Underwood, Victor TRAN'EX

From: ‘Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent; Thursday, September 11, 2008 11:13 AM
To: s.22

Subject: 168940 - Expanding Transit

5.22

168940 - Expanding Transit
Dear s5.22

Thank you for your e-mail of July 4, 2008, expressing your support for expanding transit in the Langley-Aldergrove area.
Please accept my apclogies for the lateness of my reply.

I commend your desire to reduce your carbon emissions, and am pleased to hear you support the expansion of public
transit. Please be assured that maximizing ridership is a high priority for my ministry and our planning partners, and
aside from rapid transit lines, our $14-hillion transit plan will add up to 600 new, clean-technolagy buses autside Metro
Vancouver - a 60 per cent increase. BC Transit will be working with communities to develop this expansien which will

include inter-municipal service.

| can appreciate that you would like to see us moving forward on our plans for Langley, Chilliwack and other
communities south of the Fraser first, but our rapid transit expansion plans are already the most ambitious in the
province’s history, and it’s important that construction proceed first on lines that already have the density to support
the service. For example, the Canada Line will serve 100,000 riders daily upon its completion next year, it's also worth
noting that while Improving transit service is a big part of my ministry’s commitment to reducing our provincial
emissions, we are also working on projects that encourage car-pooling, fuel-efficient and hybrid vehicle use, and for
shorter distances, walking and cycling,

As the Provincial Transit Plan moves forward, there will be many opportunities for the public to review our ideas and
make suggestions, and | hope you'll have the chance to take part in this process.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon

Minister

----- Criginal Message---—

Fram: s.22

Sent: Friday, July 4, 2008 4:54 PM

To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Subject: Our System

Hello,
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lama s.22 student living in Aldergrove and | would like to teil the transportation minister
about the unbeleivable shortfalls of cur current transportation system.

As of September, | will once again be attending 5.22 As a struggling student, transportation
to and from school is always one of my major costs. To get to school from my home in Aldergrove | have two opticns:
-Drive

-Take the bus

f opt for the first option of driving myself to and from school. | would like to urge the Minister ta hurry up and expand
our system so that | have more than these two options for getting to school. The reason | say this, is because the bus
only comes to Aldergrove once an hour. This makes it very hard to get to scheol as | am either way too early or too late
for my classes, s.22 had to take the 502 bus to and from school for several weeks. |
would be glad to remaove my vehicle from the road (as it is getting too expensive to run} thus reducing my carbon
emissicns, if there were more alternatives for me to get to school. A bus that comes once an hour is not goeod enough.
My family and | support any initiatives to bring light raill and rapid transit to the South of the Fraser. When the Ministry
and Translink finally build some form of rail transit, | can assure you that we will be the first customers if it serves us
appropriately, that is if we are still living in the region. The province's previous promises of rapid transit to Langley by
2031 is absolutely horrible.

| would like to inform the Minister that in my family .22 six of us have a valid BC drivers license. How many
cars do you think we have in total? Thats right, we have six cars one for each driving family member. | would say we are
a prime example of South of the Fraser residents who are tremendously underserved. | personally think it is unfair of
the Minister and of Translink to increase fares and add a carbon tax while we continue to sit here and wait for our
transportation system to improve.

In the coming months | will be fully supporting groups like Rail for the Valley,South Fraser OnTrax and the ideas of
Councillor Jordan Bateman and | would hope that the Minister and Translink {with their new New York City CEQ) start
listening to the messages of these groups as they are the voice of the underserved people South of the Fraser.

| would like to think that the Minister himself will read and reply to this mesage, but | have the feeling that even that
may be too much to ask for. | suppose that illustrates the very little faith that [ have in the Ministry and in our

transportation system.

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent; Wednesday, October 15, 2008 10:32 AM
To: 5.22

Subject: 167824 - Evergreen Line

s.22

167824 - Evergreen Line

Dear 5.22

Thank you for your e-mail of June 2, 2008, expressing your support for constructing the Evergreen Line as scon as
possible. Please accept my apologies for the lateness of my reply.

The Evergreen Line is one of three major investments in rapid transit that will provide tremendous social and economic
benefit to residents and visitors of the Lower Mainland. | was glad to have the unanimous support of the Tri-Cities’
mavyors on the route decision, and | am pleased to hear of your support for the project as well. The 11 kilometre, S1.4
billion line will be completed by 2014. In addition to the $410 million committed by our government for the project, the
federal government has committed $67 million. My ministry is currently working with the federal government to secure
further funding, and to examine public-private partnership options for the project. In the coming months we will also
be working on our funding agreement with TransLink, as the regional authority that will operate the line, and a funding
partner in the project. As such, | am not yet able to comment as to how the ling’s construction will proceed.

You can be sure that as we proceed with project planning and engineering, we’ll be working hard with TransLink, to
consider project scope and details. There will be many opportunities for the public to review cur ideas and make
suggestions, and | hope you’ll have the chance to take part in this process.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

From; s.22

Sent: Monday, June 02, 2008 8:30 PM

To: Falcon.MLA, Kevin

Subject: Contact MLA Form Submitted From Legislative Assembly Web Site

Name: 5.22

Email; 8-22
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Message: Dear Mr. Minister, Thank-you very much for making the right decisions for the Evergreen Line to Coguitlam.
The old Translink board was wrong in selecting the substantially slower, but only slighty less expensive conventionat LRT
system. By your selection of the SkyTrain extension, and it's route, Coguitlam and Port Moody residents can look
forward to a fast, efficient rapid transit system. One that is truly "Rapid" and integrated with the rest of the SkyTrain
system which will more than be able to compete with the private automobile. My only ask is, that since this line will not
be operational until 2014, would it be possible to phase in some of the line a few years earlier - specifically the section
of the line from Lougheed Station to Burquitlam Station. This would be [ikely the most simple part of the line to
construct, having the least property/right-of-way, and engineering issues to deal with. Having this section completed
sooner would allow a shortening of the 97 B-Line bus route - taking it away from the already congested Lougheed Town
Centre area. Sincerely, 5.22 Coquitlam, B.C. .22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: $.22 _

Sent: Friday, September 12, 2008 2:49 PM
To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: 172543 - Development Land For Sale
Dear Sir,

On August 5,2008, there was an announcement that the Province of British Columbia will be the
project lead for the Evergreen Line rapid transit project.

| have a property available For Sale along the line and thought that a development site in the early
stages may be of interest to your department.

For more details, please visit: .22

Best regards
5.22

Coquitlam, B.C.
s.22
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February 16,2012

201926 - Evergreen Line

.22 has written to the Ministry of Jobs, Tourism and Innovation (JTT) regarding his
opposition to the vehicles and rail ties for the Evergreen Line Project being manufactured in _
China. 522 is also phoning Minister Bell’s office on a daily basis regarding this issue. z

As such, the Deputy Minister’s Office for JTT has asked the Ministry of Transportation and
Infrastructure, via Correspondence Coordinator Jeanete Duazo, to provide key contacts and
messaging on the project for response to $.22 The following has been approved by the
Evergreen Project’s Acting Iixecutive Project Director, Jon Buckle,

Note that s.22 has also written the Premier regarding his concerns. The Premier’s Office
has asked the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure to draft a response to him on behall
of Premier Clark (not yet logged in CLIFF),

Inquirics:
The Evergreen Line Rapid Transit (ELRT) Project Office has not yet reccived any inquiries

from s.22

ELRT Project Key Contacts:

Scott Roberts or Angela MacKcenzie, Community Relations Managers
Telephone: 604 927-4452

Email: info@evergreenline. gov.be.

Response Points:

The Evergreen Line will be part of TransLink’s SkyTrain scrvice and, as such, Transl.ink is
responsible for selecting who will manufacture the vehicles for the project. This process is
currently underway.

With respect to the project infrastructure, the successful primary contractor for the Evergreen
Line will be determined in late summer 2012 and will be responsible for purchasing materials
such as railway tics.

Ministry of Transportation Office of the Minister Mailing Address:
and Infrastructure Parliament Buildings
Victoria RC V8V 1X4
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: .22

Sent; Monday, February 6,2012 3:13 PM

To: Minister, J1TITLEX

Ce: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX

Subject: 65225 Evergreen Ling

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Dear Mr. Beli,

It's been brought to my attention that the rail units for the Evergreen Line will in all probability be
manufactured outside of British Columbia. It seems odd to me that the tax payers of this Province
are footing the bill for this project and they don’t seem to have a say in this matter. It's my
understanding that the rail units for the Millennium Line were built here, but that all of the other units
for the other lines were built outside the Province.

As the Minister of Jobs, Tourism and Innovation for the Province of British Columbia | along with alt of
the other taxpayers in this Province would like to think that you would have a say in where these rall
units will be manufactured. Here is an opportunity for you to step up and look after the economic
welfare of this Province by ensuring that these units are manufactured here in British Columbia. We

all hope that you will look after our interests and not ship these jobs offshore!

Best regards,

s.22

Vancouver, BC s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Tuesday, Tebruary 7, 2012 1:35 PM

To: Minister, JTI JTI.EX

Cc: OfficeofthePremicr, Office PREM:EX

Subject: 65225 Evergreen Line

Attachments: SCAN6132_000.pdl j

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed |
|

Pat,

How can you not insist that the rail cars for the Evergreen Line be manufactured in B.C. after spending all that money on
a Super Bowl ad?

The Bombardier facility {where the cars for the Millineum Line were manufactured at 6700 Southridge Drive in South
Burnaby) is readily available and waiting to be used!

Regards,

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Tuesday, February 7, 2012 4:02 PM
To: Minister, JTTJTLEX

Ce: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Subject: 65315 Evergreen Line

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Dear Minister Bell, i
| hereby request a telephone conference with you regarding the Evergreen Line Project and how it

could positively impact our local economy. If you could let me know a convenient time to call it would

be greatly appreciated. The call will take no longer than 3 minutes and | guarantee you will be

genuinely interested in what | have to say.

Kind regards,

s.22

Vancouver, BC s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Friday, February 10, 2012 9:43 AM

To: mayor{@sutrey.ca; rstewart@coquitlam.ca; mooreg@portcoquitlam.ca,
melay@portmoody.ca; derek.corrigan@burnaby.ca

Ce: martin,crilly(@translinkcommission.org; Minister, JTT ITLEX; OfficeofthePremier,
Office PREM;EX

Subject: FW: CHINA 1S DESTROYING AMERICA ON THE ECONOMIC

FRONT......OUCH

Here is an example of what can happen on a larger scale if we ignore our local economies. Every bit
helps and you have to start somewhere!

From;s.22

Sent: February 10, 2012 9:09 AM

To: Undisclosed-Recipient:;

Subject: Fw: CHINA IS DESTROYING AMERICA ON THE ECONOMIC FRONT....... QUCH

Most of this can be attributed to the traitorous actions within our own government; that those in government ceased their
fiduciary responsibility of legislating in the best interests of the American people............they chose, rather, to
legislate for their own personal benefit instead.

The really sad aspect of this is that the American pcople are so clucless, that we arc allowing this country to be
destroyed........., and permitting thosc who are doing the destruction to become wealthy at the expense of the

American people.

---- Original Message -----

From:s.22 '

To:5.22

Sent: Friday, February 10, 2012 8:46 AM

Subject: FW: CHINA IS DESTROYING AMERICA ON THE ECONCMIC FRONT.......OUCH

Jeff Reed

If you do not believe that China is wiping the floor with America in front
of the rest of the world, just keep reading. The following are 47 signs that
China is absolutely destroying America on the global economic stage....

#1 Back in 1998, the United States had 25 percent of the world’s high-

tech export market and China had just 10 percent. Today, China's high-
tech exports are more than twice the size of U.S. high-tech exports.
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#2 America has lost more than a quarter of all of its high-tech
manufacturing jobs over the past ten years.

#3 The Chinese economy has grown 7 times faster than the U.S. economy
has over the past decade.

#4 In 2010, China produced more than twice as many automobiles as the
United States did.

#5 In 2010, China produced 627 million metric tons of steel. The United
States only produced 80 million metric tons of steel.

#6 In 2010, China produced 7.3 million metric tons of cotton. The United
States only produced 3.4 million metric tons of cotton.

#7 China produced 19.8 percent of all the goods consumed in the world
during 2010. The United States only produced 19.4 percent.

#8 During 2010, we spent $365 billion on goods and services from China
while they only spent $92 billion on goods and services from us.

4#9 In 1985, the U.S. trade deficit with China was 6 million dollars for the
entire year. The final U.S. trade deficit with China for 2011 will be very
close to 300 billion dollars. That will be the largest trade deficit that one
nation has had with another nation in the history of the world.

#10 The U.S. trade deficit with China is now 28 times larger than it was
back in 1990.

#11 Since China entered the WTO in 2001, the U.S. trade deficit with
China has grown by an average of 18% per year.

#12 According to the New York Times, a Jeep Grand Chetokee that costs
$27,490 in the United States costs about $85,000 in China.

2
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#13 According to the Economic Policy Institute, America is losing half a
million jobs to China every single year.

#14 The United States has lost a staggering 32 percent of its
manufacturing jobs since the year 2000.

#15 The United States had been the leading consumer of energy on the :
globe for about 100 years, but during the summer of 2010 China took over f
the number one spot. |

#16 15 years ago, China was 14th in the world in published scientific
research articles. But now, China is expected to pass the United States and
become number one very shortly.

#17 China is also expected to soon become the global leader in patent
filings.

#18 In 2009, the United States ranked dead last of the 40 nations
examined by the Information Technology & Innovation Foundation when
it came to "change" in "global innovation-based competitiveness" over the

previous ten years.

#19 China now awards more doctoral degrees in engineering each year
than the United States does.

#20 China now possesses the fastest supercomputer on the entire planet.

#21 China now has the world's fastest train and the world's most extensive
high-speed rail network.

#22 The construction of the new $200 million African Union headquarters
was funded by China.
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#23 Today, China produces nearly twice as much beer as the United
States does.

#24 85 percent of all artificial Christmas trees are made in China.
#25 Amazingly, China now consumes 53 percent of the world's cement.

#26 There are more pigs in China than in the next 43 pork producing
nations combined.

#27 China is now the number one producer of wind and solar power on
the entire globe.

#28 Chinese solar panel production was about 50 times larger in 2010
than it was in 2005.

#29 Right now, China is producing more than three times as much coal as
the United States does.

#30 China controls over 90 percent of the total global supply of rare earth
elements.

431 China is now the number one supplier of components that are critical
to the operation of U.S. defense systems.

#32 According to author Clyde Prestowitz, China's number one export to
the U.S. is computer equipment. According to an article in U.S. News &
World Report, during 2010 the number one U.S. export to China was
"scrap and trash".

#33 The United States has lost an average of 50,000 manufacturing jobs a
month since China joined the World Trade Organization in 2001.

#34 Back in the year 2000, more than 20 percent of all jobs in America

4
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were manufacturing jobs. Today, only about 5 percent of all jobs in
America are manufacturing jobs.

#35 Between December 2000 and December 2010, 38 percent of the
manufacturing jobs in Ohio were lost, 42 percent of the manufacturing
jobs in North Carolina were lost and 48 percent of the manufacturing jobs
in Michigan were lost.

#36 The average household debt load in the United States is 136% of
average household income. In China, the average household debt load is

17% of average household income.

#37 The new World Trade Center tower is going to be made with
imported glass from China.

#38 The new MLK memorial on the National Mall was made in China.

#39 A Washington Post/ABC News poll conducted a while back found
that 61 percent of all Americans consider China to be a threat to our jobs
and economic security.

#40 According to U.S. Representative Betty Sutton, an average of 23
manufacturing facilities a day closed down in the United States during

2010.

#41 Overall, more than 56,000 manufacturing facilities in the United
States have shut down since 2001.

#42 According to Professor Alan Blinder of Princeton University, 40
million more U.S. jobs could be sent out of the country over the next two

decades.

#43 Over the past several decades, China has been able to accumulate

approximately 3 trillion dollars in foreign currency reserves, and the U.S.

S
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government now owes China close to 1.5 trillion dollars.

#44 According to the IMF, China will pass the United States and will
become the largest economy in the world in 2016.

#45 According to one prominent economist, the Chinese economy already
has roughly the same amount of purchasing power as the U.S. economy
does.

#46 According to Stanford University economics professor Ed Lazear, if
the U.S. economy and the Chinese economy continue to grow at current
rates, the average Chinese citizen will be wealthier than the average

American citizen in just 30 years.

#47 Nobel economist Robert W. Fogel of the University of Chicago is
projecting that the Chinese economy will be three times larger than the
U.S. economy by the year 2040 if current trends continue.

No virus found in this messagc.

Checked by AVG - www.avg.com
Version: 2012.0.1913 / Virus Database: 2112/4799 - Release Date: 02/09/12
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Friday, February 10, 2012 10:01 AM
To: OfficeofthePremicr, Office PREM:EX
Ce: Minister, JTI JT1:EX

Subject: I'W: Evergreen Linc

Attachments; SCANG6132 000.pdf

Christy,

Please see my memo to the Mayors of Surrey, Coguitlam, Port Coguitlam and Port Moody. Hopefully you and they will
have the resolve to make this happen.

Best regards,

s.22

From:s.22

Sept: February 10, 2012 9:34 AM

To: 'mayor@surrey.ca'’; ‘rstewart@coquitlam.ca’; 'mooreg@portcoquitlam.ca’; 'mclay@portmoody.ca’;
‘derek.corrigan@burnaby.ca’

Ce: 'martin.crilly@translinkcommission.org’

Subject: FW: Evergreen Line

Honourable Mayors,

I've recently learned that the rail cars for the new Evergreen Line will in all probability be manufactured outside of our
Province.

Aren't we shipping enough jobs offshere as it is? Here s an opportunity for you to voice your opinien on where these
rail cars should be manufactured. The Bombardier facility at 6700 Southridge Drive in Burnaby, which was previously
used to manufacture the rail cars for the Millenium Line is vacant and readily available for use.

The economic benefits of having these raif cars manufactured in our Province are too important to ignore. We have the
facility, paople and resources to handle the job. Now all we need is the will power to put them to use!

Yours truly,

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREMEX
Sent: Monday, February 18, 2008 4:18 PM
To: 5.22

Ce: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: 165197 RE: EverGreen Line

Thank you for your email regarding the Provincial Transit Plan. | appreciate that you have brought your concerns to my _
attention. i

| have shared your correspondence with the Honourable Kevin Falcon, Minister of Transportation, for his review,
Minister Falcon will ensure that you receive g response specific to your comments on my behalf,

Again, thank you for writing.

Fro*m:s'22

Sent: Saturday, February 09, 2008 1:16 PM
To: Campbell.MLA, Gordon

Subject: EverGreen Line

Hello Sir,

Recently discussion has come up in regards to the route that the EverGreen Line should take. Quite simply, the best
route is the NorthWest alignment through Part Moody, now more than ever since it has finally come to Translink’s
attention to run it along the CPR corridor.

The NorthWest route should be chosen for several reasons. Most importantly, it's quicker for the working people that
will use the line {like me). | need to commute UBC, and to downtown fairly regularly. It makes no sense for me to hop on
a spur-line to Coquitlam, then take the mainline to Braid, and then change again to the millennium line and then switch
over to the expo line to get downtown. By choosing the NorthWest alignment, | can simply take a8 community shuttle to
a [ocal station (loco perhaps?), and then commute directly to UBC, without a singie change.

The NorthWest alignment should alse be chosen because the SouthEast alignment is inferior, If the SouthEast alignment
is chosen, it will most likely lead to the redevelopment of the RiverView lands. Now, | am actually for this development
because it would make a beautiful spot for people to live, and increase tax revenue, What | am against is any
comparisons to the Victoria Hills development in NewWest. Unlike in NewWest, the Riverview development would not
have the transit line running underground. Rather, the line would run {most likely) elevated, or at least ground level.
This would produce a continuous back-ground din, ruining the park experience for all those attempting to find some
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quiet within the city. The RiverView lands have such huge potential to be a beautiful spot, it's important that we do not
ruih it by adding noise pollution to the area.

Finally, the NorthWest alignment should be chosen because it is most in-line with the LRSP {Livable region Strategic
Plan). Port Moody has taken quite the initiative in densifing its core, and the results in NewPort should not be
understated. Further, with the coming completion of the SutterBrook, Port Moody will have an excellent downtown
core, that is well suited to urban rapid transit. Failing to build a transit system for this area will mean more traffic and
maoare pollution, in what could be one of the best areas of Metro-Vancouver.

It is clear that the Evergreen Line must be built. | hope with this email, it is also clear that it should follow the NorthWest
alignment, rather than the SouthEast version, as it should reduce traffic (rather than lead to an actual increase) and
poilution, it will lead to a more integrated and attractive urban core for Port Moody, and finally, the NorthWest
alignment is the best version of working peonle trying to reach anywhere other than, well, NewWest.

) thank you for your time, and hope you take these points into consideration, .|

s.22

Coquitlam BCsS.22

"This email is intended only for the person(s) or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential
information. Any review, distribution, copying, printing or other use of this e-mail by anyone other than the named
recipient is prohibited. if you have received this e-mail or are not the named recipient, please notify the sender
immediately and permanently delete this e-mail and all copies of it, Thank you"

P Please consider the environment hefore printing this email

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended sclely for the use of the individual or entity to
whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender and deiete this email from
your system. Additionally, 22 will never ask you for confidential information by way of unsolicited phone calls or

email.
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Falcon.MLA, Kevin <Kevin.Falcon. MLA@leg. be.ca>
Sent: Friday, April 18, 2008 1:26 PM

To; WEBMASTER TRAN:IEX

Subject: 166720 FW: Evergreen Line

Seumantho Coito-

Constituency Assistant to
Kevin Falcon, MLA I
604.576.3792 :
samantha.cattofileg. be.ca

From: s.22

Sent: Friday, April 18, 2008 1:15 PM
To: Faicon.MLA, Kevin

Cc: Premier Gordon Campbell
Subject: Evergreen Line

18 April 2008

Kevin Falecon, MLA

Minister of Transportation,
Province of British Columbia,
VICTORIA, BC

V8V 1X4

Dear Mr. Falcon:

I have just read your three years overduc announcement of the Evergreen Line project on the CKN'W website. It
contains some interesting information but, in view of past experience, your clarification of a couple of points
would be appreciated... just so everything is clear right up front:

1. "Now that we have decided on routing and technology....," said Faleon. Could you please
clarify "we." [ only ask because, on behalf of the provincial component of "we" in the Canada Line
project, you continue to deny any responsibility at all for the business mayhem on Cambie Street.

So - is it "we" at the Evergreen photo-ops, unlcss and until something goes awry with project
construction or budget, at which time it becomes a TransLink-only project? Or is it "we", period. And,
talking of budget...

2. The Evergreen Line is an cstimated $1.4 billion project. Here, your clarification of "estimated"
would be appreciated. Does this mean project costs have been estimated by transit professionals? Is it a
guessimate by business professionals who, bar one on the Transl.ink Board, have little, if any transit- :
related experience? Or is it the same type of estimate that threw a dart at the board, and came up with a |
$1.2 billion guesstimate prior to commencement of the Canada Line project which, to date, has recached |
$2.4 billion - that's three fast-ferry projects over budget. ‘

i |
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And one last point - In the interest of accuracy, could you suggest to Premier Campbell that, instead of "we arc
committing $XXX" to a given project or endeavour, the phrase "provincial taxpayers and/or federal taxpayers
ar¢ committing..." be substituted.

Thank you for your consideration,

Yours truly,
s.22

NORTH VANCOUVER, BC
s.22

Northwest route decided for Evergreen Line
Coquitlam/CKNW(AM980)

4/18/2008

Transportation Minister Kevin Faleon and TransLink Chair Dale Parker announced today that the Evergreen
Rapid Transit Line will be constructed on the Northwest route, connecting Lougheed Town Centre with
Coquitlam Town Centre through Port Moody,

“On February 1, when we joined with TransLink to release the Evergreen Iine Business Case, we asked the
mayors and councils in the Northeast sector for their feedback on the outlined route options for the Evergreen
Line,” said Minister Falcon. “Municipal councils in Port Moody, Port Coquitlam, Coquitlam, Burnaby, New
Westminster and Belearra have all voiced their support for the Northwest route.”

“We certainly heard loud and clear {rom the very communitics which the Evergreen Linc is meant to serve,”
said Parker. “The Northwest corridor has not only technical advantages, but also widespread public and local
government support. We now need to roll up our sleeves and get the project built.”

As announced in February, the Evergreen Line will use advanced light rapid transit (ALRT), technology, which
is automated and separated from traftic.

“Now that we have decided on routing and technology for the Ivergreen Line, we can proceed with
project development and engineering to keep en track for planned 2014 completion,” said Falcon. “This
important stage will include detailed procurement analysis and further environmental assessment including
broad public consultation,”

Onc of the first orders of business will be the location and cstablishment of an Evergreen Line Project office in
the Coquitlam area. The project partners will work from this new office to proceed with project development,
preliminary design and detailed design, all entailing extensive, meaningtul consultation with neighbourhood
residents, businesses, and other stakcholders.

The Eveygreen Line is an estimated $1.4 billion project. Through its recent Transit Plan, the BC
Government has committed to investing $410 million in the project, and TransLink has committed $400 million
to date to the Evergreen Line. Through the Public Transit Capital Trust 2008, the Government of Canada has
provided $67 million to the Province for public transit infrastructure, and these funds will be dedicated to the
Fvergreen Line.
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2008 11:44 AM
To: s.22

Subject: 166718 - Evergreen Line

5.22

166718 - Evergreen Line

Dear S.22

Thank you for your e-mail of April 20, 2008, regarding the Evergraen Line. Please accept my apologies far the lateness
of my reply.

When Translink and my ministry developed the business case for the Evergreen Line, we looked at both current
demand and anticipated growth to 2021 and 2031. The results of this ridership modeiling supported the current route
of the Evergreen Line and the terminus at Coquitlam City Hall/Douglas College. This terminus services both a regional
town centre and a growing educational institution. The area is an origin for riders travelling out of the northeast sector
and a destination for many riders travelling into the area, making it an ideal transit location, contributing to higher
ridership now and into the future as the area’s population density increases.

The plans for the Evergreen Line currently include a provision for a future extension to Port Coquitlam. In anticipation
of future demand in the region, an extension connection will be provided in the vicinity of the Cogquitlam Centre West
Coast Express Station. The current concept is to extend service to Port Coquitlam and cantinue eastward over the Pitt
River Bridge to communities including Pitt Meadows and Maple Ridge. The Pitt River Bridge, currently under
construction, was designed with provisions for a SkyTrain-like rapid transit crossing.

These expansion plans will be further developed through consultation with municipalities, neighbourhood residents,
businesses, and other stakeholders. You can be sure there will be opportunities during these consultations to have your
ideas for the Evergreen Line heard and considerad,

Again, thanks for taking the time to write,

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

From: .22

Sent: Sunday, Aprii 20, 2008 8:58 PM

To: Falcon.MLA, Kevin; Farnworth MLA, Mike

Ce: youngs@portcoquitlam,.ca; pyblisher@thenownews.com: bowenm@portcoquitlam.ca; crowea@portcoquitiam.ca;
forrestm@portcoquitlam.ca; mogreg@portcoquitiam.ca; pennerd@portecoquitlam.ca; wrightm@ portcoguitlam,.ca
Subject: Evergreen Line

Dear Mr. Falcon and Farnsworth:
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I am very encouraged to see the Evergreen Line finally servicing the long overdue Tri-Cities. Considering this will be
completed by 2014 that will put us only 28 years behind Surrey which has had the Skytrain since 1986. However,
unfortunately this new line will reatly NOT be truly servicing the Tri-Cities area as was announced. In fact, only Port
Mooedy and Coquitlam wili be serviced. | am disappointed to hear that Port Coquitlam will be completely left out in the
cold when it could be so easily accommodated. | am completely dumfounded that, at Coquitlam Centre, Skytrain will
then head north to Douglas College. Why? This raises several questions:

1. Why go a mile north to Douglas College when you can go a mile east to Port Coquitlam instead?

2. Why service a local community college {Douglas} when you can, alternatively within the same distance {and

arguably cast), service an entire city {Port Coquitlam) and lay the foundation for a future line continuing east?

Continulng 1 mile east t¢ a station at Shaughnessy & Lougheed would bring Skytrain to within walking distance of :
servicing the entire Downtown core of Port Coquit!lam where high density building is currently exploding.

3. What now are the future plans for the Evergreen line beyond 20147 With the Westcoast Express having such
limited and sporadic service, | would have thought that the Evergreen Line would have eventually continued east along
Lougheed to service Pitt Meadows and Maple Ridge. But now with the Douglas College Extension that just does not
seem the case. Would it continue along Lougheed with just this tiny spur sheoting just up and down 1 mile to Douglas
College and baci? That doesn’t make sense. Looking ahead, the logical extension seems ta be that the Skytrain will
cantinue past Douglas College and then probably across David to service the new Burke Mountain area. If that is the
case, this line will all but completely miss Port Coquitlam altogether - to service a community that is still in the planning
stages — and then perhaps beyond across the Pitt.

4. We are in the process of building a new bridge across Pitt River. Are there any accommodations being built into
the new structure for transit across the Pitt — or in typically shortsighted BC planning fashion, will we just cross that
bridge when we come to it?

i look forward to hearing what plans are in action currently to accommodate the City and residents of Port Coguitlam
who seemed so conspicuously bypassed and short-changed by your announcements last week.

Regards,
s.22

Part Coguitlam
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Underwoeod, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Friday, March 13,2009 3:55 PM

To: s.22

Subject: 174585 - Evergreen [Line Route Terminus
5.22

174585 - Evergreen Line Route Terminus
Dear .22

Thank you for your e-mail of November 16, 2008, regarding your ongoing concern about the Evergreen Line. Please _
accept my apology for the lateness of my reply. ;

Gur government is making unprecedented investments in new rapid transit lines. It's important to remember that we
have a responsibility to 8ritish Columbians to invest their tax dollars in projects that have a strong business case and
cast-benefit analysis, We are proceeding first on lines in corridors that have development densities to support the

service.

| understand you would like to see the Evergreen Line extended further right away, but, as | mentioned in my previous
correspondence, the terminus for the Evergreen Line wasn’t based on anticipated growth alone, but also the current
demand and the immediate ridership potential once the line opens. The current route was chosen after extensive
public consultation, with the unanimous support of Tri-Cities” mayors, so | am confident that it represents the best
possible option at this time. | would also like to assure you that the line will be designed to ensure a future connection

to Port Coquitlam is possible.

Should you have other guestions about the project’s scope, please feel free to contact David Chang, the Associate
Project Director. He can be reached at David.Chang@gov.bc.ca or 504 775-1097 and would be pleased to assist you

further.
Thank you again for taking the time to write.
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

--—---Qriginal Message-----

From; 5.22

Sent: Sunday, November 16, 2008 9:49 PM

To: Transpertation, Minister TRAN:EX

Cc: Farnworth. MLA, Mike LASS:EX; mooreg@portcaquitlam.ca
Subject: RE: 166718 - Evergreen Line

Hi Kevin;
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Thank you taking the time to thoughtfully respond to my concerns regarding the Evergreen Line diverting to Douglas
College instead continuing on to the City of Port Coquitlam. While it is ane thing to work on a plan, look at numbers
assembled by consultants and make decisions accordingly {l am a CA - believe me | have done that too}, it is often guite
anather to go out into the community and get feedback from people whose daily lives are directly affected by those
decisions {community based organizing). While the Evergreen Line expanding to Coquitlam Centre is great news, it must
be argued that the area of Douglas College, which is only a couple of biocks from Coquitlam Centre, will ALREADY be
serviced by the Line going to Coquitlam Centre - and accordingly, the line should be extended to Port Coquitlam instead
of diverted to Douglas Coliege. This will give the Line the best transit coverage possible, the greatest ridership possible
and provide the greatest return on investment of public funds possible.

Perhaps | am being selfish in this request though my position is not unigque.

It represents the typically frustrating situation of many in this area. | am a smal! business operator (as are 98% of all
business in BC according to the

2008 Smalf Business Profile} . | have business appointments in the downtown core at least once a week. My first option i
is always public transportation where possible and practical. This is primarily to reduce my carbon footprint which of
great concern to me and my entire family. However, doing so also reduces congastion on our highways which is
becoming more fundamentaily important every day in a Lower Mainland that is fundamentally challenged in its ground
transportation infrastructure - or fack thereof. | have tried taking the bus Kevin but it is just painful - the last bus trip
downtown was the better part of a 3 hour journey. | have tried the Westcoast Express which { love. Itis a great
alternative and puts me downtown in just

30 minutes - fantastic. However, since the trains only go one way each way, | must go first thing in the morning and wait
downtown all day just to come back. | can do neither If | want to stay in business. As a result | DRIVE downtown all the
time, sometimes twice a day. In speaking to other, my situation is not uncommon. it is just one contributing factor to
aur highways becoming more choked each day and our air quality slowly deteriorating - and not by choice. It is not
sustainable, should not and, arguably, cannot continue.

| have lived in this area for 20+ years Kevin. I'm sorry but there is absolutely no way that the immediate population in
the Douglas College area is greater than the population of Port Coquitlam. While there may be "anticipated growth”
that you refer to for the Douglas College area, there is already a significant, existing population base in the Port
Coquitlam area. "Anticipated growth” in the Douglas College area, which may or may not materialize, should NOT be
addressed prior to existing population base in Port Coquitlam. Further, as well as several homes and businesses, there
are several existing Seniors' Centres in the downtown Port Coquitlam area. These are people that are cut off and
isolated. Driving is not an option and they may not be around long enough to enjoy future Line expansions if and when
they may, or may not, ever come. Considering that the Evergreen Line will be completed by 2014 and that will put us 28
years behind Surrey which has had the Skytrain since 1986, none of us might be around for future expansions.

We simply cannot wait. We should not have too. it is illogical and simply defies common sense - which usually means
that there are political reasons behind the decision which is very unfartunate and disappointing. Port Coquitlam is a vital
part of the Lower Mainland and desperately needs a transportation link with the rest of the core. Short of communities
on the Narth Shore, Port Coguitiam will have the dubious distinction of being the anly major community on this side of
the river to be left un-serviced with "viable" public transportation options. To bring the Line to within less than a mile of
Port Coquitiam and then stop short is just a devastating disappointment for this entire community. It is a decision that |
ask you to reconsider in the interest of the residents and businesses of Port Coquitlam, in the best interest of public
transportation, environmental sustainability and public fiscal prudence and return. We have a new Mayor and a new
council that will no doubt be happy to work with you and your ministry in extending the Line to Shaughnessy and
Lougheed. | have taken the liberty of including our new mayor, Greg Moore, in this correspondence in hopes that he will
take up the banner and work with you in bringing about these desperately needed changes. Mr. Moore supports the
concept of bringing the Evergreen Line to Port Coquitlam. I have also included Mike Farnworth, who is our local MLA,
.and also fully supports the concept of bring the Evergreen Line to Port Coquitlam. Everybody is on board. Let's get it
right for 2014 and make the changes needed to bring inclusive public transportation to all Tri-Cities areas.

| will look also to James Moore, our MP, under separate cover to request that Federal funding contributions are duly
scrutinized {and withheld if

Page 26 of 228 TRA-2015-50247



necessary} until all areas of the Tri-Cities are adequately and rightfully represented. Let's get the federal funds Kevin and
put them to best use that rightly services everybody.

| look forward to hearing back from you with some encouraging news.

Regards,
s.22

Port Coquitlam

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX :
[mailto:Minister. Transportation@gov.bc.ca) ;
Sent: September 10, 2008 11:44 AM fr
To:5.22 '
Subject: 166718 - Evergreen Line

s.22
166718 - Evergreen Line
Dear .22

Thank you for your e-mail of April 20, 2008, regarding the Evergreen Line. Please accept my apologies for the lateness
of my reply.

When TransLink and my ministry developed the husiness case for the Evergreen Line, we looked at both current
demand and anticipated growth to 2021 and 2031. The results of this ridership modelling supported the current route
of the Evergreen Line and the terminus at Coquitlam City Hall/Douglas College. This terminus services both a regional
town centre and a growing educational institution. The area is an origin for riders travelling out of the northeast sector
and a destination for many riders travelling into the area, making it an ideal transit location, contributing to higher
ridership now and into the future as the area's population density increases.

The plans for the Evergreen Line currently include a provision for a future extension to Port Coquitiam. [n anticipation
of future demand in the region, an extension connection will be provided in the vicinity of the Cequitlam Centre West
Coast Express Station. The current concept is to extend service to Port Coquitfam and continue eastward over the Pitt
River Bridge to communities including Pitt Meadows and Maple Ridge. The Pitt River Bridge, currently under
construction, was designed with provisions for a SkyTrain-fike rapid transit crossing.

These expansion plans wili be further developed through consultation with municipalities, neighbourhood residents,
businesses, and other stakeholders. You can be sure there will be opportunities during these consultations to have your
ideas for the £vergrean Line heard and considered.

Again, thanks for taking the time to write,

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister
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From:s.22

Sent: Sunday, April 20, 2008 8:58 PM

To: Falcon.MLA, Kevin; Farnworth.MLA, Mike

Cc: youngs@portcoquitlam.ca; publisher@thenownews.com; bowenm@portcoquitlam.ca; crowea@portcoquitlam.ca;
forrestm@portcoquitlam.ca; mooreg@portcoquitlam.ca; pennerd @portcoquitlam.ca; wrightm@portcoquitlam.ca
Subject: Evergreen Line

Dear Mr. Falcon and Farnsworth:

| am very encouraged to see the Evergreen Line finally servicing the long overdue Tri-Cities. Considering this will be
completed by 2014 that will put us only 28 years behind Surrey which has had the Skytrain since 1986, However,
unfortunately this new line will reaily NOT be truly servicing the Tri-Cities area as was announced. In fact, only Port
Moody and Coquitlam will be serviced. [ am disappointed to hear that Port Coquitlam will be campletely left out in the
cold when it could be so easily accommuodated. | am completely dumfounded that, at Coquitiam Centre, Skytrain will
then head north to Douglas College. Why? This raises several questions:

1. Why go a mile north to Douglas College when you can go a mile
east to Port Coquitlam instead?

2. Why service a local community college (Douglas) when you can,

alternatively within the same distance {and arguably cost), service an entire city {Port Coguitlam) and lay the foundation
for a future line continuing east? Continuing 1 mile east to a station at Shaughnessy & Lougheed would bring Skytrain to
within walking distance of servicing the entire Downtown core of Port Coquittam where high density building is

currently exploding.

3. What now are the future plans for the Evergreen line beyond

20147 with the Westcoast Express having such limited and speradic service, | would have thought that the Evergreen
Line would have eventually continued east along Lougheed to service Pitt Meadows and Maple Ridge. But now with the
Douglas College Extension that just does not seem the case. Would it continue along Lougheed with just this tiny spur
shooting just up and down 1 mile to Douglas College and back? That doesn't make sense. Looking ahead, the logical
extension seems to he that the Skytrain will continue past Douglas College and then probably across David to service the
new Burke Mountain area. If that is the case, this line wilt all but completely miss Port Coquitlam altogether - to service
a community that is still in the planning stages - and then perhaps beyond across the Pitt.

4,  We arein the process of building a new bridge across Pitt
River. Are there any accommodations being built into the new structure for transit across the Pitt - or in typically

shortsighted BC planning fashion, will we just cross that bridge when we come to it?

| look forward to hearing what plans are in action currently to accommodate the City and residents of Port Coguitlam
who seemed 5o conspicucusly bypassed and shart-changed by your announcements fast week.

Regards,
s.22

Port Coguitlam
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Ann Carlsen, President

North Road Business Association
c/o Carlsen & Company

9912 Lougheed Highway
Burnaby BC V3J IN3

Dear Ann Carlsen;

Re:  Evergrcen Line

Reference:

176192

[ am writing in response to your letter, addressed to the Premier and forwarded to the Minister
of Transportation and Infrastructure for a response, regarding the Evergrecn Line project. Asa

provincial clection has been called [ am responding on behalf of the Minister.

Mitigating the impacts of construction is an essential component of this praject and project staff
plan to establish a business liaison committee to ensure organizations like yours are informed
of activities and have the opportunity to offer advice. The project team will ensure that all
cffort is made to manage traflic, noise and construction activities in a manner that causes the
least possible impact on North Road and surrounding businesses and residents.

With respect to North Road, potential roadway and other project enhancements have not yet
been determined, as the final alignment of the line through the Burquitlam area has not yet been
finajized. We anticipate that final alignment decisions will be made in the fall.

