5T (3)
T6L (1)

T6M (1)
T6T (1)

Did you attend a community conversation?
Yes
No
No response to question

22
93
4

For the (22) who responded “yes” to attending a Community Conversation:
Using the scale from 1 to 5, please indicate the extent to which you agree with each of the following
statements:

The information presented at the
Community Conversation was clear
and easy to understand.
The information presented at the
Community Conversation was
appropriate for my needs.
The session today increased my
understanding of the Public
Involvement Process and how my
input will be used.

Strongly
Agree

Agree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Not Sure

No
response

4

9

0

2

0

7

2

8

2

4

0

6

2

8

1

2

3

6



There were good opportunities for
discussion with others throughout
the session.
The facilitators encouraged
everyone to participate.
Participating in this session was a
good use of my time.
The venue location was
appropriate.


3

6

2

1

2

8

5

5

1

1

3

7

3

4

0

2

5

8

5

7

2

1

1

6

Please tell us how you heard about the session (more than on method may have been indicated):
Response
Count
Website
E-mail
Twitter
Facebook
Roadside Signs
Poster
Newspaper Ads
From someone else
Community League or other Organization
Other (please specify)
No response

1
5
1
1
12
0
1
3
6
0
6

Any additional comments on the community conversations?


I was only able to stay for the presentation and not participate in the table discussions because I had my
children with me. I thought the presentation did not portray any information other than a possible visual of
what a low floor LRT would look like. I left with a sense of dread not knowing what would the sound and
vibration be like - it was acknowledged that this was a community concern but no information was
offered. Is it a single car or are there several connected tram cars? And would this eliminate the need for
other buses to run on Stony Plain road? With all of these questions in mind it was difficult to only consider
the "landscaping question" put to the community.



Our table was concerned with TOD but that was apparently not the goal of the discussion. When will that
be discussed with the communities? The city web says consultation was made but not much happened, if
any, in my community of Westmount.



I wish that you would have been able to have specific meetings with the various community leagues.



I watched several videos showing operation of trams in Sweden and Germany. After their viewing I have
several suggestions regarding the proposed. SE LRT route:
a) The choice of 95th Avenue seems to be driven by the anticipated development of high density housing
immediately north of 95th Avenue; otherwise Connor’s Rd would have made more sense. I noticed that
on the European routes where there were two lanes for traffic there was also some space for parking
here and there and that the areas where there were only two lanes for traffic there was high-density
housing. I would suggest that some of the properties along 95th Avenue be purchased to allow parking in
front of certain business and churches. Any vacant land remaining, primarily on the south side of the





avenue could be made available for future high-density development so that the city could recover all or
part of the costs of purchase. Likewise land should be acquired on the east side of 85th Street to
maintain four lanes of traffic and some parking. This should not be a problem as it is obvious that the
apartments in this area will be replaced by high-rise development and the small amount of land needed
to be expropriated will have minimal impact on size of such developments. By doing so you will have
eliminated potential traffic congestion problems in this area far into the future. I realize that your
information specified that you intend to minimize property acquisition, however there are precedents i.e.
Construction of Connors Rd to Bonnie Doon and construction of LRT along 114 Street.
b. I suppose that you can leave the plan as is south of Whyte Avenue but I think you will find that in the
future you will have to expropriate property there especially north of 76 Avenue. Somewhere in your
planning process, I think you should consider blocking two lanes off of 83 Street to observe what impact
this has on traffic flow especially at rush hour times. This will frustrate drivers but will either validate your
assumptions or require a revision to plans there. To further support this point of view, it can be noted that
with a few exceptions the proposed route has minimal impact on traffic and neighbourhoods in Mill
Woods. Only the more central, older neighbourhoods are severely affected.
c. Some of the tram right of ways were shared by buses which also used the Tram stops to let off
passengers. In some cases, this appeared to slow down the following Trams. Has this been considered?
d. In one case vehicular traffic was stopped by a traffic light so that the Tram could not proceed until the
traffic cleared the intersection. Given how North Americans drive how will you avoid this problem at the
traffic circle, Whyte Avenue and 76 Avenue.?


