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1. Local Analysis & History.
2. Aspirations.
3. Somelnitial Thoughts.
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. First Inhabitants *
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THE WATERFRONT
THEN and NOW

The Central Waterfront
Historically
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e A family of bridges that
unify and help define the
Port Lands precinct

e Integrated into proposed
urban development

e Integrated into thepro-
posed landscape parks

e Provide positive experi-
ence for pedestriansand
cyclists above andbelow
grade

* Informed by the cultural
and natural history of the
Don River Mouth

Cherry StSouth




Site Analysis
Cherry North

Opportunities
e Gateway Bridge

Parameters . |
e Singe Phase Construction | NORTH KEATING
e Single Span (dualcarriageway) URBANSCAPE

e Tug boat Clearance

e Pedestrian Clearance
e Constrained site




Site Analysis
Cherry South

e Opportunities

e High Visibility

e Landscape integration

e Minimize visual impact of
piers

e Parameters

e Two Phase Construction

e Three Spans

e Pedestrian Clearance

e Landscaped site

e Adjustable Alignment

e Minimize flow obstruction
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Site Analysis B | [
Commissioner \\
"""--.... e i e " ’;;éé.;'ii}'\\ :
GREENWAY
. aticleay ¢ . . - N i VILLIERS ISLAND
e Opportunities : R, Y + A7 |'ACITY IN A PARK’

e Transitional portal

e Minimize visual impact of piers
e Landscape integration

e Daylight Penetration/Access

e Parameters

e Two Phase Construction

e Five unequal Spans

e Pedestrian Clearance(2.5M)
e Landscaped site 24
e Minimize flow obstruction -
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Architectural Studies
Site Studies
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Architectural Studies

Site Studies




Architectural Studies
Site Studies

Westin Harbour )
Castle, Toronto
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Architectural Studies
Site Studies




Architectural Studies
Site Studies
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Family 1.0:

Arch Above & Below | //ﬁ\ — — —_—
Family 2.0:
IS . . A h) M W

Pringing Arc T /m\ \/m\/ i i . -
Family 2.2:
‘Stone Skipping’ m ﬂ///m\\mﬂ
Family 3.0: %N
‘Crane’ \ ‘ AVA\VA\VAVA

] | /|

Family 3.2:

‘Industrial Crane’
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Family4.0 \ N

Cable Stayed - A - | 1 |

Family 5.0

Landscape _— WTD&FW W@mﬁz AN
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Architectural Studies
Cherry Street North
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Drawing Title.
Cherry street
North bridge

L 57.35 I/

3 PLAN VIEW - CHERRY STREET NORTH BRIDGE S.001
SCALE:
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Architectural Studies
Landscape Integration
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Architectural Studies
Cherry Street South




Architectural Studies
Cherry Street South




Architectural Studies
Cherry Street South




Architectural Studies
Landscape Integration




Architectural Studies
Cherry Street South
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Architectural Studies

Cherry Street South
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Architectural Studies
Commissioner Street
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Architectural Studies
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Architectural Studies
Commissioner Street
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Architectural Studies
Commissioner Street
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Architectural Studies
Family Studies
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Architectural Studies
Family Studies

South
Cherry

Commissioner



Architectural Studies
Family Studies
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Architectural Studies
Family Studies

Iconic Height

Contextual

Cherry St

South Cherry
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