Thank you for taking the time to write,

Yours truly,

Peter Milburn
Dceputy Minister

Copy to: Office of the Premier

Honocurable lain Black
MLA, Port Moody-Westwood

Ministry of Transportation
and Infrastructure

Office of the Minister

Mailing Address:
Pardiament Buildings
Victoria B VBV 1X4
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1093

| CORRESPONDENCE
December 10, 2008

DEC 15 2008
Hon. Premier Gordon Campbell.
Government of British Columbia ' OFFICE OF THE
P.O. Box 9041, Station Prov Gov't PREMIER
Victoria, BC V8W OFE1 5

Re:  The Evergreen SkyTrain Line the Lower Mainland
Dear Premier Campbell:

[ anmy writing on behalf of the North Road Business Association, a business association located on
North Road in the Cities of Burnaby and Coguitlam. Our business association has functioned for
the last five years as a merchants' association. Now we are in the process of becoming an official
B.LA. in both Burnaby and Coquitlam. We have made presentations to both councils and they
now have bylaws moving forward, If successful, and we believe that we will be the first B.LA. i
in the province on a street that is split between two cities. Both cities are being very supportive
and have sfaff representation at our monthly board meetings,

We are writing to congratulate you and your government for recently announcing the go ahead of
the Evergrecn Line to Coquitlam Centre. We hope that this project can move ahead sooner

than 2014, as we recognize that this would be an excellent job creator for our area and would be
very helpful during the projected difficult times ahead.

Although we are in favour of the extension of the SkyTrain Line, we are concerned regarding the
impact of the construction and the placement of the Evergreen Line along North Road.

We are well aware of the impact that the construction of the Canada Line had for the businesses
along Cambie. North Road businesses also experienced the problemns of construction of the
Millennium line aJong North Road in 2001, We also cxperienced the impact that well planned
construction can have. During the construction of the Millennium Line, there were significant
negative impact on businesses and traffic along the North Road corridor until Kiewet
Construction took over, Kiewet Construction took a co-operative approach with businesses and
residents, and most of the previous problems were alleviated.

Given our experience, we are requesting that our assouiation be given the upportunity to
participate in the planning of the Evergreen Line. Members of our board of directors were
actively involved in discussions with Translink which led to the decision regarding the
Evergreen Skytrain Line, and we wish to continue this involvement.

North Road Business Assoclation, c/o Carlsen 8z Company, 9912 Lougheed Hwy, Burnaby, ¥3] 1N3
phone: 604 422-8088; facsimile 604 422-8099; email ann@carlseniplaw.ca
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Specifically, we particularly wish to have the opportunity to address the following issues:

» Placement of the Evergreen Line along North Road: Placing the line along the cenfre
of North Road from just north of Lougheed Highway to Como Lake Road will cut the
North Road business district in half, Placement of the line so that it avoids North Read
until Cameron Street has been considered by Translink in the past and, in our opinion,
would alleviate much of the impact to North Road businesses.

e Construction considerations: Unlike Cambie in Vancouver, North Road is a major
transportation corridor which has no parallel roads that offer alternative entry and exit
points from the western boundary of Coquitlam and the eastern boundary of Burnaby. It
is, therefore, essential for all businesses and residents in this area that North Road be kept
open during construction,

« Traffic considerations after construction: As mentioned above, North Road is a major
transportation corridor, and any planned placement of the Evergreen Line should not
reduce the ability of traffic to flow along North Road.

» Enhancements after completion: No matter how well planned the construction and
placement of the Evergreen Line is, there will likely be major negative impacts on the
businesses and residents along North Road, We, therefore, wish for the opportunity to
discuss projects that could ameliorate these impacts, including the "beautifying” of North
Road, and providing upgrades to North Road and traffic control along North Road. North
Road has a long and important history. Built in 1859, it was the first road built in the
greater Vancouver area; it was designed to provide the government quick cgress from the
then capital of BC (New Westminster) to Burrard Inlet in the case of a foreign invasion.
On becoming an official B.LA., we plan to develop a transportation theme along North
Road, celebrating the history of North Road from 1859 to the present, including the
SkyTrain. We are hoping that the Provincial Government and Translink will partner with
us on this exciting opportunity as part of the construction of the Evergreen Line.

Representatives from our Board of Directors would be pleased to meet with whomever to discuss
this situation further if considered necessary.,

Yours truly,
North,Road Business Association

ey .

Ann Carlsen
President

¢C. Kevin Falcon,
Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure
Thomas Prendetgast,
CEQ, Translink

North Road Business Association, ¢/o Carisen 8 Company, 9912 Lougheed Hwy, Burnaby, V3] 1N3
phone: 604 422-8088; facsimile 604 422-8099; email ann@carlseniplaw.ca
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Underwoad, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Falcon.MILA, Kevin <Kevin.IFalcon. MLA@leg.be.ca>
Sent: Monday, April 21, 2008 10:05 AM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subjeet: 166716 'W: Web site feedback email

From: webmaster@kevinfalconmia.bc.ca [mailto:webmaster@kevinfalconmla.be.ca)
Sent; None

To: Falcon.MLA, Kevin

Subject: Web site feedback email

Reply-To: wehmaster@kevinfalconmia.bc.ca

Message-Id: <20080418230023.72C8E2028A70@mla.governmentcadcus. be.ca>

Date: Fri, 18 Apr 2008 16:00:23 -0700 (PDT)

Return-Path: nobody@mila.governmentcaucus.be.ca

X-QriginalArrivalTime: 18 Apr 2008 23:00:23.0982 (UTC) FILETIME=[FC0474E0:01C8BA1AY]

requiredfirstname: $.22
requiredlastname:
requiredemail: 5.22

requiredpostalcode; 5.22
comments: | just wanted to ask if the evergreen line will share the tracks with the millenntum line from lougheed to vecc

clark? 1just den\'t understand why you would make everone get off the train at lougheed and wait on an already
overcrowd platform for an already overcrowded millennium line train.

You will have people panicing, pushing shoving to get on or off the trains if the evergreen line were to just stop at
lougheed.

Oh another thing, why doesn\'t translink have a policy of 1 passenger ane seat? If you really want people to get out of
their cars and onto tansit everyone needs a seat plus it\'s safer and the trains will get to where their going faster.

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRANEX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Friday, February 29, 2008 2:22 PM
To: s.22

Subject: 163960 — Evergreen Line

5.22

1635960 — Evergreen Line
Dear 5.22
Thank you for your e-mail of January 15, 2008, regarding your comments about the Evergreen Line.

As you may have heard, there have been same announcements about the Evergreen Line since you wrote. | think you'll
pleased to know that the updated business plan for the Evergreen Line supports the use of Advanced Light Rapid Transit
(ALRT), a SkyTrain-like technology, just as you suggested. The provincial government has now taken this plan to the
federal government so we can work with them on their portion of funding.

I was glad to receive your comments about the possible routes for the line. TransLink and | have asked the local mayors
to provide their thoughts about the routes, and we’ll make a final decision in the spring. With the ALRT approach, the
northwest route would be slightly different than previously described — it would travel adjacent to the Canadian Pacific

rail line through Port Moody.

The Evergreen Line is an important part of this government’s commitment to fighting congestion and reducing
greenhouse gas emissions. | look forward to providing travellers in the Lower Mainland with new and better choices far

transportation in the vears to come.

If you'd like to find out more about our government’s plans to improve transit in the Lower Mainland, and British
Columbia in general, you may wish to visit the web site at http://www.th.gov.hc.ca/Transit_Plan/index.htmi.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

From:s.22

Sent: Tuesday, January 15, 2008 12:13 PM
To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: Evergreen What do you think?

Dear Public and all who care,
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The annauncement made by our Premier has some great news and some big questions, The good news the Evergreen
line will be funded , the big question what route and technology? The famous Evergreen line will now be the topic of
many a water cooler for the next few weels in the Tri city area .

As it stands on paper right now the route is to go from lougheed station parking (ot up a few blocks along Narth Road
, but from here it disappears into an underground tunnel for over 2km under all the people in Burcoquitlam whom said
they need a line. It then reappears at the bottom of Clarke rd and the Barnet hwy to run down the middle of St.John's st.
,» which will need to be completely redone {widened by two lanes, sidewalks narrowed and street parking removed).
After exiting Port Moody at loco rd. it would continue down the Barnet hwy to Lansdowne at ground level but before
Johnson rd it then goes underground again under the intersection to a below grade station at Cogquitlam bus loop,
staying under ground it would shoot up Pinetree blvd, becoming ground level again around Save on foods until

terminating at Douglas Coll.

Now to me and many (almost all ) | have discussed this with are dumfounded at the fact this route was picked based |
on density and ridership . Study the route described above closely, underground far 2km [no stations), St.John's has
little to offer in terms of people and riders, the Barnet hwy has no people living on it, So hasically all ridership and
density come from the Coquitlam bus foop. Translink has a newer mandate to develop around their stations for infused
revenues, but along this route , untess a new underground building is suggested there is nowhere ta build any type of
condos or housing aloang this route,

Now imagine if you will the above is build and running almost all people getting on board would be at Cogquitlam
station, afready a traffic nightmare, the cars would control most lights and intersections through 5t. John's, again
already bad for traffic and no parking in Port Moody. Finally dropping all of these riders on the lougheed station
platform hoping to squeeze into an already overflowing skytrain line {during rush hour right now you wait for at least 1-
train) . Keep in mind along this route there would be no park and ride except and Coguitlam stn.

Now that the funding is almost in place it is time for Translink to take a really close look at the bad decisions mad over
the years. The original idea was to take the skytrain line down lougheed hwy from Braid station to Coguitlam station
and Douglass col, Port Moody council and mayor supported this idea so did many others, hut because it was expensive
and against the Liveable Region plan of the then GVRD {metro now) the mayors (directors of Translink at the time)
thought it would be easier to get funding if they followed the now outdated LRP and changed to a less expensive
technolegy. In doing so have sacrificed speed and efficiency just to get the funding with out rocking the boat. So we are
not getting a rapid transit line at all we are getting a glorified rapid bus system at an astronomical cost. it makes so
much more sense to use the skytrain technolagy for speed and efficiency and a route that does not involve boring twin
tunnels in questionable ground with an undetermined cost factor.

We must stand up and shout Skytrain is what we deserve and along Lougheed hwy is the best selution for future
growth. There are several areas along Lougheed for deveiopment and park and rides , Look at a map Cape horn, Pitt
River rd, Westwood and Chilko, Dewdney Trunk, all of these are great park and ride locations and also areas for

development,

Please contact your Mayor, Council, MLA and MP's , tell them what you think . Now is the time to your voice heard .
Thank you 5.22

s.22 Coquitlam
5.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Friday, March 13, 2009 3:56 PM
To: 5.22

Subject: 175989 - Evergreen Line

5.22

175989 - Evergreen Line

Dear $.22

Thank you for your e-mail of December 9, 2008, regarding the Evergreen Line project. Please accept my apologies for
the lateness of my reply. Please accept my apologies for the fateness of my reply.

| agree that investing in infrastructure is a valuable way of stimulating our econamy, and | am as eager as anyone to see
the line built and operational. The provinciat government has committed $410 million to the Evergreen Line project and
Transtink has committed $400 million. As you may have heard, the Premier and Prime Minister Stephen Harper
recently had the pleasure of announcing a $350 million contribution from the federal government, bringing the total
federal support for this project to 5417 million.

The Evargreen Line praject is on track for completion in 2014 and we anticipate construction will begin in 2010, Our
project office in Coquitlam is now open, and project staff are pleased to meet with members of the public to discuss our
progress further. The office is located at 2900 Barnet Highway and is open weekdays from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Alternately, you can contact the office at 604 927-4452 or info@evergreenline.gov.bc.ca. As we move through the
development and construction phases of the project we will continue to hold public consultation sessions, in which |

hope you will take part.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.
Best regards,
Kevin Falcon

Minister

From:s.22

Sent; Tuesday, December 09, 2008 11:21 PM
Ta: Falcon.MLA, Kevin

Subject: Evergreen Line...

Hi Minister Falcon,
lust wondering when the Evergreen Line proiect is going to start?

I have read that the government is thinking of ramping up infrastructure spending te help alleviate the hurt from the
global downturn...I assume the Evergreen line would be a good fit for this spending. Construction costs must be falling

{gas, labour, etc.).
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P08 Pebruary 1

Premior Gordon Campbell
Provines of Briish Colinbia
West Annex

Pagiamem Buildings
Yictoria, B VRV 1A4

Dear Premier Campbell:

Subjeet: Everpreen Line Announcement

On Behalf of Burnaby City Council, [an writing to request anl inclusive, open consultation
with all affected Lower Mainland municipabitles regarding the proposed “Evergreen Line™
e proposayd extension of rapid gansit from Bumaby throuyh 16 the northeast seetor ot e
Lower Maindgnd, As Jong-time supporiers of e pecessity w build this L Burnahy Clty
Counci] was dismaved at the rceent anpouneement by the Provinee releasing the business
case for the Line and eonfivming Advanced E_.-ig,ht Rapid Transit (ALRT ov SkyTrain) as the

repommendod technoloyy,

Ax there hed been no prior infopmation provided io aifected municipalities, other than the
Teiecitiey ol Coguitlar, Port Coquitlam and Port Moody, regarding a decision on thiy
matier, the muouscoment Canic 2y a prear surprise. The Jocal govermments of Burnaby.
Nuew Westrdnster, Maple Ridue, Pl Meadows wund Belearra have an obviows interese in the
fmpiet e “Pvergreen Ling” awill have on future tramsportation plans for their communities
and, ;ha:'r:!"s_\.rc_. should have been given the eourtesy of fnelugion in the deeisiof progess.

kg, VT OMT Pl o b




Latror i Promber Camphed!
26008 Febeuary £
Page 2

The Cily of Burnaby has asked its stail to_provide us with o review of the case sty that
was announced by the Trapsportation Mivistry Tast week and the one that had previously
been considered by Translink. The 45 day period for feedback gives very Hitle ame to
have any meaningful consubtaton; however we ask the input provided by all lower
mainiand monicipabitics be given serous consideration in working towards an effective
fransportation system now and e e tirough the northeast sector off Metro
W ancOuyer. ' '

Yoaur consideration of our request is inportant and appreviated.

Yours truly,

— T
%j_ £ N
SRl iy D
- Derk R L‘orrig_unj?

MAYOR
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September 8, 2008

Bill Siksay, MP Reference: 167537
Burnaby-Douglas Your File:  J08-6002438
4506 Dawson Street

Rurnaby BC VSC 4Cl

Dear MP Siksay:
Re:  City of Burnaby and the Evergreen Linc

Thank you for your letter of May 9, 2008, and enclosures, sharing the City of Burnaby’s
concerns with respect to the Evergreen Line. Pleasc accept my apologies for the lateness of my

reply.

Mayor Corrigan has already contacted both myself and the Premier and supplied us with copies
of the city council report you included with your letter. Asl mentioned to him in my response,
the technical work undertaken in support of the Bvergreen Line business case was prepared by
a number of independent expert consultants, experienced in ridership modelling, cost cstimales
and cost-bencfit analysis. In many cases, these same experts provided input into the earlier
LRT project definition. The outcome of their assessment showed that ALRT technology is the
best option for a number of reasons. An ALRT service will be faster and more reliable than
LRT. It will have greater capacity and safcty. It will integrate better with existing SkyTrain
lines and cause less tratfic disruption. Togcther, these factors mean ALRT is going to provide
a greater incentive to get people out of their cars and onto transit. Neither the provincial
government nor TransLiok intend to revisit the decision on project technology.

Tt’s important to remember that in addition to rapid transit lines like the Evergreen Iine,

the transit expansion will include over 1000 new clean-technology buses in Metro Vancouver,
doubling the size of the flect in the region. The Provincial Transit Plan shares many of the
goals mentioned in your letter and the enclosed report, including improving access to transit;
encouraging urban growth and planning that works in concerl with transit services; reducing
grecnhouse gas emissions; and decreasing the reliance on cars for personal usc tips,

while strengthening trade and improving the movement of goods through the province.

These are all important objectives which will benefit the region, and the province as a whole.

2

Ministry of Transportation Office of the Minister Matling Address:
Tarliament Buildings
Victoria BC VBV 1X4

and Infrastructure
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With respect to your concerns about the Cameron Street transit station, 1 am pleased fo see you
have copied Dale Parker, the Chair of TransLink’s Board of Directors, so that he is informed of
your concerns regarding this particular station. The process of confirming the number and
iocation of stations and the detailed project alignment will begin shortly. This process will
include consultation with reievant stakeholders, including municipalities, residents, community
groups, and the business copunun iy.

Thank you again for taking the time to write,
Sincerely,

Original Signed By:

Kevin Falcon

Minister

Copy to: Dale Parker, Board Chair
TransLink
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BiILL SIKSAY, MP
Burnaby-Douglas

BURNABY PLEASE REPLY TO BURNABY
May 9, 2008 QUOTE FILE: J08-68002438

Honourable Kevin Falcon, MLA B Ak A

e TR
Minister of Transportation NLTO;LZSEU?']
PO Box 9055, STN PROV GOVT M 8
Victoria, BC  V8W 9E2

: .D!QAFT REPLY &YI m FILE DJ

Dear Mr Falcon,

I am writing with regard to concerns raised by the City of Burnaby about the Evergreen
Line Rapid Transit Project business case. | enclose a copy of a letter | have received
from the Mayor and Council on this issue for your immediate attention.

| would ask that you provide me with a detailed response to the concerns raised by the
City of Burnaby about this business case. | am extremely concerned about the potential
loss of a transit station at Cameron Street on the proposed Evergreen Line. 1
understand that this station has been removed from TransLink's latest plans for the
Evergreen Line, although it was included in earlier plans, In an attempt to move
towards more sustainable and environmentally sound development choices, the City of
Burnaby has alrsady made several development decisions focused on building new
housing near transit stations. The originally proposed Cameron station is one such area
and is therefore a key station for the City and the Burnaby community.

[ understand that TransLink will be undertaking public consultations about the stations.

| would therefore ask that these consultations include the Cameron Street transit station
in any proposals presented for discussion, with the appropriate costing, so that the
public can make fully informed comments about all the potential stations. | would also
ask that you indicate the process that will be used to constilt fully with the municipalities
on the issues raised by the City of Burnaby before any final decisions are made on this

husiness case.

42
parliament Hill Office: il & Community Office:
gouse of Commeons E-mail: Siksay B@pari.gc.ca 4506 Dawson Strest

ttawa, ON K1A 0AG il Burnaby, BC V5C 4C1
Tel: 613-996-5597 waw billsiksay.ca Tel: 604-291-8863
Fax: 613-992-5501 A . Fax. 604-666-0727
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L
| look forward to your early reply on this important matter.

Sincerely yours,

Fou b

Bill Siksay, MP
Burnaby-Douglas

co Dale Parker, TransLink Board Chair

Enclosure
WLS:jel
CERISCEP 232
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CITY OF BURNABY
QOFFICE OF THE MAYOR

IDERCK R. CORRIGAN
MAYOR

2008 March 20 File: 90300-20 i

M, Bill Siksay i
MP, Burnaby-Douglas ' ’
4506 Dawson Strest

Burnaby, BC V5C 4Cl

Dear Mr Siksay:

Subject: Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Busincss Case

Burnaby City Council, at its 2008 March 17™ mecting, received a report from our Director
Planning and Building providing information on the recently announced Evergreen Line Rapid

Transit business case.

As you will see from the information in the staff report a number of concemns have been
-dentificd with the business case, including the figures used to determine the preference for
ALRT over LRT technology, the potential loss of Cameron Station from an ALRT line, projecied
funding shortfalls, and the lack of local government participation in the anticipated P3 approach.
In light of these concerns Burnaby Couneil adopted a number of recommendations from staff
such as requesting the Province to undertake further evaluation of the business case, reconsider
the advisability of P3 funding and pursue further consultation with local governments, A
recommendation that Burnaby Couneil affirm its support for the Northwest corridor as the
preferred route for the Evergreen Rapid Transit Line was supported by all members of Council,

We hope that you wiil join us in making the Provincial government aware of our concerns and
provide your support on this matter. Enclosed is a copy of our staff rcport for your in formation.

Very truly yours,

Derek R. Corrigag,
MAYOR

4949 Canada Way, Burnaby, Beitish Colizmbia, V5G IM2 Phone 604-294-7340 Fax 604-294-7724 mayorcorrigan{@dty.burnaby.be.ca
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COUNCIL REPORT

TO: CITY MANAGER DATE: 2008 March 12
i

FROM: DIRECTOR PLANNING & BUILDING FILE: PL 90300 - 20 !
. Ref: ALRT - Evergreen Ling i

. |
SUBJECT: EVERGREEN LINE RAPID TRANSIT PROJECT BUSINESS CASE 1
i

PURPOSE: To advise Council on the “Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case”
recently announced by the Province and TransLink.

RECOMMENDATIONS: " |

1. THAT Council request the Province and TransLink to undertake an evaluation of
the Business Case for LRT technology for the Northwest Corridor, taking into
account the concerns and questions raised in this report with regard to Business
Case 2008 ALRT assumptions on service speed, ridership, operating and capita)
costs, inter-operability and community service, while retaining proposed funding
commitments for the Northeast Sector rapid transit service.

2. THAT Council affirm its support for the Northwest Corridor as the preferred
route for the Evergreen Rapid Transit Line, and request a Provincial and
TransLink commitment to adhere to the conditions for Lougheed Town Centre as
outlined in Section 4.0 of this report.

3. THAT Council request the Province and TransLink to re-consider the advisability
of the anticipated P3 funding approach given issues raised with regard to public
accountability and {ransparency, transfer of reverue shortfalls to the public, and
certainty of system integration with local communities.

4. THAT the Province and TransLink be requested to undertake further
consultations with affected municipalities once the revised Business Plan has been

prepared,

5. THAT a copy of this report be forwarded to Hon, K. Falcon, Minister of
Transportation, Province of BC; L. Blain, Chief Executive Officer, Partnerships
BC.; D. Parker, Chair, Board of Directors, TransLink, F. Cummings, Vice-
President, Construction, TransLink and to Burnaby MP’s and MLA’s.

6. THAT a copy of this report be forwarded to the Mayors of the Northeast Sector
Municipalities and to the Transportation Committee of Council.
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To: City Manager o
From.: Director Planning and Building Co
: . |

Re: Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case i i
OUE MAFCh 12 oooreeveeessems s emmsssism s Page 2 ‘ |
REPORT i

1.0 SUMMARY |
|

On 2008 Fehruary 1, the Province and TransLink released the “Evergreen Line Rapid Transit
Project — Business Case” (Business Case 2008). This document reflects discussions between
TransLink and the Province over the past few months on the previous business case submitted by
TransLink in 2007 October to the Province and the Federal government. Entitled “The Case for
the Evergreen Line”, this business case (Business Case 2007) was based on the preliminary
design for LRT using the Northwest corridor which was developed in consultation with the
affected municipalities of Burnaby, Port Moody, Coquitlam and Port Coquitlam.

The 2008 February 01 Provincial announcement is not a commitment to begin design ot
construction, for the Evergreen Line, but rather 18 an announcement that this Business Case has
been completed. The document sets out tho rationate for the choice of rapid transit technology
and corridor options. The Province also announced that it will increase its financial commitment
from $170M to $400M, and will use this business case 10 seck matching funding from the ;
Federal government. T he announcement also set 2 45 day consultation petied prior to 2 final |

decision on the routing of the Evergreen Line.

Business Casc 2008 represents a significant departurc from Business Case 2007 in adopting
ALRT (Advanced Light Rapid Transit) as the preferred rapid transit technology - SkyTratn or a
comparable technology. However, ag the announcement staies that the Province’s decision has
been made on ALRT for the Evergreen Line, the consultation peried 18 intended by TransLink
and the Ministry of Transportation to be used to make a final decision on routing only. Release
of Business Case 2008 initiates a consultation period of 45 days (by 2008 March 17) for area
mayors to provide feedback. On 2008 March 10, the Councils of the City of Coguitlam and the
City of Port Coquitlam considered staff reports/presentations on Business Case 2008 and have
supported the Northwest Corridor as the preferred corridor for the Evergreen Line.

Recognizing that the conclusions in Business Case 2008 regarding rapid transit technology and !
the route for the Evergreen Line are significantly different from those of the Business Case 2007 t
(approved by the former TransLink Board) and the previous technical studics of rapid transit to l{
the NE Sector, Council, on 2008 February 04, requested staff to prepare a report on the new i
Business Case for the Evergreen Line as compared fo proposals that had previously been put I

forward for the Evergreen Line. :

This report provides 2 comparison of this business case (Business Case 2008) and the previous
husiness case produced by TransLink (Business Case 2007) with respect to technology, corridor, |
funding and procurement. The report also presents the results of a staff review of the l
assumptions and resulting ridership figures presented in Business Case 2008 used to suppost the l
selection of ALRT technology, provides an assessment of the preferred route for rapid transit r
service to the Northeast sector and provides staff views on the assumptions and validity of the :

basic conclusions of Business Case 2008.

Page 44 of 228 TRA-2015-502£7



To: City Manager !
From: Director Planning and Building |
_Re: Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case !
VGOS8 March 12 oo ceesis st Page 3 S

Key findings in this staff report include:

. Business Case 2008 concludes that ALRT is the preferred technology primarily due fo its
higher ridership, better service to transit riders and the capability for system integration
with the Millennium Line. However ridership estimates appear to exaggerate the case for
ALRT by overestimating ALRT ridership and underestimating LRT ridership and also
assume that a fully integrated system - interoperable with ALRT (and not LRT) - will _
increase ridership by eliminating the inconvenience and delay for riders transferring from o
one line to another. While interoperability is possible, the ridership estimates for ALRT
assume increased ridership from system integration for ALRT alone (not for LRT) and
don’t adequately account for the potential difficulties associated with integrating the
Evergreen and Millennium Lines. |

. For Burnaby, the choice of ALRT as the preferred technology would also mean the loss
of the Clameron Station and the noise and visual intrusion associated with an elevated
guideway in the median of North Road. LRT with the inclusion of a Cameron Station
would provide better service to the comunity in the Lougheed Town Centre area.

. The evaluation of the two corridors in the Business Case notes the Northwest Corridor as
superior to the Southeast Corridor on almosi every account including ridership,
cost/benefit, development potential and ease of implementation. Although the Northwest
Corridor is clearly the superior route for rapid iransit the Business Case reports that the
Northwest Corridor as having “slight technical advantages” over the Southwest Corridor.

. Burnaby Council has consistently supported the Northwest alignment for rapid transit to
ihe Northeast Sector. However, recognizing the potential impacts of a rapid fransit
alignment along North Road, the City has set a number of conditions which continue to
be appropriate requirements to guide the plapning and construction of rapid transit
through Lougheed Town Centre.

. The capital cost for LRT in the Northwest Corridor has increased from $970M in the
business case for LRT to $1.25B in Business Case 2008 in the short period  since the
publication of Business Case 2007. This LRT cost estimate is important as it is used to
make the case for LRT being almost as expensive as ALRT at $1.4B. As Business Case
2008 does not provide an explanation for this increase it is difficult to support the :
contention that ALRT is superior from a benefit cost perspective. |

. Based on current funding commitments of 5400M from TransLink and $400M from the
Province, the current funding shortfall for the Evergreen Line using ALRT has increased
to $533M which is greater today than the $400M it was 16 months ago for LRT. Business
Case 2008 suggests that the $533M funding shortfall will be addressed through a $343M
contribution from the federal government. Making up the difference will also require a
further commitment of $180M from TransLink and $10M from the Province. Business
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To! City Manager _ Co
From: Director Planning and Building i
Re:  Evergreen Line Rapid 1 vansit Praject Business Case
2008 March 12 Page 4

Case 2008 suggests that this increase could come from the additional fare revenue that
would be generated by an ALRT Line. :

. By suggesting fare revenue as a source of TransLink funding, Business Case 2008 4
implies that this funding could come 10 TransLink through a Public Private Partnership
Concessionaire arrangement similar to that of the Canada Line, The other factors leading |
towards a P3 approach to procuremont of the Evergreen Line are the involvement of 1
Partnerships BC in developing Business Case 2008 and the likelihood of the federal |
contribution being largely derived from federal partnerships funding. !

. The experience with the Canada Line has shown that this type of procurement raises a |
surber of issues for municipalities and the public including transparency; the absence of |
municipal involvement in the procurement process and the lack of municipal and general

i
public input into the final product. |

. Should the proposed funding commitments of $410M from the Province, $410M from |
the Federal Government, and $400M from TransLink be obtained, it would be sufficient i
to fund the Evergreen LRT line, without the additional funding or debt from TransLink.

In response to these concerns, issues, questions and observations, this repott recommends that:

. the Province and TransLink undertake to re-evaluate the choice of technology and
prepare a business case of LRT technology for the Evergreen Line based on the concems
and questions raised in this report with regard to service speed, ridership estimates,
operating and capital costs, inter-operability, community service and other factors while

retaining the proposed funding commitments for the northeast sector rapid transit service;

J Council support rapid transit in the Northwest Corridor, and request Provincial/TransLink
commitment to adhere to these conditions, as outlined in this report;
. the Province to re-consider the advisability of the anticipated P3 funding approach given

issues raised with regard to public accountability and fransparency, transfer revenue
shortfalls to the public, and certainty of system integration with local coromunitics; and

. that the Province and TransLink be requested to undertake forther consultations with
affected municipalities once the revised business plan has been prepared.

2.0 RAPID TRANSIT TECHNOLOGY CHOICE
2.1  Business Case 2008 Conclusions on Technology

Business Case 2008 concludes that Advanced Light Rapid Transit (ALRT or SkyTrain-type
technology) is the “clearly preferred technology”. The change in rapid transit technology from
LRT (Light Rail Transit) to ALRT (Advanced Light Rail Transit) is the most striking conclusion
of Business Case 2008.

ALRT in this case refers to a particular class of rail transit which is automated (driverless) and
therefore must be fully sepatated from traffic generally either on an elevated or underground
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To: City Manager

_ From: Director Plaming and Building : 'i
Re:  Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case |
2008 March 12 co e s Page 5

guideway, As three vehicle manufacturers are currently able to supply “SkyTrain-like” vehicles, ;
Rusiness Case 2008 uses the term ALRT fo refer to a generic class of vehicles of which ]
SkyTrain is only one type. The term SkyTrain refers to vehicles currently manufactured by ;_

Bombardier, |

In accordance with the materials presented in the Business Case 2008, ALRT is viewed as the
preferred technology from the perspective of assumptions and estimates reported in terms of
operating characteristics (particutarly the faster travel time), ridership and system integration,

2.2 Staff Review and Assessment

The following provides a staff assessment of the information and resulting conclusions presented
in Business Case 2008 in terms of the assumptions and base information presented in the
Business Case 2008 in the areas of operating characteristics, ridership and system integration

(interoperability). ‘:

2.2.1 Operating Characteristics

The following Table I compares the assumptions for ALRT and LRT operating
characteristics in Business Case 2008 with those for LRT in Business Case 2007 in
relaiion to service frequency, operating speed, capacity, line distance, stations and total
fravel time.

Table 1 Comparison of ALRT/LRT Operating Characteristics
Business Cases 2007 and 2008

Total Travel Time {min}

While many of the assumptions are the same it both business cases, Business Case 2008
assumes a lower maximum speed for LRT of 60 kph than Business Case 2007 (80 kph).
The total travel time from Coquitlam Town Centre to Lougheced Town Centre for LRT is
23.6 minutes which is almost the same as the travel time of 24 minutes in Business case
2007. However, the estimate put forward for travel time for ALRT in Business Case 2008
ot 12.6 minutes is almost half that of LRT. T he faster travel time is the major factor in
generating predictions of higher ridership for ALRT.
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To: City Manager
From: Director Planning and Building

Re:

As speed is a major factor in developing
the Evergreen Line average speeds forecast in Business Case 2008 werc compared by

staff to average speeds on existing Canadian rapid transit systems as shown

Figure 1

50.0 -
\ A0.0 4

30.0

Average Speod (T0AH)

0.0

00 -

Source of existing rapid

The results of this comparison show that the forecast average
higher than
SkyTrain Lines while the forecast average specd
lower than fhe two existing LRT systems (over 10%
lower than Calgary). This raises a concein about the aceuracy of the differential between !
the two Evergreen Line average speed estimates (SkyTrain versus LRT) contained within

Evergreen Line option is over 20%

Rusiness Case 2008, as it likely skews

Fvergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case
2008 March 12 oy Page 6

Comparison of Forecast
(NW Corridor) Versus Existing Rapid

transit system ridership: Halcrow Group,
Project Definition Phase Final Report on Ridership and Revenue”, January

the forecasted ridership for the two technologies,

in Figure L

Evergreen Line Averagé Speeds ,-
Transit System i

Average Speeds T

|

“RAVP Richmaond/dirportVanceuver Rapid Tyansit
3003, Tables 2.2 and 2.4

speed for the ALRT
that of the existing Expo and Millennium
for the LRT Evergreen Line option is
lower than Edmonton and about 5%

the ridership results.
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To: City Manager
_ From.: Director Planning and Building
Ye:  Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case
2008 March I2 c.ooviiieiieeee e s sisas e st Page 7

22.2  Ridership

The ridership estimates in Business Case 2008 are important because they are used to
make the case that ALRT is a superior technology to LRT. Business Case 2008 attributes
the higher ridership of ALRT to two factors: the operating characteristics of ALRT
(primarily faster service), which makes it more attractive to new transit riders who
previously drove their car or rode the West Coast Bxpress, and to the interoperability of
ALRT which would purport to allow trains on the Evergreen Line to be through routed
along the Millennium Line

Busincss Case 2008 states that ALRT will produce two and a half times the rideship of
Light Rail Transit (LRT) and that ridership of an ALRT line is more consistent with the
ridership goals in the Provincial Transit Plan annourced in 2008 January. Table 2
compares the ridership estimates in Business Case 2007 for LRT and Business Case 2008
for ALRT and LRT in the Northwest Cosridor.

Table 2 Comparison of Evergreen Line
ALRT/LRT Ridership in 2021/2031
Busingss Cases 2007and 2008

Hour

ROZE AN s Enslt
* Boardings refers to the number of fimes a transit rider boards the Evergreen Line

In stafPs review of the ridership estimates, it is noted that the 2021 LRT ridership of 9M ;
hoardings in Business Case 2008 is lower than the 10.7M annual boardings estimated in
Business Case 2007. The ridership estimates in Business Case 2007 were developed
through a forecasting process undertaken by an independent consultant and were based
on established Metro Vancouver regional population and employment estimates. In
response to questions on this issue, Partnership BC offers no explanation for this apparent
underestimation of LRT ridership.

It is important to note, that while the Business Case 2008 estimates of LRT ridership in
2021 seem to be markedly lower than expected, the ridership estimates for ALRT in 2021 :
appear to be higher than would be expected in reference fo established SkyTrain ridership
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To: City Manager

From: Director Planning and Building o
Re:  Evargreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case (
D008 March 12 ...covvveeeossinissinirsssrsissssmipas s i Page 8

benchmarks. Business Case 2008 projects that the annual ridership of the Evergreen Line ;
for ALRT in 2021 will be 22.9M boardings and in 2031 will be 31.8M boardings. I

As a point of comparison, the total annual sumber of boardings on the entire SkyTraini
Systern in 2006 was 15.3M boardings. This means that the Business Case 2008 has
assumed that in 23 years the mimber of riders on the 11 km. Evergreeh Line with 8
stations serving the Northeast Sector cities of Coguitlam Port Moody FPort Coquitlam and
part of Burnaby will be almost as high as the current ridership on the entire 50km
SkyTrain Line with 33 stations and directly serving Vangouver, Burnaby, New
Westminster and Surrey. This clearly raises questions as to whether the Business Case
2008 estimates are realistic or achievable.

As shown in Figure 2, the Bvergreen Line ridership forecasts contained in the Business
Case 2008 were compared fo ridership on existing Canadian rapid transit systenis, To
allow for this comparison between the different systems, the total annual ridesship (in
millions per annum} was divided by the total length of the rapid transit system fo provide
a ratio of annual ridership per kilometre. This same calculation was also performed for
the forecast ridersbip for the Bvergreen Line SkyTrain option and the Bvergreen Line

LRT option.
Figure 2 Gomparison of Forecast Evergreen Line 2021 Ridership

(NW Corridor} Versus Actual Rapid Transit System Ridership

Metro/SkyTraln . | . LRT

T l

3,00 i

3

Bo3 - A

,\'ﬁb&
& #

Sourse of cxisting rapid transit system ridership; Halerow Group, “R4 VP Richmondidirport/¥ancowver Rapid Transit
Project Definition Phase Final Report on Ridership and Revenue®, January 2003, Table 2.3

The results of this analysis show that the forecast armual ridership per kilometer for the
SkyTrain Evergreen Line option is over 30% higher than that of the existing Expo '@
SkyTrain Line while the forecast annual ridership per kilometer for the LRT Evergreen :
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To: City Manager !
_ From: Direclor Planning and Building . !

Yer  Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case _ !
FO08 MAFCh 12 1ovvevseeeeseerssmssisesescermmsssmrs s Page 9 |

Line option is lower than the two existing LRT systems (over 40% lower than Calgary 1
and about 9% lower than Edmonton). This raises a concern about the accuracy of the i
differential between the two Evergreen Line ridership cstimates (ALRT versus LRT) '-
contained within Business Case 2008. |

If the ridership estimates for ALRT reflected actual ridership on comparable systems like |
the Expo Line, the 2021 annual ridership for ALRT would be 17.5M boardings instead of :
the 22.9M boardings forecasted using the transportation model. Similatly, the 2021 LRT '[
annual ridership if based on actual ridership from the Calgary system would be 13.2M |
instead of the 9M estimated in Business Case 2008, Based on ridership of existing rapid |
transit systems, the ridership of LRT would be more comparable to that of ALRT than 18
presented in Business Case 2008.

The higher than expected ridership for ALRT may be partly due to the overestimation of |
auto users and West Coast Express riders atiracted to the Evergreen Line. As shown n
Table 3, the Business Case 2008 purpotts that significantly more ncw riders are attracted

to ALRT from the auto modes than are attracted to LRT.

Table 3 Auto and West Coast Express (WCE) Trips

TEL W
Change in WG
Boardings ( 000’s

The ridership model concludes that ALRT in the Northwest Corridor aftracts 2,327,000 ’;
boardings from the West Coast Express while LRT attracts only 416,000 boardings. |
However, in determining the impact upon WCE ridership, the ridership model only takes
into account travel time, and not the iransfor time from one system to the other, It
assumes that WCE siders from the Fraser Valley to Downtown Vancouver will transfer to
the Evergreen and Millennium Lines and those WCE riders from the NE Seector will
switch. Transit uscr Surveys suggest, however, that most WCE users have a stated
preference for the service and would continue to usc WCE even if it was slower than the
Evergreen Line. If a large number of the 2,327,000 WCE riders which are assunied to
switch to ALRT due to its faster travel time stay on the West Coast Express, then ALRT
ridership would be substantially lower than the stated 22.9M boardings in 2021.

The above considerations raise questions about the ALRT ridership estimates in Business
Case 2008 which are based solely on the faster service offered by SkyTrain. Clearly, the
WCE example proves there are other factors which determine an individual’s choice of

i
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travel mode. In Business Casc 2007, LRT was offercd as a more user friendly service ;
with superior customer features including the following: :

» More stations within closer wal king distance to where people live

. Qafer and secure stations with low platforms and visible by neighbours and [
passing vehicles, |

. Stations with easy access from well signed and lit pedestrian routes and with i

traffic signals to permit gafe crossing of roads a

. Stations integratcd into their communities including public improvements |
including improved sidewalks, landscaping

All of these features are fmportant service quality considerations favouring LRT that
Jetermine the attractiveness of a rapid fransit service to the customer, but which arc not
fully considered in the Business Case 2008 where ridership estimates were based on

ravel time alone.

223 Iunteroperability

The othet ridership factor whick Business Case 2008 cites as favouring ALRT over LRT
is that an ALRT Evergreen Line will be fully integrated or interoperable with the
Miltermium and Expo Lines. Thus, it was concluded that with similar technologies,
Bvergreen Line ALRT trains could be routed through to the Millennium Line without the
necessity for a-transfer. According to the Business Case, this through service could only
be provided by an ALRT technology very similar to SkyTrain.

