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Thursday, January 10, 2002
SO1033SOA00

Mr. M.S. Aubin 

Member, King Edward Community Task Force and 

Lowertown West Community Association

Dear Mr. Aubin:

RE:
King Edward Avenue Renewal Project

Thank you for your letter dated December 27, 2001 regarding the King Edward Avenue Renewal project.  The letter contained many thoughtful comments and requests (in bold, below).  We are providing the following response (in italics, below) to each of your points. As the Preferred Design for the North Section is in a state of continuous improvement, we have implemented several of your suggestions already. 

NORTH SECTION

Suggestions:

1. Remove the median on King Edward Avenue between Sussex Drive and the Traffic Circle.

Full removal of this median is not recommended, as illegal left-turn movements from northbound King Edward Avenue to the Sussex Drive – Macdonald-Cartier bridge ramp could occur and pose a safety hazard. Either a narrow median (i.e., 1.5 to 2.0m) option or a wider median (i.e., 5m) option could be applied, and we will consider the relative benefits of each.  

2. Move the north-bound lanes between the Traffic Circle and Sussex Drive west-ward, so that the park space between the river and King Edward Avenue is increased. 

If the northbound lanes are shifted further west, a retaining wall structure would be necessary between the King Edward – Sussex roadway and the King Edward – Macdonald-Cartier roadway.  This would likely be less aesthetically appealing than a landscaped slope, as proposed. 

3. Consider reducing the number of lanes between Sussex Drive and the Traffic Circle from 4 to 2. 

We agree with the objective of reducing lanes in this part of the North Section to the minimum possible.  Our current (revised) plan shows one lane northbound (with a right-turn lane at Sussex), one lane southbound dedicated to the bridge approach, and one southbound through-lane.

4. Apply the same cross-section design between Sussex Drive and the Traffic Circle as is applied to the rest of King Edward Avenue.

This will be evaluated as an option.

5. Remove the traffic island at the corner of Sussex Drive and King Edward Avenue, and replace it with a cornered intersection.  This is consistent with the preliminary designs for the Bytown Bridges project.

This has been included in current version for the North Section and was a recommended component of adjacent the Bytown Bridges and Sussex Drive project.
6. Consider moving the on-ramp, from Sussex Drive to the Macdonald-Cartier Bridge, and connecting it with the Traffic Circle / Roundabout.  It is important to note that this intersection would only be busy during PM Peak Hours. 

The proposed single lane Roundabout does not have the capacity to accommodate the existing on-ramp traffic.  Significant delay would result in both the AM and PM peak hours and southbound queues could impact on the operation of Sussex Drive.  In addition, bringing the on-ramp traffic down to grade would interfere with crossing movements and make the proposed roundabout much less pedestrian and cycle friendly. 

7. Move the Traffic Circle to a location where it is symmetric with the lanes coming from North King Edward Avenue, South King Edward Avenue, and the Minto Bridges.

Geometrics likely constrain this, and less surplus land along the Rideau River would be created, but we will consider the suggestion.

8a. Consider moving the southbound lane between the Traffic Circle and King Edward Avenue, and connecting it with Cumberland Street. 

This would sever the resultant surplus land parcel created between Boteler and the King Edward – MacDonald-Cartier roadway.  It would also unnecessarily increase traffic on Boteler between Cumberland and King Edward and would eliminate any continuity between the north and central southbound sections of King Edward.  The proposed pedestrian route path along the west side of the southbound traffic lane could be developed to align with Cumberland Street at Boteler, however. 

8b. Alternatively, for the south-bound lane between the Traffic Circle and King Edward Avenue: consider an at-grade connection to King Edward Avenue.  If this intersection is only feasible with the removal of the proposed pedestrian linkage, then please inform us as such. 

This is not a recommended alignment, as delays would become excessive for southbound traffic between the Roundabout and King Edward.  Unless a traffic signal were provided, there would be few, if any, gaps in King Edward Avenue traffic flow making this intersection very dangerous.  The alternative of providing a traffic signal has been previously addressed and not recommended because of capacity and lane imbalance issues.  

While the configuration you propose would not necessarily rule out a grade-separated pedestrian link, incorporating a vehicular link into the design will eliminate delays for vehicles as well as for pedestrians and cyclists. 

9. Improve the symmetry of King Edward Avenue between Cathcart Street and the Traffic Circle.  This could probably be accomplished with the reduction of speeds, and perhaps pushing the ramps further north.

Geometrics likely constrain this.

10. Will a street-level (at-grade) pedestrian crossing be placed at the beginning of the Dalhousie off-ramp with the use of traffic lights or a STOP sign, so that a continuous pedestrian linkage can be made between the Macdonald-Cartier Bridge and King Edward Avenue? 

No.  Due to the high volume of traffic using this off-ramp (1,500 vehicles per hour or 1 vehicle every two seconds) bringing this traffic to a stop, even briefly, would create substantial queues and delay.  Pedestrians and Cyclists travelling directly between the Bridge and King Edward Avenue would likely prefer to travel via Boteler, as this street carries much less traffic and at slower speeds.

ALL SECTIONS

Suggestions:

1. There is an excellent form of interlocking brick used along the Queen Elizabeth II Driveway that could be used, if it becomes necessary, on King Edward Avenue.  This is specifically related to the concerns noted about muddy surfaces between the sidewalks and the street in the South Section.  Perhaps three rows of this brick could be placed along the road edge to deal with this problem, and to allow snow to melt better while allowing water to penetrate the ground.  The design of these bricks is very natural, so there would be no real visual impact. 

We will pass this suggestion on to our landscape architect, who will recommend hard and soft surface treatments considering snow storage and permeability issues.

2. Retain the current width of the cement part of the sidewalks; they are currently 1.5 metres.  This is to allow maximum space for greening.

The current standard as established in the applicable Official Plans and in the Regional Road Corridor Design Guidelines, is 2.0m, which is what will be proposed. 

Please review the comments that we have already provided about King Edward Avenue Park, Street Lighting, and a few other design issues in our original Public Input Report submitted in September of the year 2000. 

We will do so.

Thanks again for your comments.  If you have any questions related to our responses, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Sincerely,

Ronald Jack, P.Eng

Vice-President

Manager, Transportation Systems Division

cc:
Mr. Michel Vallee

Barry Townsend
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