
 
 

Appendix 1 

The table below shows the results of the idea rating frames1.   

 

RANK Statement of Discussion Topics ! One 

Star 

Two 

Stars 

Three 

Stars 

Four 

Stars 

Five 

Stars 

Total 

votes 

1 The Positive and negative impacts to the 

neighbourhoods involved, including environmental 

and health and safety. 

1 0 0 2 3 8 14 

1 Why an underground system is not being 

considered / below-grade stations versus tunnelling 

from Mount Dennis to Martin Grove 

0 0 0 0 2 8 10 

2 Current Business Case that includes all inputs, 

assumptions, impacts and benefits. This should 

include benchmark comparisons to the established 

and existing cases in other urban areas. We need 

comprehensive information on all inputs to the 

business case, including modelling, evaluation 

methods and control, and much more. 

0 0 0 1 2 7 10 

3 Providing the best solution for all users of the 

Eglinton corridor, not just transit. 

1 0 0 3 3 6 13 

3 Local surface routes, how they integrate with the 

Bloor subway and the Eglinton West LRT and how 

they will connect local residents to their local 

communities. 

0 0 1 2 1 6 10 

4 Partnerships (i.e., federal and provincial 

government, other municipalities, developers, etc.). 

0 1 1 3 1 5 11 

4 Local residents concerns with the current LRT 

proposal. 

0 0 1 1 3 5 10 

4 Overall design of the Eglinton corridor. 0 0 1 2 1 5 9 

4 The whole business model, including all benefits, 

impacts and assumptions to the local communities. 

0 0 0 0 3 5 8 

4 Role and impact of the airport on ridership and 

funding of the Eglinton West LRT extension. 

0 0 1 2 2 5 10 

4 The importance of the funding model. Proper 

funding should be provided by the federal and 

provincial governments, City of Mississauga and 

City of Toronto. Once funding is in place, then we 

can discuss the type of system.  

0 2 1 1 2 5 11 

4 The transit user experience: predictability of travel 

times, comfort, time, integration, effect on 

north/south transit. 

1 1 1 2 3 5 13 

4 The rationale behind the grade separation finances 

being based on individual stations and not the line 

as a whole. 

0 0 1 0 3 5 9 

                                                      
1 One CWG member advised that they only voted on topics they thought were important and did not sign for every vote they casted. 
Another CWG member advised that they incorrectly voted on a couple of frames as they did not initially understand the instructions. 
Jade Hoskins (City of Toronto) dropped tokens in the exclamation mark column in two of the frames to demonstrate to CWG members 
how to use the frames.   
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RANK Statement of Discussion Topics ! One 

Star 

Two 

Stars 

Three 

Stars 

Four 

Stars 

Five 

Stars 

Total 

votes 

4 Build Toronto forging ahead selling lands to 

developers without finalized plan in place. 

0 1 1 0 4 5 11 

5 Implications of interfaces with Mississauga BRT and 

airport area extensions. 

0 1 1 2 2 4 10 

5 The trickle-down effect of traffic on the local 

communities that will be the result of an above-

grade LRT. 

1 0 1 2 3 4 11 

6 Let’s get information about the character of Eglinton 

in Scarborough versus Etobicoke and discuss the 

appropriateness of at-grade LRT’s for each segment 

(Eglinton East LRT and Eglinton West LRT). 

0 0 1 2 2 3 8 

6 Metrolinx with respect to the St. Clair LRT. 0 4 2 1 1 3 11 

6 School children pedestrian safety at 

Islington/Eglinton and Martin Grove/Eglinton 

intersections. 

0 1 0 6 1 3 11 

7 Impact of proposed airport mega hub (Regional 

Transit Centre) on traffic, demand, assignment, 

distribution in wider study area. 

0 0 3 0 2 2 7 

 














