Tt is assumed that interoperability will be possible with ALRT, however, while through-
routing of trains from one line to another is theoretically possible, Business Case 2008 is
not explicit as to how full system integration would be accomplished. Staff would note
that it would be difficult to construct the guideway and track work to permit
interoperability while the Millenninm Line is in operation. In addition, the SkyTrain r
guideway at Lougheed Station was designed and constructed with a sepatate platform as i
o transfer station and pot with a through-routing configuration.

The ALRT ridership estimates in Business Case 2008 assume that a fully integrated
system with ALRT wil} increase ridership by eliminating the inconvenience and delay for
riders transferring from one line to another. While interoperability is possible, staff have
concerns that the Business Case 2008 has not determined the feasibility of
accommodating the through-routing of srains through the Lougheed Station, and as 4
result, the cost of this modification may not be accounted for, while the option is clearly

used to support higher ridership estimates for ALRT over LRT.
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2.3  Summary of Staff Assessment

In summary, while staff have not been provided with the technical work supporting the
conclusions of Business Case 2008, the document makes an argument for the selection of ALRT ,
as the preferred techmology for the Bvergreen Line based primarily on generated higher ridership '
for ALRT and the potential for integrating service on the Evergreen Line and the Millennium
Line. In accepting the Business Case 2008 argument for ATRT, the Province has made senior

government funding (both Provincial and Fedesal) for the Evergreen Line conditional on ALRT.

To support the case for ALRT over LRT, Business Case 2008, using 2 forecasting process that
relies on travel time as the primary determinant, appears {o substantially overestimate ALRT
ridership and underestimate LRT ridership. The analysis of existing systems in this report has
shown that Evergreen Line ALRT ridership estimates in Business Case 2008 are substantially
higher than actual ridership on existing ALRT systems like the Bxpo SkyTrain Line while the
ridership estimates on an Evergreen LRT Line are substantially lower than actual ridership on
existing Canadian LRT systems. Staff also have concerns that Business Case 2008 has not
adequately asscssed the technical and operating issucs of interoperating trains between the
Evergreen and Millennium Lines at Lougheed Station while the option is clearly used to support |
higher ridership estimates for ALRT over LRT.

S p—

In addition, the City of Burnaby and the Northeast Sector cities have supported LRT in the past.
The TransLink Board, on 2004 October 15, in a document entitled The FEssential Elements for
the Northeast Sector Rapid Transit Line endorsed LRT (in the Northwest Corridor) as the
prefetred technology. Business Case 2007, The Case for the Evergreen Line, foomd LRT was not

only more affordable but also fit better within the commuities 1t served and possessed superior
customer features.

The announcement by the Province that their financial support for the Evergreen Line is
conditional on ALRT is based on possible questionable ridership estimates in Busincss Case
2008, It substitutes ALRT, with its higher capital costs and more negative impacts on the
community, for LRT which was demonstrated as a workable, user friendly transit technology for

NE Sector communities.

In response to this assessment, it is recommended that Council request the Province and
TransLink to undertake an evaluation of the Business Case for LRT technology for the
Northwest Corridor, taking into account the concerns and questions raised in this report with
regard to Business Case 2008 ALRT assumptions on service speed, ridership, inter-operability
operating and capital costs and community service.

3.0 CORRIDOR CHOICE

3.1  Business Case 2008 Route Options :

Business Case 2008 reassesses the route options originally identified in the 2004 Northeast ‘
Sector Rapid Transit Alternatives Project (NESRTAP) - the Northwest Corridor and the
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Southeast Corridor. As shown in Figure 1, the Northwest Corridor alignment for LRT is the
same one as identified in the 90% Preliminary Design for the Evergreen LRT Line completed by
TransLink and adopted by the former TransLink Board in Business Case 2007 as the

recommended route.

With the change to ALRT technology, there is also a new alignment in the Northwest Cormridor.
As shown in Figure I, the SkyTrain Line continues to be elevated from Lougheed Station wp
North Road and Clark Road fo the tunnel starting north of Como Lake Road down the Clarke
Road Hill to St. Johns Sireet in Port Moody. At this point however, rather than using St. Johns
Sireet and the Bamet Highway as previously envisioned in 2002, the ALRT line in Business
Clase 2008 runs at-grade on the south side of the CPR tracks (Figure 3 inset Section A-4). This
alignment is reported as being more acceptable to the City of Port Moody.

Figure 3 Northwest Corridor Alignments
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As shown in Figure 4, The Southeast Corridor for ALRT (or LRT) follows the Lougheed
Highway to Pinetree Way in the Coquitlam Town Centre. However, IRT is at-grade in the
median of the highway and ALRT is clovated along the south and west sides of the highway.
From Lougheed Town Centre to Brunette the ALRT alignment runs parallet to the Millennium

Line essentially duplicating this segment.

On the Southeast Corridor, stations were assumed to be at Lougheed Town Centre, Brunette,
King Edward, United Boulevard, Pift River Road, Coquitlam/West Coast Express, Lincoln, and
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Coquitlain City Hail / Douglas College. The station at Pitt River Road would be the closest to
serve any potential development on the Riverview site.

Flgure 4 Southeast Corridor Alignmenis
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3.2 Staff Review of Route Options

Rusiness Case 2008 evaluates both ALRT and LRT in each of the two corridors according to a
sumber of criteria including ridership, development potential, system integration, environment
and stakeholder consultation. The following provides a staff assessment and discussion of the
route options and a general conclusion to support the Northwest Corridor for rapid trapsif
service.

32,1 Corrider Comparison

As ALRT is the only technology option being considered in the Business Case 2008
report, Table 4 corpares the two coradors with ALRT only, however, is is noted that the !
issues and considerations discussed are generally equally applicable to either ALRT of ;
LRT technology.
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Development
Potential

Environmental Assessment
completed for LRT

Shorter sch
Schedule already done on corridar

High reduction in car Trips;

Longer schedula due to EA

edule dus to work
Process and Public consuiation

Curfent land use industrial;

Suited to lower density g
rasidential, |
-;;- r H

The evaluation in Business Case 2008 shows the Northwest Corridor to have a higher
benefit/cost as it attracts higher ridership for the same capital cost as the Southeast

Corridor. Business Case 2008 also recognizes that the Northwest Corridor also has
devetopment potential because

ot Sector OCP’s incorporating
developed for industrial, large

superior bigh-density residential and mixed use

development in the cotridor is supported by Northea
planned densification. The Southeast Corridor has been
format retail (“big box”) and lower-density residential uses. As this development pattern
has not considered rapid transit, ALRT ridership for the f
driven by employment growth than by population gr
concludes that both routes offer significant development potential with the Northwest as

redevelopment and the Southeast as new development.

Tn the case of the Southeast Corridor, Business Case 2008 assumnes that new development
of up to 20,000 people, not currently contemplated in the
municipalities, would oceur &t Riverview and elsewhcre on the atignment including the
Fraser Mills area of Coquitlam, south of Maillardville
does not acknowledge the existing and future high den
Port Moody which would be bypassed by ALRT in the Southeast Cortidor.

The Business Casc 2008 comparison of corridors shown in Table 4 also assesses the two

sreseeable future would be more
owth. Nevertheless, the roport

. However, Business Case 2008
sity town centre developrnent in

OCPs of the NE Sector

corridors on the basis of environment, stakeholder consultation and schedule, It notes that i

the Northwest Corridor is further ahead in these a
Assessment (EA) and stakeholder consultation have already been done for LRT in the
1 the Southeast Corridor. The

Northwest Corridor while neither has been doene for ALRT i
ion is expected to extend the

necessity to undertake an EA process and public consultat

Southeast Corridor schedule by twelve months,

reas as bhoth an Environmental

i
!

i
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3.2.2 Ridership by Corridoy

Tuble § shows the difference in ALRT ridership for the Notthwest and Sountheast |
Corridor. The estitnates show that the 2021 and 2031 ridership of the Northwest Corridor :
is higher (22.9M and 31.8M riders) than the Southeast Corridor (21.IM and 29.5M
riders).  As previously mentioned, staff have reservations with regard to these
projections.

Tahle

AT

5 ALRT Corridor Riders (Millions) !

323 Corridor Distance and Travel Time Comparison

Ag shown in Table 6, the higher ridership on the Northwest Corvidor is largely due to the
shorter distance and travel time. The Northwest Corridor is 1.7 km shorter and the ALRT
travel time is 2.2 minutes faster than ALRT in the Southeast Cotridor. The Southeast
Corridor is markedly less attractive as an ALRT corridor in that it is longer, slower and
atiracts fewer riders.

Table 6 ALRT Corridor
Distance and Travel Time

33  Summary of Staff Corrider Assessment i

In surmmary, based on the Business Case 2008 Corridor Evaluation, the Northwest Corridor is
superior to the Southeast Carridor in almost every respect including ridership, cost/ benefif and
development potential and would be much easier and faster to jmplement as the BA and :
stakeholder consultation has already been done. It is therefore difficult to undesstand the <
following conclusions of Business Case 2008 that the: &

£
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“Northwest corvidor may benefit slightly from technical considerations such as a
shorter anticipated construction schedule and shorter travelling distance and

travel time and from being consistent with community development plans”

“the evaluation shows that there is a strong business case for ALRT along boih
corridors.”

Business Case 2008 does not provide a strong argument for retaining the Southeast Corridor as a
route option for ALRT. From 2 transportation service perspective it is longer, provides slower
service, attracts fewer riders and is inconsistent with both the regional and municipal plans that
have shaped development since the LRSP. Metro Vancouver is currently considering whethet the
selection of the Southeast alignment wonld require an amendment 10 the LRSP and, if it does,
an amendment to the LRSP would require the unenimous approval of afl Metro Vancouver

municipalities.

ALRT in a Southeast Corridor would also have more significant environmental impacts on
watercourses primarily in the Fitt River watershed and the Metro Vancouver Green Zong
(including Riverview). The only advantage of the Southeast corridor cited by Business Case
5008 that it would have fewer noise and visual intrusion impacts on existing developed areas. It
is acknowledged that ALRT in the Southeast Corridor will be less disruptive 10 existing
developments but it will not be as good at directly serving those developments. As it skirts
developed areas rather than being routed through the middle, its stations (except in the
Coquitlam Town Centre) would be less accessible to the existing population of these areas.

From 2002 to 2004, the Northeast Sector Rapid Transit Alternatives Project undertook a
comprehensive review of alternative corridors and technologies for rapid transit to Coquitlam
Town Centre. Following a period of public consultation in the spring and surnmer of 2004, the
TransLink Board, on 2004, October 15 adopted the draft “Egsential Blements” for a Northeast
Sector Rapid Transit Line. Within Burnaby, the Essential Elements alignment was elevated from
Lougheed Town Cenire Station descending to an at-grade alignment north of Austin in the centre
median of North Road to an at-grade station at Cameron Street and continuing at-grade in the _!
middle of North Road. In response to the Resential Elements report, Council, on 2004 October
25, considered a report from staff and approved a recommendation reaffirming “that the
Northwest Corridor is the preferred corridor for the NE Sector Line.”

The City has consistently taken the position that, since the LRSP was adopted in 1995, municipal : .s
and regional development plans and the development that has followed these plans has been
predicated on rapid transit in the Northwest Corridor. Not to provide rapid transit fo serve the
high-density development that has grown up in this corridor (especially in Port Moody) would be
making a choice in favour of serving existing low-density commercial and residential
development in the Southeast Corridor, and speculating on fiture rvetail and high density :
development that may not materialize for decades, Switching to the Southeast Corridor would t
bypass existing high density town centre development in Port Moody Town Centre, which has :
grown strongly since Metro Vancouver and TransLink’s endorsement of the Northwest Corridor.
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Both Coquitlam and Port Coquitlam Council’s endorsed the Northwest Corridor at their meetings
of 2008 March 10.

As such, based on these considerations, it is recommended that Council affirm its support for the |
Northwest Corridor as the preferred route for the Evergreen Rapid Transit Line.

4.0 LOUGHEED TOWN CENTRE CONSIDERATIONS

The Province’s choice of ALRT technology in the Northwest Corridor has significant !
implications for Burnaby, In particular, it would likely result in the absence of a Cameron 5
Station that has been previously planned and accounted for by the City in recent development
approvals at North Road and Cameron, and which was included by TransLink {as an LRT
station) in Business Case 2007. Business Case 2008 is silent on fhe presence or absence of a
Cameron Station but further information on station locations provided by Partnerships BC
indicates that a Cameron Station is not included as one of the eight ALRT stations on the

Northwest Corridor.

The likely loss of this station would not only limit the development stimulus of rapid transit in .
the north part of the Lougheed Town Centre but also mean inferior service for transit riders in
the north part of the Lougheed Town Centre and in the Suilivan Heights area of Bumaby. The
nearest station to serve this area would be at Burquitlam or Lougheed necessitating much longer
walking distances.

Although the Province has announced its direction for the change from LRT to ALRT
technology, the Burnaby “Essential Elements” position that Council approved on 2004 October
25 continues to be appropriate to guide the planning and construction of rapid transit in the
Northwest Corridor. Council support for the Northwest Comidor for rapid transit should be based
on a recommended request for a commitment from the Province to the following conditions:

. Access Agreement: that the agencies (public or private) responsible for implementing
the Evergreen Line enter into an agreement with the City of Burnaby to provide a clear
definition of the responsibilities of the partics to the agreement, the agreed preliminary
design of the project and the regulatory process and cost sharing of the various aspects of

the project.
. Alignment: a centre median alignment on North Road to mitigate noise and visual
impacts.
. Land Use System Integration: that the project will be constructed to enhance the !

communities it serves and that the alignments and stations fit with community scale and
planning objectives, |

. Protection for Future Redevelopment Proposals: The design of the elevated guideway
approaching Lougheed Town Centre station must leave buildable development parcels
within this portion of the Lougheed Town Centre.
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. Grade Separation of the Intersection of North Road/Austin Road: An elevated
crossing of the intersection is required to maintain traffic capacity at this major
intersection.

e North Road Capacity - North Road has a capacity for six travel Janes from Lougheed
Highway to Clarke Road. This capacity must be maintained to accommodate traffic

demands in the growing Lougheed Town Centre.

. Replacement of Infrastructure and Utilities — the principle of like for like replacement
of infrastructure and utilities will apply to the construction of the Evergreen Line. This
will ensure that the agencies implementing the project replace what was there prior to
construction with an equivalent item if relocation or replacement was required.

» Guideway Columns on North Road: design of the guideway columns must allow for
the future upgrading of North Road travel lanes to minimum Translink Major Road

Network (MRN) standards.

U Lougheed Mall Access - the existing northbound left turm lane from North Road 1into
Lougheed Mall must be maintained.

. Include a Cameron Station — A Cameron Strect Station would access the northern half
of the Lougheed Town Centre area, “The north part of the town cenire has considerable
development potential, much of which will not be within walking distance of the -
Lougheed Town Centre Station. A Camcron Station would be similar o the Gilmore
Station on the Millennium Line which provides access to the westem part of the
Brentwood Town Centre and has attracted considerable development.

As a comparatively high-Jevel document, the Business Case 2008 does not provide sufficient
detail for staff to assess whether the above design parameters for ALRT tn the Northwest
comidor are recognized. If the Northwest Corridor is approved after the 45 day consultation
period, then a Preliminary Design process would follow which would establish the alignment and

stations. However, as Business Case 2008 favours some form of Public Private Partnership
approach, it will be of greater urgency to ensure that these requirements are reflected in any

future agreement with a private contractor.

50 COSTS AND FUNDING
51 Capital and Operating Costs

The capital cost estimate for LRT in the Northwest Corridor provided in Business Case 2008, as
shown in Table 8, has increased from $970M {Business Case 2007) to $1.25B - a 44% increase
in the 16 months since the publication of Business Case 2007. Both estimates are based on the
60% Preliminary Design for LRT done by TransLink which envisioned a line 11.2 kilometres

long, with 12 stations.

Page 60 of 228 TRA-2015-50247



To: City Manager
From: Director Planning and Building

te: Fvergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case i
2008 March 12 .o i reascarsecorimi e e Page 19
Table 8 ALRT and LRT Cost Comparison

Evergreen Line

ElGtenan et Cos

Operating cost per i T ~ !
passenger (2021) 0.45 1.7 i

* Business Case 2007 costs in 2007 dollars

As the capital cost of ALRT is $1.4B ($150M more than LRT), this LRT cost estimate is
important as it is used to make the case for LRT being almost as expensive as ALRT. Business
Case 2008 offers no explanation for the increase in the LRT estimate, but responsc to staff
inquiries has indicated that these capital costs estimates may reflect the cost escalation over the
later construction start for the line of 2011 with completion in 2014 (in 2008 dollars). The LRT
costs in Business Case 2007 were based on a 2008 start of construction.

The annual Operating and Maintenance cost of LRT is reported to be $15.3M, This is over 50%
higher than ALRT estimate of $102M and cven higher on a per passenger basis as LRT
supposedly attracts fewer riders. An adequate cxplanation or accounting of this significant
difference is not provided in the Business Case 2008.

52  Funding

As shown in Table 9 the capital cost of the Evergreen Line is reported as having risen from
$970M using LRT technology to $1.4B with ALRT. To address the cost difference, the Province
has increased its financial commitment by $230M (from the previous $170M) to the new $400 M
while TransLink maintains its previous commitment of $400M to the Evergreen Line.

Based on current funding commitments of $400M from TransLink and $400M from the Province
(as noted in the announcement), the current funding shortfall for the Evergreen Line has
increased to $533M. (with the recent Federal Budget announcement of $67M) but the funding
short-fall is greater today for ALRT than the $400M shertfall for LRT noted in Business Case
2007. As such, this increased Provincial funding commitment does not cover the reported
increase in the LRT cost to $1.25B nor the higher cost of ALRT at $1.4B in the Northwest

Corridor.

Business Case 2008 suggests that the $533M funding shortfall will be addressed through a :
contribution from the Federal Government and an incrcased commitment from TransLink as ;

follows:
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¢ Federal Government — a commitment of $410M to match the Province’s new

coramitment of $410M. The Province would have to commit an additional $10M to bring
its commitment to $410M.

As previously noted, the 2008 Federal Budget committed 367M to the Evergreen Line
from the $500M allocated to support capital investments in public transit. However the
government has not indicated any future commitment of funding. It has been speculated . .
that the remaining $343M could be derived from a federal parinerships fund which Lo

supports P3 projects.

. TransLink — As shown in Table 9, to make up the difference between the ALRT cost
and senior government contributions, TransLink would have to increase its funding
commitment from the current $400M approved by the TransLink Board in 2004 to
$580M. Business Case 2008 suggests that this additional $180M could come from the
additional fare revenue that would be generated from the higher ridership of an ALRT
Line, However, it should be noted that the continuing funding commitments of $410M -i
from the Province, $410M from the Federal Government, and $400 M from TransLink !
would be sufficient to fund the Evergreen LRT line, without the additional funding or
debt from TransLink. Viewed from this perspective, TransLink, and not the Provinee, is
being made responsible for the increased costs of a selection of ALRT technology.

Table 9 Funding Commitments Evergreen Line

Total Fundi
Shorifall (§M)

By suggesting fare revenue as a source of TransLink funding, Business Case 2008 seems
to suggest that this funding will come to TransLink through a Public Private Partnership
Concessionaire arrangement similar to that of the Canada Line. Under the funding
agreement for the Canada Line, the funding partners including the Federal government,
the Province, GVTA, the Vancouver Airport Authority and the City of Vancouver
contributed $1.25B of the approximatcly $1.9B total cost of the Line. Under a 35 year
contract, InTransit, the concessionaire, is responsible to design, build, operate and
maintain the system and made up the cost difference of $657M, In return, the
Concessionaire receives all revenucs from the operation of the Line with GVTA
guaranteeing any shortfall in ridership revenues below 100,000 riders per day. The
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concern with this arrangement is that the inflated ridership estimates in Business Case
2008 could be used to establish the base fare revenue requirement in a potential
Concessionaire agreement, with a provision that the public, through TransLink or the ;
Province, pick-up the shortfall should ridership targets not be met, |

6.0  PROCURMENT

As the Business Case 2008 was developed with the involvement of Partnerships BC, it includes
statements regarding the procurement of the Evergreen Line. It is concluded in the report that
“following the application of screening criteria, the Project demonstrates a range of
characteristics that suggest there would be value for taxpayer dollars in procuring the Evergreen
Line using a public private partnership approach,” This approach reflects provincial policy that
public private partnerships are the preferred procurement method for major capital projects with
a capital cost exceeding $20M, unless there is a compelling reason to do otherwise.

Procurement via a Public Private Partnership is favoured in the report, with the specific model
yet to be determined. Presumably this determination would happen after the decision on the [
routing of the Evergreen Line following the 45 day consultation peried. As previously noted, the |
assumed model for a public-private partnership for “SkyTrain-like” technology in the Lower f
Mainland is the Canada Line. It is not known whether the Province and TransLink will follow a l
sirilar procurement approach for the Evergreen Line, however, the experience with the Canada ?
Line has shown that this type of procurement raises a number of issues for municipalities and the -

public.

The contract for the project may be between the Province (through Partnerships BC) or
TransLink and a private contractor. As local government and the public are not direct parties to
the agreement, they would have little or no control over the negotiations that lead to the contract.
Moreover, the Province is not bound by municipal policies, bylaws and regulations and a
contractor to the Province is even less likely to be rcsponsible to the municipalities through
which the Line runs. It is therefore important that mumnicipalities have input early in the __
procurement process (preferably prior to the Request for Proposals stage) to ensure that their ;
requirements are reflected in this document. With the selection of a contractor and '
commencement of contract negotiations, the process becomes less transparent, and there is a risk
that changes can be made to project design and construction provisions without the knowledge
and concurrence of third parties.

As such, it is recommended that Council request the Province and TransLink to re-consider the
advisability of the anticipated P3 funding approach given issues raised with regard to public
accountability and transparency, transfer revenue shortfalls to the public, and certainty of system
integration with local comrunitics. As well, as indicated in Recommendation #1, the Province
and TransLink are requested to undertake a re-evaluation of operating and capital costs estimates
for LRT, L

|
Page 63 of 228 TRA-2015;-50247



To: City Manager

From. Director Planwing and Building .
Re:  Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case l'
2008March F2 oot s e Page 22

7.0  CONCLUSION

The announcement of the Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project - Business Case” by the
Provinee sets the conditions for the senior government funding for the Evergreen Line to proceed
to umplementation. Business Case 2008 concludes that ALRT is the preferred technology
primarily due to ifs higher ridership, better service to transit riders and the capability for system
integration with the Millennium Line. However, ridership estimates appear to exaggerate the
case for ALRT by overcstimating ALRT ridership and underestimating LRT ridership.
Comparing the modc] forecasted ridership against actual ridership of existing ALRT and LRT
systems in Canada shows that ALRT to have only slightly higher ridership than LRT.

For Butnaby, the choice of ALRT would result in the likely loss of a station at Cameron. This
would mean longer walking distances and reduced service for residents of the Lougheed town

Centre and Sullivan Heights. '

As the evaluation of the two corridors in the business case notes the Northwest Corridor as
superior to the Southeast Corridor on almost every account except for its potential community
impacts, As such, it is difficult to understand the conclusion in Business Case 2008 that the
Northwest Corridor is considered to be only slightly better than the Southwest Corridor. Burnaby
Council has consistently supported the Northwest alignment for rapid transit to the Northeast
Sector, However, recognizing the potential impacts of rapid transit along North Road, the City
has set a number of conditions (“Essential Flements”) which are appropriate requirements to
guide the planning and construction of rapid transit through Lougheed Town Centre.

The Business Case announcement referred to current funding commitments of $400M from
TransLink and 3410M from the Province, however, the current funding shortfall for the
Evergreen Line has increased fo $533M, taking into account the recent Federal announcement of
$67M contribution. This shortfall has been partially offset by the recent Budget 2008
announcement of $67M for the Evergreen Line but the funding short-fall is greater today for
ALRT than the $400 M shortfall for LRT noted in Business Case 2007. As such, this increased
Provincial funding commitment does not cover the reported increase in the LRT cost to $1.25B
nor the higher cost of ALRT at $1.4B in the Northwest Corridor, In addition, as noted,
continuing funding commitments from the Province, the Federal Government, and TransLink
would be sufficient to fund the Evergreen LRT ling, without the additional funding or debt from
TransLink that arises from a selection of ALRT technology,

This report also raised concerns with the anticipated P3 approach for the project, as local
government and the public are not direct parties to the agreement, they would have little or no
control over the negotiations that lead to the contract. It is therefore important that
municipalitics have input early in the procurement process (preferably prior to the Request for
Proposals stage) 1o ensure that their requirements are reflected in this document. As noted
carlier, maintaining proposed funding commitments with lower cost LRT would also result in a

reduced debt load for the project.
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To: City Manager
From:  Director Planning and Building
e Evergreen Iine Rapid Transit FProject Business Case
2008 March £2 ..o Page 23 !

In response to this primary issues and concerns, it is recommended that:

» THAT Council request the Province and FransLink to undertake an cvaluation of the
business case for LRT technology for the Northwest Corridor, taking into account the |
concerns and questions raised in this report with regard to Business Case 2008 ALRT | |
assumptions on service specd, ridership, operating and capital costs, inter-operability and L
community service, while retaining proposed funding commutments for the Northeast
Sector rapid transit service. E

» THAT Council affirm its support for the Northwest Corridor as the preferred route for
the Evergreen Rapid Transit Line, and request a Provincial and TransLink commitment to
adhere to the conditions for Lougheed Town Centre as outlined in Section 4.0 of this
Teport,

. THAT Council request the Province and TransLink to re-consider the advisubility of the
anticipated P3 funding approach given issues raised with regard to public accountability
and transparency, transfer of revenue shortfalls to the public, and certainty of system
integration with local communities.

. THAT the Province and TransLink be requested to undertake further consultations with
affected municipalities once the revised business plan has been prepared.

J THAT a copy of this report be forwarded to Hon. K. T alcon, Minister of Transportation,
Province of BC; L. Blain, Chief Exccutive Officer, Partnerships BC.; D. Parker, Chair,
Board of Directors, TransLink, F. Cummings, Vice-President, Construction, TransLink
and Burnaby MP’s and MLA’s.

. THAT a copy of this report be forwarded to the Mayors of the Northeast Sector
Municipalities and to the Transportation Committee of Couneil,

B. Luksun, Director
PLANNING & BUILDING

RG/MC:sagetn

cc: Deputy City Manager
Dirsctor Engineering
Director Finance
City Solicitor
Director Parks Recreation and Cultural Services ;
Fite Chief i
O.L.C. RCMP

PABoh (loveritWon! Files\E verpreen Line Business Case Repert Final doc
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February 28, 2008

5.22 Reference; 164220

Dear S-22
Re:  Evergreen Line

Thank you for your letter of January 27, 2008, regarding your suggestions for the
Evergreen Line,

As you may have heard, there have been some announcements about the Evergreen Ling since
you wrote. The updated business plan for the Evergreen [Line supports the use of Advanced
Light Rapid Transit (AILRT), a SkyTrain-like technology, rather than light rail transit.

The provincial government has now taken this plan to the federal government so we can work
with them on their portion of funding.

[ was glad to reccive your comments about possible routes and stations for the line. TransLink
and I have asked the local mayors to provide their thoughts about the route options, and we’ll
make a final decision in the spring. With the ALRT approach, the northwest route would be
slightly different than previously described — it would travel adjacent to the Canadian Pacific
rai! line through Port Moaody.

The FEvergreen Line is an important part of this government’s commitment to fighting
congestion and reducing greenhouse gas emissions. I look forward to providing travellers in
the Lower Mainland with new and better choices for transportation in the years to come,
Thank you again for taking the time to write.

Sincerely,

Original Signed By:

Kevin Falcon
Minister
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January 277, 2008

$onourable Kevie Faleon, MLA
Minister of Transportation

0O Box 8055 _
St Prov, Gov't i
Vicjoria, BO. VW BE2

Hir

The “FVERGREEN TRANSPOR FATION LINE™

GRIBCT

To reconsider the EVERGREAN TRANSPORTATION LINE designed plans advanced by the
Trans!ink Board of Mayors.

PROBLEM:

Previous deeisions made by the past Directars of TransLink o use ight Rapid Raif (LRK) route
to the Lougheed Mall via Rorth Rosd, tunsed thru hillside 1o major St Jobns Nteeet, then thru o
Coguitlam Countral Slatien,

This major street and parallel streets are used by heavy traffic connacting West Bameti Hywy and
Fast Barnett 1wy, This is a major conneetor thru to B urpaby and Yancouver,

The cost of this project 1s not warranted for the short distance i travels, plus the interraption 8t
the Lougheed Mall (LRR) for passeugens fo tranafer onto SkyTrain to proceed lnto Bnrmaby and
Vangouver. '

SOLUTION:

1, esign 8 conncetoy rail line for the existing Skyfrain to branch off from (he Braid Street
station, thru Coguitlarn, Industrial Land, United Boulevard, Coguithra Casine Tourlst area,
past Riverdiew bmds on the Lougheed Thighway to Coquitlar, Cerrral Siation, circdating
around wren of e David Lam Dowdas College Campus,

Allernatively, continue with Hrald Streei branch off with SkyTrain thro Industeal Lanuds,
United Boulevard, Casino Toarist aren pato Lougheed Highway, past Riverview Lands on
Lougheed Highway, turmng lefl off Losgheed Highway onte Dewdney Trank Read Wast (o
intercept at the corner of 81, Johns Street ~ Jogo Road sod Barpelt Highway Fost,

5

There are arens to expropriate for the statlons, one hside Part Moody, which is on the nonh side
of St. Yohus Strect at the foot of Thermal Drive, {t was a Bingo Hall site and 15 whacent 1o the
West {'oast Fapress parking lot. A plus tor tansfer of passengers off the traln o the SkyTrum,
in zoing o New Westiinster and Burnaby,
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The other 51w 15 land bousing the Hondy Car Dealership facing onto the %t Johns Strect ~ loco
Road and Baractt Highway tri-intercept corer conpesting mito the Barnett Highway Bast. This
property bas also sccess 10 the West Coast Express rail fine, :

The SkyTrain stations groposed alony the Bre should consider using the dosigy, and marketing
the ideas, outlined i a copy of the report 1 sdbmitted to Maoyor Malcolm Bodie, Chair of GVTA
dated October 17, 2006 with 2 copy aso sent 16 your oflice,

The siptions placed In the Coguitlam Riverview Buasin would be a greal ncome producing
benefit, collecting revernue fom pald parking servicing cars exiting off Port Mann Bridge #),
Port Mann Bridge 42: cars from Maple Ridge, Pt Meadows, Port Coguithun, and Mary Hill !
Bypass; reducing greerholse gas emissions, |

Marketing skills could be used 1o publicize the advaniage of using paid parking at these sites in
Coguitiam as an allernative o very expensive parking in Vancouver.

The Honovruble Gordon Cumpbell, gur Premier, I8 shsohuely right with the plans of making
PO, the “Greepest Provinee in Canada™

owish you and vour new board of Divectors the very best in fnally taking decwsions, malong a
Transit Plan fr the whole Reglon from Sguamish to Uhillwack i te Fraser River South und (o
itssion Clty and Huroson on the North side of the Fraser River. -

do thark you for vour time in copshioring my ideas.
{do thank you | ? > in conshioring my idea

Sincerely,
5.22

Comuitlam, B.C. 5.22

Enclosure:
» Biv .22
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August 25, 2008

Tom Cox, Secretary Reference: 165670
Westwood Plateau Community Association (WPCA)

Summit Community Centre

1450 Parkway Blvd,

Coquitlam BC V3E 31.2

Dear Tom Cox:
Re:  Evergreen Line

Thank you for your letter of March 7, 2008, regarding the Evergreen Linc. Please accept my apologies
for the lateness of my reply.

As you may be aware, the northwest route through Port Moody has been chosen for the Evergreen Line.
{ was glad to have the unanimous support of the Tri-Cities’ mayors on this decision, and I am pleased to
hear of your association’s support {or the project as well. In addition to the $410 million committed by
our government for the project, the federal government has committed $67 million. My ministey is
currently working with the federal government to secure further funding, and to examine public-private
partnership options for the project.

I agree that good access to the Evergreen Line is important, and as we proceed with project planning and
engineering, we’ll be working hard with TransLink to consider project scope and details, including those
that will maximize ridership. As the project advances, there will be many opportunitics for the public to
review our ideas and makes suggestion, and [ hope you’ll have the chance to take part in this process.
Thank you again for taking the time to write.

Sincerely,

Original Signed By:

Kevin Falcon

Minister
Copy to: lain Black
MLA, Port Moody-Westwood
Peter Milburn, Chief Operating Officer
Information provided by: 164222, 164337, Evergreen Line [ssue Note April 18, 2008
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WESTWOOD PLATEAU COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION { WPCA)
ofo Summit Commumpty Centre
1430 Parkway Blvd
Coguitlarn, B.C. V3E3L2
March 7, 2008 .

Kevin Faleon

Minister of Transportation
PO Box 9055, Stn Prov Govt
Victoria, B.C. V8W Ok

Re: Fverureen Route

The Westwood Plateau Community Association {WPCA) feel either proposed route for
the Evergreen Line is ncceptable as we feel itls imperative 1o finally get started on rapid
yransit 1o Cogaitlam and we thank vou for making 1t happen,

What we.do feel strongly is that Translink should either provide or through a
Private/Government partnership arrange Park and Ride at some of the new stations.
Translink it the past has abdicated responsibility for Park and Ride bul without 1, teo
many motorists will teel that as they are in their cars shready as they do not have adequate
bus transportation to the Skyrain station, they niay as well continue driving to work, Park
and Ride will encourage many of these people 1o use the Skytrain.

Also. we are suggesting that talks should begin with the Coquitlam Cenire 10 encourage
them 1o aflow all day parking in some areas of their fat for people wanting to use the
Sikytrain.  They have in the past indicated a willingness to provide an overhead fink from
the station to the mall and permitting all day parking woulid show they are good corporate
citizens by encouraging the use of transit. The Lougheed Mall does not permit all day
parking and this has caused many people to drive rather than utilize the Skytrain. We can
oniy assume they were not approached with the right incentives fron: the beginning and it
would be a shame to see the same happen at the Coquitlam Mall.

We look forward to a quick start on the long overdue Evergreen Line.

Sincerely yours,

Tom Cox
Secretary, WPCA

cc lan Black, MLA




Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minjster TRAN:EX

Sent; Wednesday, October 15, 2008 9:17 AM

Ta: 5.22

Subject: 167012 — Rapid Transit Service in the Lower Mainland

Attachments: 167012.pdf

$.22
g

167012 — Rapid Transit Service in the Lower Mainland

Dear 5.22

Thank you for your letter regarding existing rapid transit service and the Evergreen Line. Please accept my apologies for
the lateness of my reply.

As the population of the Lower Mainland grows, the need for improved public transportation, including rapid transit,
becomes all the more clear, We need to promaote a shift away from the single-occupant vehicle. This effort is vital not
only to alleviate the congestion on our roads, but also to meet the ongoing challenges of climate change. Investing in
the expansion of our existing rapid transit lines, in addition to the construction of the Canada Line and the Evergreen
Line, is imperative to the future health of our province, regardless of the 2010 Olympics.

TransLink currently has 34 SkyTrain cars on order, and funding from the provincial government will provide for an
additional 14. TransLink will work with local governments to ensure these cars help integrate rapid transit with other
forms of transportation, including the regular bus fleet, so that the transit network hecomes an efficient and convernient
form of transportation to many destinations throughout the Lower Mainland. It's important to note that while our
government is helping to fund expansion, fares are determined hy TransLink, As an independent regional authority that
raises its own revenue and manages its own budget, TransLink sets fares in consultation with the Mayors® Council on
Regional Transportatian. You may wish te cantact TransLink directly regarding this matter at gustrel@translink.bc.ca or

by calling 604 953-3040Q.

The Evergreen Line is an important step in providing better public transit service for Greater Vancouver’s northeast
sector. With respect to your concern about rapid transit routes, you may be interested to know that the Tri-city mayors
unanimously supported the chosen route, based on feedback from their citizens. If we are going to increase transit
ridership, and reduce both emissicns and congestion, we must provide quality alternatives to the travelling public. The
Evergreen Line will bring significant economic and social benefits to the Tri-cities, and will contribute to a sustainable
transportation network for us all to enjoy for decades to come.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.

Best regards,

Kevin Faicon
Minister
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From; $.22 o Revin Faleon
Transporfation Minister

subjects Bvergreen Transit Line

Drear M, Faleon,

There are some isstes | feel that strongly need to be broughi to your
acention. the Test hetag the Bvergreen Line. :

The Everurecn Ezm was fivst ;mm du cc‘l T 'ii‘}rn‘s af g‘sz'zhiic runsportaten
4 few years:
Olvmpic gam\,b. ]. i m}i{l_ a:yia ag\\unbt th- pro_luu Uf? th\.- Evergreen Line, |
for various reasons; The Miltennium Skytrain Line was built going down
5._,011gizccd Higlm-‘z‘w ;ft!'ld s.'Ol'lT}{'Dtiiié, \\'iIh lhk;: c\;i% ing pr() L in;: Was a HIG

\%”hcrczzxs z§1{1 f xpn E ine hu\ aiwavy hui making mo;ze_t fmm _hc first dk-z}-‘
i opvnui and (vne T've always enjoy ing riding).

Now you're talking about putting another skytrain Lype train from Lougheed
Mall (o Coquittum, whiclt, 1 feel, is a waste of time and moncy.

Plug, vou need o take oo consideration the amount of space that Burmaby,
Caguitianm and Port Coquitham have to ofier, Buses are abeady making vips
along Hastings street front Bovwniown Vancouver o POCO, and with the
West Coast Fxpross, there 18 more than enough transportation 16 and from
Port {oguitlam.

Finally. you have recently purchuased new buses and inereased the fares on
all transit vehicles, mcluding the West Coast Express. bus tickets and
monthily passes. for what purpose?

Mr. Falcon. 1 have been riding the bus sinve I was a young boy, many tmes
my father weald ke me for rides on the bus Sskytrain 7 Seabus. Byt in the
fast few vears, T haven 't been very pleased with the kind of service Translink
has been providing me. Before you increase the fares and build anymore
skoytyain Fines, Ustropgly stiggest you think about what vou're doing, hecause
the people {inciuding myself want lower lares and much betfer service,

T hepe you roceive this Tetter und that you tuke I}L shggeslinns Iy
listed above o careful consideralion.

My nume and address ave tisted outside of the envelope.

My gemai! s 5.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2012 2:07 PM

Tao: s.22

Ce: 'premier(@gov.be.ca’; 'board@translink be.ca’; Buckle, Jon I. TRAN:EX

Subject; 201961 — Evergreen Line

Attachments: FW: Support "Made in USA"; 201961 - 2und incoming; FW: Evergreen Line

5.22 |

201961 - Evergreen Line

Dear $.22

Thank you for your e-mail of February 27, 2012, regarding the manufacturing of rail cars for the Evergreen Line. I am
also responding on behalf of Premier Christy Clark to your recent correspondence to her on this same matter.

The Evergreen Line and other projects funded under the Provincial Transit Plan are bringing new jobs to 8.C. and helping
to strengthen our economy,

As the Evergreen Line will be part of TransLink’s SkyTrain service once it is completed, TransLink will select who will
manufacture the vehicles for the project. This process is currently underway. My understanding is that the procurement
is designed to be an open, competitive process that will ensure the best value for 8.C. taxpayers. | have shared your
comments with Nancy Glewiler, Board Chair of TransLink, so she will be aware of your views on this matter,

Should you have any additional questions about the Evergreen Line, please do not hesitate to contact Jon Buckle, the
Project Director for the Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project, He can be reached at 604 927-4452 er by e-mail at

Jon.Buckle@gaov.be.ca.

Thank you again for taling the time to write.
Sincerely,

Blair Lekstrom

Minister

Copy to: Premier Christy Clark

Nancy Olewiler, Board Chair
TransLink

Jon Buckle, Project Director, Evergreen Line

From: Gary Mikesh s.22
Sent: Monday, February 6, 2012 1:45 PM
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To: OfficeafthePremier, Cffice PREM:EX
Subject; 201961 - Incoming

Dear Christy,

In fight of the current economic climate in British Columbia, | was wondering if the rail cars for the Evergreen Line were
going to he manufactured here in British Columbia or abroad. | should think that the Provincial Government would
have a say in this matter. |look forward to hearing from you on this important matter.

