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1.0 Introduction 
This document provides a summary of the Community Advisory Group (CAG) meeting that was 
held virtually on Tuesday, June 6, 2023 from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. The CAG is made up of 
local representatives from residents groups and associations, schools, sports associations and 
other community groups and organizations. 

More information about the project can be found on the project webpage. 

1.1 Meeting Purpose 
The purpose of this meeting was to: 

1. Present a project update on Phase 1 of the Eglinton Park Master Plan Implementation,
including:

a. Updates to the Eglinton Park Master Plan
b. Feedback collected through engagement activities to-date and how this has

influenced the changes to the Eglinton Park Master Plan
2. Present preliminary Design Concept Options

a. An interactive activity embedded into the presentation allowed participants to
vote and comment on their preferred options

3. Share next steps

1.2 Project Scope 
The scope of the project is summarized below: 

● Confirm the Direction
● Exploring Options — We Are Here
● Setting the Direction
● Procurement & Construction

1.3 Project Timeline 
● Phase 1 — Confirm the Directions

○ Park Pop-Up Event(s)
○ Social Pin-Point & Survey
○ Community Advisory Group Meeting
○ Indigenous Community Meeting

● Phase 2 — Exploring Options
○ 2 Community Advisory Group Meetings - We Are Here
○ Community Advisory Group Meeting Survey
○ Public Survey
○ Indigenous Community Meeting

● Phase 3 — Setting the Direction
○ Public Survey
○ Indigenous Community Meeting
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1.4 Community Advisory Committee 
A Community Advisory Committee has been established for this project with the primary 
objective of guiding the design of the implementation of Phase 1 of the Eglinton Park Master 
Plan to align with community needs. 

The first meeting of the Community Advisory Committee occurred in November of 2021, 
conducted virtually. A comprehensive summary report for the first Community Advisory 
Committee Meeting #1, including the presentation materials that were shared, has been 
published on the project webpage. 

CAG Members Present 

● Billy W 
● Debbie T 
● Gilbert M 
● Geoff R 
● Jacquelyn W 
● Jean P 
● John G 
● Francis F 
● Nic H 
● Thomas W 

Project Staff Present 

● Eli Bawuah, Senior Public Consultation Coordinator 
● Cristian Lukaszyk, Senior Project Manager, Capital 

Projects 
● Tonya Crawford, Senior Project Coordinator, Capital 

Projects 
● Mario Pecchia, Program Manager, Capital Project 
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2.0 Summary 

During the meeting, PLANT Architects presented two concept options with preliminary designs 
for discussion and to gauge the CAG’s memes preferences. 

The following park elements were open for discussion: 

Heritage Garden 

● Concept 1: inspired by sunflowers and creates a large shared space for gathering 
● Concept 2: diverse plantings to support pollinators and informal seating for smaller 

groups 

Dog Off-Leash Area 

● Concept 1: “Barking Up the Wrong Tree” (nature themed) 
● Concept 2: “Ruff Around the Edges” (urban themed) 
● Fencing around the perimeter 
● Play features 
● Dog fountain location 

Central Spine Path 

● Concept 1: Concrete Unit Pavers 
● Concept 2: Decorative Cast-In-Place Concrete 
● Tree and plant species along the path and in the Heritage Garden 

Ecological Placekeeping 

● Concept 1: Story of the lost Mud Creek through etching and text cutouts, centred around 
the Heritage Garden 

● Concept 2: Stones, reminiscent of river stones, scattered along the Central Spine Path 
with engravings 

Other park elements that are not open for discussion but included in Priority Area 1 were 
mentioned by the Project Team, including lighting, Indigenous Placekeeping, West Stair 
Replacement, and the design of the Skate Spot. Additional engagement for Indigenous 
Placekeeping and the design of the Skate Spot is ongoing. 

The presentation slides, including the results of the interactive voting activity, are included in 
Appendix A. 

2.1 Summary of CAG Members’ Preferences 

Throughout the presentation, participants were invited to respond to specific questions through 
voting and ranking using a tool called Mentimeter. Participants were not required to answer any 
or all questions and their responses were anonymous. The following summaries combine these 
results along with their feedback collected through conversation throughout the presentation 
and discussion at the end. 
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Meeting participants were asked to identify which of the following Eglinton Park user group best 
describes them (select all that apply): 

● 9 CAG members identified as a local resident and park user 
● 7 CAG members identified as a member of a residents’ association 
● 3 CAG members identified as a dog owner 
● 2 CAG members identified as a member of a sporting group, organization or association 
● 1 CAG member identified as a member of a community group 
● 1 CAG member identified as a participant in organized sports in Eglinton Park 

Heritage Garden 

The Eglinton Park CAG generally preferred Design Concept 2: Cluster of informal seating 
around large circular planters. 

● 1 CAG member selected Design Concept 1: Pollinator garden and central gathering 
space 

● 4 CAG members selected Design Concept 2: Cluster of informal seating around large 
circular planters 

● 3 CAG members indicated that they would appreciate either Design Concept 

Participants mentioned that they appreciated the varied and intimate seating options provided in 
Design Concept 2. 