A few days after attending the meeting I drove north on 66 Street from 28 Avenue and noticed the large
number of mature evergreen trees on the east side of the street. I was not aware of them when the
question about saving any particular trees was asked at the meeting. I believe that it is important that
these trees be saved wherever possible when the line is constructed going north from 28th Avenue to the
Mill Woods Golf Course.



I have been to all of the planning involvement sessions. There were tons more people attending this one
session than all the rest of them. I felt the City wasn't prepared for this & it would have helped tons if they
had different stations which focused on different areas- when asked how many were there for their 1st
time 3/4 the people raised their hands. Therefore, having different stations for questions, concerns,
where the LRT will be going & how it will affect the areas, this would have helped greatly for the
newcomers because a lot of concerns needed to be addressed since most people weren't there from the
beginning to know what the City is doing about these concerns. A great deal of people left at the break &
I felt more would have stayed if there were stations that addressed what they needed to see or discuss
with the City. People need to be felt like they are being listened to & I felt this wasn't displayed at this
meeting & I know the meeting was to address one issue agenda but this would have helped due to all the
number of people there to understand what is going to take place with the LRT. Also when giving
feedback at the tables about what we would like to see in our Neighbourhood it would have been better
to have the groups divided in locations along the route since we had a big covered area of the LRT at the
meeting. Instead of having a mix of locations at one group table- it was hard to have everyone address
what they wanted to see & tell what they wanted in their neighbourhoods since there were so many
people at the discussion tables that wanted to be heard. By having sections we could go to the area we
are most concerned with to give our in put. Just wished it was better organized & having such a big group
it was difficult to hear the facilitators at the tables as well & with so many people everyone had concerns
that needed answering instead of focusing on main reason for this City meeting. Hope next time they are
better organized & prepared for all situations.





The LRT station on 66 Street needs to be on the East side. This is most convenient for staff and patients
and families at Grey Nuns Hospital. Thank You.



I had to leave after the presentations.



I was at the table with Eva and her partner. Both of them exhibited the patience of saints with the
loudmouths who wanted to spend the entire meeting complaining about decisions already made (i.e.
which route the LRT will take). I was impressed with how the conveners managed to allow the chronic
complainers to feel like they were having their say, while minimizing their disruption of the meeting the
rest of us came for.
Also, thank you for the food. :) Ginger cookies were lovely. :)



Weren't allowed to ask questions outside the 3 posted questions.



This venue has very limited parking.
The consultation process seems excessively long running. We have been talking about this project for
longer than it will take to build it. Also, the council will likely have different people by the time consultation
is complete. All the time spent seems like a poor use of money that may end up making reducing the
chances that the LRT will get funding for construction



Consultation Questions
1. What do you like about your neighbourhood – what are the things that make you want to live
there?


Close to downtown. Glenora is a nice (aesthetically) neighbourhood.



Close to transit.



Mixed use, active, vibrant, multiple transportation options, little need for a car



We have a very active community league and every event brings out many families. It's fantastic to see
that you can get that small town feel within a community.



In no particular order:
- proximity to work (downtown) and shopping (Bonnie Doon mall)
- Transportation mode choices and infrastructure to support the choices (i.e. mill creek ravine trails for
cycling/ped, bus routes, car).
- typically low vehicle speeds (ideal!) due to the nature of the local streets (narrow, mature boulevard
trees, parked cars)
- great park (both natural and built) options
- people know their neighbours...function of the quality of the 'places' in the neighbourhood
- mature neighbourhood
- within walking/biking distance to most amenities (coffee shops, grocery stores, work, parks, restaurants,
planned events (folk fest), close to Whyte Avenue)
- community garden



Walkability, convenience, high-density living






Close to downtown & U of A, nice large single family homes, ability to walk to 124 Street



Downtown. High Density. All the amenities I need.



Jasper Avenue West and Stony Plain Road are nice wide streets so that it is easy to get around.



We love that Glenora is a family neighbourhood with good thriving schools. The area has incorporated
many green spaces throughout the streets which makes walking through the neighbourhood attractive
and gives pedestrians a buffer from the traffic. The historical architecture is like none other in the whole
city and all of those elements plus the walk-ability to restaurants and shops make this neighbourhood
fantastic.



Trees, boulevards, location



Older and well established with good access to major arteries to get around the city.



