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000050 Msg. En 6/1/11 11:25 • • •
000060 Msg. En 6/1/11 15:07 • • • •
000070 Msg. En 6/2/11 9:29 • • • • •
000080 Msg. En 6/6/11 13:13 • • • •
000100 Msg. En 6/7/11 15:41 • • •
000111 Msg. En 6/8/11 11:04 • • •
000113 Msg. En 6/9/11 0:58 • • • • • • • • • • •
000115 Msg. En 6/12/11 14:27 • • • • • •
000120 Msg. En 6/8/11 9:57 • • • • • •
000130 Msg. Fr 6/8/11 11:20 • • •
000140 Msg. En 6/8/11 21:29 • • • • •
000150 Msg. En 6/9/11 7:24 • • • •
000160 Msg. En 6/9/11 11:00 • • • • • • •
000162 Msg. En 6/10/11 11:45 • • • • •
000170 Msg. En 6/9/11 12:13 • • • •
000172 Msg. En 6/9/11 14:01 • •
000190 Msg. En 6/9/11 18:02 • • • • • • • •
000200 Msg. En 6/10/11 12:37 • • • • • • •
000220 Msg. En 6/10/11 16:34 • • • • • •
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000230 Msg. En 6/11/11 12:24 • • • •
000240 Msg. En 6/12/11 12:35 • • • • •
000250 Msg. En 6/12/11 22:59 • • • • • • • • •
000260 Msg. En 6/13/11 17:10 • •
000262 Msg. En 6/23/11 16:06 • • •
000270 Msg. En 6/14/11 10:39 • • • •
000280 Msg. Fr 6/14/11 16:20 • • • • • • • • •
000290 Msg. En 6/14/11 21:01 • • • • • • • • • •
000300 Msg. En 6/15/11 0:00 • • • • • • •
000302 Msg. En 6/24/11 14:08 • • • • • •
000310 Msg. En 6/15/11 9:33 • •
000320 Msg. En 6/15/11 10:54 • •
000321 Att. En 6/15/11 10:54 • • • • • •
000330 Msg. Fr 6/15/11 12:11 • • •
000360 Msg. En 6/15/11 23:17 • •
000370 Msg. En 6/16/11 13:36 • • • • •
000380 Msg. Fr 6/17/11 10:59 • • • •
000390 Msg. En 6/20/11 7:31 • • • • • • • • • •
000400 Msg. Fr 6/20/11 14:22 • •
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000410 Msg. En 6/20/11 15:36 • • • •
000424 Att. En 4/6/11 0:00 • • • • •
000440 Msg. En 6/21/11 20:50 •
000460 Msg. En 6/26/11 11:20 • • • • • • •
000470 Msg. En 6/28/11 14:53 • • • • • •
000480 Fax En 6/29/11 0:00 • • • •
000490 Msg. En 6/29/11 9:16 • • • • • • • • •
000520 Msg. En 6/29/11 22:48 • • • • • • •
000530 Msg. En 6/30/11 9:27 • • • •
000550 Msg. En 7/18/11 10:19 • • • •
000590 Msg. En 7/26/11 20:27 • • • •
000600 Msg. En 7/26/11 15:22 •
000602 Msg. En 7/26/11 15:57 •
000610 Msg. En 7/26/11 20:48 • • • •
000611 Att. En 7/26/11 20:48 • • • • • • • • • • • •
000617 Msg. En 9/28/11 15:04 • •
000640 Msg. En 8/3/11 14:25 • • • • •
000660 Msg. En 8/7/11 10:34 •
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000700 Msg. En 8/10/11 11:05 • • • • • • • • •
000710 Msg. En 8/11/11 18:11 • • • •
000730 Msg. En 7/28/11 10:31 •
000731 Att. En 7/28/11 0:00 • • • • • •
000750 Msg. En 9/8/11 22:33 • • •
000760 Msg. En 9/15/11 8:44 • •
000770 Msg. En 9/14/11 17:08 • • •
000781 Att. En 9/28/11 16:27 • • • • • • •
000810 Msg. En 9/30/11 23:40 • •
000820 Msg. En 9/26/11 12:52 •
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Alternatives
Log # Comment

000020 In recent months, another two options have been floated as additional options for bridge 
crossings.  One is a tunnel through downtown Ottawa and another referred to as the 
"Mauril Bélanger" option.  While we understand the concern of stakeholders to choose the 
best option for a bridge, we also feel that this request for an additional two options to be 
studied on top of the current three risks jeopardizing an already overly elongated timeline.

000070 4. Why isn't the future location of a ring road around Ottawa-Gatineau being considered as 
part of the analysis?

000113 I imagine Ottawa as an island surrounded by water with five ports ‐ in the west, south‐west, 
south, south‐east, and east parts of the island. Ships would unload freight at the closest 
port to its destination, and there would be a storage depot at each port. Small trucks would 
then transport loads and there would be no need for large trucks for most deliveries. 
Gatineau would be a sister island with perhaps three ports. Now, instead of water, imagine 
these eight ports being linked with a ring rail which, in turn would be linked to rail lines 
connecting it to two larger truck depots, one for receiving shipments from the east of the 
Queensway and the other from the west. This would be a temporary measure until the 
Windsor‐Quebec rail corridor is completed.
...
I do hope that the agencies concerned with the bridge crossing will consider investing in rail 
now. Certainly, I would like to see this as one of the options for the bridge crossing.

000115 I'm not at all surprised that Ottawa is going with a road bridge option, but as far as I have 
been able to judge, no one has really given rail a chance.
Maybe truckers would be happy to drive their loads to the closest "rail port" to their point of 
entry to the cityinstead of driving around town in Ottawa's awful traffic congestion and 
crossing the Ottawa River to Gatineau. It would save them time, save money for time thus 
wasted, save money on diesel, and save on frustration. It would also free up a lot of road 
space.

000120 My interest is in Corridor #1, Pink Road to Riddell in Kanata. I still believe this is the best 
corridor option.
…
We need to re‐think the three finalists and include at least one western crossing for this 
study. I thought the purpose of the study was to come up the best solution that could work 
into the future. All three eastern crossings present major challenges both for access and 
likeability.

