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The Greater Toronto Area (GTA) is Growing 



GTA  
+ Hamilton 



6.7 Million People (2016) 
8.8 Million People (2036) 

Ontario Ministry of Finance Projections 



My lawn is 
better than 
yours 

Is not 



The average GTA 
commuter spends 79 
minutes a day traveling 
to and from work 



Green Belt Plan (2005) 



Places to Grow (2006) 



The Big Move (2008) 



• 63 Stations 
• 280 Miles 
• 200,000 people/day 

GO Train Network 



• Part of a 10-year, $15 billion commitment to 
transit infrastructure in the GTHA  

• Includes GO rail electrification, 15 minute 
service on GO owned lines 

• By-directional service on weekdays, in 
evenings and on weekends  

• All-stop and limited stop service, to meet 
demand and reduce travel times 

Regional Express Rail (RER) 



Weekdays 



Weekends and Evenings 



• What is required at GO Stations to support 
this level of service? 

• How does it change the role of stations 
within their communities? 

• What kind of development and change 
should be expected and encouraged? 

What does it mean for GO Transit Stations? 



I know I parked 
here…somewhere 



With over 69,000 
parking spaces 
Metrolinx is now 
the largest 
parking provider 
in North America 

Passenger 
Pickup and 

Drop Off 

Bus 

Parking 

More 
Parking 

Parking 

Don’t 
Eat Me! 





   

Meadowvale GO 

A Higher Density 
Town Centre and  
Community Amenities 

Planned Community 

Meadowvale 
Business Park 

Meadowvale GO Station Master Plan 





Over 85% of passengers live within 5km (15 minute bike 
ride) of the station 

• 12% from adjacent city’s north 
of the highway  

• 17% arrive from Mississauga 
north of the highway 

• 6% arrive from other 
Mississauga neighbourhoods 
south of the highway 

• Approximately 65% of users 
arrive from the Meadowvale 
Community 

 

1km 

5km 2km 

How people get to the station 



How people get to the station 
Of the 1,600 daily passengers, a high percentage of 
passengers are currently arriving by car 

Automobile 
(Driver) 

64% 

Autmobile 
(Dropped 

Off) 
18% 

Carpool 
4% 

Local Transit 
5% 

Walk 
5% 

GO Bus 
3% 

Cycle 
1% • Over 80% of users arrive at 

the station by car 

• 64% are parking in the park 
and ride lot 

• Metrolinx has set a target 
automobile mode share of 
50% for 2031  

 

Source: 2013 GO Rail Passenger Survey 



There are sidewalks from the community but the 
streets are long and buildings face the other way 



? 

There are no 
dedicated 
connections between 
the community’s 
extensive trail 
network and the GO 
station 





Despite the proximity of office uses 
there is limited support for pedestrians 



What will RER mean for the station? 
• If the modal split were to remain the same as today it would 

require a doubling of the parking capacity 

• Achieving Metrolinx’s 50% auto modal split would require a 
significant increase in people taking local transit, walking, 
cycling and being dropped off at the station - assuming a 
similar modal split as today for the remaining proportion of 
travelers would mean: 

• 1,000 people using the PPUDO  

• 275 taking local transit 

• 275 walking  

• 27 biking 
 

Modes we should be 
prioritizing 



 Short and Long-Term Planning Framework 

 Pedestrian and Cycling Access Transit and PPUDO Access Organization of Surface Parking 

 Longer Term Redevelopment  Priority Areas for More Active Uses 

The planning 
framework helps to 
guide short term 
access improvements 
while setting the stage 
for the longer term 
reurbanization of the 
station lands 



Short-Term Access Enhancements (south) 



Short-Term Access Enhancements (south) 

Multi-use path leading 
directly to the station 
entrance from Aquitaine 

Additional bus bays 
to accommodate 
increased bus use 

Expanded bus area to 
accommodate pedestrians, 
cyclists and waiting 
passengers 

Improved sidewalk 
connections to the 
parking lot on either 
side of the PPUDO 



New Cycling 
Connection 

Short-Term Access Enhancements (south) 
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New pedestrian 
activated crossing 