Kind regards,

s.22

Vancouver, BC s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: s.22

Sent: Friday, February 10, 2012 10:01 AM
To: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Ce: Minister, JTTJTLEX

Subject: 201961 - 2nd incoming
Attachments: SCANG6132_000.pdf

Christy,

Please see my memo to the Mavors of Surrey, Coquitlam, Port Coquitiam and Port Moody. Hopefully you and they will
have the resolve to make this happen.

Best regards,

s.22

From:s.22

Sent: February 10, 2012 9:34 AM

To: 'mayor@surrey.ca’; 'rstewart@coquitiam.ca'’; 'mooreg@portcoquitlam.ca’; 'mclay@portmocody.ca’;
‘darek.corrigan@hburnaby.ca’

Ce: 'martin.crilly@translinkcommission.org'

Subject: FW: Evergreen Line

Honourable Mayors,

{'ve recently learned that the rail cars for the new Evergreen Line will in all probability be manufactured outside of our
Province.

Aren't we shipping enough jobs offshore asitis? Here is an opportunity for you to voice your opinion on where these
rail cars should be manufactured. The Bombardier facility at 6700 Southridge Drive in Burnaby, which was previously
used to manufacture the rail cars for the Millenium Line is vacant and readily available for use.

The econamic benefits of having these rail cars manufactured in cur Province are too important to ignore. We have the
facility, people and resources to handle the job. Now all we need is the will power to put them to use!

Yours truly,

5.22
Taxpayer
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[Inderwood, Victor TRAN:EX
T

Subject: FW: Evergreen Line

From: .22

Sent: Monday, February 27, 2012 1:06 PM

To: Transportation, Minister TRANEX

Subject: FW: Evergreen Line |

Honorable Blair Lekstrom,

Please see Christopher Clarke's memo below regarding the benefits of having the passenger vehicles for the new
Evergreen Line manufactured here in British Columbia.

There must have been a requirement for Bombardier to build the plant on Southridge Drive in South Burnaby where the
passenger vehicles for the Milfenium Line were manufactured in 2000, Now that this plant is readily available for the
same use, why can't we ensure that the passenger vehicles for the new Evergreen Line be manufactured here as well?

Just think of the economic benefits associated with having them buift here in out Province as gpposed to Mexico or
South Korea.

Regards,

s.22

From; Clarke, Christopher {mailto:CLClarke@surrey.ca)
Sent: February 21, 2012 9:23 AM

Ta:s.22

Subject: RE: Evergreen Line

Good morning $.22

Thank yau for your follow-up email, which was received on February 18, Both of your messages have been forwarded to
me for a response.

Please be assured that Mayor Watts is most certainly concerned with how the Evergreen Line project will affect the
residents of our province and its impact on local economies. The tangible benefits of this project are many and will
certainly bring much needed improvements to the public transit system in the prescribed area.

Of course, because this project is funded by the tax payers of B.C., they should reap all of the benefits - especially the
jobs created as a result of this undertaking and the services of the Evergreen Live when it is complete. On this front,
your concerns are hest to be brought forward to the Provincial Government, specifically your local MLA. | gather this is
not new infarmation to yourself, but the Provincial Government is providing the directive and administrative necessities
for moving this project forward. While many jobs wil! be kept in British Columbia, it is an understandable desire to see
all jobs kept in our province. Due to the realities of the decision making process, your concerns are best to be brought
forward to those who make the decisions specifically on this matter. in the Mayor's capacity on the Mayors' Council for

1
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Translink, she will continue to lobby for decisions that will reap the most benefits for the residents of Surrey, and for
the residents of B.C. In general, the Mayor is in contact with the Provincial Government and the appropriate Ministers
to ensure that the most beneficial decisions will be made.

As you move forward to have your concerns addressed, | wish you the very best,
Best regards,
Chris Clarke | Communications Assistant

Mavyor's Office i
14245 - 56 Ave, Surrey, BC, Canada V3X 3A2 T 604.591.4168 | F 604.591.5175 www surrey.ca |

Please consider the environment before printing this email

-----Criginal Message--—---

From:s.22

Sent: February-18-12 4:55 PM

To: jti.minister@gov.bc.ca; martin.crilly@translinkcommission.org; Mayor Dianne Watts; rstewart@coquitiam.ca;
mooreg @ portcoguitlam.ca; melay@portmoady.ca; derek.corrigan @burnaby.ca; Judi.Fee@leg be.ca

Ce: premier@gov,.be.ca; K.Falcon@BCLiberals.com

Subject: Evergreen Line

if you don't think job creation in this Province is important then all of you should attend the Vancouver Board of Trade
luncheon on February 22nd and listen to what aur Finance Minister has to say.

If nothing is done by our local politicians in the next couple of months the rali cars for the new Evergreen Line will in all

probability end up being manufactured either in Mexico or South Korea. Aren't we shipping enough jobs off shore as it
is? Here is an opportunity for all of you to voice your opinion on where these rail cars should be manufactured.

| have yet to receive any feedback from any of you on the proposed use of the unoccupied and available facility at 6700
Southridge Drive in Burnaby, which was designed and built for Bombardier and previously used to manufacture all of
the rail cars for the Miilenium Line.

The economic benefits of having these rail cars manufactured In our own Province are too important to ignore,
especially with our unemployment rate being as high as it is. We have the facility, we have the people and we have the

resources to handie the job. All we need fs the political will power to put them to usel

[ call upon al! of you to take whatever appropriate action you can to deal with this important matter before it's tog iate.

Regards,

s.22
West Vancouver, BC
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
__ - ________________________________________________________

Subject: FW: Support "Made in USA"

From;s.22

Sent: Monday, February 27, 2012 1:00 PM

To: OfficecfthePremier, Office PREM:EX

Cc: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX; Minister, JTI JTT:EX; K.Falcon@BCLiberals.com
Subject: FW: Support "Made in USA"

Premier Clark,

| thought this might be of interest to you, particularly the last paragraph. | see this very same thing
happening more and more here in Canada and, contrary to popular belief, something can be done

about if.

You have an opportunity to ensure that the passenger cars for the new Evergreen Line are
assembled here in British Columbia. Please seize the opportunity and do what is best for our
Province. Consider what our Federal Government recently did for our ship building

industry. Consider what the U.S. Defense Department recentiy did for Boeing. The Bombardier
facility at 6700 Southridge Drive in South Burnaby, which was previously designed, built and used for
the assembly of the passenger vehicles for the Millenium Line is available to be used for the
assembly of the passenger vehicles for the new Evergreen Line. Think of the jobs that will be
created if these passenger vehicles are bullt here!

Sincerely,

s.22

Sent: February 27, 2012 11:38 AM
To: Undisclosed-Recipient:;
Subject: Support "Made in USA"

s.22

Got this from a friend...makes sense to me.

Subject: Support "Made in USA"

| DIDN'T KNOW HALLMARK CARDS WERE MADE IN CHINA! That
is also why | don't buy cards at Hallmark anymore,
They are made in China and are more expensive! | buy them at

Dollar Tree - 50 cents each and made in USA.
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| have been looking at the blenders available on the
Internet. Kitchen Aid is MADE IN the U.S. Top of my list already.

Yesterday | was in Wal Mart looking fora wastebasket. | found
some made in China for $6.99. | didn't want to pay that much so |
asked the lady if they had any others. She took me to another
department and they had some at 2.50 made in USA. They are
just as good.

Same as a kitchen rug | needed. | had to look, but | found some
made in the USA - what a concept! - and they were 3.00
cheaper.

We are being brainwashed to believe that everything that
comes from China and Mexico is cheaper. Not so.

One Light Bulb at a Time. | was in Lowe's the other day and just
out of curiosity, | looked at the hose attachments. They were
all made in China. The next day | was in Ace Hardware and just
for the heck of it | checked the hose attachments there. They were

made in USA.

Start looking, people. In our current economic situation, every
little thing we buy or do affects someone else - most often, their
job.

My grandson likes Hershey's candy. | noticed, though, that it
is now marked "made in Mexico." | don't buy it anymore.

My favorite toothpaste Colgate is made in Mexico ... now | have
switched to Crest. You have to read the labels on everything.

This past weekend | was at Kroger . . . | needed 60W light bulbs

and Bounce dryer sheets.
| was in the light bulb aisle, and right next to the GE brand |

normally buy -- was an off-brand labeled, "Everyday Value." |

2 Page 81 of 228 TRA-2015-50247



picked up both types of bulbs and compared them: they were the
same except for the price ...the GE bulbs cost more than the
Everyday Value brand, but the thing that surprised me the
most was that that GE was made in MEXICO and the Everyday
Value brand was made in - you guessed it - the USA at a
company in Cleveland, Ohio.

It's Way past time to start finding and buying products you use
every day that are made right here.

S0, on to the next aisle: Bounce Dryer Sheets... yep, you guessed
it, Bounce cost more money and is made in Canada. The
Everyday Value brand cost less, and was MADE IN THE USA! |
did laundry yesterday and the dryer sheets performed just like the
Bounce Free | have been using for years, at almost half the price.

My challenge to you is to start reading the labels when you
shop for everyday things and see what you can find that is
made in the USA - the job you save may be your own or your
neighbors!

If you accept the challenge, pass this on to others in your address
book so we can all start buying American, one light bulb at a
time! Stop buying from overseas companies - you're sending
the jobs there. (We should have awakened a decade

ago....) Let's get with the program and help our fellow
Americans keep their jobs and create more jobs here in the
USA.

| passed this on...will you?
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2012 3:18 PM
To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: 201961 - Reply to 201961

Dear Blaly,

Thank you for your response, It's a shame to see a facility like the one at

6700 Southridge Drive sit vacant and jobs shipped off shore, but I've done all that | can do.

All the best,

s.22

-----0riginal Message-----

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

[maitto:Minister.Transportation @gov.be.ca)

Sent: March 29, 2012 2:06 PM

To:s.22

Cc: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX; 'board@transiink.bc.ca'; Buckle, Jon L TRAN:EX
Subject; 201961 - Evergreen Line

s.22

201861 - Evergreen Line
Dear $.22

Thank you for your e-mail of February 27, 2012, regarding the manufacturing
of rail cars for the Evergreen Line. | am also responding on behalf of

Premier Christy Clark to your recent correspondence to her on this same
matter.

The Evergreen Line and other projects funded under the Provincial Transit
Plan are bringing new jobs to B.C. and helping to strengthen our economy.

As the Evergreen Line will be part of TransLink's SkyTrain service once it

is completed, TransLink will select who will manufacture the vehicles for
the project. This process is currently underway. My understanding is that
the procurement is designed to be an open, competitive process that will
ensure the best value for B.C. taxpayers. | have shared your comments with
Nancy Olewiler, Board Chair of TransLink, so she will be aware of your views
on this matter.

Should you have any additional questions about the Evergreen Line, please do
not hesitate to contact Jon Buckle, the Project Director for the Evergreen

1
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Line Rapid Transit Project. He can be reached at 604 927-4452 or by e-mail
at Jon.Buckle@gov.be.ca.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.

Sincerely,

Blair Lekstrom

Minister

Copy to: Premier Christy Clark
Nancy Clewiler, Board Chair [I
TransLink '
Jon Buckle, Project Director, Evergreen Line

From: $.22

Sent: Monday, February 6, 2012 1:45 PM
To: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Subject: 201961 - Incoming

Dear Christy,

In light of the current economic climate in British Columbia, | was
waondering if the raii cars for the Evergreen Line were going to be
manufactured here in British Columbia or abroad. 1 should think that the
Provincial Government would have a say in this matter. ! look forward to
hearing from you on this important matter.

Kind regards,

s.22

Vancouver, BC .22

Page 84 of 228 TRA-2015-50247



MA
| r“
) DRAFT REPLY %’Y' O Far

CITY OF BURNABY
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

DEREK R. CORRIGAN
MAYOR

2008 March 20 File: 90300-20

Honourabte Kevin Falcon
Minister of Transportation
PO Box 9055 Stn, Govt.
Victoria, BC V8V 9E2

Decar Mr Falcon:

Subject: Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project Business Case

Buraby City Council, at its 2008 March 17% mecting, received a report from our Director Planning
and Building providing information on the recently announced Evergreen Line Rapid Transit business

Case.

As you will see from the information in the staff report a number of concerns have been identified
with the business case, including the figures used to determine the preference for ALRT over LRT
technology, the potential loss of Cameron Station from an ALRT line, projected funding shortfalls,
and the lack of local government participation in the anticipated P3 approach. In light of these
concerns Bumaby Council adopted a number of recommendations from staff such as requesting the
Province to undertake further evaluation of the business case, reconsider the advisability of P3
funding and pursue further consultation with local governments. A recommendation that Bumaby
Council affirm its support for the Northwest corridor as the preferred route for the Evergreen Rapid
Transit Line was supported by all members of Council.

Council has asked that other partics involved in the process such as TransLink and Partnerships BC
be sent copics of this report, as well as other Lower Mainland local governments, Bumnaby’s MPs and
ML.As, the Mayors of the Northcast and the Land and Transportation Committee of Metro Vancouver
to make them aware of our coneerns.

We hope you will give serious consideration to the areas of concern identified in the report n
working towards an effective transpertation system through the northeast sector of Meiro
Vancouver, A copy of our staff report is enclosed for your information.

Very truly yours,

L]

erek R. Corriga
MAYOR

4949 Canada Way, Burnaby, British Columbia, V5G 1M2 Phone 604-294-7340 Fax M-294-7724 mayor.corrigau@cityburnaby.bc.ra
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2008 10:59 AM
Ta: 5.22

Subject: 164382 — Evergreen Line

s.22

164382 — Evergreen Line
Dear 5.22
Re; Evergreen Line

Thank you for your e-mail of February 1, 2008, regarding the technalogy propased for the Fvergreen Line. Please accept
my apologies for the lateness of my reply.

It's great to hear you agree with the updated business plan for the Evergreen Line, which supports the use of Advanced
Light Rapid Transit [ALRT), a SkyTrain-like technology, rather than light rail transit. ALRT has significantly lower annual
operating costs, significantly shorter trave! times for comrmuters and will have two and a half times more ridership by
2021, The provincial government has now taken this pian to the federal govertiment so we can work with them an their
portion of funding. We will proceed as scon as possible with project engineering and a competitive selection process tc
keep on track for planned 2014 completion,

As you have probably heard, we decided 1o proceed with the Northwest route for the Evergreen Line, based in large
part on the feedback received from area mayors. Municipal councils in Port Moody, Port Coquitlam and Coquitiam have

ali voted to support the Northwestern route.

The Evergreen Line is an important part of this government’s commitment to fighting congestion and reducing
greenhouse gas emissions. | leok farward to providing travellers in the Lower Mainfand with new and better choices far
transportation in the years to come.

Thank you again for your kind words.

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon

Minister

From:s.22

Sent: Friday, February 1, 2008 11:11 PM
To: Transportation, Minister TRANEX
Subject: 164382 ALRT for Evergreen Line
AWESOME! EXCELLENT! GREAT DECISION!

Made my day, made my year!
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Sky train (or similar} provides the rapid transit we need in the lower mainland

s.22 Burnaby,
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
e

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2008 1:25 PM
To: s.22

Subject: 164380 — Evergreen Line

5.22

164320 — Evergreen Line
Dear 5.22
Re: Evergreen Line

Thank you for your e-mail of Febiruary 2, 2008, regarding the technology proposed for the Evergreen Line, Please accept
my apologies for the fateness of my reply.

It's great to hear you agree with the updated business plan far the Evergreen Line, which supports the use of Advanced
Light Rapid Transit (ALRT), a SkyTrain-like technology, rather than fight rail transit. ALRT has significantly Jower annual
operating costs, significantly shorter travel times for commuters and will have two and a half times more ridership by

2021.

As I'm sure you've heard, we decided to proceed with the Northwest route for the Evergreen Line. This was based in
large part on the feedback received from area mayors. Municipal councils in Port Moody, Port Coquitlam and
Caquitlam have all voted to support the Northwestern route.

The provincial government has now taken this plan to the federal government so we can work with them on their
portion of funding, We will proceed as soon as possible with project engineering and a competitive selection process to
keep on track for planned 2014 completion.

The Evergreen Line is an important part of this government’'s commitment to fighting rongestion and reducing
greenhouse gas emissions. | look forward to providing travellers in the Lower Mainland with new and hetter choices for

transportation in the years to come.
Thank you again for your kind words.

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
tdinister

————— Qriginal Message---—

From:s.22

Sent: Saturday, February 2, 2008 8:31 AM
To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: 164380 Evergreen Line
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Congratulations and THANK YOU!!

[am so happy to hear that the new Evergreen Rapid Transit line will be a Skytrain technology!! | am opposed to the "at
grade" option - it is slow, dangerous to pedestrians and vehicles - and does not really accomplish the desired results.

Thank you once again. You have the full support of the s.22 Family in this decision])

Well done - keep up the great work.

5.22

New Westminster, BC
s.22

2 Page 89 of 228 TRA-2015-50247



Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2008 11:42 AM
Ta: 5.22

Subject: 163989 — Evergreen Linc
Attachments: 163989 pdf
5.22

163989 — Evergreen Line

Dear 5.22

Thank you for your letter of January 17, 2008, regarding your suggestions for the Evergreen Line,

As you may have heard, there have been some announcements about the Evergreen Line since you wrote. | think you'll
be pleased to know that the updated business case for the Evergreen Line supports the use of Advanced Light Rapid

Transit (ALRT), a SkyTrain-like technology. The provincial government has now taken this plan to the federal
government so we can work with them on their portion of funding.

I was glad to receive your comments about the possible rautes for the line. Transtink and | have asked the lpocal mayors
to provide their thoughts about the routes, and we’ll make a final decision in the spring.

The Evergreen Line is an important part of this government’s commitment to fighting congestion and reducing
greenhouse gas emissions, | look forward to providing travellers in the Lower Mainland with new and better choices for
transportation in the years to come.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister
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Fygergreeeen Tragnsid Proposal

Janpary 17, 2008

The proposesd Fvergreen Line vsing “Street Rail Cars’ beginning in the existing ;
Coyuitlom “Park and Ride” and traveling theough Port Moody to the Lougheed Sky Train
Sration {s NOT the answer {o the regions transit problem,

Extending the existing Sky Traln from the existing Braid Street{7} Staiion w the
{oquitlany Park and Ride via the Loogheed Highway rowte is the oaly sensible approach
to this contplex challenge,

Hems o consider

The necessary grade tunped from St Johing Street in dovwntown Pord Moedy o Clarke
Road in Burnaby when completed will cost mich more than the now exorbilant estimate,
N project such as tis hus ever been completed within budget. The cost of malintaining
ihis switchbock tunnel snd s safely aspeets are not even nentioned in any discussions,

The present and {uture commuaters [rom Belenrra, Anmore, Westwood Plateay,
Coguitam and Port Coguitlam plus those from Fast of the U River wishing to use.
Skytraln will be able to reach the Coquitham “Park and Ride’ and dircer gecoss o Sky
Train with minhmad change in their wavel route,

It malees mnch nore sense jo raosport non-driving passengers the short distance East
from Port Moody uging the axigting bus service 10 a 8ky Train Terminal in the Coquitiam
Park st Ride” than the cxiravagand Pvergraen proposal.

thraugh Port Moody to (e Lougheed Sky Train Statfon, £ hay ¢ Himited passenger
capagity dud 1 the restrietions as to the allowable length of the mterim stations,

I Rush Houps, by the Ume these “Btreet Ruil Cars” maveling West o the Lougheed Sky
Train Station depurt Trom the high density arca of Newport village they will be fflied with
Sky Trado bowd passengers. Potentiu] passenpors in dowatowsn Port Moody vill have

very Iftle chance to gain access 1o this BEvergreon Line when they most require it
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Expapding the Shy Train o the Coguitlam “Park and Ride’ will not only ease ony presen
commuling problems but also prepare for the fature passenger growth Last of the Pint
River. Extending the Sky Trnn to Cogoitian “Park and Ride” is inevitable to enable a
futs,m: Sky Train expanzgion o the Faut

Any steps taken now, such as the “Tvergreen Steet Rail Car” and s tunne], will be
deemed ag 4 “had decision and waosted money” Wi hen the SKy Train {s eventually rovfed
Iast via Coquittam Pask mzé Ride’.

No mention has been made a5 to the mnereised congestion that would he c.aus-tst.lé}}- the

introduction ol's “Street Rl Car’ on the now congested traftic situation in the
Tougheed™Nortly Road anen.

s.22

Rort Hoody BC § 22
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LFEICE GF LEE MAYOR

Joco Traselin

AT

Yighruary 24, IR File N, 0A36-00

[P

Hanourable Kevin Faleom
wiindster of Transpoytation
airistry of Transportation
PO Bux 9053

SN PROV A
Vicrenia, BO VEW UE2

Preay Minlstor Falooru
Qe Bvurgreen Line Yown Hall Mecting -~ March 3, 2008 - 7:00 pm

Atits February 12, 2008 reeting, Tort Moody Council approved a consultation proess

toy seek public input on s miosl recend Byergnee Line proposit

The city witl be nosting a Town Hall miceting a7 pm en Monday, March 3rd, IS 1
the Trtet Theatre, Fort aoody ity Hall, Yot are Kindly tvired to participat a5 @ panel

rwnher.

Decions ot this consyllation progess wire debated and finglized by Council at s

mecting that Was apei to the ';%'11!:?l1{= ared the o, so please ateeptmy apologies if you

read aboul being fnvited tojoin the panel i a newspape before receiving this letter. To

quole Ralph Noder, Potitical Activist: “town hall meetings eld in smadll gomrnanitios

are the most pristine form of demoeracy in the wroarld”.

The plan for the ev ering s as foliows:

) - 70 pm Traormation displey staffed by Trang ik andd City of Port Moody
i Caty Phl's Chofuseia;

70 cach panel mmheT will b irmvateel o make 3 brief opening
staturnent;

7Y 900 pm he moderator witl vefer questions from the audience and rrceived
by e-tnal Lo the appropriate pane] meinber.

J2

160 NEWPORT DRIVE, YOWE MOODY, 5.0, Vi 603 TELEIHONE: (504) 26w 4518 FAK: (84} 4691664
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e A I S A T

L R Rt

Fionpurable Kevin Faleon, Minister of Trensporivhon
Eyergrees Line Taven Hall Mesting - March 3, 2008
February 20,2008 e Pagez

Tor: Moady residents are being javited to the Town Hall mecting throogh & variety of
means including Tocal media, Public trangitis a very important issue in i comeniiniiy,
o we are confident that theye will be a large audience. The Town Hall moecting will

also be broadcast live on tho web, The video witl be made avaitable tu the public to

vigw on dernand atter the meeting,

Please contact my Executive Assistant, Diane Simmons at Al14-46Y-4501 or by evmail at
1 bo copfinm vonr attendance.

loe Trasnlin
Mavyor
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January 19, 2009

His Worship Reference: 169467

Mayor Richard Stewart Your File: 16-8640-20/ALRT/1

City of Coquitlam :
3000 Guildford Way {
Coquitlam BC V3B 7N2 |

Dear Mayor Stewart:

Re:  Evergreen Line

1 am writing in response to former mayor Maxine Wilson’s letter of July 29, 2008,
expressing her support for an expedited completion of the Evergreen Line. Please accept my
apologies for the lateness of my reply.

On August 5, I announced with TransLink Chair Dalc Parker that we have [ormed an
agreement for the line’s construction and will soon have the project office established.

We expect to begin construction in 2010, and I am confident that, as committed, the line will be
in operation by the end of 2014,

The Evergreen Line is a $1.4 billion project. While we’re eager to sce the project completed,
creating a lasting transit improvement of its caliber, and cnsuring good value (or tax dollars,
means taking the time to consult with local government and community stakeholders, secure
adequate funding and cvaluate technological options and long-term operating sirategies. I can
appreciate that residents of the Tri-Cities would Jike to see the line buill quickly, but the
importance of these steps cannot be overstated.

Sincerely,
Original Signed By:

Kevin Falcon

Minister

2
Ministy of Transportation (ffice of the Minister Mailing Address:
and Infrastructure Parliament Buildings

Victorla BC V8V 134
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Copy to: The Honourable Tain Black
Minister of Labour and Citizens’ Services

MLA, Port Moody-Westwood

The Honourable Lawrence Cannon
Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and Communities

Harry Bloy
MIA, Burquitlam

Dalc Parker, Board Chair
TransLink
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Page 2
July 29, 2008

Should you have any questions or require any further information with respect to this i
matter please contact me directly at 604-927-3001.

Yours truly,

xine Wilson
Mayor

c- South Coast British Columbia Transportation Authority (TransLink} Board
Mayors’ Council an Regional Transportation
Mr. James Mocre, MP ' . !
Ms. Dawn Black, MP
Mr. Randy Kamp, MP
Mr. Harry Bloy, MLA
ps. Diane Thorne, MLA
Mr. Mike Farnworth, MLA
Mr. lain Black, MLA

File #: 16-8640-20/ALRT/1 Doc #: 653528.v1
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February 28, 2008

s.22 Reference: 163996

Port Moody BC s.22 |
Dears.22

Re:  Evergreen Line

‘Thank you for your lctter of January 17, 2008, regarding your questions about the
Evergreen Line,

As you may have heard, therc have been some announcements about the Evergreen [ing since
you wrote. [ think you’ll pleased to know that the updated business plan for the Evergreen Line
supports the use of Advanced Light Rapid Transit (ALRT), a SkyTrain-like technology, just as
you suggested. The provincial government has now taken this plan to the federal government
so we can work with them on their portion of funding.

[ was glad to receive your comments about the possible routes for the ling, TransLink and 1
have asked the local mayors to provide their thoughts about the routes, and we’ll make a final
decision in the spring. With the ALRT approach, the northwest route would be slightly
different than previously described — it would travel adjacent to the Canadian Pacific rail linc
through Port Moody. 1 hope this will address many of the concerns you have about this route.

The Evergreen Line is an important part of this government’s commitment to fighting
congestion and reducing greenhouse gas emissions. I look forward to providing travellers in
the Lower Mainland with new and better choices for transportation in the years to come.,
Thank you again for taking the time to write,

Sincerely,

Original Signed By:

Kevin Falcon
Minister

Information provided by: Tamara Little, Issue Note, January 31 2008
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Por Moody, B.CL
5.22

January 17, 2008

‘The Honourable Kevin Fudeon, MILA.
sdinister of Transporiation.

Roan 39

Pastlament Buildings
Migioria, BO

VHY x4

Yy Honour,

Faimn writing i regards o the proposed Dvergeen fransit Hne alipoment through
& & 7 I [l = b=
Port Moaody: { have o few questions § hope vour office can sned sorne Light on, They are
23 follows;

i Meovy can the Goverrmient jusify sking a routing for fhis Hne that has, by all
estieates aid i scems aycm hat they are all congervative in scope, been
almwosr BU%G more expensive?

EE Though T am nob a tunngd confraclor by srade T am femilisr with peneral
copiraeiing costs and wn wnderpround rowte s in ALL cascs the most
r"'{pt;:l‘ ‘é'&fs: pomii*ic r>pt”£r>n va 11‘31‘6‘522?? > ave we not looking at the more

<} enit?

1 I e alignmont w mL SCPTIES LG hr: mu fos abwavs seemed romewhuat selt

serving fos somg members of e local goveriment, T don™t see the Si}{:lzzi
beneflis of @ northemn woite ever the southorn route that serves mueh of the
same residente] distrions and also the public healrh faciliny of Rivervieww
Plospital, Turther as there has boon vall for another haspital of o more
mainstream style {Traum care apd ER) i the reglon, the fands of Riverview
wiondd sean the }aknat chwice (o this and therefore would offer vt another
v for (e southarn aligmnent, Couald vou p@c-;:-sc shed came light on this
dopmatic avoldance of using the southorn slipmnent.
A} Asthe Lower Mainland is o geugraphieally chal h-.-agud veglon, §find the
suggestion of burdening an existing cornidor totally and inexcusably ghort
- sighted. T liave Byed in GVRD my whaole e (43 yvears) and in Pore Moody for
the fast 8 voars wo |am vory fasviiliar weith the isvuey ansing om ohoky poins
i tead e, [ en a toral supporter of the “Gateway” program and om ol opposed
to 1l bridpes iF they relieve fraflic congostion for key arcas.
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Vst siid, w wz‘;ﬁ.u desiroving 3 tanes of existing walf z"zsj%zt of way

throwvh a fighs dor sucl as Pore Mondy seems unbearably ipnorant.

l’g“cvis:msi}-' 'i"zaz}si%ﬂk hus removed from service ong lane each way during

neak perivds from e Barmer Fighway for 'H(')"\" ARG

Thougt§ do sgree with the eoneept of HOV, Tdon™t belicve itis correct 10

fagititare 10 ul the exponse of existing ;.;,_}rz‘a;f.%m:, Netall tradfie s chibe 1o double

up as s and corry more people, Al Transiing bas really achieved mihis

wase 15 piven themselves a pat on the beck for keeping bus 1outes open during

rush houor, with g foss io the gomnuters who bear the greater burden of road _
wx through ges wxes, Pindess the David Ave, connevtor and bridyge o Norih i
Vameouver were o %% inchided in this plan T o'y see how 18 will make things
better for the noreasing Joad on e regions roads, Could vou please explaln
how thig wili not bea *wgf ative everal] impact on bufile inthe coridor?

1 slosing Lwonlkd ke ko poast out that Port Mocddy amd Port Conaitlam as
well as the Rides ‘\;ﬂmdmﬂ s ares have Hide choive but 1o use the corridor thirongi
Port Moody, The work undertaken with the upgrading of the Pla River Bridge
will only help mave mmore waffic ‘.iit}‘It irio e corridor and g new choke point
will be erested. This s sl e Diow dypamics god wot dilficult ro roglize, | am
very happy o see that the My Stoverpass hes been fnally approved as it wil!
wke some of the Joad off an already very ovarloaded Muriay St route, though |
must paint oul that in the last 2 vears vast residontial fiigh donsity developemenis
heen polng fuo (he Nowport Villape srea wnd this s almost @ case of 'foo
e, oo law”, In closing 1 wish @ sy shiae | ihink better use of existing corridors
such as the parinerships between UF and CN and Musicipalities and the Provinee
of B with t‘{-br.lriit- 1o chiered use of rail corridors are the sort of plewsrs we
reauire in the firtare. it the northern touting through Pert Moeody Is regnired for
reasons [ cannof grasp, | believe that an elevated rail option wlong the oxisting rall
corridor woudd have far Jesa impact oncthe area, both diing constructon ared ukso
in operaion.

[ ihiink you in advance for your atention in this matter,

Respeetfuily,
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:IEX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2008 11:43 AM
To: 5.22

Subject: 164467 — Evergrecn Line

5.22

164467 — Evergreen Line
Dears.22

Thank you for your e-mail of February 4, 2008, regarding the technology proposed for the Evergreen Line, Please accept
my apologies for the jateness of my reply,

As you've heard, the undated business plan for the Evergreen Line supports the use of Advanced Light Rapid Transit
(ALRT), a SkyTrain-like technelogy, rather than light rail transit. Although an ALRT system has higher construction costs,
it has significantly lower annua! operating costs, significantly shorter travel times for commuters and it will have two
and a half times more ridership by 2021, It will also be integrated into the existing Millennium Line to allow for

seamiess coordination.

Based in large part on the feedback received from area mayors, we decided to proceed with the Northwest route for
the Evergreen line. Municipal councifs in Port Moody, Port Coquittam and Coquitlam have all voted to support the

Northwestern route,

The provincial government has now taken this plan to the federal government so we can work with them on their
portion of funding. We will proceed as soon as possible with project engineering and a competitive selection pracess to
keep on track for pfanned 2014 completion.

The Evergreen Line is an impartant part of this government’s commitment to fighting congestion and reducing
greenhouse gas emissions. 1 look forward to providing travellers in the Lower Mainland with new and better choices for

transportation in the years to come.

Thank you again for taking the time to write,
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon

Minister

From: $.22

Sent: Monday, February 4, 2008 10:54 AM

To: Transpartation, Minister TRAN:EX

Subject: 164467 Evergreen line plans - why skytrain?

Dear Minister Falcan,
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{ am wondering why the Ministry of Transportation has decided to change the Evergreen Line pian from Light rail, at
grade transit, to sky-train like transit. On what basis was this decision made? Given that the LRT mode was decided as
the resuit of extensive consultation and planning that coordinated with scheduled developments and environmental
and asthetic concerns, it is alarming that the MoT would suddenly switch to a much more expensive method of

construction.

Thank you for your concern and information.

5.22
Vancouver, BC
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s.22

164019 - Expo Line
Dear 5.22

Premicr Gordon Campbell has asked me to respond on his behalf to your e-mail of

January 14, 2008, rcgarding the proposed expansion of the Expo Line. [i’s always good to hear
from professionals involved in British Columbia’s carlier public transit successes as we prepare to
expand and improve our transit network. Please aceept my apologies for the latencss of my reply.

[ shared your thoughtful latter with our transit planning team and our colleagucs at TransLink, and
they’ve provided some additional information that you may be interested in.

As you probably know, our goal 1s to double the capacity of the SkyTrain Expo I.ine in order to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions, improve access to public transit, and strengthen the region’s
gconomy. You're right that adding more trains would serve us well, and this is going to be an
important part of TransLink’s strategy. Optimizing the time between trains will also be a key
feature, as you suggest,

Over the past two years, the effective capacity of the system has been optimized to take {ull
advantage of the existing flect, increasing the morning peak period capacity fo nearly 12,000
passcagers per hour between Broadway and Main Street stations, up from 10,500,

In order o expand capacity even further and extend SkyTrain service to new areas, upgrades will be
needed. TransLink currently has 34 cars on order which will be in service before the Olympics in
2010. As well, the Province has recently provided funding to TransLink to purchase an additional
14 cars to meet the current and anticipated future demand. These new cars will allow TransLink to
operate longer trains, providing more capacity at existing frequencics. As the fleet grows, they will
also enable more [requent serviee,

Regarding the possibility of extending the station platform decks, it currently doesn’t look like that
will be necessary at all locations in order to double capacity. Some stations have reached capacity
when it comes to access, egress and platform dispersion, and TransLink is actively working to
upgrade them. TransLink will continue to look for ways to increase capacity within the existing
platform lengths,

Like you, the provincial government is very concerned about getting good value for taxpayers. The
$3.1 billion of new investment will provide for a six-kilometre extension of the line to Surrey, as
well as additional storage track and depots, control system upgrades, new maintenance facilities and
transit cxchanges, and other improvements. I'm confident that an expanded Expo Line will be a
key piece of a world-class transit network.

Thank you again for taking the {ime to write.
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Best regards,

Kevin Falcon

Minister
Copy to: Premier Gordon Campbell
Information provided by: Jim Hester, Director, Transit
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2013 8:49 AM

To: ‘mclay@portmoody .ca

Ce: Minister, CSCD CSCD:EX; Richter, Kevin J TRAN:EX; Farrell, Amanda
: TRAN:EX

Subject: 214303 - Evergreen J.ine Pedestrian Overpass

Dear Mayor Clay:

Please find attached correspondence from the Honourable Mary Polak, Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure.
Hard copy to follow by mail.
Thank you,

Office of the Minister
Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure

I’
SPIALDES [bdbspsoar
§ opgigpolli
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BRITISH
COLUMBIA

January 24, 2013

His Worship Reference: 214303
Mayor M.E. (Mike} Clay |
City of Port Moody !
100 Newport Drive
Port Moody BC V3H 5C3 |

Dear Mayor Clay:
Re:  Evergreen Line Pedestrian Overpass

I am following up on the letter of November 15,2012, sent to you by the Honourable

Rill Bennett, Minister of Community, Spoit and Cultural Development, regarding your support
for a pedestrian overpass near the Bvergreen Line’s Port Moody Central Station. Please accept
my apologics for the lateness of this reply. T know this is an important matter to you.

[ understand you were advised by former Minister Blair Lekstrom earlier this year that
ridership from north of the station is anticipated to be relatively low based on the existing land
usc, and, therefore, a pedestrian connection to this location was not included in the scope of the
Evergreen Line Project.

While 1 can confirm the ministry is not currently planning a pedestrian overpass at Port Moody
Central Station or widening Moody Street Overpass, T understand it is a matter that the
Evergreen Project team continues to discuss with your staff. We will continue to work closely
with the City to determine whether there are opportunities in conjunction with the project that
would assist you in meeting this objective.

I can assure you the ministry takes pedestrian safety very seriously, and we are committed to
working with the Cily to ensure pedestrian access to stations yemains as safe and reliable as
possible for riders.

A2
Ministry of Transportation Offce of the Minister Mailing Address:
and Infrastruciuee Parliament Buildings

Victoria BC VEBY 1X4
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Assistant Deputy Minister, Infrastructure, Kevin Richter and Evergreen Line Executive Project
Director Amanda Farrell would be bappy to meet with you and your staff to provide an update
on the project as we meove towards major constiuction. Please contact Mr. Richter at

250 387-6742, should you wish io arrange a meeting,

Thank you for taking the time to write,

Sincerely,

K/I l Polak

Minister

Copy to: Honourable Bill Bennett

Minister of Commmunity, Sport and Cultural Development
MLA., Kootenay East

Kevin Richter, Assistant Deputy Minister
Infrastructure Department

Amanda Farrell, Executive Project Director
Evergreen Linc Rapid Transit Project
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Thursday, January 22, 2009 12:18 PM
Ta: s.22

Ce: Chang, David TRAN:EX

Subject: 166415 ~ Evergreen Line Route Choice
s.22

166415 - Evergreen Line Route Choice
Dear S22

Thank you for your e-mail of April 11, 2008, expressing concern regarding the Evergreen Line route selection, and the
timeling for the project’s completion. Please accept my apologies for the lateness of my reply,

As you know, our government and Translink asked the Tri-city mayors to solicit feedback from their constituencies to
help determine what route should be chosen for the Evergreen Line. Hundreds of Port Moody residents shared their
thoughts at the March 3 town hall meeting. 1t's important to note that in addition to public feedback sessions, the
mayors received input through enline submissions, and the Mayors’ Council on Regional Transportation also received
over 150 feedback forms from residents of the area,

The Northwest route has been chosen with the support of a strong business case that shows this route has a technical
advantage over the Southeast route. | am confident that the mayors’ support was based on an open process with
ample opportunity for residents to share their views, and | am pleased that they recognized the value of a consensus on

this important decision.

The Evergreen Line is a $1.4 billion project, and creating a Jasting transit improvement of its caliber means taking the
time to consult with local government, secure adequate funding, and evaluate technological options and long-term
operating strategies. | can appreciate that you would like to see the line built quickly, and in a financiaily respensible
manner, and you may be interested to know that public-private partnerships {P3s} are actually a very successful way of

meeting these two priorities,

P3 projects offer opportunities to realize innovation from, and efficiently transfer risk to private sector partners. Thus
far, all of our P3 projects have been completed on schedule and on budget. Overall, P3s have offered innovation,
creativity and excellent value for British Columbians’ tax dollars. You may wish to view more details on P3 projects on
the Partnerships BC web site at hitp://www.partnershipshc.ca.

Provincial policy has established P3s as the preferred framework for all projects where the Province is contributing more
than $20 million in capital funding. This policy has been put in piace to ensure that there is a rigorous examination of
options in the planning stage and to ensure that provincial capital investments provide tax payers with the best value
for dollar. The Evergreen Line Rapid Transit Project business case provided a favourable preliminary assessment of the
project’s viability as a P3 project. While the project has characteristics that might favour a P3 procurement option, a
decision on procurement will not be made unti! after a detailed analysis of relevant opticns has been completed. This
assessment is currentiy underway.

Should you have further guestions about this project, please feel free to contact David Chang, my ministry’s Associate
Project Director. He can be reached at David.Chang®gov.bc.ca or at 604 775-1097. He would be pieased to assist you.

1
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Thank you again for taking the time to write.

