Marc Aubin,

1-41 Cathcart Street,

Ottawa, ON  K1N 5B7

(613) 298-6894

Ontario Municipal Board

655 Bay Street Suite 1500

Toronto, Ontario M5G 1E5

Monday, January 7, 2008

Dear Sir/Madam,
I am writing regarding a decision that was made about King Edward Avenue in the City of Ottawa in the year of 1999. The appeal was filed under O. M. B. D. file 1486. The appeal involved several issues related to King Edward Avenue. The subject of this letter is one of the decisions made under section 136 of the appeal decision as follows:

“That the King Edward Avenue Community Improvement Plan be deemed an infrastructure project and included in the Priority One projects found at Table 6 of Policy 2 together with an override from the provisions that allows RMOC Council to amend the priority list without seeking an amendment to the Plan (2.6.1.4)”
My question relates to the final sentence in this particular part of the decision. The quote states that it “allows RMOC (the Regional Municipality of Ottawa-Carleton) to amend the priority list without seeking an amendment to the Plan.” What exactly does “without seeking an amendment to the Plan” mean? Does this mean that the City was supposed to implement the King Edward Avenue Improvement Plan as formulated without making major changes to it?

The King Edward Avenue Improvement Plan was put forward as a priority project as directed by the OMB decision. Unfortunately, the City of Ottawa (formerly, the RMOC) did not respect the original spirit of the King Edward Avenue Community Improvement Plan. In fact, in conjunction with the consultants, from the Delcan Corporation, the project was changed from an “improvement” exercise to what the consultants called a “renewal.” During the environmental assessment for the project, the consultants explained that this was not an improvement project, but a renewal. They said that a renewal was replacement of the underground utilities and above-ground road facilities. 
The consultants went even further and removed a huge component of the original King Edward Avenue Improvement Plan. The T-intersection in the north end of the project corridor was revoked and highway off-ramps were put in its place. Rather than adjusting the T-intersection as recommended by the OMB decision, they completely removed the intersection. Their evidence to support this decision, in my opinion, was poor. I was a part of the process to determine what the north end configuration would be, and again, in my opinion, the process was construed to appear as if a consensus had been achieved regarding the final configuration. The truth is that the final configuration was based on the traffic volume, and the social consequences took a back seat to this aspect of the study and others. In my opinion, this is a clear violation of the decision brought down in 1999. 
The spirit of the decision made at the time was to improve King Edward Avenue. The City, together with the consultants, talked at length about improving the corridor and the city plans that supported it. Unfortunately, in the end, they removed the biggest aspect of the change (the T-intersection), and refused to consider the true social costs as outweighing the costs of increased congestion on the street. They applied a heavy weight on commuter traffic needs as opposed to the needs of the community, and this was repeated when they considered whether or not to reduce lanes on the avenue.
According to your website, I can request a certified copy of the decision and file it with the courts. Is there a clear violation of that part of the decision? I would need some clarification on the wording.
Thank you for your time.

Respectfully yours,

Marc Aubin,

Ottawa

For more information regarding King Edward Avenue, please visit our website:

http://www.lowertown-basseville.ca/index/KingEdward.htm