Existing multi-
use path 

New path 
connection 

Short-Term Access Enhancements (north) 





Parking ehem drives future development potential 

• The cost of structured parking is currently greater than the value 
that land could be sold for -  i.e. it does not currently make sense 
to develop structured parking to free up land for development 
 

• Every space is worth ~$4,000 in yearly revenue 
 

• Long term options had to be designed to accommodate the 
parking requirements both today and in 2031 assuming a 50% 
modal split 
 

 
 

 



Opportunities to reallocate parking 

1. Explore opportunities for shared parking 

Opportunity 
for additional 

parking 



Opportunities to reallocate parking 

2. Create a balanced cost structure for the two Meadowvale GO stations 

1km 

5km 

2km 

1km 

5km 

2km 

Lisgar GO 

Meadowvale GO 

Lisgar GO 

Meadowvale GO 

Lisgar GO Catchment Meadowvale GO Catchment 

Cheapskates ! 



Opportunities to reallocate parking 

2. Create a balanced cost structure for the two Meadowvale stations 

Opportunity 
for additional 

parking 



Intensification of the station over time 

Health facility 
with surface 

parking 

Office 



Intensification of the station over time 

Health facility 
with surface 

parking 

Office and 
Retail 

 

Shared church 
parking 



Intensification of the station over time 

Shifting 575 
spaces to 

Lisgar Station 

Health facility 
with surface 

parking 

Office Office and 
Retail 

 

Shared church 
parking 



Intensification of the station over time 

Shifting 575 
spaces to 

Lisgar Station 

Health facility 
with structured 

parking 

Office Office and 
Retail 

 

Shared church 
parking 

Further 
Intensification 



Intensification of the station over time 

Long term market-led 
development potential 
permitted by the framework 

Precise mix will be determined 
by the market over time.  
 
There will be trade-offs 
between the amount of retail 
and office space.  



Intensification of the station over time 
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Metrolinx Transit Rail Parking and Station 
Access Strategy 
• Update of the existing access strategy in 

response to RER 
• Informed by best practice precedents 
• System-wide perspective 
• Focus on walking, cycling and transit modes 
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• What is required to integrate more frequent 
services through our communities? 

• How can we minimize impacts on adjacent 
uses? 

• Are there any opportunities to leverage the 
transit improvements for improved active 
mobility, place-making and city-building? 

What does it mean for GO Transit corridors? 



Davenport Diamond 
Community Rail 
Overpass 

•GO trains operating to/from Barrie 
are restricted by CP trains 
operating on the CP North Toronto 
Subdivision that cross over the 
diamond. 

•The street level crossing of 
Wallace creates an additional 
point of conflict and is disrupting 
east-west connectivity 

•Disruptions will increase with the 
planned RER improvements 

Barrie GO 
Corridor 

CP North 
Toronto 
Subdivision 

Wallace 
Crossing 



Industrial Neighbourhood 

Parks High Density Housing 

Neighbourhood Retail Office 

Low Rise Residential 

High Rise Residential 

Employment 

Retail 

Public / Institutional 

An urban context 



Campbell Ave 
Park 

Earlscourt 
Park 

Erwin Krickhahn 
Park 

CP North Toronto 
Subdivision 

Barrie GO 
Corridor 



Campbell Ave 
Park 

Earlscourt 
Park 

Erwin Krickhahn 
Park 

MSE Wall 

Girder Bridge 

MSE Wall 

CP North Toronto 
Subdivision 

Barrie GO 
Corridor 



Campbell Ave 
Park 

Earlscourt 
Park 

Erwin Krickhahn 
Park 



Campbell Ave 
Park 

Earlscourt 
Park 

Erwin Krickhahn 
Park 



Campbell Ave 
Park 

Earlscourt 
Park 

Erwin Krickhahn 
Park 









• Understand the implications of other 
alternatives 

• Explore opportunities to better integrate the 
overpass into the community 

• Increase community engagement to provide 
input into the design of the overpass 

 

Strategies 



$140 Million $620 Million $357 Million 



1. Do the options support the regional transit 
network and a new station at Bloor Street? 

2. How much is it expected to cost? 
3. How will construction impact the community? 
4. What will the long-term impacts be on the 

neighbourhood? 
5. What are the long-term opportunities for the 

neighbourhood? 
 

