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Dear Sir/Madam,
 
I'm right in the middle of a major urban battle. It, in fact, I believe, has huge ramifications for urban planning and I think I'm going to need some additional help. I think that the Sierra Club might just be it. I'll try to summarize.
 
In 1965, smack in the middle of the worst era for urban planning and sprawl in North American cities, the Macdonald-Cartier Bridge was built in downtown Ottawa. There's nothing negative about a bridge. It helps connect. It was the kind of bridge that was proposed: a six lane-freeway structure linking a major freeway network on the Quebec and Ottawa sides. A large part of Hull was destroyed and now there still stands a wasteland of spaghetti highways on the Quebec side of the Macdonald-Cartier. Thankfully, the highway was never built on the Ottawa side; however, King Edward Avenue, a 4-lane turn-of-the-century tree-lined boulevard was increased to 6 and 9 lanes. Ever since, there have been major problems, not least of which is the fact that it is mostly poor people that are exposed to this disgusting truck, bus and car sewer.
 
Fast forward to 2000. The Delcan Corporation is awarded the environmental assessment contract to "improve" King Edward Avenue. Mr. X from the said company quickly turned it around and explained to us, the community, that this was not a beautification of the street, but replacement of the underground pipes and pavement. He called it a "renewal." Mr. X’s sole focus seemed to be traffic management. While the downtown community fought to try and establish some kind of a liveable street to get people to live downtown again, he did everything he could to make it easier for Gatineau commuters to come into Ottawa. He even removed a planned t-intersection that was to replace the on and off ramps to the bridge and urbanize the road. It was a disgusting spectacle to which I was an intense participant. Mr. X wanted to hear no arguments about traffic inducement or the fact that people could take the bus instead. He said that reducing the street from 6 to 4 lanes would cause chaos in the network. I knew better, and explained that congestion could in fact result in more transit ridership. He explained that there was no "adequate" bus system between Ottawa and Gatineau. Anyway, the traffic planners won and we lost.
 
Fast forward to about 2006. King Edward Avenuve was reduced to 4 lanes from the bridge up to St. Patrick Street. This is the busiest segment of the road. It was left at 4 lanes for about 1.5 years. Guess what? Traffic chaos did not insue. What the traffic planners had predicted, based on their faulty 1960's planning philosophies, just did not happen. In fact, I, having some background in traffic analysis, checked out counts and discovered that there was an 8% reduction in traffic, and it did not bleed into other sections of the network. The community argued at city hall that 4 lanes were possible. The council overwhelmingly agreed, to the great disappointment of the bureaucrats, especially in traffic planning. They ordered that a study be undertaken to assess the impact of reducing the street permanently to 4 lanes. Now, ever since that vote last fall, it has been nothing but obstruction from the bureaucrats at the City of Ottawa. They seem dead set against our ideas, and are willing to drag the process out a long as they can so that it can disappear.
 
What is the great policy issue here, you might ask? It's the one about traffic inducement. We've proven that a street, when reduced can in fact result in fewer cars on the road. We all know that urban sprawl is caused by making it easier for single-vehicle cars to get out of the downtown. Not only will reducing King Edward prove that a street in a major city can be reduced, but that it will lead to less traffic, and most likely higher transit ridership and other good things such as discouraging urban sprawl. Even the mayor has been positive and referred to it as putting the avenue on a diet. This is why this issue should be important to the Sierra Club. If we can pull this off successfully, then we can prove what people have been trying to do for decades in other urban centres. We'll finally have a showcase of a situation where we were able to prove traffic inducement existed and that it could be reversed.
 
If you would like to meet to speak further about this, then I would be most happy. What I'm really hoping, in fact, is that the Sierra Club can help us as follows. The bureaucracy at the City of Ottawa is doing everything it can to kill this. We need to hire an independent and open-minded transportation consultant who can take the data and assess it without bias and provide essentially the same report as the bureaucrats at city hall are supposed to be doing. This report, however, will take into account the full picture of what's going on, instead of a pro-automobile approach as the folks seemed to be taking at the City of Ottawa. I have a thorough slide deck on this 4-lane situation, if you would like me to make the pitch. Also, perhaps, you could leverage some of your powerful supporters to point out the failure of the City of Ottawa to handle this in a professional way. The little people of my community need a strong oranization to help us stand up to this nonsense.
 
In the meantime, please have a look at a video we produced last year and our website.
 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c0lT2VwybbY
 
http://lowertown-basseville.ca/index/KingEdward.htm
 
 
Respectfully yours,
 
Marc Aubin,
Lowertown, Ottawa
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Remember that when you leave this earth, 
You can take with you nothing that you have received 
- only what you have given: 
a full heart enriched by honest service, love, sacrifice and courage. 

                                                                         -St. Francis of Assisi
