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PURPOSE
To present and discuss:
A Results of the evaluation of potential alignments
A Emerging preferred alignment and station locations

AGENDA
5:30 Open House

6:00 Welcome and Introductions
6:10 Relief Line Update / Discussion
7:45 Next Steps / Wrajup
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Relief Line Project Assessment Study Area
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Future Eglinton LRT

Possible Future
Northern Extension
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Possible Future

Western Extension St PatricK Dundas Relief Line Project
Assessment Primary
Ooposdy fyoon Study Area
St. Andrew King
Union

Line 1 - Yonge University Spadina Subway
= |ine 2 - Boor-Danforth Subway

GO Lines

Proposed Smart Track
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Background

2009

2012

2012

2014

2015

March
2016

2%

City Council approves Yonge North Extension éofitingent on Relief Line and
City/TTC commence study to determine need for the Relief Line

Downtown Rapid Transit Expansion Studyncludes that initial phase of Relief Line
and GO Transit improvements would help ease crowding on the transit network

WSEAST [AYS ARSYUATA SfRansi giojedislin MdiMetlifix
Big Move plan and is identified by Metroliag a priority for future transit investment

Relief Line Project Assessment launche&ity/TTC commence planning for the
preferred route alignment and station locations for the Relief Line, to deliver planning
approvals in mieR016. The relationship betweeédmartTrack and the Relief Line is being
reviewed as part of this work.

Yonge Relief Network Study recommendations approved\gtrolinx Board
Allows project development for the Yonge North Subway Extengiirms thatthe Relief
Line ProjecAssessment should continue, to ensure that a project is ready for when nee
in 2031.

City Council approves preferred corridor for Relief Lirape toDowntown via
Queen/Richmond.
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Study Status

A Seeking feedback on the emerging preferred alignment and station

locations
WE ARE HERE
PHASE 1A: PHASE 1B: PHASE 2: PHASE 3: PHASE 4:
Setting the Opportunity Long List Short List Recommended
Stage and Rationale of Options of Options Option

+ Develop shortlist of route
and station options

* Analyze and evaluate
shortlist of options

« Develop and finalize
evaluation framework

Finalize study process:
- Terms of Reference

* Introduce study
* Provide synopsis of

* Public Consultation Plan existing and future for route and station * |dentify draft
conditions options recommended options
» Provide background « Develop long list of
work including station options

technology analysis

EVALUATION OF RELIEF LINE ROUTE AND STATION OPTIONS
CONSULTATION

SPriNg 2014 ==sessssssasnnssssnsnnnnnsannnnnns > | ..................................................... > Late 2015 or Early 2016
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February/March 2016 Consultations

Purpose of the February/March consultations was to present and obtain feedback on th
results from the evaluation of potential corridors, including the recommended preferred
corridor (Corridor B1: Pape Station to Downtown via Queen/ Richmond).
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Capacity to ease crowding/congestion; reduce travel
times; make travel more reliable, safe and enjoyable
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February/March 2016 Consultations

KEY MESSAGES FROM PUBLIC AND STAKEHOLDERS

oo Io o Do

Overall support for the results of the evaluation and for advancing Corridor B1 (Pape to
Downtown via Queen/Richmond)as the preferred corridor

Preference for downtown stations that provide direct interchange at the Yonge and
University subway lines (i.e. two stations rather than one)

Protect for a western extension when determining route and stations in downtown (e.qg.,
future proofing)

Support major redevelopment opportunities, such as the Unilever site.

Address potential impacts during construction, such as disruptions to the existing 501 Qu
Street and 504 King Street streetcar routes , noise and vibration, and traffic.

ADDITIONAL GUIDANCE FROM STAKEHOLDER ADVISORY

o o To T T Do Do

General preference for Queen vs. Richmond alignment

More than one station downtown but still good access to NPS

Two stations between Don Valley and downtown to serve Corktown, Moss Park, Regent |
Station between Danforth and Queen on Pape

Station at Queen is important to relieve surface transit congestion

Access to Unilever is important to unlock the development potential

Entrances needed at both ends of platforms
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Alignment Option

S

A Six potential alignments
within the preferred
corridor were identified
for further evaluation.

A Alignment options east of
the Don Valley connect
from Pape via:
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AAlignments were evaluated using nearly
which would best address project and city

80 criteria to identify

AAdditional analysis underway on costing and deliverability of

-building objectives.
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Alignment AQ: Pape to Downtown via Queen

: ) A Fastest option from Danforth tc
| Downtown among alignments
considered

A Greater impacts to transit
operations during construction
especially at QueeBroadview

A Indirect connection to Unilever
and Portlands via potential
Broadview streetcar extension

A Greater impact to established
main streets and heritage alon
Queen

A Fewer TOD opportunities
A No station possible in Leslievil
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Alignment G

Pape to Downtown via GO

A Shortest option from Danforth to
Downtown, but not fastest

A Greatest impacts to transit
operations during construction,
especially at QueeBroadview

A Track and station alignment at
GerrardCarlaw may impact
Riverdale Shopping Centre and
reduce redevelopment potential

A Indirect connection to Unilever

s and Portlands via potential

Broadview streetcar extension

A Greater impact to established
main streets and heritage along
Queen

A Fewer TOD opportunities
A No station possible in Leslieville

Corridor and Queen
s [
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Allgnment EQ:Pape to Downtown via Eastern
Queen

= _4 ) A Opportunity to serve future major
‘ , ; N employment node at Unilever anc

e eSS integrate station facility into new

e e development

| | A station at Kingsumach would

| connect to Cherry and King

Vi & streetcars, reduce barrier effect o

7 i Richmond/Adelaide overpass in

e g e R, NS 4 Corktown, and serve the north of
the West Don Lands

A Fewer impacts to transit and
traffic during construction
O2YLJ)I NBR (2 W Q

A Lesser impact to heritage and
established main streets
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Common to all Queen Alignments

A Better transfer configuration possible downtown (shorter transfer distances)

To

Faster train speed between stations possible due to fewer twists along Que

A Few constraints downtown that would increase complexity of station
construction

A During construction, there would be less impact to vehicles and cyclists but
greater impact to streetcars
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