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

Copy to: David Chang
Assaciate Project Director

————— Original Message -----

From: 5.22

To: Grubesic, Lisa TRAN:EX _
Sent; Fri Apr 11 15:54:15 2008 i
Subject: Fw: Stop talking and get Evergreen Line built

Tranpertation Minister; Mr. Kevin Falcon. Fw: Stop talking and get Evergreen Line buiit

Attached is my letter to the editor of our focal. From this you will understand that the general population believes that
the extension to SkyTrain should be constructed along the { S.E.Corridor) the Lougheed Hwy to the Coquitlam Center,
However for some reason the TriCities 3 Councils have opted for the {N.E. Corridor). Our 2 MLA's do not want to get
involved with the develapment of the Provincialy owned Riverview Property, that no one wants to be decimated by
development. However this seems to be the only reasen for not choosing the S.E.Route. We had previously been
involved with Citizens For Appropriate Evergreen Technology "CAET". We felt we won that for which we were
advocating( the SkyTrain extension). But now can not help stressing some facts we had gathered along this advocacy
path. {1) The Business plan for the Street car could never be substantiated( essentially the same basic route now
proposed for the SkyTrain extension). So the changes to SkyTrain don't alter the facts that this route can not be of any
financial benefit. As the accompaning letter explains, the total 11kms route with 6 kms of tunnel & at grade CPR right of
way, & a superfluous stop @ WCLE does not allow any passenger access that would not already have been provided by
the 5.E. Route. Combine this fact with Chairman Malcoim Brodie of Richmond, when Chairing the Translink Board, found
Mavyor Joe Transolini of Port Moody in conflict of interest, & would not permit him to debate on any matter pertinent ta
the Evergreen Line. Joe, like Scott Young, Mayor of Port Coquitlam, was able to STRONGLY tip their Council vote to
endorse the N.E. Route, There are other points that | could mention but | feel that if you were prepared to use them
they could be forthcoming. It is not financially prudent to use the N.E. Route, nor do [ feel that it is wise to use a 3P
arrangemenit, | would appreciate your views, .22

Stop talking and get Evergreen Line bui't

March 23, 2008

The Editor,
Re. “Trustees back SE route” {The Tri-City News, March 14),

Thanks to the School District 43 board of education. It evaluated and made an educated decision on the Evergreen Line.

z
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Tri-City mayors have not done their homework with the same dedication. Port Moody's Joe Trasolini chaired a meeting
with his council March 3 and afterwards stated the crowd was 60% to 40% in favour of the southeast route.

The at-grade CP Rail right-of-way seemed to make such a difference to the mayor and council that they have forgotten
they were always opposed to SkyTrain. So now, (hastily) with almost a week before they were asked to respond, the
council told the provincial government it favours the northwest route.

On March 6, a community group held a simiiar meeting in the Sir Frederick Banting middle school gym. All but one
member of Coquitlam council was present, Whether in answers to guestions ot not, the councillors were on their feet,
not as much in favour of the northwest route but certainly concerned about the future use of the Riverview Hospital
fands.

Councillors are now on recerd supporting the northwest route in spite of the fact that the chair of the meeting at E
Banting felt those attending favoured the southeast route by a margin of 70% to 30%.

Part Coquitlam’s council apparently felt it had sufficlent public input for it to also go on record in support of the
northwest route, Although Mavyor Scott Young cast the deciding vote, the three councillors who favoured the southeast
route seemed to understand that this would greatly henefit PoCo ratepayers,

Even though SkyTrain is the correct technology, why do our elected representatives (who didn’t even support the
carrect technology previously ) now put stumbling blocks into the progress of this project?

Qur grandchifdren will benefit from the Evergreen Line and aur present concerns should be to see that future
generations are not still paying the price for this otherwise almaost perfect transportation system. These past 45 days

have been only a small part of the five years that have been wasted on political manoeuvring. Let’s quit the political
dialogue and go to work on this much-needed line.

s.22

Part Moody
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2008 11:20 AM

To: 5.22 _

Subject: 168983 - RapidBus BC and Rapid Transit Service for Surrey
5.22

168983 - RapidBus BC and Rapid Transit Service for Surrey
Dear $.22

Thank you for your e-mail of July 3, 2008, regarding upcoming transit improvements for Surrey-Cloverdale residents.
Please accept my apologies for the lateness of my reply.

Our transit planners are now working on possible concepts for the design of the King George Highway RapidBus BC
route and are in discussions with their counterparts in TransLink. We're still in the early stages of the project, so it's toco
early to identify an opening date for the line. RapidBus BC lines will Jikely require new infrastructure, such as dedicated
lanes or queue jumping provisions at intersections, so we want to make sure we examine all our options and find the

best and lasting choice for travellers.

As for SkyTrain, our transit plan calls for a $3.1 billion upgrade and expansion of the Expo SkyTrain Line, which will
include a 6-kilometre extension into Surrey by 2020. My understanding is that the extension would serve more
commuters if it heads east from King George rather than south down King George Highway, but the extension’s exact
route has yet to be determined, and you and other members of the community will have many chances ta comment on

the plans as they develop.

You can be sure I'm as eager as you are to see more transportation options for Surrey. Our planners are working hard
every day to make that happen. If you would like more information about the Provincial Transit Plan, including maps,
you may want to visit our web site at http//www.th gov.bc.ca/Transit Plan.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

From: Falcon.MLA, Kevin [mailto:Kevin.Falcon.MLA@leg.be.ca)
Sent: Monday, July 7, 2008 11:57 AM

To: 5.22

Cc: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX; Hester, Jim TRANIEX

Subject: RE: Your Summer 2008 Report

s.22
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Thank you for writing into Kevin's Constituency office, | have taken the liberty of forwarding your email to Kevin's
Ministerial Office. You will receive a response to your questions as soon as possible.

Thank you
Natasha

Natasha Westover
Constituency Assistant to
Kevin Falcon, MLA

Ph. 604-576-3792

Fax 604-576-3797
Natasha.Westover@leg.bc.ca

From:s.22

Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2008 10:26 PM
To: Faicon.MLA, Kevin

Subject: Your Summer 2008 Report
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Dear Mr. Faicon:

Thank you for sending me your Summer 2008 report

(am very interested in the transit compenent aof this report. You have highlighted the New Rapid Bus line to White
Rock along King George Highway and indicated that residents of your constituency will soon have this 15 by 15 by 7

service. Would you please define soon?
You also refer to new Surrey Line for Skytrain and show a photo of Skytrain in your report. Are you considering

extending Skytrain
into or even close to your constituency? Would you consider having an arm of Skytrain run down King George Highway

to at least 72nd Ave? | have beentold that any extension of Skytrain wil! go directly east to Langley or Guildford and
not towards your constituency. | would be interested in your comments on this.

Thanks for your time and consideration of these questions.

s.22
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July 7, 2008

The Honourable Lawrence Cannon Reference: 168260
Minister of Transport, Infrastructure and Communities

1ouse of Commons
Ottawa ON K1A ONS5

Dear Minister Cannon:
Re: Initial Evergreen Line Funding Plan

Further to my letter of March 10, 2008, and our mecting in April at the Council of the

Ministers Responsible for Transportation and Highway Safety, on behalf of the citizens and
government of British Columbia, | want to express appreciation for the federal government’s
support of transit and transportation infrastructure projects. As you know, Greater Vancouver is
experiencing a nurmber of challenges concerning transit and transportation issues as the arca’s
robust population growth generates continuing congestion, liveability and competitiveness
pressurcs. T also wish to undertake that British Columbia’s $66.7 million share of the Public Transit
Capital Trust 2008 funding will finance a portion of the costs of the planning, development and
early construction phases of the Evergreen Line over the next three years as described in this letter.

As roferenced in Minister Flaherty’s budget speech, the Evergreen Line is a $1.4 billion rapid transit
project, expected to be completed by 2014, servicing metro Vancouver's fast growing northeast
sector with connections to the Millennium and Expo lines. The Evergreen Line is an important and
integral component of the transit network plan in the Lower Mainland area, designed to enhance
ridership capacity to meet increasing service demand as well as help in the reduction of GHG
cmissions by providing improved transit options to Lower Mainland residents.

As you are aware from prior cxperiences, this type of infrastructure project requires planning and
construction commitments spanning morc than one year. B.C. intends to withdraw the entirc $66.7
million trust funding as soon as it is available, and the attached plan for your review shows how
{hese funds are to be used over the next three years as well as preliminary plans of the entire
Evergreen Line construction project. B.C. will be requesting further federal government support of
the Bvergreen Line through your government’s Building Canada Plan to be partnered with funding
commitments from the Province and the South Coast British Columbia Transportation Authority.

A2
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The Ministry of Transportation and the BC Transportation Financing Authority will produce regular
reports for both the contributors and the public on specitlc accomplishments and expenditures,
including progress reports on the application of this funding to the intended outcomes. Given the
size and scope of the development and construction of the Evergreen Line, plan detajls may be
updated and publicly reported as strategics are initiated or updated to achicve the objectives. Plans
and accomplishments will be disclosed in annual service plans accompanying the government’s
Budget and Fisca! Plan and in year-end annual reports released with the Public Accounts.

The attached plan expands on the imitiatives identified in our governments’ joint statcment releascd
March 11. Over the next three years this plan is expected to spend $40 million on construction and
the remaining $27 million in a varicty of areas including engineering and design, technical studics
and procurement and contract development. If you concur fhat it is consistent with the Operating
Principles undertying the multi-year Public Transit Capital Trust 2008, including public reporting
on the achicved outcomges, the plan, to be implemented through your government’s funding, is
expected to support the initial construction phase of this project to ultimatoly increase transit
capacity and provide enhanced service,

[ look forward to your comments concerning the plan and thank you again for your support as
cooperative and collaborative initiatives between our two governments are essential in addressing
this major 1ssue.

Sincerely,

Original Signed By:

Kevin Falcon
Minister

Attachment
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Initial Evergreen Line Funding Plan

The Government of Canada and the Province of British Columbia share the mutual goals
of reducing traffic congestion in urban arcas, reducing carbon dioxide and other
emissions, and making our communities more liveable. To meet thesc goals, the Province
recently introduced its $14 billion Provincial Transit Plan. The Evergreen Line, servicing
the rapidly growing communities in Metro Vancouver's Northeast sector, is a key
component of this plan. The project's strategies to increase capacity and ridership will
allow residents to choose transit, rather than automobiles, as their preferred method of
transportation. This mode shift will reduce traffic congestion and associated cmissions
and improve the region's liveability.

Construction of the Evergreen Line is a major undertaking, and will require cooperation
between a numbet of parties to €nsurc success. Table 1 shows the currently envisioned
Evergreen Line {unding profile. In addition to the $66.7-million contribution from the
Public Transit Capital Trust 2008, B.C. intends 1o request further federal government
support of the Evergreen Line construction project of up to about $350 million under the
Building Canada Plan. These preliminary figures are based on a conceptual design for the
project subject to change as cngineering and further design worlk progresses.
Additionally, as discussed in the Evergreen Iinc Rapid Transit Project Business Case,
available at http://wwwnth.gov.bc-.cafcvergrcen{line/docs/BusinessCase.pdf, a
preliminary assessment of the Evergreen Line’s suitability as a P3 project indicated that a
detailcd procurcment analysis will be required. The funding profile presented in this plan
< based on a traditional Design-Bid-Build procurement strategy. A decision to procure
{he Evergrecn project though a P3 model may change this preliminary funding profile.

Table 1.) Preliminary BEvergreen I.ine Funding Profile ($ millions)

T oams | ooio | fomi ] 112 [z ] _amd | 1415 | [ Totai |
[Funding Requirements 1 | & ] o [ ™ | mr | B2 | [1.e7e ]

Table 2 presents details on how the $66.7 million advanced under the Public Transit
Capital Trust 2008 will be used, as well as the expected per cent completion of each

general category of expenditures.
2
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22

Tablc 2.) Preliminary Funding Profile for $66.7 miliion Federal Contribution ($ millions)

2008/08 | (% complet 2p08/10 | {36 complete} | 201 011 | [#hcomplete || Total {% complete}
Engineering and Design $5.60 28% 55.00 3% $2.70 875 $13.30 §7%
Technical Studies §2.10 agy| 8300 gsuw|  $0.40 a7%| 3520 87%
Consultation $1.10 11% 54,80 58% $4.10 1005 $10.00 100%
Procurerent and cantract developrent §1.40 17%]  §3.400 52  §4.00 joo%|| $8.40 100%
Canstnuction $0.00 0% $3.00 1ol %2070 sull $23.70 5%
Project management $0.80 20| $1.20 5%  §4.10 14%| 3610 14%
TOTAL §11.00 $20.00 $36.70 $66.70

Specific tasks performed under the general categorics above include:

A) Engineering and Design ($13.3 million)

_ Preliminary design preparation

_ Assessment of property impacts/requirements
- Utilities and roadwork surveys

- Municipal and agency liaison

- Guideway and station design clements

B) Technical Studies ($5.2 million)

- Geotechnica) baseline study

- Environmental assessment application

- Environmental field work (archaeology, air quality, fisheries, wildlife, vegetation, ¢tc.)
- Traffic and ridership analysis

C) Consultation ($10.0 million)

- Preparation and support for open houses

- Issues management

- Production and maintenance of communication materials
- Media relations

- Discussion with First Nations

D) Procurement ($8.4 million)

- Financial analysis of procurcment options

_ Commercial analysis of procurement options
- Legal advisors

- Contract negotiations

- RFQ and RFP preparation and evaluation
A3
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) Construction ($23.7 million)
- Detailed design

- Site clearing and preparation

- Soil preloading

- Utilities relocation

_ Initial tunnelling related works

F) Contracted Project Management Services ($6.1 million)
- Contract management

- Procure project management services (external resoutces)
- Maintain project schedule

- Manage project budget

The three-year funding profile presented in Table 2 highlights the steps necessary (o

move the Evergreen Line project through to the first year of construction (2010/11). This
plan includes the necessary planning and enginecring work required to refine the project
alignment and station locations to a point where detailed specifications can be included in
an RFP. I is anticipated that a project proponent or proponents (depending on the final
procurement model) will be identified by the end of 2009, and that contract(s) will be
awarded in Spring 2010. This timeline will allow the successful proponent(s) to begin site
preparation and other construction aclivities in 2010, in advance ofa2014

commissioning datc.
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2008 12:06 PM
Ta: 5.22

Ce: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Subjcet: 169050 - Transit in British Columbia
s.22

169050 - Transit in British Cotumbia

Dear 5.22

Premier Gerdon Campbell asked me to respond on his behalf to your e-mail of July 5, 2008, regarding the need for more
rapid transit in British Calumbia. Piease accept my apologies for the lateness of my reply.

I'm glad to hear of your support for our investment in the Canada Line. You may be interested to know that our 514
billion pubiic transit plan calls for three ather major new investments in rapid transit ines—including the Evergreen Line,
the UBC Line and an expanded Expo Line. These investments will increase rapid transit capacity in Metro Vancouver by
70 per cent, We're also introducing nine new high-speed RapidBus BC routes—part of a frequent, reliable service that
looks and feels like rapid transit and operates on dedicated lane-ways where needed tc bypass congestion.

We intend to significantly expand the bus fleet across the province with 1,600 new buses. You mentionhed you were
concerned about the emissions from these buses. | am pleased to (et you know that not only will the new huses help us
get cars off the road, they will use modern clean-energy techinology, helping to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and

keep our air clean.

By 2020, we intend to double the number of transit riders across the province and eliminate 160 million car trips per
year on provincial roads. For details about the Transit Plan, you may want to visit our web site at

http://www.th.gov.bc.ca/Transit Plan.

You can be sure that our government is committed to bold action in other areas to help fight climate change too. The
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Act is a new piece of legisiation that will further address the impact cur vehicles, and their

fuels, are having on the environment.

The act includes tailpipe emission standards for automakers’ fleets, which we expect will save us 600,000 tonnes of
greenhouse gas emissions annually by 2016, and will offer consumers more flexibility in making environmentally
conscious car purchases. The Act aiso requires that by 2010, five per cent of all gasoline and diesel soid in B.C. must be
renewable fuels, The Ministry of Environment’s new BC Air Action Plan also includes a 52,000 rebate far British
Columbians who trade in their older, high emission vehiclas for hybrids.

For more information on climate change initiatives across the provincial government, you may wish to view the Climate
Action Secretariat web site at http.//www.climateactionsecretariat.gov.bc.ca/.

Thank you again for taking the time o write,

Best regards,
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Kevin Falcon
Minister

Copy to; Premier Gordonh Campbeil

-----QOriginal Message--—---

From: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2008 12:02 PM
To: s.22

Ce: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: RE: tax

Thank you far your email regarding the Gateway Program.

Since your comments relate to issues under the responsibility of the Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure, your
correspondence has been shared with the Honourahle Kevin Falcon for his review, Minister Falcon will ensure that you
receive a respense specific 1o your comments.

Again, thank you for writing.

From: $.22

Sent: Saturday, July 5, 2008 2:21 PM
To; OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Subject; tax

Dear Mr. Campbel),

| hope this doesn't fall on deaf ears, but I'm going to say it anyway. | know this plan is meant for down the road, ok. I can
see your logic and understand we need to make a change now. Having said that, i think throwing more busses on the
road is a temporary fix. They are CO2 amitting how does that help our problem., Canada line, smartest move ever. Now
we need to move forward and create LRT to move at least 15 million people everyday. We only have around 4 million
pecple, this can be achieved with the future generations in mind, room for expanding suburbs, and with all non emitting
vehicles, g 22 | know what the NDP does to big business, please show me being
the future, a plan that works and il vote you again.. All major cities move massive amounts of people with LRT. Muitiple
lines can be built at once with major infrastructure in mind. North to south, east to west, tell the pecple a platferm like
that before the NDP does and you cant go wrong.. That's the kind of BC i want to live in.. one with state of the art, top
noich, zero emitting reliable transit which would give me a feasibie alternative to driving.. | khow your not out there to
screw me, but right now it sure feels like that. Write me back, or just send me a sign in the paper or the news your not
iosing touch with the reat people of BC,

thank you s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:TX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Thursday, May §, 2008 3:37 PM

Ta: .22

Subject: 164404 - Concerns with TranslLink

Attachments: Complaint- Bus Driver refusing to follow designated routc
5.22

164404 - Concerns with TranslLink

Dears.22

Thank you for your e-mails of February 7, 2008, regarding your safety and service concerns with TransLink. Please
accept my apologies for the lateness of my reply,

i'm giad to see that you've shared your concerns with Transkink. TransLink is an independent transportation autherity
and not part of the provincial government, 5o they are in the best position to respond to the specific problems you've

encountered.,

You may he interested to know that, as part of the Provincial Transit Plan, we intend to work with TransLink to double
the capacity of the SkyTrain Expo Line in order to improve access to public transit, strengthen the region’s economy and

reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Qur transit plan calls for $3.1 billion of new investment to provide for a six-kilometre extension of the line ta Surrey, as
well as additional storage track and depots, control system upgrades, new maintenance facilities, transit exchanges and

other improvements.

| understand that TransLink currently has 34 cars on order which will be in service before the Olympics in 2010. These
new cars will allow Translink to operate longer trains, providing more capacity. In addition, the Province has recently
provided funding to Translink to purchase an additional 14 cars to meet the current and anticipated future demand. As
the fleet grows, they will alsc enable more frequent service,

I'm confident that an expanded Expo Line will be a key piece of a world-class transit network,
Thank you again for taking the time to write.
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

From: s.22

Sent: Thursday, February 7, 2008 2:24 PM

To: Transportation, Minister TRANEX

Subject: Millennium Line SkyTrain under serving it's riders
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This is a copy of an email sent to TransLink. Please note that often there are SkyTrain attendants, with and withoui
police presence, who frequently position themselves at the top of the up-moving escalator ta check fares. This creates
an extremely hazardous condition to the thousands of people who are entering this station during rush hour. People on
the escalator are not abie to stop their forward movement and eventually someone is going to fail and be sericusly
injured if not killed. 1t shows a complete lack of basic intelligence, problem-solving skill and forethought, Fare checks
are fine, but they should be done at the BOTTOM of an UP-moving escalator or the TOP of a DOWN-moving escafator.

i am a 3-zone monthly pass holder and I'm getting pretty sick and tired of the extremely poor service I'm experiencing
NMonday thru Friday during bath the morning and evening rush hour commute.

At 7:30 am [ enter the SkyTrain station at Lougheed and travel to Conwmercial. Far too often the train pulling into

Lougheed is already packed with people and somehow a couple hundred more people are expected to board the train.

The trains are often running more than 5 minutes apart which means that by the time the next train comes there will |
again be a couple more hundred people on the platform waiting for it as several large fully leaded buses are pulling into !
Laugheed every few minutes, 2 and 3 at time. ;

Meanwhile, on the other side of the platform 2 expo lines have arrived and a miilennium is arriving and there are very
few people even on that side of the platform!

Then, | enter the SkyTrain station at Commercial between 4:00 and 4:30 pm where | usually wait at least 5 minutes for &
2 car millennium train to pull up heading back to Lougheed. Meanwhile on the other side of the platform a 4 car
mifiennium bound for VCC-Clark pulls in, leaves, then another, then another. Where are these 4 car trains going
because they sure aren't coming back!! Itis insane and dangerous to pack that many people onto a 2 car train!
Yesterday, {Tuesday Feb 5] there were so many people on the plaiform waiting for an Eastbound train that if a 4th
Westbound train puiled in the passengers would not have been able to get off the train. There were no SkyTrain
attendants in sight and finally an Easthound train approached and lo and behold, it only had 2 cars!

We need more 4-car trains on the millennium side now! We are ridiculously under serviced for the exorbitantly high
fares we are paying. Not all of the university students get off at Production Way / University, a significant number of
them are riding all the way to UBC and are making life extremely difficult for those of wha are trying to get to work. The

UBC extension can't come soon enough but in the meantime, please, PLEASE add more 4-car trains ta the millennium
line between Lougheed & Commercial in both directions.

Thanks,

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: 5.22 B

Nent: Thursday, February 7, 2008 2:20 PM

To: Transportation, Minister TRAN;EX

Subject: Complaint- Bus Driver retusing to follow designated route
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

This is a copy of an email sent to TransLink - Please note that the fast paragraph is of particular concert. There were hundreds of
passengers left stranded in dangerous weather conditions without any means or ability to seek shelter. With our region experiencing
more and more of these winter storms something must be done to profect the thousands of people who rely on public

transit. l.oughecd station, as many other stations, is situated in a retmote dead-end with no eusily accessible and open businesses
where stranded passengers can scek shelter, The TransLink employecs all have their shelter to sit in and that is where they ail went
and hid, Not one dared to come auiside and perhaps open the buses to lef us at least sit on them out of the weather. Not one of them
showed an ounce of huian compassion.

BUS number 5.22
s.22 from Lougheed Station - Route C-24

Wednesday February 6, 2008

Despite the fact that the snow plow was driving DIRECTLY IN FRONT of the bus, the driver refused to drive through the Glenayre /
College Park area. 5.22

then proceeded to ciump the rﬁajority' of s. passengers ait &
Clark Road to leave us to cross the highway on foot. Clark Road had bumper to bumper traffic and was a far more hazardous route to
S. paying passengers than the one g, was refusing to follow.

If the drivers are not competent and confident enough to drive on a plowed & treated route thes what are they doing behind the wheel
with the lives of your paying customers in their hands? Port Moody was right out there with the plow trucks treating the roads
because it was rush hour and they knew people were {rying to get home, Fven the priority 3 roads were passable at this time of day
and other C-24 buses were running through the Glenayre / College Park area. True they were moving more slowly than usual but that
ts to be expected from a competent and professional driver in challenging conditions requiring caution,

[ can fully understand the idea behind staying off the read to give the plows a chance o catch up to the snow and keep the roads in
good condition but that was already well underway, s. refusal to follow g, assigned route was 8. own personal choice and as such
s. put all of the passengers at risk by forcing them 1o walk on sidewalks that were untreated and uncleared, and very slippery.

Transiink MUST pay more attention to their customers safety and comfort during winter weather conditions. You simply cannot in
good canscience dump us and leave us stranded for hours at a time in such conditions, Last winter [ was left siranded at Lougheed
station for 5 1/2 hours. Your employees were all safely hiding inside the drivers hut. There were no SkyTraio aitendants and we had
ne aceess to shelter or bathrooms, This is inhumane freatment.  1f you capnot provide a safe ride to our destination or to a shelter
then you better do some major upgrades to the existing bus loops and stops with all the money you've reported In your earmtings and
that you've garnered from the fare increases, park & ride lot fees and taxes. We deserve MUCH better than you are current]y

providing,

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Friday, February 29, 2008 3:55 PM
To: OConnor, Jessica K LASS:EX
Subject: 164230 - UBC Rapid Transit Line

Tessica.OConnor@leg.be.ca

164230 - UBC Rapid Transii Line

Dear Jessica:

Thank you for your ¢-mail of February 4, 2008, requesting information about the future route of the UBC rapid
transit line to use in a response to a Vancouver - Point Grey constituent, [ am pleased to provide the following

suggested points.

« As younote in your e-mail, we are still in the carly days of this proposal. The rapid transit line from
Broadway Station to the University of British Columbia is expected to open in 2020.

+ The planners of this line will have many different options tor

the design and route to explore.

« As the plans develop, we will definitely consult with local residents, sceking their suggestions and

feedback about the available options.

«  We want to choose a routc that respects the nceds of commuters and the local neighbourhood.

I hope you find this information useful.

Best regards,

Caroline Elliot
Executive Assistant to
The 1 [onourable Kevin Falcon

From: Eliiott, Caroline TRAN:EX
Sent: Monday, February 4, 2008 12:12 PM

To: Writing Services, Transportation TRAN:EX
Cc: OConnor, Jessica K LASS:EX

Subject: 164230 FW: Millennium Line Extension

Hello,

Could bullets please be prepared for Premier Campbell's constituency assi
generated by thelr office?

Thank you

Caroline

stant, so a response to the below email can be
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Caroline Elliott

Executive Assistant to

the Honourable Kevin Faicon
Minister of Transportation

Phone: (250) 387-1978

Fax; (250) 356-2290

Email: Caroline. Elliott@qgov.be.ca

Sent: Monday, February 4, 2008 9:52 AM
To: Elliott, Caroline TRAN:EX
Subject: Millennium Line Extension

Hi Caroline,

| know that plans have net been made for the proposed UBC skytrain, so ia there anything you would suggest as a
response to the email below other than saying that plans have yet to be designed?

Thanks,
Jessica

Jeagion (FConner
Constitneney Assistant to
Gardon Campbell, MEA
Vanconver - Polnt Ly
3015 West 4th Avenae
Vaneasyver B0, VoR 12
Cifiee: 604 6603202

Fax: 604.660.5485

( vou seeudd Vike so subseribe 1o The Capital Report, aoweekly conail updare of govermment activity, please fet us knov,

From: s.22

Sent: Sunday, February 03, 2008 6:32 PM
To: Campbell MLA, Gordon

Subject: Millennium Line Extension

Dear Mr. Campbell,

| am writing in regards to the recent announcement of a possible extension to the Millennium Line towards UBC. If this
goes ahead, 1 can appreciate that a lot of details need to be worked out but it appears that the iink, it some form, would
run atong 10th Avenue threugh West Point Grey. | am very disapoointed at the praspect of this! | fear that it will impact
negatively on West Point Grey Village and the community near 10" Avenue, whether it is above grade, on grade or below
grade. There are, of course, concerns during consfruction, but my greater concern is once it is operating. It is my
understanding that it is not nice living near many existing Skytrain stations or Skytrain thoroughfares in the Vancouver

darea.
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I am certain that there must other routing options if it is decided to run a line to UBC. Mr. Camphbell, you are the MLA for
the Point Grey Area...... what assurance ¢an | have that the interests of our community, especially those that border 10 th
Avenue, will be protected?

Regards,

5.22
Point Grey Homeowner $.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
e

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2008 2:01 PM
To: s.22

Subject: 168918 — Public Transit Improvements
5.22

168318 = Public Transit improvements
Dear .22

Thank you for your e-mail of June 30, 2008, offering suggestions to improve public transit in the Vancouver area. Please
accept my apologies for the lateness of my reply.

To avoid transfers and travel time loss, new rapid transit lines would wark best if compatible with existing line
technology. Inter-operability provides the operators with the flexibility to maximize ridership and optimize operational
efficiency. We're still in the early stages of the rapid transit expansion, and you ¢an he sure that all technology options

will be considered.

CP Rail is experiencing sfgnificant growth in raif traffic through Vancouver's commercial gateway area, and scheduling
additional commuter rail services on already busy lines would be a suhstantial challenge. SkyTrain lines can handle a
significantly higher volume of passengers on a daily basis and can provide longer hours of dally service when compared
to conventional commuter rail services. As we continue to expand public transportation options, rail will be considered
whare appropriate along with other available options. There will also be many opportunities for members of the public
to examine and comment on all owr transit plans and proposals as we move forward.

Your questions about the WestCoast Express schedule and SkyTrain parking facilities are matters for TransLink’s
consideration.  It's worth noting that in addition to the WestCoast Express, TransLink also affers the TrainBus service
along the same route, which offers some flexibility to travel outside peak periods. Should you wish to address your
cancerns to Translink’s Custemer Relations group, you can reach them at custrel@translink.be.ca or 604 953-3040.

Our goal is to be a world leader in transit ridership by 2030 with the same percentage of traveliers using public transit as
Paris, London and Meibourne. 8y Z020, we intend to double the nunber of transit riders across the province and
eliminate 160 million car trips per year on provincial roads. 1 appreciate you sharing your ideas on how best to achieve

these goals.
Thank you again for taking the time o write.
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

From:s.22
Sent: Monday, June 30, 2008 4:52 PM

Page 126 of 228 TRA-2015-50247



To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: North East Corner

Dear Sir,
Here are my thoughts on transportation.
Why are you nof using the CN rails? Would this not be a better idea than building expensive Skytrains?

We love the Westcoast Express but unfortunately it does not run enough. Why dan't you censider maximizing CP for
commuter raii and have it run during the day and on weekends? Montrea) has a wonderfu! train system and also has
parking similar ta the Skytrain in Surrey.

As a former rider 1 can attest to the fact that riding a beautiful, air conditioned train beats buses any day. The tracks are
everywhere, why not take advantage of them?

As a second query, why is there never any paid parking made available for Skytrain riders as there is for the Westcoast
Express? | live in Albion and would love o be able to feave my car at a station and take the Skytrain downiown at a
time other than 8:00 a.m.. Of course, if the Westcoast Express were running during the day...

But ! stil! believe that the rails are the way to go. We have Bombardier in the east that could provide more trains like
the Westcoast Express trains that are wonderful.

| realize that it is expensive to "rent” rail time from CP but think of the future of rail and how far you could go with this
concept.

Respectfully yours,
s.22

Maple Ridge, BC
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October 7, 2008

John Seinen, Chair Reference: 165384
Vancouver Area Cycling Commission, Tri-Cities
Committee

John Fair, President

Vancouver Area Cycling Commission
667 Columbia Street, Suite 74

New Westminster BC V3M 1A%

Dear John Seinen and John Fair:
Re:  Evergreen Line and Cycling

Thank you for your letter of March 2, 2008, regarding the Iivergreen Line rapid transit project
and what it could mean for B.C. cyclists. Please accept my apologies for the latencss of my

reply.

As ['m sure you know, I'm an avid cyclist myself, and my ministry is committed 1o making it
casier for more people to cycle more often in this province.

1 was glad to have the chance 10 read your ideas about how cycling could be incorporated into
the planning of the Lvergreen Line. As the project advances, there will be many opportunitics
for public input, consultation and feedback on the different design proposals and their support
for cycling. We'll have the chance to discuss ways to develop a transportation corridor that
gets people out of their cars and onto other cleaner forms of transportation, including transit

and cycling.

As mentioned in the Provincial Transit Plan, the provincial government will be releasing a new,
comprehensive cycling strategy inn the next few months. The transit plan also calls for an
additional 1,000 bike lockers by 2020.

A2
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We’re going to make cycling a safc and enjoyable choice for more British Columbians than
ever before. 1 appreciate your contributions so far, and 1 ook forward to the VACC’s ongoing
participation.

Thank you again for taking the time to write,
Sincercly,
Original Signed by

Kevin Falcon
Minister

Information provided by John Coombs, Manager, Transit Program Moniloring, and Jdave Duncan, Project
Direclor, Climate Action Program,
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Underwoad, Victor TRAN:EX
‘e —

From: Falcon.MLA, Kevin <Kevin.Falcon MLA@leg.be.ca>

Sent: Monday, March 3, 2008 1):30 AM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subject: 165384 FW: LEvergreen Feedback - Vancouver Area Cycling Coalition
Attachments: VACC TriCities Evergreen Line 2008 Falcon jf.pdf

o e et e ek e e L SRALL e ALma g e et B e s et e s e e mete Rt

From: Alexi Zawadzki s.22

Sent: Sunday, March 02, 2008 6:39 AM

To; Falcon.MLA, Kevin

Subject: Evergreen Feedback - Vancouver Area Cycling Caalition

Dear Hon. Kevin Falcon,

Attached is a letter from the Vancouver Area Cycling Coalition regarding the Evergreen Line route alignment.

Alexi Zawadzki
VACC - Tri-Cities Comimitiee
s.22
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V A C C 667 Columbia Street

New Westminster, BC YiM 1AR
wanwy.vacc.be.ca Tel: 604 878-8222
FAX: 604-648-8975

N

Hon. Kevin Falcon, Minister of Transportaiion
Room 306

Parliament Buildings

Victoria, BC

VIV 1X4

Match 2, 2008

RI.: Opportunities to integrate multi-modal transportation facilities into the Evergrecn Line

The announcement that the Evergreen Line will adopt ALRT {SkyTrain) technology presents NUmErous opportunities (0
integrate various forms of sustainable transportation, cspecially to overcome natural barriers such as Clarke Hill. We trust
that our voice, representing {housands of cyclists in Metro Vancouver and, more importantly, generations of cyclists 1o
come, will influence the planning and design process of this exciting transportation system.

Cycling Route
Regardless of the sclected route, we strongly recommended thata dedicated off-road or traffic-calmed cycling route be

engincered and devcloped in concert with and linked to the ALRT system. The planning and design of this route would be
much more cost cffcetive if conducted coincidently with the ALRT system. 1t is our opinion that such & facility would be
of most benefit ininediate benefit to cyclists along the porthwest Port Moody route alignment, but if the southeast corridor
route is sclected, then this also will be a great opportunity o create a world class off- road cycle route through the
Loughecd Highway and Riverview lands area.

The reduced at-grade right-of-way space needed for the elevated sections along North Road, Barnet and Pinetres will allow
for plenty of space for bike lanes/routes. In addition, the at-grade sections along the CP tracks through Port Moody present
an opportunity fora cycling route (greenway) along the tracks connecting the Barnet Highway on the west with Part
Maoody's Newport and Coquitlam’s Town Centre developments. Jtis critical that the greenway and bike lanes be inciuded
in the project scope and definition so the land needed for the cyeling route can be acquired in conjunction with the

Sky Train lands, This was 1ot done for the Millennium Line and thus the Central Valley Greenway is still not complete
seven years after that Sky [rain Line was constructed, and was not done on ihe Bxpo linc and the cycling line there is still
not complete more than 20 years later. It will take many millions of extra dollars to bring these routes up 10 standards and

this problem can be colved on the Fvergreen Line by propetly planning now.

Connections to Stations
It is essential that each station allow for adcquate access for cyclists into the station, and for connecting routes leading to

the station,

Bikes at Stations
Adequate secure bike storage {lockers and racks) must be provided at all stations.
Bicycle runncls should be constructied on the stairs at all of the stations.

Bikes on Trains
Bikes must be allowed on trains at all times - no exceptions. Trains should be designed 1o facilitate cyclists with their bikes

and to encourage this multi-modal approach, not just to rolerate a limited number of cyclists,

The Vancowver Arvea Cycling Coatition (VACC) is a volwmieer-run non-profit socfely whase members work tonvard improving conditions Jor cycling i the
Lower Mainland. The VACC befieves that increased bicycle use has the potestiul to significantly veduce truffic cangestion, inprove health conditions that
vesult from fnactive fiving, and enhance v urban environment.

The VACC campaigns 10 change (he circumstaness that currently discowrage bicyele wse: poor or son-existent cycling facilities and lack of uppropriafe
education for both cyclisis and moforists. We do diis by providing fformed fpur aid consuftation oi cycling fssues o municipal, provincial. and feceral
politicians i government stuff, and by uffeving advacacy supporf aetd edircution o groups e inclivicuals i the Lower Maintand,  Formore

infornietion on the T7ACC, visht WO, VACE. | b oot
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o

H074 - 667 Columbia Streel

VA c C New Westminster, BC VIM TAR

wyaw.yace.be.ca Tel: a0d §78-8222
FAX, 604-0648-8975

We recommiend that free faves be allotted for cyelists from the station at the bottom of Clark Hill to the station at the top of
the hill. Our research suggests this is a major barrier for cyolists travelling from Port Moody/Coquitlam to Burnaby and
beyond,

We are excited to sec that this importaat transporlation system is progressing, and trust our feedback will be included in the
planning and design of 1his facility, We have been pleased to be able to contribute to the planning process in the past few
vears when the Evergreen was planned to be using LRT technology, and we also trust that we will continue our dialogue
throughout the current planning and development process, This will ensure that we optimise every opportunity to integrate
eveling and train travel.

Please contact John Seinen al 5.22 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

(

.
o
John Seimen, Chair John Fair, President
YACC - Tri-Cities Cowvpmiitee Vancouver Area Cycling Coalition

The Vaneowver drea Cyeling Coglition (VACT) i w volantecr-rus Ron-profit sociely whose members work toward intproving conditions for eycling in the
Lowver Mainkand. The VACT believes thas inereased hicyele use has the potential 1o significantly reduce maffic congestion. improve frealth conditions that
result from incetive lving, ond enficce Our Urbal e Tromnent.

The VACC campatgns fo ofaage the circamstences that carreatly discomrage bicvele nse: poor ar non-exisient cycling facifities and lack of appropriate
education for both cvclists and motarists. We de this by providing informed iaput and conssdiation on cycling issues to municipal, provineial, and fedvral
politicians and goversmnent staff, ond by offering advocacy support and educaifon fo groups and redivicdigls i fhe Loiver Malland. For more
frforntention o e VA, visie wane yoce po.ca.
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FILE COPY
May 31, 2012
His Worship Reference: 203287
Mayor M.E. (Mike) Clay Your File:  8350-04
City of Port Moody
100 Newport Drive

Port Moody BC V3H 5C3
Dear Mayor Clay:
Re:  Pedestrian and Bieyele Overpass at Evergreen Line Port Moody Stafion

Thank you for your letter of April 12, 2012, expressing the City of Port Moody’s desire to have
a pedestrian and bicycle overpass built near the Port Moody Central Station of the
Evergreen Line. | am also responding on behalf of Premier Christy Clark,

As T wrote to former mayor Joe Trasolini, while T recognize the City would like a new
pedestrian overpass built as part of the Evergreen ine Rapid Transit Project, the relatively low
pedestrian traffic does not justify the cost, The arca to the north of the Port Moody Central
Station (s currently zoned as industrial-business in the 2011 Official Community Plan, and with
no residential development, significant ridership for the Evergreen Line will not be gencrated.

Pedestrians can now cross the CPR tracks at two locations near the Port Moody Central Station:
the CP Rail Pedestrian/Cyelist Overpass, located 600 metres to the cast of the station, and the
Moody Street Overpass, located approximately 300 metres west. These bridges offer pedestrian
access 1o the existing West Coast Txpress station and will provide access to the Port Moody
Ceniral Station. As part of the Evergreen Line Project a pedestrian walkway connection will be
built from the station cntrance 1o the existing Moody Street Overpass.

In the long term, once the City establishes higher density on the north side of the CPR tracks,
the ridership will increase. At that time, the need for a pedestrian crossing may be warranted

and funding for a pedestrian bridge may be generated from the new land development in this
area.