Most destinations are relatively easy to access from the community. Travel is relatively timely and
smooth. Based on description of some of the current plans for the LRT through the community, travel
within neighbourhoods in the affected areas may be hampered and become more difficult.



The large size of the lots, proximity to amenities AND the limited number of duplexes as a result of
extremely strong citizen support to uphold the Newman Resolution OVER THE PAST 30 YEARS.



Its fast changing, I am close to all amenities.



Low key and family oriented



Quiet, choice of schools, variety of entry ways by vehicles, not one congested roadway, straight streets
with walking access to schools and parks, large spacious lots



Easy access to downtown and south common area.



I like the integrated golf course, I like that the current transit station is at the entry of the neighbourhood.



Golf course, parks, quiet neighbourhood, family oriented



Right now it is not very crowded both in terms of people and vehicles. There is a lot of green space and
trees. There is low crime. People seem to care about their property and keeping this a nice safe, clean
neighbourhood.



It is quiet and semi secluded



The sense of community - everyone knows each other. The LOW crime rates.



We have always lived in the west and moved here 6 yrs ago with the thought of this being part of our
retirement investment.





I think that it is a family based community and that it is a quiet residential area safe for my kids to grow up
in an play



The proximity to downtown, the wide, tree-lined streets, the sense of history and the diversity of the
architecture.



I can walk or bike to the recreation, retail and spiritual centers in my community, and it is easy to drive
over to the west end where family lives now that the Tony is open.



Cheap housing



The feeling of a small community within the city centre. A convenient location. Character and heritage
homes.



I love my walkable neighbourhood! The quiet and cool air in the river valley, the small businesses and the
people who help them run. I like seeing friends and neighbors [and their dogs of course] on bikes,
busses, and boards - there is an ease of movement. I would hate to see a set of tracks divide the
neighbourhood any more than 75th Street. already does.



I love living in Cloverdale because it is a quiet, secluded neighbourhood nestled in the river valley in a
natural area.



Multicultural, variety of house styles and builders (not all little boxes), spread out residential area.



The easy accessibility to most parts of the city that we are able to enjoy today. One major reason many
citizens choose mature neighbourhoods is so that they don't have to spend a lot of time in the car.



Natural surrounding, non-allergic trees. Allergy free environment, recreation and park. Easy access to
grocery and public transportation, privacy.



I moved here from Vancouver. The availability of the apartment led me to Queen Mary Park.



Grey Nuns Hospital, the police station, doctors offices, restaurants



Close to a school. The quiet serenity within a busy City. Hardly any traffic- so it's easy to get around.
Close to a mall. Like the Mature Neighbourhood & older trees all around. How close it is to get downtown,
to the south side & to the freeways. Also how friendly everyone is around the neighbourhood. A strong
Community involvement from the Community Board & community citizens.



What I like about the Strathearn neighbourhood is that it is quiet but close to the downtown area and
easily accessible to many areas. It is unfortunate that you will now ruin it by putting a train on 2 sides of
my house - ruining the entire area in which I live.
What is critical for me in my area is the service road on the west side of 85th street between Bonnie Doon
Mall and 95 Avenue. If this service road was removed it would mean that my house would be right on the
busy street and visitors would have no place to park.
Again - I do not understand why this train is going through the middle of a quiet residential area?



Access to Mill Creek Ravine








Excellent for commuting, close to river valley



Access to a bus that connects with Downtown/LRT/Capilano Transit, in the city limits with small yard and
garage, easy commute to downtown and city centre



The things that I like about my neighbourhood is everything is close Mill Woods is close



Mature neighbourhood, lots of trees/birds, community feel



Mill creek ravine walking trails.



Good access (max 15 min) to downtown (via bus #8), Whyte/U of A (via bus #4), River Valley and Mill
Creek, make it great for cyclists, walking and close amenities at Bonnie Doon Mall area (grocery,
swimming pool, library). The neighbourhood has everything you need, and is slowly generating infill,
though has low commercial development, and poor commercial design/density.



Location and accessibility



It is a quite, safe area very close to Mill Creek Ravine.