Options Were Assessed Against 5 Questions 



Opportunities to better 
integrate the structure 
 
Expanding park space and providing 
more active uses 



Opportunities to better 
integrate the structure 
 
Creating an expanded 
interconnected network of parks and 
trails 



Opportunities to better 
integrate the structure 
 
Linking diverse places 



Opportunities to better 
integrate the structure 
 
New uses at strategic locations to 
bridge the gap 



Opportunities to better 
integrate the structure 
 
Celebrating the structure with light 



1. Davenport Road  

2. Dupont Street  

3. Campbell Park 

4. Wallace Ave  

5. Paton Road 

 

 

 

5 Zones of Opportunity Davenport 
Road  

Dupont 
Street  

Campbell Ave 
Park 

Wallace 
Ave 

Paton 
Road 

Existing 
Diamond 



Girder bridge 
structure 

Truss bridge 
structure 

Support 
pylons 

Neighbourhood 
housing 

Wallace Ave Area (proposed) 



New multi-
use path 

MSE wall 
system 

“lighter” bridge 
structure 

Active 
uses 

Transparent 
noise barriers 

Wallace Ave Area (strategies) 



Davenport 
Residents’ 
Reference Panel 
• Help ensure that the 

guideway brings public benefit 
• 35-member panel 
• 4 full Saturday sessions  
• 1,500 collective hours  
• Expanded upon the initial 

planning and design analysis 
completed by Urban 
Strategies  

• 89 recommendations 
 





A Design Excellence Rethink 
• Panel of leading architects, structural engineers, 

landscape and urban designers 
• Week-long charrette to explore ways to improve 

the overpass & respond to panel recomendations 
 Gardiner Expressway Design Solution Engineered Solution 







$140 Million 

$210 Million 



David Sisam:  Architect, Principal – Montgomery Sisam Architects 
“…compelling case for raised tracks…”; “Noise is the big issue, not visual”; 
“Design is very good, excellent” 
 
Cal Brook:  Planner, Architect, Principal – Brook McIlroy   
“(Overpass) preferable to tunnel and trench”; “responsible thing to do from a 
financial perspective”; “Great opportunity to bring the community together” 
 
Mark Langridge, Partner – DTAH 
“A lot of design effort to make the overpass into a positive community 
asset”;  “Real City building”; “Not a typical engineering approach”; “Beautiful” 
 
Michael Leckman (Vice Chair): Architect, Principal – Diamond and 
Schmitt  
“A bridge can be a unifier and not a barrier”; “Need unity in approach with 
community, City and Metrolinx”; “Metrolinx gaining a reputation to show the 
way with design excellence” 



So What’s Next? 
• New Station Assessment (120   50   15) 

• Strategic 
• Economic 
• Financial 
• Deliverability and Operations 

 

London Overground  
1/4mile to ½ mile spacing 

Toronto GO 
3 mile to 4 mile spacing 



• New Station Assessment (120   50   15) 
• Strategic 
• Economic 
• Financial 
• Deliverability and Operations 

• Fare Integration Study 
• Modified Status Quo (Zone based regional + inter-jurisdictional transfer fees) 
• Local and Rapid Transit Zones (Zone based fare system) 
• Hybrid (All mode local flat fares, inter-jurisdictional transfer fees) 

• Electrification EA 
• Regional Wayfinding 

So What’s Next? 



Thanks 
Craig 
Lametti 
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