A2

Ministry of Transportation Office of the Minister Mailing Address:
and Infrastructore Parliament Buildings
Yictora BO VAV IX4
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[ recognize this is not the response you wanted, but it is important in these difficult financial

times that we strive as best we can to live within our project budgets.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.
Sincerely,

Original Signed By

Blair Lekstrom

Minister

Copy to: Premier Christy Clark

David Chang, Associate Project Dircetor
Lvergreen Line Rapid Transit Project

Information provided by:  David Chang, Associate Project Director, Evergreen Line
Drafted by: jehill Drafted on:
Proofed by: Tim Mitghell Proofed on:

05-03-2012
May 3, 2012

Approver notes:
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CITY OF PORT MOODY

(ECEIYE ﬁj)
N\ THIISYERS oFFios LY
REIBIE T DR TAA RS RN TATION
OEFICE OF THE MAYOR o 14

R 14 201 :
April 12, 2012 A P 1',' ?/J»Ij e File: 8350-04

e N

Premier Christy Clark 1 prpwet Ly Li evi L | Tlpigtgn Blair Lekstrom 1_
Province of British Golunityar#=« s ssb=s-hinistry of Transportation
PO BOX 8041 STN PROY GOVT PO Box 9055 STN PROV GOVT
Victoria BC VBW SET © Victoria, BC VBW 9E2

tlr, David-Chang,

Project Director

Evergreen Line Project Office
2900 Barnet Highway
Coquitiam, BC V3B 0G1

Dear Premier Clark, Minister Lekstrom and Mr. Chang,

Re: Pedestrian and Bicycle Overpass at Evergreen Line Port NMloody Centre Station

Port Maody ity Coufici st its meatiny df Mareh 27, 2012, discussed pedestrian and bicycle
integiratioi With Everdréen Tine stations, and I particular, the lack of Inclusion in-the plan for a..,
pedestriah ovarpass-at thg Méody Centre stétion, providing a safe link over the SkyTrain and ..
CPR tracks.  Cotingil passed the following motion at that time: |
THAT Mayor and Council send a lettet io the Evergreen Line Project Team, the Minister
of Transportation, and the Premier of British Columbla requesting that funding be
committed to the construction of a safe pedsstrian/cycling overpass in the vicinity of the
Moody Street bridge, to be complsted befare the opening of the Moody Centre Station,

As part of Port Moody's support for the Evergreen Ling, Council developed-a fist of requirements
upoh which this support was based. One of those requirements, and one of the mos! important
in Council's acceptance of the Port Moody alignment, was an expressed need for establishment '
of a safe pedestrian and cycling overpass for access to this station before thebpening of the

Port Moody Centre Station.

The current Mo"gdy Street overpass, which i_s'_the only route connécﬁng to areas north of the
tracks In the vicinity of the Port Moody Centre Station, provides only minimal pedssirian facilities
and no Gycling-specific facilities. This overpass is priviigrily for vehicles as the single sidewalk on

the east sidle of theoverpassis very natrow and wiilnot safely accornmodate iricreased

pedestrian and-cyéling traffic that the Evargreen Line will brifg.”
' 2

R

B.C. V3H3E1 'felephone: 6041694515 Fax: 604.468.4664

100 Newpotl Drive, Port Ma ody,
Document: 174968
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Premier Glark, Minister Lekstrom, Mir. Chang _
pedestrian and Blcycle Overpass at Evergreen Line Port Moody Gentre Station

Apii12,2012 Page 2

While the existing narrow sidewalk is suitable for light pedestrian demand, congestion and
higher risk pedestrian behaviour could oocur under high pedestrian volumes. These issues will
ke exacerhated as bikes, st_roliers' or wheelchalrs cross the overpass during peak periods when
people wish to access the Evergreen Line or have disembarked the train and are making their

way through the community.

We believe now, as did the previous Coungil, that the only way for the Evergreen Line Project to

ensure adequate and safe pedestrian and cycling connections from.the proposed

Port Moody Central Station to destinations on the north side of the Evergreen Line-Guideway

and CP Rall tracks is to build a new pedestrian overpass. Transit users will already use an |
elevated bridge that will connect the West Coast Express and Port Moody Central Stations, This |
elevated platform could be extended across the CP Rail tracks out to the north side of

Murray Street, realizing cost efficiencies if this is clone as part of the initial design and

construction,

As you are aware, fhe north side of the railway right-of-way in Port Moody is home to

Rocky Point Park, a popular tourist destination and the majority of our focal industrial and light
industrial businesses, where several hundreds of potential transit users are employed.
Introduction of the Evergreen Line through Port Moody will add immeasurably to the existing
volume of pedestrian movements. Regional visits to Rocky Point Park and the Trans-Canada
Trail on the north side of the CP Rail tracks will increase, Business employment trips to the
Murray Street industrial area will grow exponentially. While this increased movement is a sure
sign of successful introduction of transit infrastructure, without the adequate pedestrian
linkages, we fear it also creates a situation which jeopardizes individual safety.

The safely of our residents will always be the top concern of our Cily Council. We trust you will
agree and will ensure that the project recognizes the commitment, as part of the original
alignment acceplatice, o providing these important overpasses.

You will find enclosed, as a reminder, a copy of our correspendence dated
January 27, 2011 on this same matter.

On behalf of Port Moody City Council and the residents and husinesses of Port Moody, i look
forward to your favourable response. Plaase do not hesitate to contact me shouid you require

any further information or clarification.
Yours truly,

/i e
Mayor

Enclosure
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__CITY OF PORT MOODY—

*"):““‘n
O¥FICE OR THE MAYOR ::f &k
Toe Trasolini _ S LI";,*;T”
. i‘r{ o 4
January 28, 2011 File No. 8640-03 s;«.,,,»*}x
R ” |\k:::
Honourable Minister Shirley Bond Honourable Minister Murray Coell Jl o
Ministry of Transportation Ministry of Environment '
PO Box 9055 PO Box 9047
SN PROV GOVT STN PROV GOVT
Victoria, BC VW 952 Victoria, BC V8W 9E2

Dear Ministers:
Re: Evergreen Rapid "Transit Project Environmental Certificate

On behalf of Council and all Port Moody residents, I thank you for your efforts as you finalize
' the review of the application for an Brnvitonmental Certificate for the Bvergreen Rapid Transit

Project.

Qur previois correspondence during the public comment period outlined a number of issues
that were stil outstanding at the ond of our working group discussions.

OFf these issues, none are more impottant £ the City than the need to safely integrate the
additional pedestrian traffic generated by the Evergreen Line into Port Moody's congested road
network, An outdated two-lane Overpass with a single sidewalk Jocated 300 meters from the
proposed Port Moody Ceniral Station is cugrently proposed to serve as the only north-south
pedestrian link.

Jtis totally unacceptable to expect thata sub-slandard sidewalk on an overpass that the
BC Ministry of Transportation idontified for widening and replacement back in 1993 could ever
adequately accommodate the needs of pedestrians, wheelchair users, cyclists and families with

strollers.

We respectfully ask that you include the Murray-Clarke Connector (MCC) into the overall
Evergreen Line project scope. It is imperative that high volume regional vehicle traffic
connecting the Barnet Highway from Coquitlam to Burnaby be separated from local pedestrians
who will use rapid transit. We realize that responsibility for the MCC has been passed to
TransLink however we believe that it is well within yoar autherity to impose that the Rvergreen
T.ine Project partner with fhe appropriate agencies o build the MCC.

]2

100 NYWPORT DIIVE, PORT MOODY, B.C. V3H §G3  [BLETPTIONE: (604) 4694515  FAX: (604) 469-466¢
: _ #123996
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Minister Bond, Ministry of Transportation and Mini.f_ster Coell, Ministry of Environment
Evergreen Rapid Transit Project Environmental Certificate

Jonwiary 28,2011 Page?

We also believe that the only way for the Evergreen Line Project to ensure adequate and safe y
pedestrian and cycling connections from the proposed Port Moody Central Station to

destinations on the north side of the Evergreen Line Guideway and CPR tracks is to build a new
pedestrian overpass. Transit users will already use an elevated bridge that will connect the

Waest Coast Express aud Port Moody Central stations. It is of critical importance that this

clevated platform be extended across the CPR tracks out o the north side of Murray Street.

To ensure that you have all relevant inforrmation available to make sound decisions, we have
included a few photographs of the existing Moody Strect overpass pedestrian connection, These ;
images clearly show that the existing sidewalk cannot safely accommodate the density of mixed |
movements that will be altracted to the area by rapid transit, ' '

We had hoped to photograph young cyclists, joggers and moms pushing strollers however our
staff had to resort to staging the enclosed photos because few dare to use this sidewaik, Jf the
point of spending $1.4 billion is 1o get siudents and parents out of SUVs and onto public transit,
then you must help us demand safe pedestrian access to the Port Moody Central Station, '

Our constituents are acutely aware that the introduction of mass transit will add fmmeasurably
to the existing volume of pedestrian movements. Regional visits to Rocky Point Park and the
Trans-Canada Trail will increase. Business employment trips to the Murray Street industrial
area, one of our highest employment centies, will grow exponentially. Without the MCC and a
new pedestrian overpass, future development opportunities will vanish. -

We trust that the Ministers will appreciate that the Evergreen Line Project will cause a
significant mode shift and will place unbearable demand on the existing p edestrian and cycling
infrastructure. f the Project does not fully fund the improvements we propose in this letter, the
© requirement to address these deficiencies will ultimately be downloaded to the City and place a
crushing fiscal burden on our small municipality to subsidize region-wide needs. -

We therefore urge you to support the inclusion of the Murray-Clarke Connector and a new
pedestrian overpass as part of the Evergreen Rapid Transit Project Environmental Certificate.

Sincerely,

gl il
(Joe)

Giuseppe (Joc) Trasolini
Mayor

Attachment

e Tain Black, MLA Port Moody-Coquitlam
David Chang, Project Director, Kvergreen Line Project
Fin Donnelly, MP New Westm inster-Coqguitlam-Port Moody
Mike Farnworth, MLA Port Coquitfam Burke Mountain
Doug Horne, MLA Coquitlam-Buike Mountain
Tan Jarvis, CEO 'TransLink for Board of Directors
James Moore, MP Port Moody-Westwood-Port Coquitlam
Diane Thome, MLA Coquitlam-Maillardville
Mayors” Council, TransLink
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January 28, 2011
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Elldcrwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2008 11:44 AM
To: 5.22

Subject: 166736 - Bvergreen Line

s.22

166736 - Evergreen Line
Dear s.22 k

Thank you for your e-mail of Aprii 24, 2008, regarding the Evergreen Line. Please accept my apologies for the lateness
of my reply.

When TransLink and my ministry developed the business case for the Evergreen Line, we looked at both current
demand and anticipated growth to 2021 and 2031. The results of this ridership modelling supported the current route
of the Fvergreen Line and the terminus at Coguitlam City Hall/Douglas Coliege. This terminus services both a regional
town centre and a growing educational institution. The area is an origin for riders travelling out of the northeast sector
and a destination for many riders travelling into the area, making it an ideal transit location, cantributing to higher
ridership now and into the future as the area’s population density increases.

The pians for the Evergreen Line currently include a provision for a future extension to Part Coquitlam. I anticipation
of future demand in the region, an extension connection will be provided in the vicinity of the Coquitlam Centre West
Coast Express Station, The current concept is to extend service to Port Coquitiam and continue eastward over the Pitt
River Bridge to communities including Pitt Meadows and Maple Ridge. The Pitt River Bridge, currently under
construction, was designed with provisions for a SkyTrain-like rapid transit crossing.

These expansion plans will be further developed through consultation with municipatities, neighbourhood residents,
businesses, and other stakeholders. You can be sure there will be opportunities during these consultations to have your
ideas for the Evergreen Line heard and considered.

Again, thanks for taking the time to write.

Best regards,

Kevin Falcan
Minister

-——-0riginai Message--——-

From: s.22

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2008 6:05 PM

To: Now Editarial Editorial; Falcon. MLA, Kevin
Subject: Pa Co skytrain extension

'm with Bruce Cutayne on this one. It makes no logical sense to extend the skytrain just to Douglas College hypassing
the Coquitlam Centre and Po Co.
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The logicai route would bie to have a station between the Cequitlam Centre and Douglas College so that it would
serve both of then and then plan to have it run through Po Co towards the Pitt River bridge with later extensions into
Pitt Meadows and Magple Ridge where so many commuters live, )f you are going to increase the number of riders then
this would be the direction to aim for.

| too am interested in what the plans for future expansion would be and it wouldn't be logical not to proceed in
this direction.

s.22 Pp 0s.22
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April 23, 2009

Rarry Seaton, Chair Reference: 176190
Tri-Cities Chamber of Commetce

1209 Pinctree Way

Coquitlam BC V3B 7Y3

Dear Barry Seaton:
Re:  Evergreen Line

[ am writing in response to your letter addressed to the Premier and forwarded to the Minister
of Transportation and Infrastructure, 1¢ garding the timeline for completing the Evergreen Line.
As a provincial elcction has been called 1 am responding on behalf of the Minister.

The Evergreen Line’s design and enginecring must be completed before construction can begin
in 2010. In the coming months the project team will be providing updates on their progress and
will be providing more details on the consultation process. [ understand you attended the
official opening of the project office at the end of February. The project team looks forward to
working closely with the Tri-Citics’ Chamber of Commcrce.

Should you have further questions about its progress, you can also contact Dave Duncan,
the Evergreen Line Project Director at 230 187-6742 or Dave.Duncan@gov.bc.ca.

Thank you for taking the time to write.
Yours truly,
Original Signed By:

Peter Milburn
Deputy Minister

Copy to: Office of the Premier

Tain Black

MI.A, Port Moody-Westwood
Information provided by: David Chang, Project Manager, ML175216

Ministry of Transportation Office of the Minister Mailing Address:
Pasliament Buildings
Victoria BC VBV 1X4

and Infrastructure
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Tri-Cities

Chamber of C

COoqQUITLAK | PORI COQUITLAM L PORT M

H30!¥

ommerce

Strong business. Strong cammy nities.

December 8, 2008

Honourable Gordon Campbell
Premier, Province of British Columbia
PO Box 8041 Stn Prov Govt
Victoria, BC V8W 9E1

Dear Premier Campbell:

The Tri-Cities Cham
cities of Port Coquitlam, Coguitla
about the proposed Evergreen Lin

The Evergreen Lin

[aRadel ]

CORRESPONDENCE

DEC 11 2008

OFFICE OF THE
PREMIER

ber of Commerce is the only business organization which serves the three
m and Port Mocdy. As the 2009 Board Ghair, | am writing to you
e to the Morth East Sectar.

e route and technology was announced and confirmed by Minister Faicon on

April 18, 2008 (at a Chamber lunch) to the resounding support of our relieved communities. We

have waited long
critical compaonent of t

The Tri-Cities Chamber of Co
regional develo
{o our sLICCEss.
the construction of the muc

| know the Province had
advantage of lower const

for this announcement an
he transportation in

d are very pleased that you have committed to this

frastructure in the North East sector.

mmerce is determined to forge a viable and sustainable economic
pment strategy which encompasses our three cites. The Evergreen Line is central

With this top of mind, | am writing to urge you and your government to undertake
h-needed Evergreen Line now.

decided to build the Line after the 2010 Olympics in order to take
ructions costs after the peak demand of the Olympic construction

projects. The current world economic crisis has changed that. Now is the time to invest in the

most important trans

Working together, th
traffic congestion an

economic development in the Tri-Cites.

portation priority in Metro \ancouver.

e Chamber, our three cities and the province have the opportunity to address
d reduce green house gas emissions while supporting and fostering

The Tri-Cities Chamber of Commerce, representing 850 businesses, tooks forward to working
with you on this critical initiative.

Sincerely,

Barrie Seaton,
Chair, 2009

cc: James Moore, MP Port Moody Waestwood Port Coquitlam
lain Black, MLA, Port Moody Westwood

Mayor Joe Tra
Mayor Richard Stewart, City

solini, City of Port Moody
of Coquitlam

Mayor Greg Maore, City of Port Coquitiam
Chair Date Parker, TransLink

1209 Pinetree Way | Coguittar, BC | Canada | vag7v3 | T 604.464.2716 | B 504.464.6796 | wuew briciiieschiamber.com

e
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July 21, 2008

His Worship Reference: 165739

Mayor Scott Young

City of Port Coquitlam

2580 Shaughnessy Street

Port Coquitlam BC V3C 2A8

Dear Mayor Young:
Re:  Evergreen Line Route

Thank you for your letter of March 12, 2008, expressing support for the Evergreen T.ine and the
Northwest route. Please accept my apologics for the lateness of my reply.

I’m sure you've heard the announcement about the Evergreen Line that has been made since
you wrote. [ appreciated receiving Port Coquitlam’s support for the Northwest route. Having a
consensus among the Tri-city municipalilies means a lot and helped move this project forward.
Tt was in large part due to the feedback from you and the other local mayors that TransLink and
the provincial government chose this route.

We have now taken this plan to the federal government so we can work with them on their
portion of funding. We arc working in partnership with TransLink to establish a project office,
and procced with project engineering and a competitive selection process, which will include
the development of a detailed project scope and extensive community consultatjon.

We look forward to working with Port Coquitlam and the other Tri-city municipalitics on this
next phase of the Iivergreen Line project, with our planned completion for 2014,

Thank you again for taking the time 10 write.
Sincercly,
Original Signed By:

Kevin Falcen
Minister

[nformation provided by: 164322
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warch 12,2008

The Honoumble Kovie Fabeon
Minister of Transportation

PO Box VO83, Stn Prov Govt
Viciona 130 VEW 9152

Dear Minister Fuleo
Rer  Rapid Transit to he Northeast Sector - Preferred Rowte fur the Lvergreen Line

Fuether 1o the February 1, 2008 meeting with you, Tri-Cley Mayors, Transbink and other
officials on This important matier, the Province and TransLink have asked area mayors 1o provide
feedback over the next 45 days regarding the preferred route for the Byergreen Line.

o plessed o inform you that on Murch 107, a public inpul scssionwas convened by Port
Conquittam Coungil o obrin feedback from the commanity regarding the alignmaent of chofee Tor
the BEvergreen Line, Upon the cunclusion of the public inpuf sessien, Port Coguitlem Council
deliberated an the merits of the NW ard SE routes. While there wre obvicus benefits o Port
Coguithon to have e Bvergreen Line fullow the QI route, we Bave faken your conmments at the
ebruary 17 moeeting (o heart; thal is, unless copsensus can be achieved wmongst the Tri-City
inunicipalities on the preferred route, the tikelihood of the Evergreen Line proceeding in the aear
fature is Jose certain During Port Coguittam Couneil’s discussiona. we noted that the Councils
fur hoth Port Moody aud Coquitlan have cxpressed support for the NV aligmment, Tnview ot
this and vour eotments nerlatning o the geed [0 conseasds, Part Coquittam Coundil approved

the Tollowing resolution af its rogular Council mecting of March 10, 2008,

“rhat Port Coquitlam Council support the NW Corridor of the proposed Evergreeit ling, provided
that the NW Corridor is constructed with provisions to facilitate a future axtension of the
Evergreen Line through Port Coguitiam™ '

\We trust chat this consensus devision supporting the N3 route for the Bvergreen line on the pant
of 2L Tri-Ciny Municipal Coungils 18 Hhe ouicome (it vou were Tooking fot.

&
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March 17 2005
Tie Honourable Kevio Faloon

I g v
F li}_i\ﬂ =

With your persoit support and direct involvenient og tis very important project o the Tri-
Cliies, wi are vary hopeiul that the Evergreen Projoct will fisally proceed wnd be in opeation by

24114 s vou have indicated.

Oy beliad i of Port Coquitlam City Council, (hank you Minister Faleon for involving us in (his
ficorioal decision far the Evergreen Line. We look forward 1o hearing your final dectsion on the

Eyergreen Line i the very new {utuie.

Sipcerely. s
gt, j{é’ fj}iiﬁ,
i s
A

E Y A

- ; ,/’ l’.-'

Seott Young
Muyor

cor Port Cogquitlam City Councitlors
Mr. Tony Chong, P Eng., Chiet Administrative Office
M. [gor Zahynacz, P. Fing.. Director of Enginecring and Operations Departaient
MLUP. Jumes Mooie '
Mavor Witson, Coguitlam
Aavor Traseling, Port Moody
M. Put Tacobsen, CEO, Transl ink



Undcrwood_,_y fetor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2008 2:43 PM

To: s.22

Ce: OfficeatthePremicr, Office PREM:EX
Subject: 165194 - Rapid Transit to Langley
5.22

165194 - Rapid Transit to Langley
Dear s.22

Premicr Gordon Campbell has asked me to respond on bis behalf to your c-mail of February 11, 2008,
suggesiing that SkyTrain scrvice be extended fo Langley as soon as possible. Please accept my apologies for
the Tateness of my reply,

[’'m glad to hear you're a supporter of the new Canada Line, which will help {ight congestion, reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and carry 100,000 travellers every day.

The Provincial Transit Plan calls for three major new investments in rapid transit lines and will increase rapid
transit capacity in Metro Vancouver by 70 per cent. We will be working with TransLink to extend the Expo
Line six kilometres inito Surrey by 2020 and double the capacity of the line,

As the region’s population grows, we would like to sce SkyTrain service extend to Langley by 2030. As well,
I'm pieased to let you know that Langley residents will have a rapid transit option sooncr than that. Across
British Columbia, we‘re introducing nine new high-speed RapidBus BC routes — part of a frequent, reliable
service that fooks and feels like rapid transit and operates on dedicated lanc-ways where needed to bypass
congestion. One of these routes is expected lo be along the Fraser Highway near Willowbrook Mall, as you
suggest,

We also intend to significantly expand the bus flect across the province with up to 1,600 new clean-energy
buses. For details about the plan, you may want to visit our web site at hitp://www.th gov.be.ca/Transit Plan.

Thank you again for taking the tinie to write.
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon

Minister

Copy to: Premier Gordon Camphbell

From: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREMEX
Sent: Monday, February 18, 2008 4:15 PM
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To: 5.22
Cc: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject; 165194 RE: Skytrain Expansion

Thank you for your email regarding the Provincial Transit Plan.

I have shared your correspondence with the Hlonourable Kevin Falcon, Minister of Transportation, for his
review, Minister Falcon will ensure that you receive a response specific to your comments on my behalf.

Again, thank you for writing.

From: .22 :
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 6:35 PM
To: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:IEX r
Subject: Skytrain Expansion

Good day Mr. Premier,

When Skytrain opens to Richmond and YVR (a most welcome development), please will your government
extend Skytrain to Langley as soon as possible? Skytrain should be extended southeast from King George
Station in Surrey to the vicinity of Willowbrook Mall in Langley. This would be absclutely fabulous for those
of us residing in Langley. :

Sincerely,

s.22

Langley

Never miss a thing, Make Yahoo your homepage.
<http://us.rd.vahoo.com/evt=:5 438/ *http.//www.yvahoo.com/r/hs>
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Wednesday, Octaber 29, 2008 9:17 AM
To: 5.22

Ce: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Subject: 170137 - Rapid Transit for Langley
5.22

170137 - Rapid Transit for Langley
Dear .22

Premier Gordon Campbell has asked me to respond on his behalf to your e-mail of August 11, 2008, expressing
your support for rapid transit service to Langley. Please accept my apologies for the latencss of my reply.

The first step in providing rapid transit service to Langley will be to construct a RapidBus BC line along the
Fraser Highway. RapidBus BC is a frequent, reliable service that looks and feels like rapid transit and operates
on dedicated lane-ways where needed to bypass congestion. The infrasiructure used for RapidBus BC can be
converted to SkyTrain-like rapid transit when the ridership levels are there to support it. My ministry i
currently working with Transl.ink to determine when construction of the RapidBus BC line can be initiated.

We plan to extend SkyTrain to Langley by 2030, In the interim we will be working with TransLink on a 6-
kilometre extension of the King George SkyTrain to 168th Street in Surrcy. The RapidBus BC service planned
for the Fraser Highway will cannect with this extended SkyTrain line.

T understand that you would prefer to see the Langley extension completed sooner, but construction must
proceed first on lines that already have the urban density and ridership to support the service. For example, the

Canada Line will scrve 100,000 riders daily when it opens.

["m confident that as our Transit Plan moves forward, Langley residents will find many more transit options,
that will help to fight congestion, reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and improve the region’s quality of life.

Thank you for taking the time to write.
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon

Minister
Copy to: Premier Gordon Campbell
----- Original Message-----

From: OificeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Sent: Thursday, August 14, 2008 1:25 PM
To: .22

Ce: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
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Subject: RE: SkyTrain Expaunsion

Thank you for your email calling on the provincial government to ensure the extension of the Iixpo Line fo
Langley Centre.

Your correspondence has been shared with the 1{onourable Kevin Falcon, Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure, for his review, Minister Falcon will ensure that you receive a response specific to your
comment.

Again, thank you for writing,

From;:$.22

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2008 1:24 PM
To: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Subject: SkyTrain Expansion

Dear Premier Campbell,
Please will you extend the Tixpo SkyTrain line to Langley Centre as quickly as possible.

s.22

Page 151 of 228 TRA-2015-50247



October 20, 2008

s.22 Reference: 167453
Maple Ridge BC s.22

Dear $-22

Re:  Transit for the Fraser Valley, Maple Ridge and New Westminster

Thank you for your letter of April 23, 2008, expressing support for a SkyTrain-like service
from Vancouver to the Fraser Valley., I would also like to take this opportunity to respond to
yvour letter of August 25, 2008 regarding bus service between Maple Ridge and New
Westminster. Please accept my apologies for the Jateness of my reply.

Traditional rapid transit lines have a significant cost, and as such requite a high density of
riders for them to be practical. For example, the 19-kilometre Canada Line’s cost is §2 billion
1o build, but we expect it will be used by over 100,000 riders per day. There is not yet enough
density in the Fraser Valley to justify the many billions of dollars that a SkyTrain-like rapid
transit line would cost.

Please be assured that as our population grows, we will continue to look at ways to expand our
transit. ‘The provincial and local governments are going 1o look at current and future travel
demand in the Fraser Valley and options for how to address it. The potential use of the
Southern Rail Corrjdor (the Interurban) as a transit corridor is one of the options that will be
cansidered.

The effects of the transit plan will be felt across British Columbia, Tt calls for historic
investments in the cxpansion of our public transit system meluding a RapidBus BC service
along Highway 7 and Highway 1, the new Evergreen Line through Cogquitlam, and up to 1,600
new cleaner-technology busces throughout the province.

A2
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-2-

While my ministry is committed to investing in transit and increasing ridership, it’s important
to note that decisions regarding routes and service levels are made by TransLink in
collaboration with municipalities. Together they determine the best way to meet the unique
needs of local transit uscrs. As such, you may wish to write the District of Maple Ridge and
‘Translink regarding dircct bus service 1o Maple Ridge, as they are in the best position to
consider your suggestions. Maple Ridge City Council can be addressed at 1 1995 Haney Place,
Maple Ridge, British Columbia, V2X 6A9. You can write to TransLink’s Board of Directors at

4720 Kingsway, Suite 1600, Burnaby, British Columbia, VSH 4N2.
‘Thank you again for taking the time fo write.

Sincerely,

Original Signed By:

Kevin Falcon
Minister

[nformation provided by 164925, 164337, Provincial I'ransit Plan, 168692
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transporiation, Minister TRAN;EX
Sent: Meonday, Apnil 21, 2008 2:51 PM
To: 5.22

Subject: 164095 - Transit Plan

5.22

164095 - Transit Plan

Dear .22

Thank you for your e-mail of January 17, 2008, regarding the Provincial Transit Plan, the twinning of the Port
Mann Bridge, and the Expo Line. Please accept my apologies for the latencss of my reply.

T was glad to hear you support our effort to double transit ridership in British Columbia by 2020, and I can
assure you we’re committed 1o living up to our goals. We've already started funding some of the transit
improvements described in the plan, and [ expect you’ll notice improvements such as the expanded bus fleet
soon. Construction on the first RapidBus BC Jing in Metro Vancouver begins this year, and the new Canada
Line will open in 2009. For details about the plan, you may want fo visit our web site at

hitpAwww. th,gov.be.calltansit Plan,

As for the twinning of the Port Mann Bridge and the expansion of Highway 1, the design and planning ot this
project is well underway and construction should be complete by 2013, helping to fight congestion at the
region’s waorst bottleneck,

The 34 Expo Line cars you mention will be delivered in 2009 and phased in as soon as possible to improve
capacity during times of peak travel demand. We’d all like to see more cars on the Expo Line, but it does take
time for an order like this to be filled. As well, the arrival of the new cars has to be coordinated with other
needs, such as maintenance facilities for the cars and staffing. It’s also important that ail stations on the Expo
Line be ready fo handle the Jonger trains and higher number of passengers, and this includes park-and-ride
facilities and bus conneetions. As you can sce, there’s a lot to get ready, but we’re as eager as you are to see
this line carry more passengers, and I'm confident the plans arc advancing quickly.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.
Best regards,

Kevin Faleon
Minister

From: s.22

sent; Thursday, January 17, 2008 4:50 PM
To: Falcon. MLA, Kevin

Subject: Extra cars for Expo line
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Hi Kevin. It certainly is nice to sce thal there is finally a plan 1o upgrade transit in the lower mainland, My only
concern 1s, we have heard of many plans over and over, for a couple of decades, but nothing ever really gets
done, In the past it 1s mostly just talk with no action. I have heard of plans to twin the Port Mann trom so many
past Premiers, 1 have lost count, and I remember even Vander Zaim promised it.

I know that the Evergreep line is slated as the top priority, then more cars will be added to the Expo line.

know that you also have about 34 new cars already on order. Will some of these be used for more capacity on

Expo? I sec no reason why we must wait until the Evergreen is finished to upgrade capacity on Expo, as some

new cars can be added a few at a time, until every train has 6 cars each. Right now, every second train only has

2 cars. [Tow stupid 1s this? Why can’t you start immediately to add cars, to at Jeast get every train up to 4 cars

each, then add the 6 car trains as the new ones are delivered? I certainly do hope we don’t have to wait for |
another 5-7 years before we see new cars added {o this line that has such poor existing service.

I park at Scott Road, and usually must wait for at Icast 2 trains to pass, beforc I can get on. This is ridiculous.
Please tell me that you will start adding new cars within the ycar.
Sincerely,

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRANEX
Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2008 12:29 PM
To: .22

Ce: Hester, Jim TRAN:EX

Subject: 164389 - Expo Linc

5.22

164389 - Expo Ling

Dear 8.22

Thank you for your e-mail of February 2, 2008, regarding the proposed expansion of the Expo Line and your
suggestion that Colwunbia and Lougheed stations will need 1o be redesigned. Please accept my apologies for the

lateniess of my reply.

Qur transit plan calls for $3.1 billion of new investment o expand the capacity of the Expo Ling, and part of
this plan includes some station rctrofitiing, as well as a 6-kilometre exiension of the line to Surrey, additional
storage track and depots, control system upgrades, now maintenance facilitics and transit exchanges, and other

improvements.

It’s too early to know exactly what changes will be needed at Columbia and Jougheed stations, but [’ve shared
youwr e-mail with our transit planners to make sure they’re aware of your suggestions. As the project advances,

there will be many other opportunities for public consultation and feedback.

We're committed to providing good value for taxpayers, and I'm confident that an expanded Expo Line will be

a key picce of a world-class transit network.
Thank you again for taking the time to write.
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

Copy to: Jim Hester, Director, Transit

from:s.22

Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2008 12:09 AM

To: Falcon.MILA, Kevin

Subject: Contact MLA Form Submitted From Legislative Assembly Web Site

Name; S-22

Email: s-22
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Message: It is with great relief that I read that the decision has been made to build the Fvergreen Line with
ALRT technology. This decision makes the most sense on a number of fronts as I'm sure you are aware.
Overall the commitment to Sky1rain expansion in the Provincial Transit Plan is laudable, however there is one
small area of concern 1 hope has not been overlooked. That small area would be the issue of the strategic and
operational bottlencck of the (olumbia SkyTrain station. Currently it is a major iransfer point between the
Expo and Millennjum lines and it is wholly inadequate for the task. Any future plans for Expo line cxpansion
need to address a total rebuild of Columbia Station. Your stated plans are to eventually branch off the Expo lin¢
in Surrey with one extension to Guildford (and on to Fleetwood and Langley) with another south to Newton.
Ileadways on these branches will be limited unless the current arrangement of having the Expo and Millennium
lines sharing the same tracks between Waterfront and Columbia are changed. Currently the closest headways
can be on the Expo linc is 90 seconds. Under the current arrangement, that means the most {requent a train to
Surrey can be is 3 minutes with another train heading off to Braid and Loughecd on the M-line every 3 minutes.
If the Expo line is further split in Swrey, that mean! s the most frequent service could be on either a Fleetwood
or Newton branch could be is six minutes...and that is during rush hour. Off peak headways would likely be 12
minutes or longer which is not an acceptable standard for Sky Train, Headways on those branches can at most
be a multiple of four on the main branch between Waterfront and Columbia with the current set up. A
rebuilding of Columbia Station will remedy this, but it won't be cheap. The M-line will have to be physically
separated from the Lxpo Line at Columbia. That means at the very loast Columbia will need a third track and
platform for passengers to transfer between Lxpo and M line trains. M line trains would then terminate and turn
back at Columbia and would have space to do so without using any Expo line track. This would allow 90
second peak headways across the SkyBridge to King George St and maximum 3 minute headways out to
Newton and Flectwood which is closer to what the public would expect from SkyTrain. Part of how the whole
system will work will also be dependent on how Lougheed Stn is designed. The predominant route of travel for
the public will be the M-Line between UBC and Coquitlam Stn. Ideally i my view, Lougheed Stn would be
designed to facilitate a shuttle SkyTrain between the new Columbia Stn and Lougheed Sin. Passengers on both
the UBC-Coquitlam line and the Expo line to Surrcy would be required to transfer to the shuitle train il they
want to go to the Columbia, Sapperton, Braid or Lougheed Stations. Designing track arrangements 10 facilitate
such a train will allow for much greater train frequencics on the corridors people will really want to travel, that
being Vancouver to Sutrey and Vancouver to Coquitlam. I hope your staff have already budgeted for extensive
facility and track renovations to Columbia Stn so that Surrcy can gain maximum benefit from your Expo line
renovation plans and that plans for Lougheed Stn reflect similar concerns there too. If not, you may wish your
staff to re-examine their plans as it is very important if we want our new and improved SkyTrain system to
remain attractive for the long term.
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(Inderwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2008 11:43 AM
To: s.22

Sabject: 164392 — Evergrecn Linc

5.22

164392 — Evergreen Linc
Dear $.22
Re:  [Evergreen Line

Thank you for your e~mail of February 4, 2008, regarding the technology proposed for the Evergreen Line.
Pleasc accept my apologies for the lateness of my reply.

It’s great to hear you agree with the updated business plan for the Evergreen Line, which supports the use of
Advanced Light Rapid Transit (ALRT).

We do expect that an Evergreen I.ine with ALRT technology will be able to be infegrated into the existing
Millennium Line. ALRT also has significantly lower annual operating costs than LRT, significantly shorter
travel times for commuters and will have two and a half times more ridership by 2021, The provincial
government has now taken this plan to the federal government so we can work with them on their portion of
funding. We will procced as soon as possible with plO_]GCt enginecring and a competitive selcction process to
keep on track for planned 2014 complction.

As you have probably heard, we decided to proceed with the Northwest route for the Evergreen line, based in
large part on the feedback received from area mayors, Municipal councils in Port Moody, Port Coquitlam and
Coquitlam have all voted to support the Northwestern route.

The Evergreen Line is an important part of this government’s commitment to fighting congestion and reducing
greenhiouse gas cmissions. I look forward to providing travellers in the Lower Mainland with new and better
choices for transportation in the years to come.

Thank you again for your kind words.
Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

From: s.22

Sent: Monday, February 4, 2008 11:22 AM

To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX; mwilson(@coquitlam.ca
Subject: 164392 The right Sky Train technology
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Dear Maxine Wilson and Kevin Falcon:

[ am surc that Sky Train for the GEvergreen line was definitely the right choice. I am a little concerned about the
tern of "Sky Train like technology” and that it might not be the Bombardier cars, I don't care who builds them

but I am deeply concerned that they be compatible.

From time to time therc arc major events at Coquitlam Town Center such as Highland Days, disabled persons
games, track meets and even things like Volksawagen mects. [ am sure with the ALRT, Town Center will be
more attractive for further events,

[ am concerned that the current linear induction motor equipped Sky Train equipment will not be able to come 'i
to Town Center on the Evergreen line. This means that at event or other peak times there will no ability to pull (
in extra trains or run special trains from or to other parts of the Sky Trailn system.

I am worried that if the Evergreen bine is not compatible with cxisting equipment it will be limited to how many
people it can fransport versus a compatible line when there is a surge. It would also necd a seperate new
maintenance facility somewhere.

Perhaps this problem is already addressed and I just haven't heard about it yet. In any case ALRT will be much
superior ta LRT. I have secn and ridden both and anybody who used Sky Train to Expo 86 knows that nothing
else except a subway could have handled the crush of pcople Sky Train did, day after day.

s.22
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May 26, 2008

His Worship Reference: 164222
Mayor Joe Trasolini

City of Port Moody

100 Newport Drive

Port Moody BC V3H 5C3

Dear Mayor Trasolini:
Re: Evergreen Line

Thank you for your letier of February 1, 2008, regarding the Evergreen Line and your city’s
commitment to high density development. Please accept my apologics for the lateness of my

reply.

Increasing population density along transportation corridors is going to help keep the Lower
Mainland heaithy and liveable and open up new possibilitics for the region. s an important
patt of the province-wide effort to reduce greenhousc gas emissions, and I was very glad to
read about how the City of Port Moody is leading the way.

I’m sure you’ve heard the many announcements about the Evergreen Line that have been made
since you wrote. | appreciated receiving Port Moody’s thoughts about the route options, and it
was in large part due to the feedback from you and the other local mayors that Transj.ink and
the provincial government chose the Northwest route through Port Moody.

The updated business plan for the Evergreen Line supports the use of Advanced Light Rapid
Transit (ALRT), a SkyTrain-like technology. rather than light rail transit. Although an ALRT
system has higher construction costs than a light rail transit system, it has significantly lower
annual operating costs, significantly shorter travel times for commuters and it will have two
and a hal{ times morc ridership by 2021,

The provincial government has now taken this plan to the federal government so we can work
with them on their portion of funding. We witl procecd as soon as possible with project
engincering and a compctitive selcction process to keep on irack for planned 2014 completion.

A2
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Thank you for your commitment to fighting congestion and supporting public transit in Port
Moaody.

Sincerely,

Original Signed By:

Keyin Falcon
Minister

Information provided by: Tim Mitchell, Senior Writer, Wriling Services
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CREREOIE O PRI FLAY LR

) Joe Trasekbind
February 1, 2008

Honourable Kevin Falcon
Minister of Transporiabion
Winistry of Transportation
PO Boy 98055 '
GTN PROV GOVT
Victorta, BO VEW 9F2

Licar Mingster Fadoon:
Re: City of Port Moody - Commitment to Density and Light Rail Transit

‘This letter s provided in advanee of aur weeting in order to veaffirm Port Moody s continoed
suppart {or the Dvergrean Line Light Rafl Transit, We also wish o highlight Port Moody's
accomplishiments in Lerms of plaming fov and sehieving Mgh density development, We are
rupidiy developing 4 complete, compadt nd waihable commuaity.

More speeifically, Poi NMoody 1y designated as a Municipal Fown Cantee in the Livable Region
Strstegic Plm (LRSS T the apivit of the LRSY Canmetl in the past few years has approved the

following projecis:

s ewport Vitlage (Bosgy and Appia) - Mived use comprehensive development with over
000 rezidential unirs in high-yise and pyiddepiee fores with GO00 st 1L nf office space

el TOO0N sap. L of commaercid velall apace:
s Suierbrook {Onmis - Mixed gse high density comprehensive developnent with 1,250

rosidential woits in high-rise and mid-rise forms with 70,000 sq. {1, of office space and
60,000 5q. 11, of convmercial retall space. Connell will soon be considering an application’
for Nurlher meressing the residential density of this devetopment;

e The Suterbrook plan also incindes o Bsetel angd convention ceptie desipned to serve the
CRELLE C0RI0N

s Plahenic (Palygon) - Over 1160 muki-family wnits in Fish-rise, mid-rise and low-rise
farms plus10.000 sg. &8 nf oltice: _

s loco / Barnet wwer (Appia) -2 50 unit high-rise developnents

¥ Tyrickyvards (Holbomg - Mived use development at 2700 block of St Johns sireet which
included 170 units with a PSR of 3.0 and MO0 5. (Lod commercial spacel

s ]

100 KEWPORT DRIVE, PORY AOODY, B.O. V3 5E3 TBLAPHONE: (804) 464515 HAL {oud) 06U -4tatid

s CUEREAN PULIITS VIR PN T



adirsister K. Falcon

City of Port Moody - Conuuitment B Density and Dght Rail Transit

#  Corbeau (Mosaict - Giround-ariented T4 unit wnhowse development along withi 4
significant comtribution toward affordabic haLsing,

3 e Squore (Rempel) - Miwed Use Development 114 anits and 3500 s, 1t oof
commercial

v leritage Mountoin feriage Wsds (rarklane - Master-plonmed neghbourbuods with
aver 1400 units and comprised of a mixiare ol single fonity and multiple fomily holsing
forms; '

e Various Moody Centse redeveloprent projects which inciuded the development of oty
space at {2000 SL Tohns Strevt). @ 227 umt mixed use muliiple family developmed

Gt Tohns Street ncluding liye work unils.

within the 3100 13 leck of

fnspived by BCS jeadership tn 3, the city hus alse completed o number of farovalye

purtnerships:
s The (et Ceptre Affordabic 1 fousing complex is A parinetship with CPVHC amd @ privaie
duveloper Lo butidon lensed eity land: 40 agsisted lving units for seninrs, 20 andls for
women af 71sk, 20 gronpd-oriented [whhonse unils for fow ineone famities and an
award-winning 1) bed hosphoey
a  The new Boathouse Restanrmt in Kocky Point Park, on tmovative parinersiip buiiton
jeased oity s
s Ciround-bresiing infiit benlage revitalization projects thad include the innoyalive use of
carrjage houses thal achieve higher densitics o traditional single-family neighborhocds:
e Najor invesiment O new pulbilic safety building which mcludes fenant space for CP Ral
Pofice, resnliing I mMALE MIENSs use o [ existing iy

oy nf e oin's rocreational laiiite i respoe 1o approved and anticipated

o Rlaper e pais
prowth.