No response (72)

2. What makes your neighbourhood unique?


There is no other neighborhood in Edmonton that has as many unique and beautiful houses. Alexander
Circle is a graceful and beautiful feature. It is the kind of neighborhood that makes you feel like you are
walking through the past, a flavour of what Edmonton was like a century ago.



I like that there are plenty of high rises in the west part of downtown. More high rises should be built
along Stony Plain Road.



It's downtown.



Historic homes. Borders river valley (access would be great, at new SPR Westmount Glenora bridge),
walk ability, good ETS access.



Mix of quiet suburban living with the services and convenience of living downtown.



Historic homes and proximity to River Valley



All amenities are close by.



This is a very mature neighbourhood that typically has a higher percentage of seniors than the average
Edmonton community.





History of Bonnie Doon, Faculte St. Jean campus, proximity to Mill Creek ravine and river valley, mixed
use and densities! This is great. Mill Creek outdoor pool.



Neighbourhood undergoing renewal through private reconstruction/renovation of homes - people are reinvesting in the neighbourhood. Community garden.



Being downtown brings diversity, mixed use and multiple transit options. Vibrant streets.



Trees, boulevards, location



Patricia Heights is small and well developed



The lot size, spirit of citizens and improvement prospects if duplexes are kept out, the apartments on 149
Street and 156 Street are maintained at a high standard and the overall "bombed-out area bound by 149
Street and 156 Street and 100 Avenue and 102 Avenue is drastically improved and redeveloped.



Multiculturalism



Golf course



Centered around the schools is the community league and outdoor rinks, with numerous access by
roads, and yet also access to parks and river valley



Older single family homes. Tree lined streets.



The golf course



Backs onto a golf course



It is a golf course community.



It has a golf course, it's pretty, nice place to live



Low crime rates - minimal retail, edge of city



Close but not too close to amenities



My area is unique because it revolves around Lewis estates golf course



It is a small community with a unique history in Jasper Place, It has almost no park space and a high
density of apartments and now it is slated to become the only neighborhood in the city with 3 TODs.



We have no strip malls near us, just schools and people. We have lots of walking and biking paths and
designated street lanes; we love the multicultural nature of Mill Woods. We know and have pretty good
relationships with most of our neighbours, and we can grow living things and harvest our own food from
our own garden and our rented garden. We have found many volunteer opportunities to help our
neighbours - food security, tax time services, food bank, grow a row, Edmonton fruit rescue etc.







Not really unique but a reason why I like is that it is central



The walkability of the neighborhood. Knowing so many of our neighbors. Having a community school
within walking distance.



Amazing gardens, old Edmonton houses, off-leash dog parks, great daycares and playgrounds, ease of
movement on foot or bike, friendly neighbours.



This is a very small neighbourhood, limited geographically by the river and the hills.



Quiet, many low traffic streets but all near main arteries.



More architectural controls in the neighborhood involve front exterior elevation and front yard particularly.



My neighbourhood does not have anything unique. Other than the quantity of African food markets.
(cassava root is hard to find. So here there are many choices to buy cassava root)



Grey Nuns Hospital



All of the above answers will answer this question since it's almost the same question just reworded.



My neighbourhood is unique because it is a jewel in the city. It is an older neighbourhood with a mix of
mainly older but some new homes. It is close to the river valley, has large trees and also quiet park
areas.



Tree density and access to Mill Creek Ravine



WEM (West Edmonton Mall)



Gold Bar Park and the school, hall getting rebuilt, quiet very safe community with lots of older folks and
starting to get some young families.



Francophone community (including arts).



The old train trestle bridges in Mill Creek Ravine.



Faculty Saint Jean and the Francophone community make Bonnie Doon very unique, as well as the
history of Mill Creek and the rail line that ran through it, as well as a cross-roads at the mall at Whyte and
83 Street where Millwoods, Sherwood Park, Strathcona, and downtown meet for transfers. The houses
are mostly post-WW2 war homes, very small, and community has great population of students, seniors
and families, holds great potential for infill to dispose of dilapidated homes. Well have a very strong
sense of community. Tree-lined streets.



Mill Creek Ravine. The age of the homes.



