Appendix 2: 2020 Initial Satisfaction and Demographic Data

The following statistics represent engagement results based on input by 83 participants collected at City-led in-person
engagements and virtual engagements held over videoconferencing platforms. These statistics exclude community
meetings associated with development applications under the Planning Act.
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Statement in Participant Feedback Form

* Participants were asked to rate 7 statements from 1 to 4, with 1 being strongly disagree and 4 being strongly agree.
This satisfaction data was collected at 5 different in-person engagement events and 8 different virtual engagements,
with a combined total of 83 submissions.

Satisfaction data was collected through hardcopy Participant Feedback Forms at in-person engagement events and
through an online version of the Forms for virtual engagements.
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Participant Feedback Forms also included a question regarding age group of participants. 80 of the 83 participants who
completed Participant Feedback Forms offered data on their age group. The most represented age group among
participants in in-person and virtual engagements was the 55-64 years group followed by the 65-74 years group.
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