000140 A more sustainable approach would have a major artery travel well outside city limits.



Alternatives
Log # Comment

000190 I hope you will give me your ear and perhaps reconsider and add at least one western 
crossing for further discussion and study. I think it would only be fair to the thousands of 
residents pouring into Aylmer and western Kanata if the study did include my proposed 
Pink/Riddell option for Phase 3 of the study.
Corridor #1 undoubtedly provides the region with its' best ring road option, we continually 
hear about the need for such a ring road in the media and around town.
By moving traffic away from the core and allowing heavy vehicles a direct link to all 
industrial parks in the Ottawa/Gatineau area, a ring road comprised of some existing and 
some new corridors could, at the present moment, be accomplished with very little 
expropriation and many hidden advantages which have not been quantified in the study. My 
vision sees a ring road beginnning at the Greber industrial park in Gatineau (where the 50 
becomes jammed to a crawl every morning), along the proposed Deschenes corridor, over 
the Gatineau River near Chelsea and through the Gatineau Park to the Vernon industrial 
Park in Aylmer, then along Pink Road westwards through Olmsteads farmland (recently 
sold for $3 million) and over the River between Queen's Park and Terry Fox in the western 
part of Aylmer. The bridge itself should be conceived in a way that would not deter from 
boaters enjoyment of the River, so a suspension structure would be ideal. It should also 
include a corridor for rapid transit and recreational uses. Once over to Kanata, Riddell could 
be followed up to either March (interchange), the 417 and southwards to Fallowfield, where 
it should veer east to join the 416, then south on the 416 to Bankfield (which could be 
widened) and a bridge built over the Rideau River just north of Manotick, heading east 
along a chosen path towards the 417. Linking industrial parks on both sides of the River will 
make it so that trucks will be tempted to use this option instead of heading downtown, 
clogging streets and creating havoc.

000390 Adding a ring road/truck route, as is done in most larger cities, is normally achieved by 
getting out of established residential area’s, not focusing on existing roads, but having a 
vision to direct the commercial traffic away from existing roads and residential area’s.

000470 There is a perfectly good option available for this bridge: the Canotek and Gatineau Airport 
option.

000490 The selection process should allow for consideration of options beyond the three proposed 
corridors,
including a downtown tunnel, a ring road, and alternative corridor alignments on both sides 
of the
river.

000610 I continue to urge consideration of more options (including a downtown truck tunnel from 
the Nicholas Street exit on the 417 to the MacDonald-Cartier approach on Kind Edward and 
the so-called Canotek Option). I think other options could better resolve the downtown truck 
problem without moving the problem onto a scenic route (Aviation Parkway) and interfering 
with the quality of life of over 100,000 Ontario residents.



Alternatives
Log # Comment

000611 The public has repeatedly suggested alternatives to solve the truck problem downtown, 
including a tunnel. But this option has been repeatedly rebuffed, although it remains unclear 
as to why. Nowhere is there a clear response from the consultants as to why a downtown 
tunnel would be unworkable. Such a tunnel could speed trucks from the Nicholas/Waller 
exit from the 417 directly to the MacDonald-Cartier bridge. Cut and cover tunnelling under 
Kind Edward could help to reduce costs (perhaps the City of Ottawa should have been 
consulted on such a proposal prior to the reconstruction of Kind Edward). 
Likewise, other options (including options further to the East or in the West End of Ottawa) 
could better meet future traffic needs of the city by forming part of an expressway ring-road 
system. Corridor 5 would not suit such a purpose. That said, planners seem to be avoiding 
this very issue by failing to even consider the possibility (including a tunnel) that would offer 
an expressway connection between Quebec and Ontario.

000617 Regarding the tunnel option, I have reviewed the materials sent to me and believe that the 
tunnel option is still less expensive than a new bridge. So I do not understand why it is not 
being considered on account of cost. Also, unlike other options, it would take up 100% of 
truck traffic to Quebec.

000640 more effort should be made at moving goods and services in a more efficient manner. 
There is currently an unused railway bridge that surely can be put to better use or at least 
some use before building even more bridges. Can some of the truck traffic that is of 
concern be diverted to rail and eliminated entirely from roadways? Rail is friendly to the 
environment and much more fuel efficient.

000730 As always we remain interested in any opportunities to discuss with you the fundamental 
challenges concerning inter-provincial movement of people and goods in the National 
Capital Region and the range of possible approaches to solving these challenges.

000731 Moreover, the Study Team has consistently refused to seriously consider any alternatives 
that have been put forward by the public or elected officials as solutions to the 
requirements. In short, the Study Team has defined the problem as "on which of the three 
narrowly-defined corridors shall we build a new freeway-style bridge?"
...
We continue to believe that an alternative such as a downtown tunnel connection between 
Highway 417/Nicholas St and the existing Macdonal-Cartier Bridge, combined with greater 
investment in interprovincial rapid transit, has been turned aside without due process.



Bridge/Crossing Design
Log # Comment
000162 At the last public consultation meeting I attended an engineer who lives in the community and who has 

conducted a number of environmental assessments in his career made the point that wherever the 
bridge is located it will be quite massive in terms of physical size, cost and overall complexity.

000290 I heard the bridge is to be 8 stories high.... making the area into an Hamilton Bridge like ghetto? I find
this un-believable in this day and age of awareness of environmental issues.

000300 Aesthetic considerations  (noise, smell, appearance) and the preservation of sense of place.
000460 include bicycle and pedestrian paths on one side of the bridge, and connect bridge pathway with 

pathways on both sides of the river (assuming that there are pathways on the Quebec side);
Ensure that there remain continuous bicycle and walking paths connecting paths on both sides of the 
bridge, on the south shore.
do not make the bridge a tourist destination, which would then require parking, facilities and generate 
additional traffic for the sole purpose of seeing the bridge. That would further destroy the undeveloped, 
natural nature of the area. The bridge needs to be as unobtrusive and low profile as possible, but must 
be pleasing to the eye.



Community Impact
Log # Comment
000060 Let’s not move the problem of the King Edward Road community to another community!
000080 I have noted from your final proposal submitted in 2009, that a considerable amount of 

residential land falls within the boundaries of the new four lane highway. I am trying to determine 
what exactly this may mean for our community and our lives here. The details which I am 
requesting from you today regard if there are any residential buildings which will be needed to be 
removed to allow for construction and if so, which addresses does this include? As a property 
owner within the proposed corridor area, this is information I feel must be shared to ensure total 
transparency with the community as you and your affiliates have mentioned is of the highest 
priority from your most recent correspondence letter (delievered June 2/2011). Mostly, it would 
be of comfort to have this information to assist us in wrapping our minds around this possible 
development which may heavily impact on our lives, as well as, open the door to communicate 
with you as progress continues to be made.