No response (76)







3. How can the LRT be best integrated into your community – how can it become part and parcel of
the neighbourhood?


The fact that the route for the LRT has been chosen for Stony Plain Rd, a very narrow road, does not
make sense to me so the integration must completely respect the narrow confines and not expand the
width of the road or take away any of the green space and trees. I would like to see that the cul-de-sac
road on 133 Street and Stony Plain Rd. not be opened because it offers pedestrians and especially
children a safer walking route to schools and the community park away from the narrow sidewalks and
fast traffic on Stony Plain Rd. I would like to see the stop on 133 Street maintain the large trees
(because they offer a visual and possibly a sound blocker of the traffic).
Any structure should be designed to enhance the historical beauty of the area. Brick and iron fences or
barriers would compliment the historical feel of the neighborhood. And again maintaining and enhancing
the green space at the 133 street stop is essential to respect the design of the neighborhood.



LRT should also be elevated on 104 Avenue near the busy 109 Street intersection. Traffic will become a
nightmare on 104 Avenue with the current plan, just like it has near 114 Street by the university. As LRT
will create traffic bottle necks on Stony Plain Road, 107 Avenue should be widened with some gradeseparated interchanges at busy intersections.



The downtown connector plans for 102 Avenue (which is right beside the building I live in) look great.



As seamless as possible, no barriers or bells & whistles, integrated in pavement or better yet, with
cobblestones to reflect a historic vibe. Maybe grass down center of tracks. Respect, maintain or enhance
current bike and pedestrian access across SPR.



Keep with the classic, older theme of the area (Oliver, old Molson brewery).feel of the neighbourhoods.



I love the idea of LRT. But it is a big mistake running it along Stony Plain Road (SPR). LRT will make
SPR virtually unusable for vehicle traffic and those who depend on SPR. It is already too confined. 102
Avenue would make far more sense, even if the logistics are more difficult and expensive in the short-run:
i.e. have the LRT join 104 Avenue only after it crosses 124th Street.



Have the LRT built ASAP. Have it operate 24/7. And have it all the way along Jasper Avenue., or all the
way along 104th Avenue.



I would like to see the LRT station beside the new Jasper Place library rather than at the back of
Meadowlark Mall.



The LRT can be best integrated if it considers the 30-50 year needs of the communities. Bonnie Doon is
also on the reconstruction list for Neighbourhood Renewal and we should consider this as an opportunity
to build improved bike and ped facilities to accommodate future travel behaviors to reach the stations
(Strathearn/Holyrood/BD mall). We (the City, neighborhood, and the U of A) should also partner to
ensure that students have the opportunity to travel from these stations to/from the Faculte St. Jean.
Sustainable Transportation, the Office of Great Neighborhoods, and Neighborhood Renewal should work
together with the community to ensure that the bike/ped corridors are in place to promote and support the
surrounding communities in their choice to ride/walk to the LRT stations. Secure bike facilities at the
stations (and U of A), and dedicated on-street bike lanes (to from destination points/high travel corridors)
are critical. In addition, local commercial/retail opportunities should be integrated into the LRT stations





and community. It would be great for local entrepreneurs to have the opportunity to build coffee/bakery
or other businesses into the stations not set-back/detached from the stations. These are common in
more mature rail infrastructure communities and we need not lag behind. It is important to build the
stations as part of the community and not just an isolated/detached component.


By connecting it and making it far more accessible.



Urban design



Better bus connections to Meadowlark mall



I am currently employed at ALCO Gas & Oil Production Equipment. The proposed LTR route will make it
very difficult for ALCO to continue business. This is mainly due to the shipping of large equipment out of
our yard. We routinely have equipment shipping out of our yard with overall shipping heights of 18 to 24
feet, how is the City of Edmonton going to allow us to ship this equipment if there are overhead power
lines to power the LRT in front of ALCO? Has the City looked at the option of running the LTR
underground to maintain the current access to 75th Street from Whitemud to the Wagner Station?



Increasing the number of stops slightly through residential areas would help. For example, adding a stop
between Bonnie Doon Shopping Centre and 73 Avenue would make the LRT more accessible to
residents in the area. With greater accessibility the LRT is better positioned to be part of the
neighbourhood rather than viewed as just a corridor allowing the LRT to get to its final destination.



Run it along 102 Avenue between 156 Street and 149 Street; north on 149 Street in the existing park
area and then east on 107 Avenue until 124 Street.



