Here's a summary:

Lots of people attended. Nancy Scheppers, Vivi Chi, Michael Flainek, John Buck, Rob Orchin, Councillor Bedard, Phil Kerridge, Bruce Mason, Michel Vallée, John Verbass and I were all present.

The meeting started with a 35-minute slide presentation made by myself. It covered the history and background of King Edward and the four-lane option, recent events, and suggestions for the study parameters. I figured that this would be a good opportunity to give them the whole story, since we'd probably never get an opportunity like this again. 

Michel Vallée followed this up with an interim proposal to provide bus lanes along King Edward Avenue in both directions during peak hours. He explained that this would be a good compromise to deal with the lay-by issue and to support the 4-lane study. 

It was not clear whether or not city staff were supportive of either the 4-lane study or our interim proposal, as I recall. I believe Nancy Scheppers mentioned that the bus lanes would be an option that could be looked at. She stepped out before the meeting continued. From what I gathered, it seems that Rob Orchin was collecting data on inter-provincial buses. Ms. Scheppers also mentioned that a joint study would be undertaken by both cities and the NCC to look at inter-provincial transit. 

At this point, the Councillor wanted to know who was responsible for the 4-lane study. There was a little argument between Michael Flainek from Traffic and Operations and Vivi Chi from Planning (who works under Nancy). They disagreed about who was responsible. The Councillor put an end to it by saying that they would need to determine who's responsible for the study and to get back to him within two weeks. He suggested that the next step would be for us to meet and consider the terms of reference for the study. Personally, I suggest we ask them to prepare draft terms of reference based on our presentation and provide them to us for comment.

The same arguments were brought up briefly by both Planning, and Traffic and Operations. Vivi Chi from Planning gave us the old story that the 4-lane option would have to be looked at within the context of the Transportation Master Plan and the Official Plan processes. She was indicating that these are long-term processes, and would not suit this study. This, of course, is nonsense, as they have been quite aware of our interest in this 4-lane option since 1999. They had ample opportunity to include it in the previous reviews of both these studies several years ago. Michael Flainek, from Traffic and Operations, brought up the same excuse that the traffic patterns that are currently taking place on King Edward do not exemplify what will happen after it is returned to 6 lanes. He thinks that studying the four lane option during construction does not give a genuine picture of the traffic demands. This, of course, is another weak argument.

In any case, we gave them a great presentation with lots of good points supporting the 4-lane option. The gist of it was that this is a very unique problem in the city and that it needs a very unique solution. The main argument was that we're giving far too much weight to the needs of commuters as opposed to those of residents living in Lower Town.

I hope this helps to clarify how the meeting went. Michel, feel free to add or make any corrections to what I have said.

Yours truly,

Marc Aubin,

Cathcart Street