Statistionlly, Port Moody bag remained one of the Tive fastest QIOWIng manicipalities in BC for
tie Jast flve voars, The oity was transfoemed from a conmmity where the wajority of the
housiig Siock Wwis cunnprised of single Fumily honses o vibrant compunity where 54% of our

residents live in oltiple funily housing,

Huving two thirds of ouir ciommunily as multiple family Wonsing stoek is unprecedented for
3 suburban commu ity !

Cur vision has been (o crenle cornpleie, Compict and watkable ne1;‘_.1]1[‘3011;'1]Oz_l(.’a&‘». One of these
neighbourhoods. Inlel Cenre. has became 5 model {01 Bringing depsily o suburbs. it has
atiractad the attention of planning professionals front ihe Lower Mainland and sbread, The city
Likes sustainahie planning sertously, capiuring [irst phace i the interpational Liveable
Crormyaunities aaning for the Faure” qeeard rover 70 competing eities ineinded Honoluly,
Soatile, Westminsier, UK Camaden, Asstralin o well ad cities [rom Australa, LS., Crech

Repubiie. and iretand)

A3
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Minister K. Falcon
Citv of Port Moody - Conunttment Dersity and Light Hail Transit

W are currently updating 0w Official Comupumity Flan and cxploring incrensed densitics and
ynore sustainahle development, Our comminity is poised further veduce 13 retiones on the
antemabiie, Port Moody Canpei] sees the Hght rail iransit technnlony and routing along

Q1. Jnfus Meget as @ means of achivring sur collective climate action efforts,

Counell supports e Byergrect {ine Light Rail Trapsitus devetoped by Transl.ink in 2066, The
prefimimury designiproject definition phave jneludid extensive pablic comsultation, The design
of the at-grade light rail technology through the northwest alipnmient achivved a number of
technological. social, cavitonmental and financial objectives Tt are widely recoguized by the
communily, Courcil passed the following resolation oo Octoher §; 2004 "THAT Ciry al Part IE
Mosche Council recifivmy it suppori jor light pel rapid transit alony the nordhavest aligament”

Perzonally, T championed many discussions with ner neiphbouriog munigipalitivs t dsceTian
supporl for s prafect. n lacl atta MNortheast Sector Menrs” moetiogs on Bny 17, 2006 and
Decerher 7, 2007, the mayors Anmtimovsty supporied the Evorprean Line LRT system along the
poriinest poute (800 altachedy, Vherefore this letter abao gorves as a reminder of the Northeast
Secios's unflincling tovel of cooperntion with respeet o the alignuens sod technoiogy.

[o summary, we are uailding a qew Part Moody with public pransit as the backhone of ouT plan,
The corniuniny acenis dengivy and applands the beph quality developments Wi e
irplementing, Tt our community is also telling us, very foudly, that roads and transit
infrastrectare have to be part of the plan. The Bvergreen {ine Light Rail Transit is an esseniial
cepiponent of Port Naody's plan and itis crucial for the sustalnable development of the eniire
e o,

Bilions in public and privae hvesinienis have been e 1o date 1o develop Post Moody o o

msdel sustainable oy, We urge the Provinee o suppart the Everereen Line Light Rail Transit
and (e aligomient as shown i (e Provinein] Trensit Plan released in caglicr tas nouth,

Sincereiv.

e .
SPRPE R T

v

_‘,]::’é_._:zlf’,ﬂ(,
s

Gigsepne {Joey Trasolini

Aavor

Attachmont
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PRAFT

PRESENT:

MOTION

Excerpt of Meeling Minutes
Way 17, 2006 |
Evergreen LRT Line ltem 3.2

CMINUTES

re

. NOHRTHEAST SECTOR MAYORS & CAO'S MEETIMNG

sinutes of a maeting of the Northoast S
_May 17, 2008 in the Eravold Room, City

' Mayor Joe Trasctini, City of Port Moody, Chalr
CAD Gastan Royer, ity of Porl Moody
Eygene Wat, Director of Enginesting, P2

Moocdy

ector Mayors & CAL'S, held
Hait, City of Port ooty

s & Operatons, Glty of Port

sutie Hunter, Committes Clerk, City of Port Meady

Mayor Hal Weinberg, Vilage of Anmare
OAD Moward Cariey, Vitlagn of Anrnore
Mayor Derek Cosrigan, City of Burnaby

Councillor Colleen Jardan, City of Bumaby
Mayor Maxing Wizon, Gity of Coquitiam

CAQ Warfen Jones, City of Cogitiam
Mayor Gordan Robson, District of
CAG Jim Fule, District of Maple Ridge

Mayor Wayne Wlait, Gity of Maw W estrinster
CAC Paui Daminalo, City of New Waesiminstef
tfayor Daon Maclean, Fiigtrict of Pitt Meadows
CAC Jeke Rudnlph, Distriot of Pt Meadows

Maple Ridge

hayor Sett Young, Ciy of Port Coquitiam
CACH Tany Chong, Sity of Port Coguitlam’

()  CALLTOORDER .

Wayor . Trasolind palled the mesting 16 crder at 12:2C .M.

o
P
e

woved, seconded and CAHR?ED
THAT the minutes of the Mortheas
meeating hetd March 22, 2006 be approved.

(3} BUSINESS

APPROVAL OF BHEVMIOUS MINUTES

1 Sector Mayors and CACQ's
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The Commiltes discussed 3 resclution fram Port Coguitiarm Couricil on
the funding shortfall for the Evergrean LRT project, Discussion poinis
wcluded concerns ragarding financing, the cencarn that funding had
been taken from the Nottheast secior and put inte the RAY ling, the
desire fo! the pravince 1o contriblta 1/2 of tunding far rapid transi, tha
raad for transit for communities south of the Fraser Aiver, the concem
tat the raglon nesds to provide an alternative to cars, concarn hal tha
Evergresn project wauld not procsed uness the provines contribuisd a
5%, share of funding, ihe Livable Region Strategic Plan, concar that the
prévince was not honouring commitrmants mada in tha LRGP to NE
sector munisipalities, and concern that the province was smplaying &
"divide and conguer” approach o NE sootor manicipalites,

Moved, secanded and CARBIED UNANIMOUSLY

THAT Translink be requestad e commsnce 2 pignning exergise for
the extansion of light rapid transit through tha northeast sectar
communitios 1o Maple Ridge Reglonal Town Centre; and that

WHEREAS, the Evergreen Transit Profect Hias long been a regional
prlority Hinking the Loughead Town Contre with the rapidly growing
Northegst sector, :

WHEREAS, an |psos-Reid Survey conducted in 2004 Invelving
Northeast Sector residents indicated that there is an extremely high
lgvel of suppart {over 30%) for the Evargrecn Transit Project,

WHEREAS, the completion of the Evergrenn Transit Projoct will
ernhance tha effectiveness of the Provinclal Gateway Program,

WHEREAS, when Trans!ink was [nitially created, the understanding
was that the Provinclel Sovernmeant wiil contributa substantial
tunding (55%+) towards transit rall projects in the roglen,

WHEREAS, an estimatsd $200 million in gas taxes ara taken by the
Provinea out of the reglon far ether purposes, and

'%HEHE&S,'!M currant astimated funding shortdfal of $230 miilon
for the Evergreen Transit Project is posing a sorious theeat 1o the
impiementation of this Project,

| NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT, the Provinee be urged

to contribute sn gdditional minimum of $230 miillon towards
sonsiruction of the Evergreen Transit Project such that the
Provineizl share of the funding on this Projact is ncreased 1o 50%;
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2.2 The Evergrecn Lite s st in Hmbo with s ltr"n planin place. Several ditferent optionsg

NorthEast Secter Mavors’ Megting

SHnctes wf the meading held on Peday, December 7, 2007 commiencls wrat LS am at the € zty 0
E 3 \ [(_p(uj‘,’ - Brow i_hL"]. i\(){}ﬂ]J |” :\C%"r l.--iﬂt E:}f'-.'\— &, [ foark ‘\yIGL“L.‘]}' ¢ R(‘»

PRESENT:

Chair, Mavor Joe Tra suiling, Poart Moody
Uity danages, Castan E‘Eu‘)j_\-'cr:_, ot fvlmd_',-'
Mavar Derek Corrigan, Bumaby
Coumeillor Colleen Jordan, Purnaby
Bob Moncar, Burnaby

Mavor Maxine Wilson, Coquitlam

Ken Wright, Cogquitlam '
Wayne Wright, New Westminster

Paul Daminato, Mew Westminster
Mayor Seobt Young, Port Coguitlam
Kathlecn Viacent, Port Coauiilany
Mayor Gordy Robson, Maple Ridge
fim Rule, Maple Ridge

maver Don Machean, Ditt Meadows
Jake Rudolph, Pitt Meadows

Mayor Ralph Drew, Belearra

Lyruda Floyd, Belcarra

and ru fmmra were discussed: sky train versus light rail, route, privatization, and P2,

The NovthEast Sector Mayors reaffirmed that i was moved and seconded at the previcis
NarthEast Sector Mayors meeting of March 22, 2006:

That TransLink commence the planning for the §<x%ér}sicm of Light Rapid Transit to Port
Coquitlam, Mt Meadows and Maple Ridge in 2007
CARRIEL

THAT the NorthBast Sector Mayors Lll‘gt_* the Provincial Government to fake the lead, in
partnership with the Pederal Governinent, 1o fund the shortfall for the Evergreen Lise
and that the funding be in plave by April 200 so that constiruction can start as scheduled
in Beptember 2007, o

YREIED
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
- "

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Wednesday, May 28, 2008 3:47 PM
To: s.22

Subject: 165925 - Provincial Transit Plan
s.22

165925 - Provincial Transit Plan |

Dear s.22

Thank you for your e~-mail of March 17, 2008, expressing support for the Provineial Transit Plan, and the
proposed Evergreen and UBC lines specifically, Please accept my apologics for the lateness of my reply.

Our government wants to establish British Columbia as a global leader in innovative transit, while providing a
foundation of transportation infrastracture to support the development of healthier communities in the future,

The new rapid transit lines are an important part of our government’s commitment to {ighting congestion and
reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 1 look forward to providing travellers in the Lower Mainland with new and
better choices for transportation in the years to come.

Thank you again for your kind words.

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

From: s.22

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 9:21 AM

‘To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:FEX

Subject: 165925 Support for Provincial Transit Plan

Hello Mr Falcon,

I want to extend my thanks and support for the rceently announced provincial transit plan, particularly the
Evergreen Line and the segment that would run io UBC. This is a bold and necessary move that needs to be

acted upon quickly.

[ am among the many daily comumuters that ride the Skytrain as well as the 99 UBC Express bus. Both are
constantly excecding capacity and a rapid transit line will make all the difference, and markedly reduce my
commute tume. Thus, ] thank you for making public transit a priority.

I'look forward to riding the new transit lines,
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5.22
Burnaby, BC
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
L

From: Falcon.MLA, Kevin <Kevin.Falcon MIL.A@leg.be.ca>
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 11:07 AM

To: WEBMASTER TRANEX

Subject: FW: Turpstyles and Yield Laws

AP . S

Sent: Sunday, February 10, 2008 8:16 PM
To: Falcon.MLA, Kevin
Subject: Turnstyles and Yield Laws

s.22

New Westminster
s.22

Dear Hon. Kevin Falcon,

If vou're going catch all those cheaters on SkyTrain with your turnstyles, then you can catch all those cheaters
in their private aulomobiles who break the law by not yeilding to buses attempting to pull back into the traffic
from a stop. What are your plans for enforcing British Columbia's yicld laws? I would only be the fair thing to
do, eh? I mcan, you're all for catching cheaters on transit, aren't you? So, why not catch a// the cheaters in the

tarnsit system?

Sincerely,

s.22
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The Burquidam Communiiy Association {BOA)Y Is hosting a Town Hall stvie mecting to do.. Page T ot

Westover, Natasha TRANEX
From:  Grubesit, Lisa TRANEY :
Bent: tinnday, Febraary 11, 2008 12:35 Pa g,
To Westover, Nitasha TRAN.EX E
Suhject: town hall masting re ALRT and route ' ,

From: Graltam Hﬁl S. 22 _
Sant: Monday, i-ehruam; 11, 2008 12:32 Pt i
T The NOW, Tri Gty Bowe; Cakdale Hardtage Scdstyy Diane Shmmons Assistant; Shannon Watking; Karen

Rockwell; Meghan Lahty Bob Elist; Diana Dilwerth; Mike Clay, Joe Trasokini - Mayor; Richard Stewart; Maxine

Witson, Mae Reid; Low Sckarsy Fin Donnely; Doy Macdonell; Brént ﬁsnun{ism Barrie Lynch; Neal Hicholson;

Dabbie Comis; Garth Bvans; Gary Hegin; Sav Dhaliwal; Pletro Calending, X1 8urnaby, City BN, Derek

Corrigan; Colleen Jorsan; Dan Johngton; Les Rankin; Bruce Bird; Lou Campesu, Jeanni Goodr mk,_quwL i;

Innes, Jacquie; Hildegard Richter; Grabiem Hill; Grahem Hill; Doreen Highamy Don Visdetts: Johin temay; Don

\floiettbr Jim Letaistre: Bloy. MLA, Harry LASSEY, Grubesic, Lis TRAKEX, ann@catlseriplav.ca; Thorne MLA,

Dizne LASSEX; i, Blackmia Meg.booar vansarvitesBcanwest.comy; globainews, bediglobattv.com

Subject: town hall meeting re ALRT and route

Crreelmgs

The Burguithun Conununity Assoctation (BCOAY s hostipg a Town Hall style yaeeting 1o discuss the
myuex comneciod with the provincial povernmient’s reeent wriouiceinents on ALRT/LRT and rowte
Fycations pertaining to the propased Eyvergren Line. The meeting will he moderated with questons
Being written vut and gresented o the appropriate responder, Plense advise sender of vour intention te
atfend.

Date: - Thursdey Aaech 6-08
e - T SPM
Location: - Hanting Middic School Gympasium {Coguitlam}

Don Vicletw
Yige Presiden!, BOA

s.22

RISARTE NS |
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2008 9:42 AM
To: s.22

Ce: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Subjcet: 167459 - Transit Investments

s.22

167459 - Transit [nvestments i
Dear $.22

Thank you for your c-mail of May 11, 2008, expressing your support for the improvement of transit in British
Columbia. Premier Gordon Campbell has asked that I respond on his behalf as well. Pleasc accept my
apologies for the lateness of my reply.

Our governnent is committed to bold action in the reduction of our grecnhouse gas emissions, and the
transportation sector is a key area for change. You can be sure we are strong supporters of sustainable
transportation including public transit and cycling.

In January the Premier and I announced the $14 billion Provineial Transit Plan which calls for threc major new
investments in rapid transit Jines and which will increase rapid transit capacity in Metro Vancouver by 70 per
cent. In fact, $2.8 billion of the plan is devoted to a new line from Broadway Station to the Universily of
British Columbia campus, We’re also introducing nine new high-specd RapidBus BC routes—part of a frequent,
reliable service that looks and feels like rapid transit and operates on dedicated lane-ways where needed to
bypass congestion. Wc also intend to significantly expand the bus fleet across the provinee with up to 1,600
new clean-energy buses that operate on such resources as hydrogen fuel cells or low-cmission diesel.

Our goal is to be a world [eadcr in transit ridership by 2030 with the same percentage of travellers using public
transit as Paris, Londen and Melbourne, By 2020, we intend to double the number of transit riders across the
province and eliminate 160 million car trips per year on provineial roads. We intend to make transit not just an
alternative to the single occupant vehicle, but a superior alternative — casier, laster, less cxpensive and more
reliable — the first choice for hundreds of thousands of British Columbians on the move,

There js $11.1 billion of new capital funding in this plan, and the provingcial government will be providing over
40 per cent of this. We’re anticipating that the federal government, TransLink and local municipalities will do
their part as well, as they’re all strong proponents of a green transportation network.

For detaifs about the plan, you may want to visit our web site at http://www.th.gov.be.ca/Transit_Plan.

Please be assured, my ministry has examined our highway programs for opportunitics to reduce congestion and
encourage alternatives to the single-occupant car. We're looking at queuc-juniper lanes for buses, park-and-
ride sites, the use of high occupancy vehicle lanes and lanes dedicated for other kinds of traffic. Qur Gateway
Program has also committed $50 million toward pedestrian and cycling improvements, the biggest such
commitment ever made in the province. We are also planning a toll for the Port Mann Bridge both as a means
to pay for the costs of construction and as a way to moderate vchicle traffic growth. Improvements to the Port
Mann Bridge will also allow for transit service over the bridge for the first time in 20 years.
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I am confident that the investmenis we’re making in highways and public transit are part of a balanced
approach to reducing greenhouse gas emissions and congestion, and supporting the health and of our province’s

citizens aud its economy.
Thank you again for taking the time to writc.

Best regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

Copy to: Premicr Gordon Campbell

From: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2008 11:44 AM

To: .22

Ce: Transportation, Minister TRAN:IEX

Subject: 167459 RE: Public transport first, please!

Thank you for your email expressing a prelerence for transit versus the building of roads.

I note that you have shared your correspondence with the Honourable Kevin Falcon, Minister of
Transportation. Minister Falcon will ensure that you receive a response specific to your comments op my
behalf as well,

Again, thank you for taking the time to send me your views.

From:s.22

Sent: Sunday, May 11, 2008 8:41 AM

To: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX; Falcon.MIL.A, Kevin LASS:EX
Subject: Public transport first, please!

As a Canada Research Chair 5.22 at UBC, I hope that you'll consider
the fundamental issucs for building roads vs, improved transit - cspecially regarding their implications for
pollution (including CO2 and ground-level ozone) and theretore for health,

B.C. can continue to be a beacon of healthiness and sustainability -- or our star can and will fade.

Sincerely,

s.22
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s.22

Canada Research Chair, University of British Columbia $.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Falcon.MLA, Kevin <Kevin.Falcon MLA@leg.bc.ca>
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2008 12:02 PM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subject: ADD TO 167459 FW: Public transport first, please!

Samantha Catto
Constituency Assistant to
Kevin Falcon, MLA
604.576.3792
samantha.cattoi@lep.be.ca

From: s.22

Sent: Sunday, May 11, 2008 8:41 AM

To: premier@gov.be.ca; Falcon MLA, Kevin
Subject: Public transport first, please!

As a Canada Rescarch Chair .22

at UBC, I hope that you'li consider the fundamental issucs for building
roads vs. improved transit -- especially regarding their implications

for pollution (including CO2 and ground-level ozone) and therefore for
health.

B.C. can continugc 1o be a beacon of healthiness and sustainability --
or our star can and will fade,

Sincerely,

s.22

.22 Canada Research Chair, University of British Columbia
s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

IS ———

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Friday, June 1, 2012 1:59 PM

To: 5.22

Ce: : ‘premier@gov.be.ca’; Minister, FIN FIN:EX
Subject: 203215 — Translink Funding
Attachments: Transit

s.22

203215 — TransLink Funding
Dear S-22

Thank you for your c-mail regarding TransLink funding. Premier Christy Clark has asked me to respond on her
behalf as well.

Metro Vancouver residents need to be confident that their hard-earned money 1s being wisely invesied by
TransLink. The organization has a duty to provide a network of roads, bridges, and public transit that keeps
pace with the intense demands of the region’s growing population, They have achieved many successes, but
they also face rising costs that could burden families and taxpayers.

[ appreciate you sharing your suggestions about allocating carbon tax revenue to TransLink and reducing
duplication between transit services. By now, you have probably also heard many other ideas in response to
TransLink’s and the Mayors® Council on Regional Transportation’s desire for additional tools to fund
trapsportation in Metro Vancouver, Mcembers of the public, the region’s mayors, and Transi.ink itsclf have all

sugpested oplions.

Refore any new funding sources are considered, the public deserves to know that TransLink is running as
efficiently and effectively as possible. That is why the provincial government is auditing Translink —to
determine if efficiencies can be found that will save taxpayers money. This audit will build upon the recent
efficiency review completed by Transl.ink Comumissioner Martin Crilly and wil] be complete by the end of
Aupust. [n addition, we have introduced legislative changes that include regular performance audiis of
TransLink.

I will continue to work alongside Metro Vancouver mayors and TransLink to identify long-term funding
sources so the region can have the transit services it needs at a cost that taxpayers can afford. Furthermore, 1
have advised the Mayors” Counci) that any fulure revenue-generating ideas for TransLink must be informed by
thoughtful and meaningful public dialogue.

The Fvergreen Linc Project is a high priority for the provincial government. We have shown our commitment
by providing over $583 million for the project and securing aver $400 million from the federal government.
Work on the Evergreen Line began in January of this year and is expected to be complete in the summer of
2016.
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I {s important to note that transit services were not cut to pay for the Evergreen Line. Given recent decisions by
the Mayors’ Council and the Commissioncr, several proposed expansion projects and transit scrvice increases
were put on hold, not cancelled, while TransLink determines how to tund them,

I share your concern about the revenue lost through fare evasion. TransLink is currently proceeding with the
faregates/Compass Card projcct, with $70 million in {inancial support from the provincial and federal
governments, Faregates arc being installed at all SkyTrain and SeaBus stations. Customers will be required to
usc a prepaid Compass card to activate the gates and enter the station. These measures will be rolled out in
2013 and should significantly reduce farc evasion in the transit system.

The changes in legistaiion will also allow TransLink to collect fines from people who evade TransLink fares.
Drivers with unpaid fare evasion fines, both now and in the future, will be unable to rencw their licence and
registration. TransLink may make use of collection agencies and will be able to refuse transit service until fare
evasion fines are paid. They can also file certificates in court to gain access to the assets of people who do not
pay. Transl.ink will reccive the revenue from fare evasion fines, and these changes are expected to take effect
this summet.

As the Ministry of Finance 1s in the best position to address your conynents about the carbon tax, [ have taken
the liberty of forwarding your e-mail to my colleague, the Honourable Kevin Falcon, Deputy Premier and
Mimister of Finance, for his review.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.

Sincerely,

Blair Lekstrom

Minister

Copy to: Premier Christy Clark
Honourable Kevin Falcon

Minister of Finance and Deputy Premier
MLA, Surrey-Cloverdale

From: OificeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX
Sent: Thursday, April 12,2012 11:19 AM
To: 8.22

Ce: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: 2032135

Thank you for your email regarding transportation issues.

This is just a nole to et you know that the Honourable Blair Iekstrom, Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure, will ensure that you are sent a response specific to your comments on these matters,

Again, thank you for taking the time to write,
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----- Original Message-----

From: EnquiryBC [mailto:Enquirybedggov.be.cal
Sent: Wednesday, April 4, 2012 11:02 AM

To: Officeofthelremier, Office PREM:EX
Subject: Re: Program or service related [#118753]

We are forwarding the following e-mail for your attention. Please respond to the original sender at:
5.22 . Thank you.

Hours of Operation: 7:30am to Spm, Monday through Friday, except on statutory holidays.
In Vancouver (604) 660-2421 l
In Victoria (250) 387-6121

Elsewhere in BC 1-(800) 663-7867 (toll free)

--Original Message--

From: s.22

Date: 4/3/2012 9:.13:08 PM

To: EnquiryBC@gov.be.ca

Ce: lesocosystesti@gov.be.ca
Subject: Program or service related

Below is the result of your feedback form at (https://extranet.gov.be.ca/forms/gov/contact/index html).

It was submitied by $.22 O
on Tucsday, April 3, 2012 at 21:12:41

related: Transportation and Motor Vehicles

message: [ would like this to go to the Minister of Transportation and the Premier. T would like to know why
vou don't put all transit under one authority? Skytrain, buses, Seabus and Wesicoast Express. By doing this you
would save a lot of money and eliminate unnessccary duplication of positions.

[ would also like to know why you are not giving the Carben Tax To Tranglink? This would give them funds in
order to properly improve transit whilc at the same time taking steps to reduce the carbon footprint on our
environment. if you didn't have the proper funding, why did you approve the constuction of the Evergreen
Line? Other scrvices have been cut to allow for this construction. Lastly, 1 would like you to ask Translink why
they do not enforce fairs. They tell their employees to meet and greet. Would you run your business this way? 1
think not. No system in the world is run like this and it's only because they know that they can just raise taxes
or ask for more money. As a government, it is your responsibility to provide better scrvice for those hard-
working British Columbians who rely on it. I hope that you consider what I've said and make the right decision.

reply: yes
email2; .22
email address confirm: $.22

carbonCopy: Y
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
S

From: 5.22

Sent: Sunday, April 15, 2012 8:12 PM
To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: Transit

Dear Mr. [ eksirom,

I would Tike to know wlhy you don't put all transit under one authority? Skyirain, buses, Seabus and Weslcoast
Express. By doing this you would save a lot of maney and eliminate umiessecary duplication of positions.

[ would also like to know why you are not giving the Carbon Tax To Translink? This would give them funds in
order to properly improve transit while at the same time taking steps to reduce the carbon {ootprint on our
environment. If you didn't have the proper funding, why did you approve the constuetion of the Evergreen
Line? Other services have becn cut to allow for this construction.

Lastly, { would like you to ask Translink why they do not enforce fairs. They tell their employees to meet and
greet, Would you run your business this way? I think not. No system in the world is run like this and it's only
becausc they know that they can just raise taxes or ask for more money, As a govermnment, it is your
responsibility to provide better seevice for those hard-working British Columbians who rely on it. [ hope that
you consider what I've said and make the right decision.

Sincerely,

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:I'X
e ———

From: Jordison, Kim D TRAN:EX

Sent: Monday, July 23, 2012 1:43 PM

To: Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

Subject: FW: 203854 - Evergreen Line Construction

As requested.

From: Richter, Kevin J TRAN:EX
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2012 1:38 PM '.
To:s.22

Cc: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX; Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX; Mackenzie, Angela TRAN:EX

Subject: 203894 - Evergreen Line Construction

s.22
203894 - Evergreen Line Construction

Dear S.22

I have been asked to respond to your e-mail expressing your concerns that construction of the
Evergreen Line will affect access to your business. Please accept my apologies for the
lateness of this reply.

The worlk you note that was being done s.22 was the installation of new
underground BC Hydro power supply lines, which are required for major construction, and
later, the operation of the Evergreen Line, This work is part of a series of early works
construction activities along the Evergreen Line route te prepare for major construction.

The ministry recognizes that during the construction of a major infrastructure project like
the Evergreen Line, there will be some disruption. However, a key goal of the Evergreen Line
Project is to try to minimize this as much as possible and to maintain access to residences

and businesses,

Community outreach and communications is also a key component of this project. Project staff
have been working hard to ensure the community, the public and local traffic media get
timely, clear, consistent and accessible construction and traffic information. They have been
visiting businesses door-to-door, holding community and husiness liaison meetings and
updating stakeholders on the progress of the project through an e-mail subscription list.
There is also a traffic information line available 24 hours a day, seven days a week that
residents and businesses can call to find out the most up-to-date information on construction

activity.

For more information about the project, please contact Angela MacKenzie, Community Relations
Manager, at the Evergreen Line Project Office. She can be reached by telephone at 604 927-
4452 or by e-mail at infofevergreenline.gov.bc.ca.

I hope this information is helpful to you. Thank you for taking the time to write.

Sincerely,

Keyin Richter
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Assistant Deputy Minister
Infrastructure Department

Copy to: Premier Christy Clark
Honourable Blair Lekstrom
Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure

MLA, Peace River South

Angela MacKenzie, Community Relations Manager
Evergreen Line Project

From: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX

Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 4:13 PM

To: s.22

C¢: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Subject: 203894

Thank you for your email related to censtruction disruption of your business,

This is just a note to let you know that your correspondence has been shared with the

Honourable Blair Lekstrom, Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure, and he will ensure
that you are sent a reply specific to your comments on this matter.

Again, thank you for writing,

From: s.22

Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2012 7:26 AM

To: OfficeofthePremier, Office PREM:EX; S.22

Subject: I need your help, please - RE: PORT MOODY, BC Business
Dear Premier Clark:

I am a s.22 businessperson,

I just purchased s.22

I have been the owner for two weeks and suddenly I am bombarded with heavy equipment, dirt,
dust and no chance to speak to the owner of the building “Translink”.

If I am treated as were the Cambie Street Mercharts s.22

I need your help to open the lines of communication with someone at Translink with a heart
and a mind to preserving small business in this area rather than a letting a conglomerate
trample the life out of the little guy.

I would he grateful if we could speak on this issue.

Respectfully submitted,
5.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
I e

From: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Sent: Friday, January 23, 2009 12:53 PM

To: s.22

Subject: 172719 - TransLink’s I .ong-term Funding
5.22

172719 - Transl.ink’s Long-term Funding
Decar .22

Thank you for your ¢-mail of September 22, 2008, regarding TransLink’s long-term funding. Please accept my
apologies for the lateness of my reply.

Translink is an independent regional transportation authority for the South Coast, and its governing legislation
gives them the tools to raise additional funds, if needed, both [or its current plans and to cover its share of the
Provincial Transit Plan. It stands to rcason that if we want to double transit ridership by 2020, we can’t expect
to do that without improving the efficicney, reliability and capacity of our transit systems. The provincial
government is providing over 40 per cent of the new capital funding required for the plan, and we expect that in
addition to TransLink, the federal government and local municipalities will do their part, as they’re all strong
proponents of a green transportation network.

When developing their 10-year plans, TransLink consults with the Mayors’ Council on Regional
Transportation. The plans outline how Translink intends to deliver service and manage transportation
prioritics within their existing financial capacity. Supplemental proposals that require funding from beyond the
organization’s existing available revenue limits have to be approved by the council, but the provincial
government doesn’t take part in this process.

It’s also worth mentioning that real estate development and transit corridors have an important relationship in
shaping our urban form. The development density near transit corridors plays a rolc in the potential ridership
and the available funding base for the service. TransLink’s legislation permits the organization to generate
extra revenue through land it owns or acquires for transit lines and stations.

Should you wish to Iearn more about TransLink’s planning, you may be intercsted to know that their next 10-
year plan, Transport 2040, was recently added to the organization’s web site at

http://www.translink be.ca/Plans/Transport_2040.asp. The plan is the product of consultation with not just the
Mayors’ Council on Regional Transportation, but also the board, other stakcholders and members of the 21
communitics that fall within Translink’s service region.

As you mentioncd, it’s a priority of our government to reduce the number of personal vehicle trips on our roads. i
Making long-term, sustained changes in how British Columbians travel requires real alternatives, For example,
when the new Port Mann crossing is completed, we don’t plan to moderate vehicle trallic growth through tolls
alonc—we’re also making it possible to have transit service over the crossing for the first time in twenty years.
The new Pitt River Bridge is being designed with new cycling and pedestrian facilities, and the potential for
dedicated lanes or rapid transit in the future.
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In order to ensure a healthy, liveable region for future generations, we can’t just reduce our use of the
transportation network altogether; we have to re-think how we’re using it. T am confident that I'ransLink has
the expertise to innovatively plan for the {uture.

Thank you again for taking the time to write.

RBest regards,

Kevin Falcon
Minister

From: webmaster@kevinfalconmla.be.ca [mailto:webmaster@kevinfalconmla.be.ca]
Sent: None

To: Falcon MLA, Kevin

Subject: Wceb site feedback email

Reply-To: webmaster@kevinfalconmla.be.ca

Message-1d: <20080922195741.A06A72028A75@mla.governmentcaucus.be.ca>
Date: Mon, 22 Sep 2008 12:57:41 -0700 (PDT)

Return-Path: nobody@mla.governmentcaucus.be.ca
X-OriginalArrival Time: 22 Sep 2008 19:57:57.0221 (UTC) FILETIME=[82180950:01C%1CED]

requircdfirstname: s.22
requiredlastname: $.22
requiredemail: s.22 i
requircdpostalcode: .22
comments: Dear Mr. IFalcon,

I am writling with regards to a comment that you allegedly made with regards to TranslinkV's future
finances and the provincial goal of incrcased transit ridership. According te CBC News, Translink cannot
afford the infrastructurc incrcases needed to double its ridership.

The article then says that you suggested \"TransLink has to find ways to gencrate revenuc, such as investing in
real estate near future Sky'I'rain stations \"*

What the priorities of Translink? Is Translink supposed to provided public transportation or is it supposed to
run a business? If you belicve it is supposed to do both, then open up the market and allow anybody with a van
to transport people. L.t the market figure out whether or not public transit is financially viable.

By cncouraging Translink to enter the Real Fstate (Banking, retail, import/export, ctc.) market you are
fundamentally changing their prioritics. Without clearly dcfined priorities and principles, your goal may be
misplaced.

2 Page 185 of 228 TRA-2015-50247



If the West Coast Express wanted to be cost-neutral it should stop running. If you want public ridership to be
up and car journeys to decrcase, close a bridge. If both of these sound ludicrious what principle, priority, or
goal prevents these suggestions from being implemented?

s.22

Vancovuer, BC

*http://www.cbe.ca/canada/british-columbia/story/2008/09/2 1 /be-transit-series-funding-shortfall.html

ps - While this docs not relate to your ministry directly, my experience with the bus service of Vancouver is
that it is is Poverty Transit as opposed to Public Transit. The busses are filled to capacity with pecople who
unfortunately cannot afford cars or are unable to use a bicycle. (This is in stark constrast to the long-distance
commuter services such as the West Coast Express and Delta busses are Public Transit.)
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«email»

164377 - Evergreen Line
Dear «First Name»:

Re: Evergreen Line

Thank you for your e-mail regarding the Evergreen Line. Please accept my apologies for the
lateness of my reply.

[ was glad to receive your comments about the possible routes for the line. TransLink and }
asked the local mayors to provide their thoughts about the routes as well.

As I'm sure you've heard, we decided to proceed with the Northwest route. This was based in
large part on the feedback received from arca mayors. Municipal councils in Port Moody, Port
Coquitlam and Coquitlam have all voted to support the Northwestern route.

The provincial government has now taken this plan to the federal government so we can work
with them on their portion of funding. We will proceed as soon as possible with project
engineering and a competitive selection process 1o keep on track for planned 2014 completion,
The Evergreen J.inc is an important part of this government’s commitment to fighting
congestion and reducing greenhouse gas emissions. [ look forward to providing traveliers in
the Lower Mainland with new and better choices for transportation in the ycars 16 come.
Again, thanks for taking the time to writc,

Best regards,

Kevin Faicon
Minister

«Copy»

nformation provided by: ‘Tamara Little, Issuc Note, January 31 2008
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Batch 164377 — Evergreen Line — Email Data.doc

CLIFF

164361
164433

164437
164486

165697

164383

165881 |

165927
165997 |
166025
166574
166575
166576 |

165558

First Last name | email
Narme

s.22

Copy

I

Honourable Tain Black [
Minister of Labour and Citizens’ '
Services -

MILA, Port Moody-Westwood

L

Dalc Parker, Chair
TransLink

I —
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July 31, 2008

«First Name» «Last_name» Reference: 164377
«Address»
«city» BC «postal»

Dear «First Name»:
Re:  Evergreen Line

Thank you for your letter regarding the Evergreen Line. Pleasc accept my apelogies for the
Jateness of my reply.

[ was glad to receive your comments about the possible routes for the line. TransLink and I
asked the local mayors to provide their thoughts about the routes as well,

As 'm sure you've heard, we decided to proceed with the Northwest route. This was based in
large part on the feedback reccived from area mayors. Municipal councils in Port Moody, Port
Coquitlam and Coquitlam have all voted to support the Northwestern route.

'he provincial government has now taken this plan to the federal government so we can work
with them on their pottion of funding. We will proceed as soon as possible with project
engineering and a competitive selection process to keep on track tor planned 2014 completion.
The Evergreen Line is an important part of this government’s commitment to fighting
congestion and reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 1 look forward to providing travellers in
{he Lower Mainland with new and better choices for transportation in the years to come.

Thank you again for taking the time to wrile.

Sincerely,

Oviginal Signed By:
Kevin Falcon
Minister

[nformation provided by: Tamara Little, [ssue Note, January 31 2008
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Batch 164377 — Evergreen Line — Letter Data.doc

CLIFF | First Last name | Address city postal

Namge
164591 |s.22 Burnaby /822
165209 Coquitlam _
164421 | Port Moody :
166120 | Coquitlam j;
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: enquirybe(@gov.be.ca

Sent: Friday, February 22, 2008 4:31 PM
To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: evergreen line

Please include the following line in all replies,
Tracking number: $T20080222_0000000098

We are forwarding the following e-mail for your attention. Please respond to the original sender. Thank you.

SERVICE BC CALL CENTRE

Hours of Operation: 7:30am to 5pm, Monday through Friday, except on statutory holidays.
In Vancouver {604) 660-2421

in Victoria {250} 387-6121

Elsewhere in BC 1-{80Q) 663-7867 (toli free)

> From:s.22
> Sent: Feb 22, 2008 2:40:08 PM GMT-08:00
> To: <enguirybc@gov.be.ca>
-2
> Dear Minister Falcon
>
> Re: the Evergreen line.
>
> Would you please build it on the Southeast alignment. Every body that | talk to in the Tri Cities wishes the line to
follow the Lougheed hut it seems the Mayors or Mayor of the Tri Cities especially Mr Trasolini are trying to ramrod the
line through Port Moody which does not make sense particularly when it is mostly a grade leve] service or more
accurately a glorified bus. Rapid transit is supposed to move large amounts of people rapidly. Port Moody would be far
better served by buses moving the people to Coquitlam Center and from there via elevated sky train down Lougheed
highway to Lougheed mali and save the cost of building a tunne!l and the royal screwup of traffic on North Road, If a sky
train service is provided to the tri cities it should be extended as soon as possible to Maple Rigge and then close down
West Coast express and use the subsidy money of the West Coast express to help pay for the extension, Also personally
feel the bus system should charge what it costs to ride and there should be turnstiles at all sky train stations to stop free
loading and to help control crime. | have been to the Port Moody web site where they invite feedback and there is no
choice for a southeast line at all it is just North only, also | regularly work at Coguitlam center mall 5.22

and | have yet to talk to one customer that wishes the line to go through Port Moady now I'am sure there is
samebody cut there but | have yet to find that person amongst the masses that | talk to. 1am notin favor of rampant
development of the Riverview lands but there are lots of other areas that can be developed.
-2
>8.22
-

VoW oW W
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
N — e —

From: 5.22

Sent: Sunday, March 2, 2008 12:05 AM
To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: Evergreen linc being delayed again?

To the Honorable Mr. Faicon,

i was just watching the BC news today and they stated that the Rapid Transit line on Broadway to UBC was going {o be
buiit within & years. |s the Evergreen Line again going to have to take a backseat to another major project in
Vancouver?

{ currently live in Maple Ridge and drive everyday to work in New Westminster. | occasionally take the bus however it is
not reliable encugh for me.  have been stranded on a number of occasions which delays me from picking up my child
from daycare. {my husband works aftermoons, | work days) Unfortunately for me and my family this is the closest location
we could afford to live in the lower mainland.

| have been waiting very patiently for the Evergreen line to be built. | was disappointed to say the least when it was
delayed due to the bullding of the Canada Line. Now | fear that the Northeast will again be snubbed by another project in
Vancouver.

While | understand that we do have 2 major projects being built here (Gelden Ears Bridge and Pitt River Bridge) that we
are extremely happy about, we will be paying for the priviledge to use them. However this still does not assist us in using
transit to commute lo work.