Government is going to do what it does



Natural design that would match the golf course feel



I would like to have parking access to get to an LRT, and I do not want any LRT to use up existing traffic
lanes. This project must be in addition to vehicle traffic and not replace it. It only needs to connect major
city attractions like WEM, to Rexall place, to the stadium and university campuses.



Provide better access to other areas of the city without destroying existing vehicle access. South LRT
still has unacceptable delays for drivers trying to cross the tracks.



Constant shuttle bus around Lewis Estates that goes to the LRT station, and the LRT from Lewis Estates
should be integrated into the new area downtown. I would, without a question always take public
transportation to Oilers games and any other event in the new area, if I can jump on the LRT in Lewis
Estates and go directly to the new arena.



I would prefer there to not be an LRT but if there is one, I would like it to be underground and not extend
past the Lewis Farm Transit centre.



I wish it wouldn't. I think WEM is far enough.



Have it stop at the Lewis Farm park and ride.






It will encourage future buyers as it is convenient but not "in our backyard".



I like the idea of it coming to Lewis Farms transit center because it gives more access to transportation to
our community and still has it far away enough to not cause to much noise to the residential areas.



By limiting the penetration of the TODs into the residential neighborhood and giving us more park/green
space, putting strict limitations on the size and architecture of any new development and addressing the
issues of traffic flow and parking the LRT will negatively impact.



It is a people moving service - let's not be treating it like some kind of human avatar. What do you mean
"become part and parcel" or "integrated into your community" This is very silly wording.



Convenient station, safe to walk to and from the station, convenient connection to buses, nearby to
stores, restaurants, services, etc.



Having it run down the centre of the street and stop with traffic would make it a part of the community. I
lived in Melbourne, Australia, very close to a transit system like this and it was virtually seamless within
the traffic and the neighborhood.



Natural materials [wood and stone.. not so much glass/metal] and organic shapes [like webs and
branches], clear and concise bilingual signage, recycling bins, solar thermal system if shelter is heated,
safe access by bike, not too much concrete, native Alberta grasses and plants [asking too much?]
instead of decorative plants in planters that are separated from the soil.



The best way to integrate the LRT into this neighbourhood is to minimize the physical impact on the
community, including the prohibition against high rise buildings on this flood plane.



A few days after attending the meeting I drove north on 66 Street from 28 Avenue and noticed the large
number of mature evergreen trees on the east side of the street. I was not aware of them when the
question about saving any particular trees was asked at the meeting. I believe that it is important that
these trees be saved wherever possible when the line is constructed going north from 28th Avenue to the
Mill Woods Golf Course.



One way is to choose a corridor that makes sense (like the 87 Avenue route, with stops at the zoo, WEM,
Hawrelak Park, the university) without major impacts to citizens attempting to get to and from work every
day. I realize this ship has sailed, despite considerable concern from involved citizens. It still saddens me.
For clarification, our home is much closer to 87 Avenue than it is to Stony Plain Road. Well thought-out
routes tend to be met with far less disdain by those whose communities they pass through than the faster
cheaper versions currently being expedited.



It would allow me to travel to the west end very quickly.



Make it accessible for patients, families and staff at Grey Nuns Hospital.



Make sure the flow of traffic & ETS systems don't jam up the heavy traffic volume already present in the
area. Make sure areas for crossing to the ravine are still accessible from all areas within the Community
& from the plans it looks like pedestrian crossing have decreased so there maybe a lot of jay walker





because they don't want to go the distance to the crossings. Be more aware of the schools within the
areas & how to help the kids get to & from their schools safely.


If is does not in anyway disrupt the structure of my street (85th Street) Unfortunately it will be going both
on the north side of my house as well as directly in front of me. Only if it is quiet, does not take over the
service road in front of my house and does not bring transients into the area can it be integrated. I
welcome the access but not in my front yard. Increased security in the area will be essential to prevent
the hooligans from taking over. I do not want to see attacks and murders in this neighbourhood as has
happened in other LRT areas.