000120 All three options presented as finalists by the study so far are grossly inadequate as far as 
accessibility and feasibility as they impact peoples' neighbourhoods on both sides of the River.

000170 I would like to register for any Public Reviews of the Draft Community Value Plans in July/August 
as the environmental impact in my community will be severe.

000200 We purchased in our home in Orleans, backing onto greenbelt, because it offered a quiet oasis 
within the city. It is not uncommon for us to see deer, wild turkeys, cranes, ducks and geese 
gracing our open spaces. The impact that a huge bridge would have on the environment would 
be devastating. The quiet bike and walking paths along the river would be destroyed and noise 
and air pollution would be
unbearable. The constant large truck traffic (air brakes, etc.) would be too much.

000230 I hope the same logic and common sense will be applied in the Future Interprovincial Crossings 
Study and that you will decide that people come first and so reject once and for all the idea of a 
bridge at Kettle Island, even though Rainer Bloess seems to think that fish come first. Heavy 
truck traffic would destroy the Aviation Parkway just like light-rail would destroy the Western 
Parkway, would negatively affect the quality of life of the thousands of people living in that 
corridor and would cause traffic chaos.

000240 If we expand the ability of the Aviation Parkway to handle more traffic, we further destroy existing 
quality neighbourhoods, not to mention the Parkway in the area of the Aviation Museum.
Whatever location is chosen, what is important to me is that the effect on the Ontario side is 
carefully thought out from a traffic and effect on existing neighbourhoods perspective.

000260 Under "Human Populations Potentially Affected", the Forbes, Cummings, Cyrville and Rockcliffe 
Mews neighbourhoods are not mentioned. These are among the neighbourhoods bordering 
most closely the Kettle Island Corridor (corridor 5); Forbes and Cummings may contain some of 
the densest populations and are extemely close to the Aviation Parkway.

000280 Bonjour, j'aimerai m'opposer aux options 7 et 6 puisqu'elles sont particulièrement néfastes pour 
l'environnement car elles passent par le secteur Greens Creek zone fragile, par des terres 
agricoles, près de cartiers résidentiels et pour se connecter à la 174 une autoroute déjà 
congestionné.

000290 I heard the bridge is to be 8 stories high.... making the area into an Hamilton Bridge like ghetto? I 
find this un-believable in this day and age of awareness of environmental issues.

000302 Yes, we need to get heavy trucks out of Sandy Hill/Lowertown. Yes, we need new ways to get 
people and goods across the Ottawa River. But this has to be done while respecting large, 
established neighbourhoods and the other objectives of city and regional planning, as well as the 
"non‐bridge" parts of Capital Building. 
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Log # Comment
000321 The Stop the Bridge campaign by those who want to defeat the Kettle Island Crossing option has 

constructed a very sophisticated website (www.stopthebridge.org)which includes a map of the 
Kettle Island corridor and the adjacent community structures which they purport will be adversely 
impacted by the Kettle Island solution. The map by itself is impressive. If a similar map for the 
Nicholas‐Waller‐ Rideau‐ King Edward corridor was prepared and it was compared side‐by‐side 
to the Kettle Island map this would clearly show how relatively little negative impact there is on 
the community from the Kettle Island route compared to the community impacts with the present 
downtown core route.
Any comparison of impacts on communities for the alternate crossing options should have as its 
baseline the current impacts on the downtown core community. This will assure those 
proponents or opponents of one option or another will have to keep in front of them and maintain 
perspective on the problem in the downtown core caused by the heavy truck traffic. The 
downtown core problem will be seen to be much worse than any problems created in any one of 
the proposed alternative crossing routes.
It is time to reject the political argument of not wanting to move the problem to another 
neighbourhood. It is not the same problem! It becomes a different problem which will affect far 
fewer people and will have some options available to mitigate any resulting undesirable effects, 
e.g. erecting attractive noise barriers. The facts of the magnitude of the downtown problem must 
be the baseline for evaluating the different alternatives examined during the Interprovincial 
Crossings Environmental Assessment process

000330 Durant cette réunion, nous avons eu la surprise d’apprendre que si le corridor 5 était choisi, une 
expropriation partielle des citoyens mitoyens du corridor pourrait avoir lieu. Principalement, cette 
expropriation serait faite le long de l’actuel piste cyclable entre le golf de Tecumseh et les rue de 
Melbourne et de Fontenelle. Pourtant on peut lire dans le rapport sommaire final de la phase 1 
de l’étude datant du 5 janvier 2009 page 89 : 
Le corridor 5(ile Kettle) bénéficie d’un corridor de transport du côté du Québec qui a été planifié 
et protégé depuis plus de 30 ans pour ce genre de liaison urbaine. En fait, la Ville de Gatineau a 
consenti un investissement important en réaménageant la route dans les limites du corridor.
Toutes les maisons comprises dans cette expropriation possible ont été construite depuis 2003 
par la compagnie DuBarry appartenant à Mr Lachapelle qui a donc obtenu des permis de 
construire de la part de la mairie de Gatineau. Les maisons de la rue de Fontenelle au sud de la 
rue de la Savane ont pour la plupart moins de 5 ans.

000390 Aviation Parkway is a local artery used by bikers and local traffic and should not be transformed 
into a truck route. This is a residential area, has been and should remain off limits to commercial 
trucks. The addition of CSIS and CSE to the local area, has and will increase the traffic on 
Olgilvie Rd somewhat, however limited, but any addition commercial traffic, (Aviation/Olgilvie 
intersection) will make this area like old King Edward Ave. This is a quiet, residential area, 
surrounded by green space.
Aviation has been off limits to commercial vehicles under NCR rules and local residents bought 
in the area knowing this was not/not a commercial route, otherwise most may have not 
considered the area.

000410 People on the Ontario side are concerned that Corridor 6 will be rejected outright since the 
proposed Quebec route, Lorrain Blvd, has developped into a residential road (for pictures, see 
www.stopthebridge.org), despite its designation to accomodate heavy-traffic.

