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From:           
Michel Vallée <michelvallee@home.com>
To:             
"Madeleine Meilleur" <madeleine.meilleur@city.ottawa.on.ca>
Copies to:      
"Marie-Claire Wallace" <marie-claire.wallace@justice.gc.ca>,
       
"Marc Aubin" <dp674@freenet.carleton.ca>,
       
"Evelyne Dreyfus" <lgreen@cyberus.ca>,
       
"Justine O\"brien" <o'brien_justine@pch.gc.ca>,
       
Leonard Bélaire <belaire@travel-net.com>,
       
"Bonnie Preston" <bonita.preston@dfait-maeci.gc.ca>,
       
<pmarwitz@sprint.ca>, "Peggy DuCharme" <rideau@cyberus.ca>,
       
"Townsend, Barry" <Barry.Townsend@city.ottawa.on.ca>
Subject:        
King Edward Avenue Renewal Project
Date sent:      
Wed, 10 Oct 2001 23:26:15 -0400
Good Evening Madeleine:

Please find attached a letter on behalf of the King Edward Avenue Community Task Force concerning the above referenced.  We are hoping you will give special attention to the issues and concerns raised about the direction and decision-making processes relating to the conduct of the of the Environmental Impact Study.   Also, please note that we have consulted and received the support of the representatives from the key community associations most affected by decisions pertaining to the King Edward Avenue Renewal Project and who participated in the August 8, 2001 Stakeholders Meeting. My colleagues and I look forward to your response on this matter of great importance to our community and its members.

Michel

Michel Vallée, Chair






2001-10-10

King Edward Avenue Community Task Force

158, King Edward Avenue

Ottawa, ON, K1N 7L3

Ms Madeleine Meilleur

Councillor and Chair, Transportation and 

 Transit Committee

Dear Madeleine:

I would like to thank you for participating in last month’s stakeholders meeting that included representatives from ASH, LWCA, KEACTF and Rideau BIA, as well as from the City of Ottawa and the Delcan Corporation.

We appreciated the opportunity to discuss the proposed King Edward Avenue Renewal Environmental Study.  It was a useful and productive meeting in the sense that we are much clearer on the views and positions the City has and of your concerns.  However, upon reflection, it is becoming more and more evident to us that we (the community) have different interests, concerns and priorities than those of the City of Ottawa in regard to the KEA Renewal Plan.

I think it is also important to mention that we have consulted with our colleagues from ASH and Lowertown West Community Associations, as well as the Rideau BIA on the contents of the present letter and, we have their full support.  

We had hoped that the City and its Transportation and Transit Committee would have used a more accurate interpretation of the December 1999 OMB Appeal Decision.  On the contrary, we believe their view to be much more stringent and erroneous because of the greater emphasis on and priority to motor vehicle management and amelioration of the related traffic flow. 

In our view, both the City’s and your position on excluding the KEACTF’s proposal for a northern roundabout or more northern T-intersection, as well as the refusal to seriously entertain a lane reduction along the Avenue illustrates this very clearly. This was also articulated through the views at the meeting by Delcan and City representatives when they stated that vehicular traffic has a “right” to easy passage.  Ironically, this view is also quite inconsistent with the views of the recent 20/20 Growth Summit. Finally, but not the least, we are quite concern about the potential impact that “better traffic” management could have on the City of Ottawa’s motivation to negotiate the construction of the second bridge.

In short, we believe that the community will be better served from a health, safety and general quality of life perspective by a reduction of motor vehicle circulation on King Edward Avenue than by its more “efficient” management. The “negative” impact of this reduction could be significantly reduced if not eliminated through a variety of means such as increasing the vehicle circulation capacity of the Alexandria Bride which is presently highly underutilized (It should be noted that this option would be supportive of the policy trust found in the City of Ottawa Official Plan “Transportation Master Plan” which emphasises the need to maximize existing infrastructure) and by favouring an increase public transportation policy that would emphasize the use of buses and light rail.

We also recognize some openness to consider eliminating the median and a more significant expansion of the sidewalks, as well as, including “greener” sidewalks. These elements (which we presume will become more evident in the next draft of the study) will make a short to medium term contribution to the quality of life of the residents living on or near King Edward Avenue, as well as those that are also affected by what happens on the Avenue.  However, they will not provide real long-term relief to what the community needs and merits given the historical health and safety abuses it has had to live with. Moreover, beautification through Lowertown and Sandy Hill will not completely eliminate the continued “social cost’” of such a highway. 

We should advise you that we intend to hold our own community consultations as the City’s proposals unfold in order to ensure that all voices are properly heard.  In addition, we intend to explore other avenues of support (e.g., OMB, media campaign, etc.) if the City continues on its present path/direction with respect to the goals and objectives of the KEA Renewal Project.

While we are all aware that any true long-term solution to the “King Edward Avenue Problem” must include the building of a new bridge and the elimination of large trucks on the Avenue, we are also of the view that cars represent the biggest volume and threat to the health and safety of the community.  Thus we need to take a long-term view that must also include a reduction of regular vehicle circulation rather than trying to “manage” more efficiently the traffic flow which will necessarily lead to and increase in the number of motor vehicle on the Avenue.  

We request that you, as Chair of the Transportation and Transit Committee, provide direction to City officials responsible for the Project that would encourage them to develop a different set of assessment criteria (i.e., review the present terms of reference of the Delcan contract) so that other options for the Northern Section be re-considered, as well as the option of lane reduction for the Avenue.  In our view, the present directions taken by the Project should be seen as jeopardizing the long term future of the citizens of Lowertown and Sandy Hill by 

virtue of the continuation of the status quo thus de facto rendering the 1999 OMB decision void. 

You, the Committee and City Council have a unique opportunity to correct an injustice and provide long overdue restorative measures to the residents of the Lowertown and Sandy Hill communities most affected by King Edward Avenue.  We hope you will not only support but spearhead this quest for a change is the Project direction.

I look forward to your response on this matter and to our continued dialogue and efforts to provide a healthy and safe living environment to all the residents directly and indirectly affected by what happens on King Edward Avenue.

Yours truly 

Original signed by 

Michel Vallée

CC
Marc Aubin (King Edward Community Task Force)

Board Members (King Edward Community Task Force

Evelyne Dreyfus  (Lowertown West Community Association)

Peggy DuCharme (Rideau BIA)

Peter Marwitz (Action Sandy Hill)

Barry Townsend (City of Ottawa) 