Do not block off access to the ravine for neighbourhoods on east side of 83 Street. Please do not
hamper traffic flow as has occurred on 113/111 Street. Traffic flow is very good right now and I really
don't want my neighbourhood to become the nightmare that I experience every time I drive on 111 Street.
75% of my travel is east-west (work to west; shops on Whyte, Calgary trail). That said I'm supportive of
greater transit; I would just like an option that doesn't aggravate necessary car travel. The LRT on 111
Street creates a sense of industrial wasteland and pavement. The lack of mature trees makes it feel
barren and unwelcoming. I will work actively to make sure that nothing like that was created on 83rd
Street.



We'll have to have a circular connector in some way besides having to go on the 1 downtown. I work near
Southgate so although my bus goes to Churchill, it takes 20-25 minutes to get there and it's a little out of
the way.



The LRT will be close to my community (Mill Woods) so I don't have to take a bus where I want to go like
(Southgate to Millgate or Southgate to Mill Woods)



No modern or flashy art. The sort of thing that works beautifully at the U of A will not work in Strathearn.
Stations/stops should be unobtrusive and functional (though also still attractive). Not asking much, am I?
:)



Allow development at all stops, even Avonmore, to improve walkability even more. Perhaps some
history/archival photos on display at stops, about the area, or the old E, Y & Pacific railway, which ran
through Mill Creek and across the low level bridge.



The neighbourhood streets are slow moving and narrow (comparatively) and coloured tracks outlining
LRT path would be crucial, as well with bike lanes (green, NYC noted painted lanes improved ridership),
and maintaining or improving the Elm canopy along LRT route. Stops should be designed like Frisco onstreet stops (very low key) with signs distinguishing the neighbourhoods stop name (ie. King Edward
Park, Bonnie Doon, and Strathearn). At Bonnie Doon there should be an effort to work with the mall to
design the area around that stop to make a place-making location due to its "cross-roads" use and
importance (plaza, stop shelters that emphasize St. Jean campus, Mill Creek, Vimy Ridge). Signs at
intersection indicating Downtown, Old Strathcona, Sherwood Park, and Millwoods. Bike lock ups but
mainly to improve foliage along LRT route (more evergreens for year-round coverage).



Not down 83 Street. Not feasible too much disruption and decrease property values. It will congest
parking and cause people to park in my neighborhood. Put LRT down 75 Street.






No Response (75)
4. Is there a definable theme or character within your neighbourhood that you want to build upon?
How could the LRT help build on that theme?


The theme of this neighborhood to me again is family friendly, I want the LRT not to negatively impact the
safety of children to ride their bikes and walk to school safely. Again, I want to express my disapproval of
opening any roads, specifically the 133 Street cul-de-sac because it will encourage traffic into the
neighborhood, and not local traffic. It will take away the protection for pedestrians not wanting to walk
next to the busy traffic of Stony Plain Rd. I am grateful that the City Police are constant with keeping
photo radar (around 133 Street) because drivers are not aware of the school and speeding is a huge
issue. The best outcome of the LRT on this route would be a decrease in traffic on Stony Plain Rd and
not an increase because of opening roads drivers can by-pass the LRT through the neighborhood. This is
not a neighborhood like the suburbs where we are reliant on our cars to get around, walking or riding
bikes to work, shops and restaurants is an incredibly attractive and healthy living feature of Glenora and
the LRT integration must support that lifestyle safely.



I like how it is easy to get around this neighborhood. I do not like the fact that LRT will take out two lanes
of traffic. This will make it difficult for residents to drive around the area.



Again, it's downtown. Highly dense and urban. LRT should reflect that in its integration.



Craftsman prewar era. Ideas, Cobble stone between tracks, nice lighting old oil lamp style.



Classic elegance and industry. A mix of brick and black iron would help maintain the elegance of Glenora
and Oliver (think Central Park in NYC).



Providing quick convenient access to downtown already builds upon one reason residents of Glenora like
their neighbourhood.



Just getting the LRT build is the most important thing that can be done.