000424 The Downtown Board of Management of the Downtown Ridead Business Improvement Area 
(BIA) has monitored and actively participated in ongoing interprovincial bridge processes for over 
20 years. Our business district is one of the most affected areas of the City respecting the lack of 
a purpose built, well designed interprovincial transportation of goods (truck) route.



Community Impact
Log # Comment
000470 We worry about the future of our presently quiet neighbourhood. The interprovincial bridge 

option that makes use of Kettle Island will be devastating to several neighbourhoods.
Why do we seem to consider the needs of people less worthy than the need to move ever more 
cars? Please choose a more responsible, less destructive solution - the Kettle Island option will 
cause many problems not only for Rockcliffe Park but for Manor Park, New Edinburgh, and 
Lindenlea, etc.

000480 It is obvious that the study and documentation such as the "Do It Yourself Kit" are intended to 
find ways in which the negative impact of bridge construction could be mitigated to the extent 
that the affected communities will be mollified at the conclusion of the consultation process.  I 
very much doubt that this will be the case. However, I and others will use this opportunity and all 
that are open to us in the future to point out the impossibility of successful mitigation of the 
impact that the construction would have on the quality of life for the people of eastern Ottawa, 
and for many in Gatineau as well. 

000490 We value our recreational paths and heritage sites. Converting the Aviation Parkway (currently 
designated as part of a scenic route to downtown Ottawa) into a heavy truck corridor would 
cause significant harm to nearby residents, schools, the Montfort Hospital, recreational facilities 
and nationally significant heritage locations (RCMP Musical Ride, Aviation Museum, Rockcliffe 
Airport - Canada's oldest operating airport). It would also diminish the tourist value of this 
beautiful and historic cultural landscape.

000520 [Corridor 5] has the greatest adverse impact on the quality of life in adjacent residential areas, 
given the close proximity to the largest residential population of any of the proposed corridors 
cross. These adverse effects include:
- traffic noise or "hum";
- vibration;
- cross-cut and "spillage" traffic.

000530 Rideau‐Vanier Coun. [redacted] said transport trucks are reducing the quality of life for 
downtown residents.

000550 Sandy Hill's main concerns are that any location that is chosen for a bridge must provide a 
substantial solution to the interprovincial truck problem downtown.
...
To spend 500m$ or so on a new inter-provincial project and to still have thousands of trucks 
traversing Waller/Rideau/and King Edward every day would not be acceptable from our 
community's point of view.

000610 I think other options could better resolve the downtown truck problem without moving the 
problem onto a scenic route (Aviation Parkway) and interfering with the quality of life of over 
100,000 Ontario residents.



Community Impact
Log # Comment

000700 THE PROCESS IS SPLITTING THE COMMUNITY! Right from the beginning it was clear that 
the process requires communities affected by the three corridors to show why the corridor in 
their own community is more unsuitable for the bridge than the others, fostering NIMBYism at its 
all time best. This is an adversarial process when it should be a collaborative effort to improve 
the community as a whole.

000770 Increased rush hour traffic impact on Ottawa's 174 and 417 (East) by added Gatineau commutes 
is identified for all three candidate corridors. This is a major policy issue affecting the direction of 
suburban development in Gatrineau vs Ottawa. Traditionally, housing in Gatineau has been less 
expensive that in Ottawa because of the difficult commute into Ottawa. A bridge in the east end 
of Ottawa will change this dynamic and punish Ottawa east residents and provide a faster 
commute for Gatineau residents. This item has been cloaked in terms of "decreased property 
values"; nevertheless, there will be a backlash from the Ottawa builders and residents to a new 
bridge for this very reason.

000781 I value my home which may be expropriated or if not, seriously compromised.
All of the reasons that make removing trucks from King Edward desirable are the very same 
reasons not to contaminate another neighbourhood with a truck route.

The key impact on local communities, including Vanier, the new Canadian Forces Base
Development, Manor Park, Rockcliffe Park, New Edinburgh, and Lindenlea would be additional
noise, traffic congestion, exhaust fumes, and ground vibrations.
Aviation Parkway is a scenic route that carries car traffic between the 417 and Montreal Road, 
Ogilvie Road and the Rockcliffe Parkway. Along its route there are the Cite Collegiale and 
Montfort Hospital, as well as a large number of homes which are adjacent to the corridor. While 
the parkway offers much needed greenspace in this area (it is the only North-South green 
corridor between Vanier Parkway and Green’s Creek), it also cuts through a densely populated 
area which would be placed in close proximity to heavy traffic. Trucks accelerating and braking 
for intersections would add to the fumes, noise and vibrations. Sound barriers would visually mar 
the landscape and have the effect of cutting communities off from the green corridor which 
connects them.
Property values throughout the East End will be impacted as this new route will bring heavy 
traffic through the region, increasing noise, vibrations and pollution. It will also increase traffic 
along Aviation Parkway, Montreal Road, Ogilvie Road, the Rockcliffe Parkway and Hemlock 
Avenue. While properties directly adjacent to these roads will be most severely affected, new 
traffic will also cut through the neighbourhoods.
The economic impact on the neighbourhood will also be felt as through traffic disrupts pedestrian 
and bicycle traffic, making it more difficult for residents to reach and patronize the businesses in 
their region.
The East end of Ottawa is made up of a number of communities, tied together by North-South 
routes that include (from West to East) the Vanier Parkway, St. Laurent Boulevard, Aviation 
Parkway, and Blair Road, and by East-West routes that include (from North to South) the 
Rockcliffe Parkway, Montreal Road, and Ogilvie Road. Creating a truck route right through the 
centre of the East End along Aviation Parkway will effectively split the region in two, making it 
difficult for pedestrians and cyclists (including children) to move from one part of the region to 
another. Sound barriers to prevent truck noise will further impede the cohesion of these 
communities.
The creation of a truck route along Aviation Parkway will also make it more difficult for cyclists to 
move North and South along that route, which will complicate matters for students going to Cite 
Collegiale, among others.
Dividing the communities will also impact local businesses on Montreal Road and Ogilvie as it 
will reduce their appeal to those coming from the other side of the Aviation Parkway division.

