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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The present author has assembled enough evidence to establish beyond any reasonable doubt that
the $6 billion LRT program put together by TTC Chair Adam Giambrone and released under the title
Toronto Transit City Now on March 21, 2007 was not, contrary to what the public was told, primarily
designed to build LRT lines; its actual function, as the attached brief will make abundantly clear, is to
direct public funding away from expansion of the subway system in Toronto and divert it into surface

transit. Offered as evidence in support of this conclusion, the attached brief answers the following

questions:
1. Why was Adam Giambrone the only public official to speak out against the

extension of the Spadina subway line the day after federal funding for it was

confirmed on March 6, 2007?

2. Why did Adam Giambrone issue a uL'sleading statement to the Toronto Star on
March 7, 2007, indicating that the city of Toronto had no knowledge of, or
involvement in, the Spadina subway extension and did not want the project to

proceed, when, in fact, council documernts obtained by the author indicate precisely
the opposite? |

" 3. Why did Adam Giambrone then devis% an elaborate scheme {described in detail in
the attached brief] which would have resulted in the immediate cancellation of the
Spadina subway extension? QL

4. Why did Adam Giambrone, in the wo weeks following the announcement of
federal funding for the Spadina subway [sources at the TTC have confirmed that
Giambrone’s $6 billion LRT plan did not exist “prior to that date”] put together an
LRT program so extensive that it would have as its most immediate effect the
diversion of all public funding allocated for transit expansion in Toronto into
surface technology exclusively.

5. Why did Adam Giambrone at some point during that two-week period then proceed
to unilaterally cancel the only other subway expansion project [the proposed
Sheppard extension] recommended in the TTC’s 2001 Rapid Transit Expansion
Study and replace it with an LRT?

The answers to the above questions are found in the anti-automobile ideology of the activist left; subways,
because they move public transit underground, invariably free up street space for automobile traffic and
that is something leftist ideology simply cannot tolerate. LRT’s, on the other hand, have precisely the
opposite effect, creating significant traffic congestion (confirmed in TTC studies cited within) wherever
they are built, and, it should be noted, this congestion continues through both construction and operational
phases, thus making surface LRT’s particularly appealing to the politics of the activist left. As difficult as
it may be to believe, the above conclusion is the only one possible from the evidence compiled in the
attached brief,
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Part I

As an author with an interest in public transportation, I have noticed over the past
few years some rather curious anomalies with respect to the position of the left on the
issue of rapid transit in the city of Toronto. Now, most people would assume that the left
is generally in favour of rapid transit. Well, that would be wrong. The left, specifically
the left associated with the environmental movement, is, for the most part, opposed to
rapid transit, particularly subways, a mode of transportation for which they seem to hold a

particular loathing. Consider the following:

- In the latc 1980°s, the Toronto Star published a chart
depicting the voting record of all members of Toronto City
Council on municipal bills dealing with subway expansion
over the previous twenty years. It revealed an 80%
correlation between left-leaning members of city council
and votes against subway expansion.

- In the mid-1990’s, the Globe & Mail published a
series of interviews with five prominent Torontonians.
Included were then mayor Mel Lastman, the chief general
manager of the TTC, the head of GO Transit, and a
representative of the provincial government. The question
was What subway lines would you like to see built should
appropriate funding from senior levels of government
again become available? The four members of this rather
exclusive group referred to above immediately listed their
subway priorities. There was a fifth member of the group,
however, and he was quite a different matter. That would
be the head of the Toronto Environmental Alliance. He
was the only one who specifically stated that he did not
want to see any subway expansion in Toronto. His
statements on the subject were unequivocal: the Toronto
Environmental Alliance would like to see all subway
expansion in Toronto halted and all further public transit
employ LRT technology exclusively and be built “at
grade”. At grade, of course, means no grade separation at
intersections, that last phrase being particularly significant
since it means that none of the lines referred to by the
Toronto Environmental Alliance could technically be called
“rapid transit” since without grade separation at
intersections, the speed of the trangit vehicles can never
exceed the average speed of the ambient traffic.























































