I believe that many residents choose to live in Bonnie Doon given the location to sustainably
'live/work/play' and we should build on that by further providing transportation mode options. My family
chose to relocate to Bonnie Doon when we moved to Edmonton so that we could easily bike or walk to
most of our destinations. The trade-off increased cost of our home and reduced daily travel time to/from
work/play is the value choice we made given the existing ped/bike facilities. The LRT expansion will
provide another option. However, we need to provide additional infrastructure to fully capture the
potential value of the LRT stations in our communities. Bike lanes and connectivity to the stations as well
as secure bike parking facilities are relatively inexpensive ways to further promote and provide options to
reach the LRT stations and reach the potential (increased ridership) of the LRT itself. The bike/ped
infrastructure allows people to sustainably (i.e. walk/bike) travel much farther distances to reach the LRT
stations. The idea is to make it easy and safe for people to reach and use the stations.



Modern urban durable



Don't let LRT destroy the efforts of citizens over the past 30 years!





Our neighborhood is sadly disintegrating. This is a older, mostly rentals and sad to say often neglected
yards.



Family, fun



Modern steel and glass structures would be out of place in this mature neighbourhood. Brick, rock, some
concrete would be more acceptable.



Golf, in order to make it easy for other Edmontonian’s to golf in Lewis Estates and use public
transportation, special accommodation could be make to bring golf clubs on board as well as reduced
transit prices if they golf in Lewis Estates.



Green space and parks. The LRT development should respect that. Green space could be built around
the station. Making the station as unobtrusive and possible would keep to the theme of the
neighbourhood.



Upscale



Convenience



If the 3 TODs are allowed as stated, and no more green space is provided, the theme will be transit
ghetto. This is not acceptable and definitely not something to build on. We already have great bus
service and having a low floor streetcar transit system will not provide any benefit that is not outweighed
by the negative impact.



I see the connections in our neighbourhood to others as being best served by an LRT that connected
directly to the Universities of Alberta, Grant MacEwan, Norquest, as well as the hospitals of significance Grey Nuns, University Health Centre, Royal Alexandra, and to the cultural sites - Old Strathcona, Jubilee
Auditorium, Art Gallery of Alberta, Royal Alberta Museum, Winspear Centre, Citadel, the Yardbird Suite
and the Whyte Avenue venues of the Fringe.



Heritage. If the LRT was designed with trees and/or landscaping, cobblestones, and a classic feel I
believe it could enhance the aesthetic of the neighborhood.



Nope



The LRT will help with access to the Muttart Conservatory and the river valley, though I hope that there
won't be a Tim Horton's any time soon.



Accessibility. Please don't kill it. Enhance it. It's two stops from the university to downtown. With the
ability to utilize a bigger, longer, faster train that directly matches the one that's already existing. And a
more direct route too. Without slicing neighborhoods that already have a high walkability factor in half.
And think of the savings in maintenance costs!



There are more Asian people moving in Lewis estate zone, perhaps more mix between western and
eastern character in the neighborhood.



I have not lived here long enough to suggest a theme.








Grey Nuns Hospital



Focus tailored towards a Natural theme- keeping with the Ravine, flowers, trees, rocks, keep lighting the
stations from over powering the houses which are so close to the LRT. Brick sidewalks would look nice,
We like the older mature look try not to modernize it too much because that would take away from what
we have & like about where we live.



Quiet, safe and friendly. Walkability of the area, maintenance of the large trees and grassy areas.



Mature trees and the sense of the boreal forest remnant that is mill creek. I like the idea of incorporating
art especially building on the theme of nature but please nothing tacky or cheesy or silly or fay.



Canada theme



The neighborhood is still relatively car dependant since it's on the outskirts and close to the sporting
events and east side. Getting a quicker connection with the LRT would open it up to the rest of the city
without ALWAYS having to drive. Open up other kinds of families - ie: Workers besides the refineries and
commuters out of town.



I don't know



Mill Creek ravine was where the first train to Edmonton's North side traveled, crossing trestle bridges,
which are a defining/unique feature of this area. Perhaps something of that iconic imagery (crisscrossing beams) can be subtly used in small touches at stops, benches, catenary, bollards, trash
receptacles, etc, both as a reminder of our past, as well as celebrating the new LRT line and the history
of rail transportation.



Themes such as Mill Creek's trestle bridge, Francophone/St. Jean Campus, Elm-lined streets,
importance of cyclists, students, new families replacing seniors, and a strong consolidation of senior
housing around the mall, making a place of easy access and safety and walkability, which it already is.



No LRT along 83 Street. It will decrease property value and cause traffic disruption.



No response (84)