000611



Cost
Log # Comment
000020 Regardless of how many options, we feel that the Government of Government of Québec needs to 

take a firm position on the timeline of this study and to invest the money necessary to meet that 
timeline.  As currently planned, we feel that this study is far too long and we request your intervention 
to reduce the timeline by at least 1-2 years.  We were advised that the only way to accelerate the 
completion of the study would be to encourage all the partners to sign the Phase 2B study agreement 
as soon possible, and by investing some additional resources to compelte the study much sooner.  
Consequently, we would appreciate your support in this matter.
...
The third concern that we would like to raise with you is that of funding.  It is our understanding that any 
future bridge will be a significantly large investment for the federal government.  In the past, your 
fovernment has shown its commitement for infrastructure projects such as this one, by making a 
preliminary funding announcement.  We respecfully request that you show some leadership by making 
a public commitment of funding for the construction of a future bridge.  This will ensure that delays 
between the end of Phase 2 of the study and construction are hopefully minimized. 

000070 As a taxpayer, I am now beginning to question some significant public expenditures on projects that do 
not solve the cause of defined problems.
3. What will be the total cost to the public of moving the runway at Rockcliffe due to a bridge located in 
that area?

000100 Same day notice, a few hours advance at that, is not particularly respectful nor conducive to 
meaningful consultation. I can't believe this has been put together this afternoon -and if it has, our tax 
money spent on your company's consultancy should be returned.

000113 If the new bridge is to primarily serve trucks, and since trucks do so much damage to road and
bridge infrastructure, I believe there should be a mechanism for imposing charges to help pay
for the infrastructure and infrastructure repairs. These charges could come in the form of tolls
and property taxes. I mention this because CN rail lines have to pay property taxes, and they
do no damage to municipal, provincial or municipal roadway infrastructure.

000115 Creating a ring rail for freight would be of economic benefit because it would substantially reduce the 
cost ofpurchasing land, road building materials, and construction work required for a road bridge (as 
previouslymentioned), and also for creating permanent jobs locally instead of the MacJobs that last as 
long as theproject takes to construct. Permanent jobs would be needed at the rail ports, and also for 
fleets of small trucksor vans to distribute goods to their destinations in town. The municipalities would 
gain because the expense ofrepairing roads and drains damaged by heavy trucks would be reduced, 
taxpayers would gain because theywouldn't be paying taxes for the repairs, and the facilities would 
also pay property taxes.

000162 At the last public consultation meeting I attended an engineer who lives in the community and who has 
conducted a number of environmental assessments in his career made the point that wherever the 
bridge is located it will be quite massive in terms of physical size, cost and overall complexity.

000190 It could also be a toll bridge, as many people will benefit with such a ring road access, it will be 
attractive for people to pay for access. This strategy would bring down the cost to the taxpayers in the 
long haul as transport could also be tolled.

000220 West end vs. East end, for whatever reason activists have been creating havoc for years at great
cost to taxpayers, $$ spent on study upon study. Build to the original urban plans or not at all.



Cost
Log # Comment
000280 Idéalement les fonds devraient être dirigés vers le transport en commun intégré entre Ottawa et 

Gatineau, améliorer le réseau de pistes cyclables et l'accès aux vélos au centre ville d'Ottawa.
Si un pont est absolument nécessaire, le tracé de l'ile Kettle serait le moins dommageable pour 
l'environnement, l'infrastructure routière est déjà existante sur les deux côtés de la rivière, la 
connections au réseau routier se fait avec la 417 (minimise l'impact sur la congestion du réseau routier 
de l'est de la ville) et est une option moins coûteuse.
Pour ce qui est du processus, je ne comprend pas qu'il y ai encore une consultation publique, il y en 
avais déjà eu une et le meilleur tracé avait été identifié. C'est une gaspille d'argent et de temps pour 
tous le monde!!!

000370 Assuming that costing cannot be done until mitigating necessities are known (i.e. last night’s purpose) 
is there a current ball‐park figure for each river crossing alternative?

000520 Beyond the evident effects on human pain and suffering, these health impacts have immense public  
cost for all levels of government and all taxpayers.

000550  To spend 500m$ or so on a new inter-provincial project and to still have thousands of trucks traversing 
Waller/Rideau/and King Edward every day would not be acceptable from our community's point of 
view.
The figures above suggest the maximum reduction in commercial traffic volume on the bridge at King 
Edward Blvd, will be approximately one third (1/3) i.e. 2305/1923 vs. 1433/1122. Is there an official 
position on the standard of “commercial vehicle reduction” required to justify the expense?

000640 tax payers will be better served by having their increasingly difficult to pay taxes directed towards 
something much more important and sustainable, examples of which are too numerous to provide.

000750 corridor 5 is the cheapest to implement.



Green Spaces
Log # Comment
000113 There is no way that the impacts of a road bridge can be mitigated. All of them will

contributed to climate change, a waste of declining fossil fuel, increased noise, loss of green
space, damage to roadway infrastructure, and more air pollution and negative health effects.

000160 Anyway, getting to the point, I strongly believe that it would be totally wrong to build an interprovincial 
bridge between the Airport Parkway / Green's Creek and Convent Glen North. I am also seriously 
disappointed in the NCC for even considering the permanent abandonment of currently farmed 
Greenbelt land for this purpose.

000200 We purchased in our home in Orleans, backing onto greenbelt, because it offered a quiet oasis within 
the city. It is not uncommon for us to see deer, wild turkeys, cranes, ducks and geese gracing our open 
spaces. The impact that a huge bridge would have on the environment would be devastating. The quiet 
bike and walking paths along the river would be destroyed and noise and air pollution would be
unbearable. The constant large truck traffic (air brakes, etc.) would be too much.
...
This beautiful space must be protected for the sake of future generations in our city and I intend to do my 
best to ensure that our green spaces remain just that, green.

000280 Bonjour, j'aimerai m'opposer aux options 7 et 6 puisqu'elles sont particulièrement néfastes pour 
l'environnement car elles passent par le secteur Greens Creek zone fragile, par des terres agricoles, 
près de cartiers résidentiels et pour se connecter à la 174 une autoroute déjà congestionné.

000290 Yes the bridge might be right in front of our house.... noise, pollution, destruction of green space used by 
endangered species... Why?