One participant mentioned that as long as the seating areas facilitate connection, they are 
satisfied. Another mentioned that Design Concept 1 would allow for school groups and others to 
gather and connect in the space. 

Dog Off-Leash Area 

Eglinton Park CAG members generally preferred Design Concept 1: Barking Up the Wrong Tree 
(Nature). 

● 4 CAG members selected Design Concept 1: Barking Up the Wrong Tree (Nature) 
● 1 CAG member selected Design Concept 2: Ruff Around the Edges (Urban) 
● 2 CAG members indicated that they would appreciate either Design Concept 
● 1 CAG member selected “None of the above” 

The wooden fencing option was selected unanimously by the Eglinton Park CAG. 

● 0 CAG members selected “Metal fence” 
● 6 CAG members selected “Wooden post and paddle fence with wire mesh infill” 
● 1 CAG member selected “Not sure” 
● 0 CAG members selected “None of the above” 

CAG members ranked their preferred Dog Off-Leash Area play features as follows: 

1. Log Tunnel 
2. Bridge Climb 
3. Agility Bone 
4. Agility Stepping Stones 
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5. Agility Wooden Posts 

Participants had mixed feelings about the inclusion of play features in the Dog Off-Leash Area, 
with some concerns around losing space for dogs to run. 

One participant had a suggestion to locate the Dog Off-Leash Area where natural topography 
exists, rather than creating artificial turf mounds. Further, participants expressed their concerns 
about whether the artificial turf would be easy to maintain and whether it would retain smells. 
The Project Team confirmed that the turf is easy to maintain, prevents the area from getting 
muddy and with an irrigation system, does not retain smells. 

The location of the dog fountain was discussed verbally by CAG members, and as a result, the 
interactive polling tool was not used for this park element. Participants were in favour of the dog 
fountain being located outside of the Dog Off-Leash Area so that dogs walking through the park 
can take a drink without having to enter the area. 

Central Spine Path 

CAG members’ preferences were split between the two paving options for the Central Spine 
Path: 

● 2 CAG members selected “Concrete Unit Pavers” 
● 3 CAG members selected “Decorative Cast-In-Place Concrete” 

CAG members were asked to rate the importance of benefits provided by trees planted along 
the Central Spine Path: 

● “Provide the most shade possible” was ranked 4.5 out of 5 
● “Be more resilient to environmental stressors” was ranked 4.3 out of 5 
● “Produce fruit or flowers” was ranked 3.8 out of 5 
● “Mature more quickly” was ranked 3 out of 5 
● “Provide greenery during winter” was ranked 3 out of 5 
● “Be less likely to emit pollen/allergens” was ranked 3 out of 5 

For plant species along the Central Spine Path and in the heritage garden, preferences were 
divided across two of four options: 

● 3 CAG member selected “Plants that attract pollinators such as butterflies, bees, and 
hummingbirds” 

● 2 CAG members selected “Naturalized planting strategies that increase biodiversity, 
provide natural habitat, and promote climate resilience” 

● 0 CAG members selected “Ornamental planting that prioritizes colours and textures” 
● 0 CAG members selected “A ‘food forest’ approach to planting that includes edible 

plants” 
● 0 CAG members selected “I have no preference” 

Ecological Placekeeping 

Preferences for the approach to ecological placekeeping were divided across the two Design 
Concepts: 

7 



● 3 CAG members selected Design Concept 1: Text cutouts centred at the Heritage 
Garden 

● 2 CAG members selected Design Concept 2: Scattered engraved stones along the path 

When asked to share what is most important to them about placekeeping, CAG members 
provided the following responses: 

● Eglinton Park history 
● Native history 
● Geological history 
● Industrial history 
● Honour 
● Education 
● Respect 

2.2 Additional Questions and Comments 

Throughout the meeting, CAG members asked questions and provided comments on park 
elements included in Priority Area 1, described below. 

Q1: Could the dog park either be expanded slightly or the shape be changed a little so that it 
leverages the natural topography of the hill, rather than creating artificial topography? 

A1: Project Team will take this information back to the City and see what the ramifications of this 
approach would be. 

Q2: Could we ensure that lighting that is placed near the West Stairs are not so bright that they 
impact the homes nearby? 

A2: Yes. They will be bright enough to see the path and stairs, but so bright that they will impact 
local homeowners. The lighting always points downwards, so there is no upward light pollution. 

Q3: I have concerns about noise related to the skate spot and basketball court. How will those 
be mitigated? 

A3: We will be looking at materials that will be the least noisy and considering whether or not 
lighting will be incorporated. These details are still being worked out. 
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3.0 Next Steps 

Members can send additional ideas, comments, or suggestions to Elijah.Bawuah@toronto.ca. 

CAG members will be notified of a final meeting and/or survey in the Summer/Fall of 2023 to 
review the final design options. 
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