{ am beginning to feel that the Northeast is becoming the poor second cousin to Vancouver. Please tell me that the news
reports are not true and that the Evergreen iine will be huilt ahead of the line to UBC.

| do want the line to UBC built (in case my daughter wants to go there in future-g 92 ) however not ahead of the
Evergreen line. We have been waiting a long time for the Evergreen iine, please don't disappaint us.

Sincerely

s.22

Maple Ridge BC
5.22
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Undcrwood, Victor TRAN:EX
N —

From: Rossano De Cotiis <rose@onni.com>
Sent: Saturday, March t, 2008 2:04 PM
To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: Lvergrecn Line

HONOURABLE KEVIN FALCON, |
5.22 ) . . - I am writing to you in regards to the proposed
alignment of the Evergreen ALRT line. I was surprised to hear that there is now some uncertainty regarding the
route the line will take, In our case, we have undertaken a significant development in Port Moody that includes
1250 residential units, a 140 room hotel, an office building and 120000 square feet of retail space in
anticipation of the Evergreen iline coming through Port Moody. In addition, there are also other significant
adjacent developments that are planned and completed in the vicinity; all said, there will be several thousand
residential units that make this a logical choice for the routing.

I urge The Ministry of Transportation and Translink to give seripus consideration to moving forward with the
originally contemplated Northwest route. Choosing the Southeast Route would be a significant disappointment
to all the future and existing residents, iand gwners and businesses in the Port Moody area.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any guestions.

Yours truly

ROSSANO DE COTIS
PRESIDENT

ONNI GROUP

Suite 350 - 838 Beatty Street
Vancouver, B.(J. Canada VOR 1C)
Tel. 604 602-7711

ax. 614 688-7907

Eimnuil: rosegfionni.com

WIWW.onni.com
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MR L e 1 ] e Tl s.22

Coquitlam, BC
s.22
orart eemey - ) ee O
ey < A et March 24, 2008

Dear Hon. X, Faleon and Hon. James Moore, Ottawa;

I disagree with the Evergreen Line using the North East sector from Lougheed Mall to |
Coquitlam Centre.

I am suggesting they use the Southern Route from Lougheed Mall to Coquitlam Centre
and Douglas College David Lam Campus. Better still from Braid Station to Coguitlam
Centre. This would cost even less becanse it would be shorter. I am sure that your plans
are to run the skytrain service through Mallardville and then on the Riverview Hospital
and Coquitiam Centre. I hope your government will consider the Riverview Land as a
hospital first and other uses later, but not to leave the people of the North East sector

without ERT.

The people of the North East sector would want a guarantee from both governments,
Provincial and Federal, that they would be assured of an upgrade of the West Coast
Express to a daily service on the half hour or better still every twenty minutes. The
Federal government wounld have to get CPR to lease one track from Vancouver to
Mission. There would have to be a passing line in Port Coquitlam yard for trains going
east and west, The track I see that they do not seem to use (CPR) 1s the track that is
closest to the Lougheed Hwy. The West Coast Express and Skytrain would be a
duplication of each other, anything past Coquitlam Centre.

This proposal would save millions of dollars, saving money for other projects. Skytrain
would not be needed past Coquitlam Centre. This would be only be if all governments
could get together on this project. To make this project work, the Clarke Road Hill from
Pori Moody to Burquiltam corridor would have to be widened to four lanes. This would
be so a rapid bus service from Coquitlam Centre to Lougheed Station through Port
Moody could be put in service. They would need a bus lane from Coquittam Centre to
Lougheed Station. If the CPR would not give the government the right away for a track
from Mission to Vancouver for the West Coast Express it might be cheaper for the
governments and transfink to build there own track,

If translink decides to use the Southern route, they should use Braid Station as their
Southern Terminal, they could use two different routes. Braid Station down United
Boulevard torning on Mariner Way, north and meeting up with the other route coming
from Braid Station and Mallardville at Mariner Way and Longheed Hwy and then on to
Riverview Hospital, and Coquitlam Centre.
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And at a later time they could use the United Boulevard across the proposed Port Mann
Bridge to Surrey. I think the skytrain track between Braid Station and Lougheed Station
is now well serviced. Any further skytrain past Braid Station would be a duplication of

transit line that i3 already there.

Thank you,
5.22
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Underwood, Victor TRANEX

From: Falcon.MLA, Kevin <KevinFalcon. MLA@leg be.ca>
Senf: Tucsday, March 25, 2008 3:40 PM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subject: 166025 FW: ALRT aptions for Tricitics

Samantha Catto
Canstituency Assistant ta
Kevin Faicomn, MLA
604.576.3792
samantha.catto@leg be.ca

From; s.22

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2008 1:20 PM
To: Falcon.MLA, Kevin

Subject: ALRT options far Tricities

Dear Minjster Falcon:

I am writing to express my strong support for the northeast route for the
proposed ALRT line to Coquitlam. The northeast route makes so much sense
from so many points of view:

-The high density that has arisen in Coquitlam and Port Moody was built with
the understanding that rapid transit would eventually be built. it it

difficult to believe that all of that planning and consensus could be
jecpardized at this late stage.

-The southeast route has far less potential for high ridership due to the

fact that it skirts a low Iying area of Coquitlam where devefopment
potential was never envisioned, and would never be practical to the extent
possible along the northeast route. Even if all of Riverview was developed,
it could never boast the ridership of the downtown Coguitiam/Port Moody
corridor,

-The southeast route would completely deprive Port Moody of transit that it
has been planning into its city infrastructure for years,

There has been much discussion of feveraging development of Riverview as a
way o finance ALRT, First, Coguitiam has publicly expressed its opposition

to the development of Riverview. Secand, the envisioned population density
at Riverview would never be farge enough to justify ALRT. Third, even if
Coquitfam decides ta develop Riverview, which | hope will never happen, that
deveiopment could praceed independently of the choice of the exact route,

For me there is only ane logical choice: the Northeast route. | hope that
i
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the years of planning for this project will nat have been in vain.

Sincerely,
s.22

Coquittam
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Eﬂder_\iood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Falcon MLA, Kevin <Kevin.Falcon MILA@Bleg.be.ca>
Senft: Thursday, March 20, 2008 12:51 PM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subject: 165997 YW Evergreen Line Route Alternatives
Attachments: letter to Minister Faleon re Evergreen 20.03.doc

Samantha Catto
Constituency Assistant to
Keviit Falcon, MLA
604.576.3792
samantha.catto@leg.be.ca

From:s.22

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2008 1(:22 AV
To: Faleon.MLA, Kevin

Subject: Evergreen Line Route Alternatives

Minister Kevin Faicon, attached please find a letter providing some
information which | helieve will be of interest with respect to the
alignment for the future Evergreen Line, Please feel to contact me if you
have any comments or require further information.

s.22
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NICHAEL GELLER & ASSOCIATES LIMITED
REAL FSTATE & DEVELOPMENT CONSULTANTS
3366 Deering Island, Vancouver BC VBN 4H9
Telephone 778 997 9980 Email geller@sfu.ca

March 17, 2008

The Honourable Kevin Falcon
Minister of "I'ransportation,
Room 306, Parliament Buildings,
Victoria, BC, V8V 1X4

Dear Minister I'alcon,
Re: Evergreen Line Route Alternatives

[ was pleased to learn about your government’s announcement with regard to the proposed
[vergreen Line serving the North Fast Sector of Metro Vancouver. 1 understand that the
provincial government is now secking input on the preferred routc for the new line, The options
arc a Northwest route that would travel through Port Moody, or a Southeast route through
Coquitlam.

The purpose of this letter is to share some information regarding the former I0CO Refinery
T.ands and adjacent propertics.

The 10CO refinery lands comprising approximately 650 acres and straddle the municipal
boundarics of the City of Port Moody and the Village of Anmore. Refinery operations ceascd in
1995 and since that timc, decommissioning and site cleanup work have been underway.

Over the years, a number of studies have been undertaken (o assess the redevelopment potential
of these lands and the surrounding area. In 1997, a comprehensive study was prepared for the
City of Port Moody, Village of Anmore, Village of Belcarra, BC Hydro, Imperial Qil Limited,

Greater Vancouver Reglonal District, and the BC Transportation Financing Authority.

The study presented five different options, ranging from low density residential and park uses, to
higher density housing and cmployment gencration uses. They illustrated the potential to
develop a significant residential community (1300 to 4600 new households) along with light
industrial and commercial uses on the 1OCO refinery Jands and the adjacent properties. .

It is important that the alignment of the Evergreen Line be located where it can serve the
maximum number of passengers. A northwest alignment could serve those living and working
in the new community on the redeveloped [0CO refinery lands and the adjacent properties.
Residents and workers could directly access the line by bus or possibly a future commuter ferry
service across Burrard Inlet.
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We therefore hope that the redevelopment potential of this large property will be considered as
part of your analysis.

Yours sincerely

Michael Geller & Associates Limited

Michael Geller B.Atch, MAIBC, FCIP

cc Mayor Hal Weinberg, Village of Anmore
Mayor Joe Trasolini, City of Port Moody

M. Dalc Parker, Chair, Board of Directors, TransLink
Ms. Pat Jacobsen, President & CEO, TransLink
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Unpderwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Falcon.MLA, Kevin <Kevin.Falcon. MLA@lcg.be.ca>
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 11:37 AM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subject: 165927 FW: skytrain through Coquitlam
Samestiha CaLto-

Constituency Assistant to
Kevin Falcon, MLA
604,576.3792

samantha,catto@leg be.ca

From: S-22 -
Sent: Friday, March 14, 2008 3:54 PM
To: Faicon.MLA, Kevin
Subject: skytrain through Coquitlam

s.22
Dear Ministet Falcon, - oo om = s e 1 volunteer on the
Maillardville Revitilization task force as I really care about my community. I tried very hard to convince our council and
planners to really consider the South East route for the skytrain, They did not have all the facts to make their decision for
the NW route as the SE route has not been studied very much, if at all, but the main thrust of the naysayers for the SE
route was Riverview and your government's development plans there. The arguments were that if skytrain did nct go
near it, council would have a better chance of saving it! I really feel our council was not truthful in clearing the air about
your role there. They mislead the citizens into thinking that there was a definite possibility unbridled development might
happen there whether council wanted it o not.
It makes so much more sense for the ALRT to go from the Lougheed Mall to Coquitlam Centre along the Lougheed
Highway. The other cities, Port Moody and Port Coquitlam have gone along with Coquitlam's vote 50 that your ministry
won't get fed up with them not working together and they just want something built, even if it not exactly well thought
out. The line on Lougheed would serve PoCo in part at least, as well as Maillardvilie, Fraser Mills future development,
Cape Homn, Riverview, Citadel Heights in Poco, Ranch Park, the Dewdney area in Poco, etc. It would also give you a place
to have a section built to go over the Port Mann bridge eventually, and continue on to the Valley. There is room at
Schoolhouse or King Edward for a park and ride and/or a skytrain maintenance depot, It seems the right time to work
with the Gateway project to change the mess at the Brunette/Lougheed Hwy/#1 intersection and include the skytrain rail
in the plan. Please look at this SE route seriously, from the perspective of common sense and proper timing, planning,
etc. If we are seriously looking at planning for the future, then this SE route is the only logical place where substantial

growth can occur.

$.22 a senior's drop-in centre called Centre Be} Age at Place Maillardville, which has a membership of approximately
200 members of mostly French Canadian descent. These citizens (some were born here) have raised their families here,
most worked at the now closed Fraser Mills. As a group, We wish to heartily show our support for the SE route and hope
you have a better perspective of what is needed to meet the needs of the future. We are very disappointed in our mayor
and councii and will let them know it. In the meantime, we hope all is not lost. Thanks for listening and thank you for
your service to all of cur communities,

Sincerely,
5.22

Is your lingo strong enough to ace these new word puzzies from Live Search Games? Click here to test your vocab!
1
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Underwood, Victor TRAN.EX

From: Falcon.MLA, Kevin <Kevin.Falcon MLA@)leg . be.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2008 9:47 AM

To: ) WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subject: 165881 FW: Evergreen Line Public Input
Samanitha Caillo-

Constituency Assistant to
Kevin Falcon, MLA
604.576.3792
samantha.catto@leg.hc.ca

From: s.22

Sent: Sunday, March 09, 2008 3:07 PM

To: Falcon.MLA, Kevin; Farnworth.MLA, Mike
Subject: Evergreen Line Public Input

As a resident of Port Coquitiam t am writing to affer my suppert to the South East corridor option for the proposed
Evergreen Line.

This option would greatly facilitate reducing fraffic congestion on the key arterial routes that surreund our community.
On the East side of Poco, traffic flow from Pitt Meadows and Maple Ridge often backs up along the MaryHili Bypass. Not
having a direct access to the freeway at the end of the bypass further exacerbates this congestion. On the West side, the
community is constrained by the severe traffic congestion on the Lougheed highway, heading towards the Cape Horn

freeway entrance.

It is my belief that this option would significantly hold a higher ridership potential than the North West corridor option

because:
1} it would pick up the largest percentage of Coquitlam residents (ie. Mallardville, Central Coquitlam, Cape Homn, and

Ranch Park.
2} [esser reliance on personal vehicles due to greater potential for ridership than those from Port Moody many of whom

would not necessarily abandon personal vehicle use.
3} income levels of residents residing in the South and East Coquitlam and Port Coguitlam areas more likely would
support ridership goals over the more affluent Port Moody/Belcara/Anmore who are unlikely opt to abandon personal

vehicles.
4) Ridership from Port Coguitlam would increase substantially especiallly from the Scuth and Central areas of Port

Coauitlam.

Ultimately, the long term regional plan for the Tri-Cities area would be better served by the most centralized route and by
one having the greatest ridership potential, Therefore, it is my belief that the South East carridor option should
prevail. This option would serve the iargest popuiation base in the region now and serve future growth in the region in

the foreseeable future.

s.22
FPort Coquittam
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[Inderwood, Victor TRAN:EX
[ —

From: s.22

Sent: Saturday, March 8, 2008 4:22 PM

To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Subject: Strongly oppose notthwest route for Evergreen line

Dear Right Honourable Mr. Falcon,

[ am writing to express my strong apposition to the Northwest route for the proposed Evergreen line. The proposed route
along North Road is simply too narrow a space, and too close to residential housing to handle the elevated skytrain

system.

| believe the Government and Translink must consider the highly negative affect the northwest route will have on this
area. The earlier proposed surface grade fight rail system toak this issue into consideration and was acceptable to the
area. If a switch to an elevated skytrain system is used then this route is no longer suitable. If a skytrain system is used it
must be through an area with sufficient space to incorporate the elevated track system, namely the southwest rotite.

| trust the Government and Translink will put a high value on the community which the new rail transport system will go,
and not sacrifice the livability of the Coquitlam Southwest and Burquitlam neighborhoods by putting an elevated skytrain
aleng North Road.

Sincereiy,

s.22

Coquitlam, BC

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
L I

From: s.22

Sent: Thursday, March 6, 2008 4:15 PM

To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Ce: dalc_parker@translink be.ca; XT:Jacobsen, Pat FIN:IN;
joc.trasolini@cityofporimoody.com; gaetan.royer@cityofportmoody.com

Subject: 165697 The Iivergreen Line - In Support of Northwest Corridoy

Attachments: Evergreen Alignment - letter to Minister Kevin Falcon.pdf

VIA EMAIL |

March 6, 2008

Honourable Kevin Falcon

Minister of Transportation

B.C. Ministry of Transportation

7O Box 9055

STN PROV GOVT

Victoria, B.C.,

V8W 9E2

Ph: (25() 387-1978

Email: minister transportation@gov.be.ca

Dear Minister Falcon:

Re: _The Evergreen Line ~ In Support of Northwest Corridor

While I am unaware of the lobby work and presentations that have been made in support of the southeast
alignment, [ feel it is relevant to point out that a considerable number of unknown development projects
remain in the “pipeline” throughout the City of Port Moody and along the proposed northwest alignment.

Providing additional population growth to an area which has already seen significant redevelopment and
densification (primarily on the assumption of future rapid transit services), some of these developments may
ultimately result in a doubling of local populations within specific neighbourhood areas (such as Moody
Centre). In this context, not only do strong ridership numbers currently exist along the northwest alignment,
but these figures are only expected to grow, with or without the support of rapid transit.

To me, the solution is clear; the northwest route is the most responsible Evergreen alignment at this time ~
based not only on stronger ridership numbers but on considerations of cost, future infilling and the support of
municipalitics such as Port Moody, who have actively lived up to the goals of the Livable Region Strategic
Plan, without the associated promises of future rapid transit. Why basc the alignment's decision on a
presumption of population growth along Lougheed Highway, while significant and growing populations are
already in need of transit support along the northwest route?

[ strongly encourage you to take these considerations into account and join me it supporting the most
equitable and effective option ~ the northwest alignment.
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Yours very truly,
s.22

CC: Mzr. Dale Parker (via email)
Ms, Pat Jacobsen (via email)
Mayor Joe Trasolini {via email)
Mr. Gaetan Royer (via email}

s.22

Vancouver, B0 ¢ 99
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s.22

VIA EMAIL

March 6, 2008

Honourable Kevin Falcon

Minister of Transportation

B.C. Ministry of Transportation

PO Box 9055

STN PROV GOVT

Victoria, B.C.

V8W 9E2

Ph: (250) 387-1978

Email: minister.transportation@gov.be.ca

Dear Minister Falcon:

Re:  The Evergreen Line - In Support of Northwest Corridor

While I am unaware of the Jobby work and presentations that have been made in
support of the southeast alignment, I feel it is relevant to point out that a
considerable number of unknown development projects remain in the “pipeline”
throughout the City of Port Moody and along the proposed northwest
alignment,

Providing additional population growth to an area which has already scen
significant redevelopment and densification {primarily on the assumption of
future rapid transit services), some of these developments may ultimately result
in a doubling of local populations within specific neighbourhood areas (such as
Moody Centre). In this context, not only do strong ridership numbers currently
exist along the northwest alignment, but these figures are only expected to grow,
with or without the support of rapid transit.

To me, the solution is clear; the northwest route is the most responsible
Evergreen alignment af this time - based not only on stronger ridership numbers
but on considerations of cost, future infilling and the support of municipalities
such as Port Moody, who have actively lived up to the goals of the Livable
Region Strategic Plan, without the associated promises of fufure rapid transit.
Why base the alignment’s decision on a presumption of population growth along

s.22

Page 206 of 228 TRA-2015-50247



s.22

s.22

Lougheed Highway, while significant and growing populations are already in

need of transit support along the northwest route?

I strongly encourage you to take these considerations into account and join me in
supporting the most equitable and effective option - the northwest alignment.

Yours very truly,

CC: Mr. Dale Parker (via email)
Ms. Pat Jacobsen (via email)
Mayor Joe 'Irasolini (via cmail)
Mr. Gaetan Royer (via email}
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Haskett, Sara TRAN:EX

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2008 9:02 AM

To: Writing Services, Fransportation TRAN:EX
Subject: 5.22 - evergreen route debate
Importance: High

Log and to Tim and let me know what the CLIFF number is asap.

Sara

From: 5.22

Sent: Thursday, March &, 2008 6:14 PM i
To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX
Subject: evergreen route debate

Dear Minister Falcon,

| have communicated with you before on the issue of route and technology of the Evergreen line, | was acstatic to see the
announcement for ALRT technology but then the fear mongers saw the route debate as another delay, | disagree what |
see is the plan for long term transit not only for the NE sector but for the lower mainland as a whole. The Twinning of the
Port Mann bridge is a great opportunity to expand rapid transit through out the Tri-cities and Surrey. The SE route makes
the most sense tying into Surrey via the Port Mann bridge.

As | have attended both Coguitlam's town hall meeting on Feb-27-08 and Port Moody's town hall on Mar-03-08 it was
very interesting to see the different presentations and to hear what the public had to say. Firstin Cog Translink puton a
presentation to start and took direct questions from council on the two different routes and then the mic was open {o the
public. What was very welt done by Coq was the fact questions from the public were answered by Translink and council
on the spot with little political censcrship or interference. In this meeting the public that came to the mic had a 50/50 split
on route but what | noted was the fact 95% of the NE supporters did not so much stand for the NE route but were actually
against the SE route because of the fears of the development that , in their minds, would happen at Riverview. To me
some of this was put out there by Translink when they claimed 20,000 riders coming from a development that would be at
Riverview yet no one was counted into the ridership from Part Coguitlam. So to me the support is there for the SE route if
the Riverview lands could be protected or developed in a way that does not affect any of its heritage or value.

Now the next week in port Moody the first thing 1 noticed was the literature handed out was very light on information and
more geared to get feed back after the presentation and meeting. The signage was negligible at best only two different
aerial maps and some feed back printed on the wall ( when looked at from a distance it looked like all the feed back was
mostly on the NE route and that for the SE route was limited. Then the meeting started with a city presentation on the
history of the NE route and limited on the SE route . But what blew me away was when the ridership numbers were put up
on the big screen and the lower half was blacked out ( what was blacked out was the fact the ridership numbers are much
better on the Se route over time). As | sat back | thought Translink would then put on their presentation but no right after
the city was done it was open mic again . What was different was the fact only Mayor Trasolini and Fred Cummings
answered any questions and Fred tried to avoid some. Again the opponents of the Se route were 95% based on the
Riverview site and note the best route.

So to me the decision on route is not being made on the merits of the route but more so on the possible destruction of the
Riverview [ands.

To me Riverview will be developed regardless of the Evergreen route so this should not be taken as & reason not to use
the SE route.
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With all the debating going on keep in mind we want Rapid transit but we want it done right along the route that can grow
with our community.

Please keep in touch as this is a hot issue for me and my family 5.22
5.22

Thank you
5.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
[

From: OfficcolthePremier, Office PREMIEX
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2008 10:34 AM
To: .22

Subject: 165209/ B164377

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposed redevelopment of the Riverview lands and the Provincial Transit Plan.
| appreciate that you have brought your concerns to my attention. | amt sharing yaur input with the Honourable Rich
Coleman, Minister Responsible for Housing, and the Honourabie Kevin Falcon, Minister of Transportation. Please be

assured that Minister Coleman and Minister Falcon will give your comments every consideration.

Again, thank you for writing,

From: $.22 |
Sent: Saturday, February 16, 2008 10:11 AM 5
To: OfficeofthePramier, Office PREM:EX

Cc: Thorne MLA, Diane LASS:EX; Farnworth.MLA, Mike LASS:EX; James.MLA, Carole A LASS:EX; mwilson@coquitlam.ca

Subject: Riverview Grounds development

Mr. Premter:

[ stand opposed to any commetrcial or private development of the Riverview Grounds in Coguitlam and to the Evergreen
Route for rapid transit through the Tri-Cities.

Please know that these issues are sufficiently important to my wife and ), that should there he efforts to initiate
development such as that reported in the February 14 Vancouver Sun (p. B1), we will campaign actively against the
Liberal Party in the next provincial election.

Our ppposition to the proposed development is unequivocal.

Thank you.

s.22

Coguitlam, BC, s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
. "

From: 5.22

Sent: Saturday, February 2, 2008 10:30 AM

To: Rob Grant; Don Bullock; Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX; Rick Leipert; Cliff
VanAlstyne; hildegard richter

Ce: Evans, Carol; Thorne. MLA, Diane LASS:EX; Mike Clay; s.22 L
Sckora; Black. MILA, Tain LASS:EX; Farnworth. MLA, Mike LASS:EX

Subject: 164486 CAET ALRT Roule Support

Importance: Low i

Now that we have heard the final firm decision an the technology the citizens of the Tri Cities must one more time stand
and declare the route that will ultimately be the Evergreen Line. We need to both as a community and as a region
recognize and accept that rapid transit is a long-term capital expenditure. An expenditure that has clearly demonstrated
as one that will continue to serve as an economic engine for the areas surrounding transit stations but more importantly,
is recognized as a commitment both ta our environment and to the future growth of our region. Our grandchildren will in
the future recognize we had the vision to plan for their needs with sensitivity to the environment

Ultimately it was recognized that we must always consider the costs of doing it, and in paralle! the "defined lost worth and
cost” of not doing it. CAET has for the past 3 ¥ years opposed the LRT version of the Evergreen Line; we believed it to
be the wrong application of a technelogy and a wreng choice route for the needs both present and future of the region.
This position was suppoarted by 80% of the electorate of this region. The latest Translink pian clearly confirms how badly
the community was being manipulated and misied by all those invoived with the streetcar decision, they clearly did not do
their homework, or. did not understarid the results of their diligence, were not competent to understand the inadequadcies
of Translink *fluff business plans" or there were motives clearly not in the best interest of rapid transit for this region.

From the outset we believed we need ALRT [elevated and automatic transit as elsewhere in the
region] and still we believe that it should commence immediately and not be hindered waiting for a P3
and, should not end with the Evergreen Line. Why cannot we build a plant in Coquitiam off United
Boulevard as we once had in Port Moody for the guide ways for the Evergreen Line? Once crews are
finished with the Canada Line, take the guide way walkers and start down Lougheed, but don't stop
at the college, make a turn at the New Gateway Bridge and head for Langley. Buses are only a
temporary fix and should be used as feeders to rapid transit not as rapid transit.

All one has to do is drive the route Mayor Transolini has proposed for Port Moody, his insistence on
at grade through his city and nonsensical insistence that it must be CPR rail line proximity. One must
only ask this Mayor who has been censistently out of touch with the electorate, why wouid you run a
major rapid transit system tight beside the Westcoast express? The only advantage besides paying
more money to CP for rights away is the possiblity of sharing park and ride. He is on record as saying
the SE route is the best, so be it, Port Moody has the West Coast Express put the new ALRT down

the SE corridor.

The South East corridor route from the outset was forecasted the highest ridership and the fastest
return on investment, just build it. If needed for Port Moody, after holding the Tri Cities rapid transit
hostage for 4 years is now free 1o lobby for an increase the trains on the WestCoast Express, and
pay to add another park and ride. The position of Mayor Transolini is abundantly clear, he has been
wrong from the outset. Crassing the Fraser we need to provide the other side of the river with a high-
speed fransit link to the Abbotsford Airport that ties both to Langley and to Hope, make it a
WestCoast Express type of transit Link. The advantage of the SE corridor is that it can support park
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and rides and unlike the NE corridor and is not tunneled, blocking people getting at it and unable to
support park and rides.

We are now asked again for public input. The latest plan after almost 4 years of public advocacy
recognizes what we all knew from the start, what government must do is think bigger; they must go
further with their vision. it is now 4 years since the ephinany and flip flop decision to build street cars
that all 3 current mayors supported and steadfastly refused to fight for what was promised and in the
best interests of our region, they capitulated saying we will accept second best, they are on record,
as Translink Directors, approving the interim monies or saying nothing on behaff of us the electorate,
and what do we have to show for a wrong decision, $70 million dollars wasted and rapid transit still
another minimum 6 years away for the Evergreen Line. It was Mayor Transolini that twice personally
refused CAET's application to speak to the Port Moody Council, the only mayor to do so, saying "it
would be a waste of his councils time, the decision is already made”. What a waste of 10 years time
and tax payers dollars, now these Mayors say "we need your input.” Here is the input of CAET - there
was and still is a sense of urgency and accountability missing to this project, we must not wait 6 more
years for rapid transit, they must start ALRT down the SE corridor today.

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
P I

From: Falecon. MLA, Kevin <Kevin.Falecon MLA(@leg. be.ca>
Sent: Monday, Febraary 4, 2008 1:25 PM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subjeet: 164437 FW: RE: Sky Train to the Tri Cities
Samantha Catto

Constituency Assistant o
Kevin Falcon, MLA
604.576.3792
samantha.cattoidleg. be.ca

From: 5.22

Sent: Monday, February 04, 2008 1:12 PM
To: Falcon. MLA, Kevin

Subject; Re: RE; Sky Train to the Tii Citles

Thanks, As | was driving to work today in New Westminster, I wondered why Como lake off North Read and
then down through Mariner Way was not considered as a potential alternate route. 1 understand from CKNW
news this morning that you are under firc for supporting the Sky Train proposal. Most of the people I talk with
in Coquitlam are in agreement with Sky Train. [just don't know where these other people are coming {rom in
their thoughts that a road level transit would be faster and carry more passengers.

Port Moody has the West Coast Tixpress, which continually adds additional passenger cars due to the increased
ridership. 1 have visited Calgary several times and have experienced the slowness of the train, holding up both
foot pedestrians and traffic at each stop and yoadway. Ridiculous for the Tri Cities. Especially in light of the
huge developments coming and huge populations coming on the mountains (Burke Mt. alone will have over
25,000 people over the next 15 - 20 years). The on going development on the mountains north of Port Moody
will also increase a population needing to get around.

On a last note, T would Jike to see the West Coast Express expanded on its daily runs. I know that co-
ordination has to be make with the Railway, however, those of us wanting to go to DT Vancouver during the

weekends, would usc it,
5.22

----- Original Message -----

From: "Falcon.MLA, Kevin" <Kevin.Falcan. MLA@leg be.ca>
Date: Monday, February 4, 2008 12:37 pm

Subject: RE: Sky Train to the Tri Cities

To:s.22

> 5.22

S

= Thank you for taking the time to email and share your thoughts

> about the

> proposed Sky train extension to the Tri City area with Mr. Falcon.
>
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>
>
> This is meant to confirm that your email has been reeeived in his

> Surrey/Cloverdale community office and forwarded to the Ministry of

> T'ransportation for his attention.

>

>

>

> Sincerely,

>

p

>

> Sharon Crowson

s

> Constituency Assistant to
=

> Kevin Falcon, MLA

>

> Surrey - Cloverdale

P

>

>

> 108-17700 No 10 Hwy
>

> Surrey, B.C. V3§ 9V2
>

> Phone: 604.576-3792
>

> ax: 604.576-3797

-

> email: sharon.crowson@leg.be.ca
>

>

>

>
—
> From: $.22

> Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2008 12:28 PM

> To: Falecon. MILA, Kevin

> Subject: Sky Train to the Tri Cities

>

>

>

> Tapplaude your choice of Sky Train as the metiied of
> travel. | was told

> by a Coquitlam Council member that the Council could not push
> for the

> Sky Train option as the land version was a done
>deal. Well, it

> obvioously was not. [ have written to Coquitlam

> Couneil asking them to
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> suppott you in your efforts to bring Sky Train to Coquitlam.

> Hopefully, we will have a system where we will not have to

> change trains

> but be able to take one train from Coquitlam through to Vancouver.
=

> The route should also be looked at scriously. It does nat

> have to go

> through Port Moody. Nor does it have to go by

> Riverview, [ thought the

> idea was fo move peple to their destinations as well as move

> them out of

> their cars, Perhaps a new ook at where the route

> can best serve the

> people of the Tri Cities over a period of years. There is

> ¢oncern, §

> believe by Coquitlam Council that a route on the Lougheed going by

> Riverview will mean the loss of the Riverview lands to mega housing.

> This, too would be a mistake. The Riverview lands

> hold many trecs trom

> around the world and should be recognized for the jewel that it

> 1% in

> 1the GVRD (sorry, { just like that term). The

> homeless in the Lower

> Mainland should be housed and cared for and that facility certainly
> could be improved to do just that. I thought it was

> a mistake years

> ago when those folk were put out and 1 agree {not often) with Sam
> Sullivan that we now have an open air asylum in the Lower

> Maijnland, not

> just in Vancouver. The two present suggested routes can be

> altered and

> pethaps they should be adjusted to serve the maximum people not
> just for

> today but into the future of development. Is there really

>aneed fora

> tunnel through Port Moody? [ think not.

> Perhaps there is an adjusted

> less costly route that could be found, if someone would only LOOK.
>

> ] am not a supporter of yours, but I do applaud your decision

> with Sky

> Train. That took guts,

>

> 8.22

-

>

>

> Coquitlam, BC 322

>

= 5.22

=
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s.22

R VAR

1 do care about sustainable development,

VERY
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Underwoed, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Faicon.MLA, Kevin <Kevin. Falcon. MLA@leg. be.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, February 5, 2008 1:37 PM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subject: 164433 I'W: Preferred route

Sasanlioe Caitlo-

Constituency Assistant to
Kevin Falcon, MLA
604.576.3792
samantha.cattoileg be.ca

From: S.22 _
Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2008 1:34 FM
To:s.22

Subject: Fw: Preferred route

To: info@@tricitieschamber.com
Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2008 12:18 PM
Subject: Preferred route

s.22
Coquitlam British Columbia Canada
s.22

The preferred route would be the SOUTH/EAST corridor for the new Skytrain Evergreen Line.

s.22
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4 Fob 2004

$.22
Forr Moody, BC 8.22

Hoseuwrabic Kevin Faleon

Mintster of Transportation

PO Box 9155

STN PROYV GOVT ._
Vivioria, BC
YEW 9k

Dar Sir: ) D
Re. Rapid Tramstt - Bvergreen Line:

Ag a lri-Clites resident, [wani 1 thank vou for vour part in finally getting this project
movity and in getting the plar at feast pattly gorect ~ je. Skylrain rather than at-grade
fight rail, andd noet ranning along 8t Johng Rireet in Por Moody,

With the decision as 1o roufe nob made vet, Lwant {o express my preference for the
alternate route along the Lougheed Highway,

My main coneern with the vowte Transhok was favowring 15 the requirernent for a tunnel,
Aw a resident of an arca that the proposed tunned could yon under, P worried about what
might happen to my yroperty, as I don't belicve the geolugy of the area is that well
known. U also coneerned as a toipayer Ut a twnnel may present wnespected probiems
that will inflate couts,

Jiseems o e that the above pround rowte along the Tougheed would be much more
Jikely to stey within budget. It wonld also provide access to the many industries, lacge
retad outlets and casino tocated In that area — more nseftd to rmore residents than the
relafively few tesidences and businesses along Nonh Road, Port Moody coudd still be
wiell seyved as the ond point of the now route. '

Thank you tor vour consideration.

Sincercly,
s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX
L

From: Falcon MLLA, Kevin <Kevin Falcon MLA@leg.be.ca>
Sent: Monday, February 4, 2008 1:26 PM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subject: 164391 FW: Evergreen Line

Samantha Catto
Constituency Assistant to
Kevin Falcon, MLA
604.576.3792
samantha.catto®@leg. be.ca

————— Original Message-----

From: s.22

Sent: Saturday, February 02, 2008 10:11 AM
To: Falcon.MLA, Kevin

Subject; Evergreen Line

Hello Kevin

Firstly, my family and I would like to thank you for making the wise
decision to go with Skytrain elevated technology, it makes the most
sense for all of the reasons that you have given.

The question that now needs to be answer is which route makes the most
sense.,

Ciark/Port Moody

St Johns has little to offer in terms of people and riders and very

few people live on Barnet. Most of the draw would come from the
Coqguitlam bus loop area. Also consider that most of the land has been
used and there is no roem for densification. The only place that you
could park and ride would be at the Coquitlam station.

Braid/Lougheed Highway

This was the original choice by the gavernment and all three Mayors
supported this route. The real reascon that the other route was
selected was that Transilik thought that they would only get funding if
the went with the less expensive technology and through the already
developed St John street.

This route makes so much more sense hecause there are large areas of
undeveloped land and many good park and ride locations/opportunities,
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We live 5.22 in Port Coguitlam so therefore it's not that big
of a deal for us either way.

Best regards,

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: .22

Sent: Sunday, February 3, 2008 10:15 PM
Ta: Transportation, Minister TRAN:IEX
Ce: s.22

Subject: 164387 Evorgreen Line

Hon. Kevin Falcen,
Dear Mr Minister, j

| have been following the changes over the years with respect to the plans around the Evergreen
Line. | have also attended some the open houses.

t was not a strong suppeorter of the ground level system but made suggestions for improvements to
the then plan.

However now that the technology has changed to Skytrain and time for suggestions is so short | am
writing directly to you.

I would like to see the southeast route chosen inorder to provide a positive boost to the purposed
developement along this corrodor. This route would have less impact and disruption than the
northwest route.

However | strongly suggest that the line should not stop at the David Lam Campus but should turn
west back along Guilford to Port Moody as far as the New Port Village / Town Centre.

| understand that Guilford was originally design to handle Skytrain along it's route. This extension

would maximize the ridership from an already populated route. There are 2 schools along this route
one being Gleneagle High School.

The New Port Village / Town Centre area has the Eagle Ridge Hospital along with a new hotel and
shopping complex now under construction. City Hall is afso located there along with our Community
Centre and Library.

[t would also draw riders from the Heritage Mountain area. Not to mention all the residential
developement occuring along Murray Street.

| wish to thank you for your consideration of my purposal.

s.22

Port Moody BC
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Saturday, Fcbruary 2, 2008 8:27 PM

To: Transportation, Ministet TRAN:EX

Subject: 164383 1st Incoming - Evergreen rapid transit line.

1. 1 am so pleased you are going to take charge of the Evergreen Line. Congratulations. My request s to take it down :
the Lougheed Hwy. Tunneling through Port Moody is too expensive and not feasible due to traffic. |

2. Sell off part of Riverview and put homes on it and use the money to build housing for the mentally ill and for the drug i
and alcohol addicted people that should be housed on that land. Be brave and do it. Our loved ones who are ill or ’
addicted need to have a place to live. NOT in the downtown. GO FOR IT. ;

s.22

Coquitlam, BC s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: .22

Sent: Sunday, February 3, 2008 12:02 AM

To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Subject: 164383 2nd Incoming - Evergreen Rapid Transit

My wife and | have lived in north east Coquitlam for 35 years and are pleased to hear we are finally going to get rapid
transit to our area. There has been a lot of discussion as to what system would be the best for our area. Criginally we
were t0 get Sky Train through Port Moody. The Mayor of Port Moody at the time ( still is } said they did not want ugly sky
train going through their city. They were the ones who pushed for light rail up North Road then through a tunne! and along
St Johns, the main street. Port Meody is already a choke point for east west auto traffic and running light rafl down the
main street would make things worse.

We believe, as do all of those we have talked to, that Sky Train is a far betier choice. There seems to be very few
problems with the existing Sky Train system and staying with this system would be more efficient for maintenance and
spare parts. Riders would be able to travel from Coquitlam to Vancouver without transferring, which is a turn off for many
people, particularly if they are carrying packages. | talk to people who use the West Coast Express and they love that
they can board anywhere and travel all the way to the end of the line without transferring. Eventually transit will be
extended eastward to Maple Ridge and beyond so | think a seamiess system would be more likely to get people out of
their cars.

Everyone we talk to is also of the opinion that the southern route via the Lougheed Highway would be a better choice
than going through Port Moody. There will be development of the old Fraser Mills site as well as Riverview. This route
would also be better positioned for future extension to Maple Ridge. We hope you will make the

best decision for now and in the future. Regards,

s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: Falcon.MLA, Kevin <Kevin.Falcon MLA@leg.be.ca>
Sent: Tuesday, February 5, 2008 12:40 PM

To: WEBMASTER TRAN:EX

Subject: 164381 FW: EverGreen Line Changes

Samandha Calto

Constituency Assistant to
Kevin Falcon, MLA
604.576.3792 {
samantha,catto@leg. be.ca

Sent: Tuesday, February 05, 2008 12:29 PM
To: Falcon.MLA, Kevin
Subject: EverGreen Line Changes

Sir, let me shake your hand!

Haha, I came across the changes to the Evergreen Line, and all I could think was "Wow, a transit plan that
actually makes scnse!".

The old I.RT plan, of the line rynning down the middle of"a highway was idiotic. Mc and my mates always
wondered why anyone would do that, when there is a perfectly bad heavy rail corridor RIGHT BESIDE il. The

fact that the old plan didn't integrate into the old system was also odd, Now it will one day be possible to go
from Douglas Collage to UBC without a change! Amazing.

This new plan is a truly thought out idea. It isn't perfect, but it docs make a whole lot of good sense. Sir, [
applaud you,

Now 1f only we could do something about the name... ;)

Thanks,
s.22
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Underwood, Victor TRAN:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Friday, February 1, 2008 4:16 PM

To: Transportation, Minister TRAN:EX

Subject: Evergreen Line should go through Port Moody.
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Minister Kevin Falcon,

[ would like to voice my opinion on the upcoming decision concerning the Evergreen Line.

I think it is important that this line follow the North West route through Port Moody.

* Port Moody has done a good job of building a dense town centre - the residents should be rewarded for this.
* Traflic is getting very bad on St John's in the afternoons (I can walk faster than cars move on most days)

* I'moved to where I live in part so that T could be closc to transit.

Thanks

s.22
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