000300 Restoration versus preservation  of natural areas
000302 In particular it is ironic that the NCC would promote three bridge options that degrade green space that it 

controls, that do not promote intensification and public transportation and that degrade national 
institutions, all the while ostensibly promoting "Capital Building", preservation of green space... and 
public transportation options.
With regard to Ottawa city planning, does cutting into the Aviation Parkway Woods (or "Hospital Woods ‐ 
West") and Montfort woods ‐‐ inevitable when widening the northern end of the Aviation Parkway to four 
lanes as proposed ‐‐ really support Ottawa's official plan? These woodlands are identified as important, 
and rare in their sector, "supporting" natural areas in the Ottawa Greenspace Master Plan (2006).
In addition, woods to either side of the Aviation Parkway at its southern end are listed as "Primary" 
natural features in the same master plan. These would also be affected if the the Parkway is used as a 
truck route. Why? Because the Aviation Parkway, constructed as a light‐duty automobile route, has 
narrow (10‐foot, I think) lanes, with raised curbs and no breakdown lanes. It would need to be widened 
and upgraded to be used as a route for heavy trucks.

000380 Aussi, un pont qui traverserait la rivière là où se trouve une ceinture verte, y compris des routes 
cyclables qu'on se doit de protéger, serait néfaste pour l'environnement et les plaisirs de la marche, du 
ski de fond et des autres activités extérieures. Ce qui est le cas des terres qui longent la rivière à partir 
de la jonction 174-417 jusqu'à la traverse de Cumberland.

000390 Keep the beautiful NCR green spaces near the hospital to Aviation Museum for walking trails and bike 
trails.



Green Spaces
Log # Comment
000460 I am a resident of Beacon Hill North. I use the pathway from Green’s Creek to the Ottawa New 

Edinburgh Club Boathouse year round on an almost daily basis – running, cycling or cross-country 
skiing. I also like to canoe and kayak around Upper and Lower Duck Islands.
I treasure the undeveloped nature of this area of the Ottawa River, and do not want to see this area 
destroyed by an Interprovincial Bridge.
...
if the approach to the bridge, and the start of the bridge, cannot be moved to the farmland portion of the 
Greenbelt, I would suggest that the crossing over Green’s Creek should be as close as possible to the 
current Parkway crossing over Green’s Creek, to reduce as much as possible, the impact on the current 
green spaces along Green’s Creek;

000470 In addition to traffic issues, we hope that Kettle Island will remain as it is because it is environmentally 
sensitive. A bridge crossing at that point will cause environmental degradation to the island.

000490 Corridor 5 contains significant wooded areas that are designated Urban Natural Areas (among them 
Rockcliffe Shores, Montfort Hospital Woods, Airbase Woods). These are havens for wildlife, plants and 
trees and oases for people to enjoy those remaining remnants of forest. They help the city to breathe!

000520 [Corridor 5] has the greatest adverse impact on general public enjoyment of important and heavily used 
public use areas and public facilitates such as:
- the aviation museum;
- the RCMP police college, including musical ride area and horse paddocks;
- the rockcliffe air base and air field;
- adjacent marinas;
- sailing "basin", rowing and canoeing facilities (ONEC etc.) areas in proximity to Rockcliffe and Kettle 
Island;
- the adjacent soccer pitches at Hemlock;
- several smaller public parks;
- Monfort hospital;
- parallel (and recently constructed) bike and walking paths on the aviation and rockcliffe parkways;
- the potential public and park use of the vacant DND lands (under development by Canada Lands 
Corp).
It has the greatest adverse effects on the environment associated with heavily publicly used green 
spaces and park lands.
- see the above areas as examples;
- other areas include Kettle Island and wet lands near Hemlock and St Laurent.



Green Spaces
Log # Comment
000611 While any new crossing of the Ottawa River will have some impact on the environment,

including the destruction of greenspace, the destruction of greenspace and the creation of
sound barriers along Aviation Parkway will destroy the only North-South green corridor between
Vanier Parkway and Green’s Creek (a stretch of over 7km). Destroying the parkland along
Aviation parkway will impact the movement of animals and the habitat for birds. The buffer
around Aviation Parkway is not wide enough to support a large road, including sound barriers,
as well as a wildlife corridor.
Roadway salt carried in winter on automobile and truck tires and undercarriages from Autoroute
50 and Highway 417 during winter time will poison Kettle Island and cut a wedge through the
parkland at the Aviation Road/Rockcliffe Parkway crossing. This will effectively cut the
Rockcliffe Parkway greenspace into two, diminishing it.
While any new bridge access in the East End will result in the loss of some greenspace, the
Aviation Parkway/Kettle Island corridor will destroy the only North-South green corridor for the 7
km span between Vanier Parkway and the eastern end of the Rockcliffe Parkway. This North-
South green corridor is necessary to provide truck exhaust-free cycling paths that connect to
East-West cycling routes along the Rockcliffe Parkway and Hemlock Avenue. It is also
required to provide sanctuary to birds and wildlife, as well as a natural connection for these
animals to access the Ottawa River.

000700 Furthermore, how can a decision be made about putting a bridge through the Greenbelt when the 
Greenbelt Masterplan Review is not completed?

000770 Interesting to note that there must not have been sufficient numbers of comments regarding the NCC 
policy direction towards ecological preservation of the NCC Greenbelt to make it into the summary. This 
may need to be explored further for reasons of "policy consistency" within the NCC.

000781 I value the recreational path along the Aviation parkway which would become an undesirable location to 
walk or cycle if it was beside a truck route.



Highways 174, 417; Navigation & Boating
Log # Comment
000120 Also none of the eastern options have the potential to tie into a ring road

network and do not remove vehicles from the core as all entry points on the
Ontario side must be accessed either by the 417 or the 174 which are both heavily
taxed at the moment.

000190 Current volumes on the 50, 417 and 174 are creating havoc with peoples lives already and all an 
eastern crossing does is exacerbate the problem, even with the widening of the 417 East being 
financed by the
Ontario government.

000220 any bridge that destroys Greenbelt and dumps thousands of extra cars and trucks onto
the already clogged 174 is not acceptable.
This will require extensive interchange modifications on Highway 417/174 at the split. I
hope these are taken in to consideration with the road widening already planned.

000240 And one wonders what study is taking place of traffic flow at the "split" on Highway 417; an area of 
chronic congestion right now.

