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 The King Edward             

 Community Task Force         

Le Groupe de travail de la

communauté King Edward           
 Community
Ottawa, December 6, 2001

Mr. Ron Clark

Delcan Quality Management System

Mr. Clark:

As requested following the November 26, 2001 PAC meeting on the King Edward Avenue Renewal Project, please find enclosed some additional comments pertaining to various aspects of the Environmental Study presented at the meeting.

I would like to first re-heriterate some of the general comments made by the King Edward Avenue Community Task Force and Lowertown West Community Association representatives at the meeting.  

While we thought that the document entitled “Draft Planning and Design Principles was thoughtfully put together, we nevertheless believed there was some incongruency between some of the principles highlighted in the document and the official terms of references of the Environmental Study particularly as was presented to us in regard to the needs of the community vs. the need for the City of Ottawa to “manage” the vehicle traffic flow.  Also, we thought that the “community” should be more profiled in section 5.0 Transportation Function.  We also requested that we be provided with some additional breakdown of information described in the document entitled “Summary of Public Open House #3.  We would like to receive detailed % breakdown of the views on the various options.

North Section Renewal Alternatives:

As for the alternative designs for the North Section, we understand the rationale of Delcan’s recommendation of Alternative Design 4B (Free-Flow Interchange), as well, we recognized the technical difficulties relating to the At Grade Roundabout alternative we had earlier suggested.  However, with respect to the At Grade, Signalized “T” Intersection, we continue to believe that this is a viable option for the health and safety of the community residents notwithstanding the fact that it supposedly does not meet City standards on traffic flow management.  For us this is a question of what is more important for the community, i.e., reduce traffic flow vs. traffic flow management. This being said, we are willing to consider supporting the recommended Alternative Design 4B with consideration of a few minor changes. I have asked Marc Aubin to provide you under separate cover written confirmation of some of the more technical minor suggestions made at the last PAC meeting.  In addition, we expect that Delcan and/or the City will conduct further analysis of more innovative transportation policies and measures that would encourage users to use alternative transportation means (light rail transit, city parking subsidies for multiple passengers, more effective use of public transportation buses, etc.) that would facilitate a lane reduction option, i.e., from three to two lanes. As you know, several community associations raised the issues of lane reduction at the last PAC meeting. Many of us believe that a lane reduction is a viable and important option for the City to consider even if it does not generate better traffic flow management. We do not believe that more vehicle circulation will have any positive impact on the health and safety of local residents. In addition, as we mentioned at the meeting, we would hope that you would explore alternative locations for the proposed underpass in the North Section.

Preliminary Design Specifications and Cross-Sections:

As for the various options provided in the report entitled “Preliminary Design Specifications and Cross-Sections”, we have several comments and recommendations. First and foremost, we would like the median to be removed in the Central South and Central North sections, i.e., from Rideau to Botelier. However, we recognize that, if a median is absolutely required for public and vehicle safety purposes then limit it to an absolute minimum narrow median (2.0 m) up to Cathcart Street as long as it can be eliminated for the streets thereafter for we do not think it is necessary to even have a 2.0 m wide median after Cathcart Street. We strongly believe that the elimination of the median or its reduction to an absolute minimum as indicated in the designs labelled as South A and/or Central North A (with the above caveat) would provide more opportunity for an increase buffer zone between local residences and the Boulevard. In addition, the elimination of the median would facilitate future lane reductions when the new Eastern Bridge is built.

Further, as you might of guessed, these thoughts lead us to suggest that the plan incorporate the South A option street and sidewalk design and, we recommend that the Central North A street and sidewalk design option be kept for both central sections while also taking into account the above caveat. 

Also, it would seem to us that the location of the Central North Cross Section should be located more towards Cathcart Street than what is presently proposed. This would facilitate access and provide increase safety for the pedestrians and cyclists who wish to go to the Eastside Park.

I should indicate that our association, as well as others are concerned about the question of the Renewal Project time frames.  We would hope that the Project will stay on course and be fully completed within the time frames suggested by the OMB ruling in its designation as a priority #1 Project.

Lastly, we would like to indicate our appreciation to Delcan and City personnel working on the Project for their efforts in providing us with all the required documentation before the PAC meeting, as well as for their efforts in the conduct of the meeting itself to provide us with ample opportunity to question and comment..  

Should you require further clarifications, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours truly

Original signed by Michel Vallée

Michel Vallée

Chair, King Edward Community

 Task Force
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