
November 18, 2013 

Memo to Edmonton Ward 8 Councillor Ben Henderson 

From the LRT Committee of the Cloverdale Community League 

Re: Cloverdale objections to the current design of the SE LRT through the North 

Saskatchewan River Valley. 

 

Background: City Council approved the Southeast LRT route through Cloverdale in 

late 2009. At the time, while many Cloverdale residents were opposed to the 

route, the general consensus was to accept the decision and work to mitigate the 

negative impacts and optimize the positive ones. A committee of the Cloverdale 

Community League was established to identify local concerns and communicate 

them to LRT planners. It later sought to amplify the community’s voice by building 

relationships with other local stakeholders, notably the Edmonton Ski Club and 

Edmonton Folk Music Festival. 

The primary concerns initially identified included the North Saskatchewan River 

Bridge design, track noise abatement, the positioning of the 98
th

 Avenue 

overpass, the reconfiguration of Cloverdale Hill Road as one-way northbound, 

security at the Muttart LRT station, the application of Transit Oriented 

Development guidelines around the station, impacts of the LRT tracks along 

Connors Road on the topography and viability of the Edmonton Ski Club, and 

impacts on the potential repurposing of the bicycle path south of the Muttart 

greenhouses as a new vehicle access road for the Edmonton Ski Club.  

Some of Cloverdale’s original concerns related to the bridge design, overpass 

positioning, Cloverdale Hill Road, noise abatement and TOD guidelines were at 

least partially addressed during the subsequent preliminary design process. 

Others were not, and new concerns arose as LRT planners unveiled new design 

elements. 

 



Current Main Cloverdale Concerns and Mitigation Proposals 

• The 160 metre rail siding adjacent to the Muttart Station is an 

inappropriate expansion of peripheral LRT infrastructure in the valley 

parklands. It violates the City’s commitment to minimize the LRT footprint 

in the valley. Planners have not made a compelling case for a siding in this 

location. 

• The proposed location of the Transfer Power Sub-station, relocated Muttart 

storage building, and stormwater pond immediately south of the Muttart 

greenhouses conflict irreconcilably with new west side access road and 

parking lots proposed in the Edmonton Ski Club redevelopment plan. Minor 

repositioning of the Power Sub-station and pond, and elimination of the 

Muttart storage building, could resolve this conflict. 

• The Option 1 positioning of the LRT tracks along Connors Road constitutes a 

lethal threat to the topography and viability of the Edmonton Ski Club. 

Cloverdale, and the ESC, support the Option 2 track location and other 

mitigation measures, and strongly urges these issues be resolved before 

project is handed to the P3 contractor. 

• The estimated 2.5-4 year LRT construction period in the valley represents 

extreme and unacceptable disruption for Cloverdale residents and other 

local stakeholders. The RFP must set a shorter, firm limit on the length of 

construction, and insist the P3 contractor to meet the deadline. 

• The LRT track, and construction corridor, will require extensive clear-cutting 

of trees and land alteration in the vicinity of Henrietta Edwards Park and 

the Mill Creek ravine north of 98
th

 Avenue, plus destruction of the 

northwest corner of the Muttart Gardens. The preliminary design phase 

should address recontouring and relandscaping of these areas before it is 

declared complete. 

 

 

 



Cloverdale Community LRT Survey 

The attached survey of Cloverdale residents was conducted to assess and quantify 

Cloverdale’s main concerns associated with the current LRT design in the Valley. 

The results indicate that a slim majority of local residents oppose the route 

outright, while substantial majorities are very or moderately concerned about 

several specific design elements and terms of the P3 contract, and a large 

majority would oppose the route outright unless their objections to the design 

elements and terms of the P3 contract are addressed and resolved. 

 

Conclusion and Recommendation 

SE LRT planners have granted generous access to Cloverdale representatives as 

part of public consultations. However, there is little evidence that Cloverdale’s 

reasonable, constructive suggestions for mitigating negative local impacts have 

been incorporated into the preliminary design or are going to be incorporated in 

the RFP. As new design elements have been revealed by LRT planners without 

consultation, community frustration and concern has escalated. Many fear more 

negative impacts as the project moves into the final design phase. As the attached 

survey suggests, community support for the project is weakening, and some 

residents are increasingly sympathetic to calls for changing the route altogether. 

These trends could be reversed if LRT planners address and resolve the primary 

objections to the current design outlined in this memo. 