000280 Bonjour, j'aimerai m'opposer aux options 7 et 6 puisqu'elles sont particulièrement néfastes pour 
l'environnement car elles passent par le secteur Greens Creek zone fragile, par des terres 
agricoles, près de cartiers résidentiels et pour se connecter à la 174 une autoroute déjà 
congestionné.

000370 Since the maps (that I saw) seemed to break the three choices into area’s adjacent to the river 
crossings (on the Ontario side only) is the area known as the “417/174 split” being considered for 
inclusion as having consequences due to the proposed crossings? 
If it is being considered, then are there diagrams of the re‐designs which might be “differently 
necessitated” for traffic to & from the Kettle Island versus the two easterly ‐ proposals? 
Parenthetically, the $200 million currently assigned to correcting various matters on the 
Queensway might be influenced by the cross river bridge project!

000380 A titre de propriétaire d'Orléans, plus spécifiquement au ___Place Bateau, Orléans, Ontario, je 
dois m'opposer à toute considération d'un pont entre Gatineau et Ottawa qui permettrait aux 
camions et à la circulation en générale, venant de Gatineau ou se rendant à Gatineau, de s'insérer 
dans la circulation, déjà trop dense, de la 174, même si on l'élargissait à 4 voies.

000390 Orleans area is my preferred location for the bridge, outside the main Ottawa area, having large 
vehicle getting off Hwy 417/17 , which is already congested with daily traffic and blocked peak 
travel period.
Get the truck off the main arteries before they enter the city is the challenge and Orleans would be 
my 1st options then Canotek my 2nd.



Highways 174, 417; Navigation & Boating
Log # Comment
000460 access from 174 to/from the bridge should be a ‘split’ vice a cloverleaf. For example, traffic coming 

from the bridge should have only two options – East or West along the 174. There should be no 
access from the 174 or bridge (where the 174 and bridge intersect) to St. Joseph Road, Montreal 
Road, Rockcliffe Parkway or Bearbrook Road.
There is currently a capacity issue with the 174. It appears that this will be addressed, via a 
different project, by adding a third lane along the 174 to the split. However, do the studies that 
recommended adding a third lane take into account that there may be a bridge in Corridors 6 or 7, 
which will bring more traffic. Is it possible that if the bridge is constructed in Corridor 6, that there 
will actually be a need for 4 lanes between the bridge and the split, and maybe five lanes west of 
the split? Can this analysis be done before construction starts on the third lane, and maybe build 
four lanes, if required, right away?
The ramps at the 174 and 417 (“the split”) will have to be two lanes vice the current one lane;

000480 While I cannot dispute the necessity of removing all or most of the heavy truck traffic from the 
downtown/King Edward Avenue area, I question the wisdom of moving it to a bridge location that 
would result in a major negative impact on the neighbourhoods and transportation links east of the 
Ridea River. The situation would be worsened if the brdige were designed and located to 
encourage rush hour commuter traffic between Gatineau adn central Ottawa, as it would inevitably 
increase congestion on Route 174/Queensway and risk diversion of traffic to other east-west 
arteries including Montreal Road, Ogilvie Road, Innes Road and Hemlock/Beechwood.

000611 In addition, the Split will be adversely affected. This interchange is already congested everyday at 
rush hour and often at other times of the day. Increasing the amount of traffic coming into the split 
will only compound the difficulties. While a redesigned interchange could help mitigate the 
problem, the result will be an eyesore that never adequately solves the problem. There just is not 
sufficient space available to create the proper interchange. This will be especially true following 
any additional widening of the 174 and 417 highways.
Apart from the regional impact that the expansion of the Split (the interchange between
Highways 417 and 174 and Aviation Parkway) will have for traffic, there will also be localized
impacts for residents of the region. There are new residences along Cyrville Road, well located
near the Transitway, which will be negatively impacted by the expansion of the Split required to
accommodate additional traffic to and from Aviation Parkway from Highways 417 and 174. The
result will be a marring of the landscape, additional noise, structural crowding, and additional
vibrations. The expansion of the split may also impact the transitway negatively, making access
more difficult.



Human Health and Safety
Log # Comment
000020 We have had several of our neighbours killed and seriously wounded over the past ten years by trucks 

that are operating along King Edward Avenue, Rideau Street, and other downtown Ottawa streets, as 
well as a significant number of Gatineau residents who use this key artery. This is due to a totally 
inadequate interprovincial road network for trucks.

000113 There is no way that the impacts of a road bridge can be mitigated. All of them will
contributed to climate change, a waste of declining fossil fuel, increased noise, loss of green
space, damage to roadway infrastructure, and more air pollution and negative health effects.

000115 In addition to all of the fore‐mentioned economic costs, there is a huge health cost attached to the 
combustion engine. With rail, urban air would be cleaner and the health effects of breathing air 
pollution would be thus reduced.

000140 My opinion is that the proposed corridors are too close to the city core and too detrimental to people 
and environment.

000290 What about road pollution's link with Cadmium and Autism? What about other heavy metal pollution air 
quality etc. .

000300 Health and safety issues  where people are present.
000321 Removing trucks from the downtown core will greatly enhance the safety of all who use this corridor 

and those who reside near it without creating any significant new risks in another neighbourhood. The 
benefit to pedestrians in the downtown core by removing the trucks is immense. Pedestrians will no 
longer be intimidated when they have to look up into the grills of the monster trucks towering over 
them as they cross an intersection. Nor when they wait at a corner to cross the street will they be able 
to reach out and touch the sides of the trailer as it is dragged around the corner with the rear wheels 
often cutting over the edge of the sidewalk and threatening to run over their toes.

000424 Many deaths and injuries have occurred from the poorly conceived downtown truck route along King 
Edward, Rideau, Waller and Nicholas (KERWN). Its detrimental impact on business and the quality of 
life of residents is well documented. An OMB hearing in 1999 canvassed and accepted the extreme 
duress created by the existing interprovincial transportation of goods corridor

000520 [Corridor 5] has the greatest adverse human health effects, including the potential for contributing to 
chronic respiratory disease and cancer (from particulars and other road-generated airborne pollution 
such as CO) given its close proximity of densely populated residential communities and popular public 
use areas such as the aviation museum, the RCMP musical ride, the Monfort hospital, bike paths, 
soccer fields and shopping areas.
For example, according to Health Canada: (http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/hl-vs/iyh-vsv/environ/traf-
eng.php#a3, accessed June 29, 2011)
"Scientific studies in Canada, the United States, and Europe show that children living in areas with 
high road traffic volumes have more respiratory-related illness symptoms than other children. More 
specifically, a significant number of studies conclude that exposure to traffic pollution can aggravate 
asthma in children. Exposure to air pollution from road traffic has been linked to a number of other 
health issues including heart attack, coronary artery disease and increased risk of death from 
respiratory and cardiac conditions. Air pollution may worsen symptoms for people with existing heart 
and lung conditions. Although some evidence suggests associations with other health issues, 
including exacerbation of allergies and reproductive effects, further studies are required to fully 
understand the population health impacts."

000530 Two years ago, [redacted] was crossing King Edward eastbound on his bicycle at the St. Andrew 
crossing when he was hit by a car – the direct result of a transport truck in the centre lane blocking the 
car’s view of oncoming traffic, he says.
While [redacted] wasn’t seriously injured, he says it could have been worse, and that pedestrian
safety is an ongoing concern.



Human Health and Safety
Log # Comment

000781 I value safety for the people living and working in the area. A 4 lane truck route is more hazardous that 
a 2 lane restricted speed parkway.
I value freedom from the risk of the transportation of hazardous material through my neighbourhood.

Aviation Parkway will provide a connection between two closed access expressways (Highway
417 and Autoroute 50), but will not itself be a closed access route. This creates the strong
potential for drivers crossing from one highway to the other to lapse in their judgment and treat
Aviation Parkway as a closed access route. It will appear as a divided highway for long
stretches, allowing drivers to accumulate speed. There is a real potential for cars, but more
worryingly trucks, to speed along this roadway, missing stop lights at the intersections.
Accidents that result would likely produce fatalities. The Aviation Parkway and Ogilvie Road
intersection is already accident-prone. Further traffic (including highway through traffic trying to rush 
yellow lights) will compound this problem.
It should be stressed that any interprovincial crossing between the 417 and Autoroute 50 should
be a closed access road and should not have traffic lights or more than one intersection with city 
streets. This would limit the increase in city traffic, improve safety, and provide the most
economic and direct connection between freeways.
The Aviation Parkway route will effectively connect highway/autoroute traffic to regions closer to the 
Rockcliffe Parkway that is used by cyclists and joggers. Mixing interprovincial truck traffic with these 
recreational users of the parkland adjacent to the Rockcliffe Parkway and Aviation Parkway creates 
the potential for accidents. Children use the bicycle paths along Aviation Parkway and the Rockcliffe 
Parkway routinely. Heavy traffic, including high-momentum truck traffic, creates clear risks.
Any gains made for the few trucks that use the bridges will be offset by increased congestion for the 
residents who live and work in the city and need to go about their day. Apart from the destruction of 
parkland and the effect on wildlife, the environment along Aviation Parkway will also be affected by 
noise pollution, truck exhaust fumes, truck braking noises and engine idling and acceleration noise. On 
top of that, the trucks will cause vibrations that will be felt by those visiting the Canadian Aviation 
Museum, recuperating in Montfort Hospital, studying at Cite Collegiale, or living in any one of a 
number of communities adjacent to Avaition Parkway.
Although access to Aviation Parkway is limited, there are a number of important side entrances
to Hemlock Avenue, to the Montfort Hospital, to the Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation and to 
Cite Collegiale. These side entrances are used by ambulances in the case of Montfort Hospital and by 
student on bicycles in the case of Cite Collegiale. Truck traffic moving on this corridor, even at 
currently permitted speeds of 60 km/h, could put both ambulances and cyclists at risk.
Safety issues will also arise as cyclists have to navigate the intersections on Aviation Parkway and at 
the Aviation Parkway/Rockcliffe Parkway intersection. Cyclists along Montreal Road and Hemlock 
Avenue already deal with unruly traffic issues. Further complicating the situation with large truck 
crossings and additional bridge traffic will only increase the number of accidents.

000611



Montfort Hospital
Log # Comment
000390 Keep the commercial vehicles away from the hospital quiet zone. Keep the beautiful NCR green 

spaces near the hospital to Aviation Museum for walking trails and bike trails.

000470 We are concerned about the effect that a Kettle Island crossing will have on the Montfort Hospital and 
even on the RCMP stables.

000781 I value tranquility for the people who live here and for the patients in The Montfort Hospital and 
Montfort Long Term Care Facility. This peace and quiet would be destroyed by a truck route.



National Capital Region
Log # Comment
000113 In this, Canada lags behind all other industrialized countries. To

see Ottawa as Canada's capital show some real leadership by taking a few steps towards
rebuilding would be most welcome.

000190 To Gabrielle, this project could be a crown jewel for the region (if done right), and we need a symbol to 
show the world that Canada is one big strong country. Why not a Terry Fox Bridge? And it has the 
potential to be an incredible tourist attraction, similar to what we see in San Francisco.
Creating long‐term wealth for the stakeholders, residents and businesses alike...

000300 "Capital Building" and the NCC.  The new watchword of the of the NCC is "capital building". Is 
interfering with important national and local institutions (the RCMP stables and the Musical Ride 
centre, the Aviation Museum, the CHMC, Montfort Hospital, and a good number of schools) consisten 
with building the nation's capital? Does degrading assets such as the Rockcliffe and Aviation 
Parkways and their parallel multiuse paths (some of which were build just last summer!) constitute 
good stewardship of the NCC's territory? The same question might be asked about corridors that use 
the greenbelt (although the public assets are much more diffuse).

000390 Aviation has been off limits to commercial vehicles under NCR rules and local residents bought in the 
area knowing this was not/not a commercial route, otherwise most may have not considered the area.
Keep the beautiful NCR green spaces near the hospital to Aviation Museum for walking trails and bike 
trails.

000490 I have lived and worked for 35 years in Europe, Africa, Asia, and observed the positive and destructive 
outcomes of their urban planning processes. It is distressing to think that Canada's capital city is willing 
to even consider a bridge at Kettle Island and the use of the Aviation Parkway for trucks as a 
development-option.

000611 Ottawa is known for its scenic roadways, with walking and bicycle paths. Aviation Parkway, the
Rockcliffe Parkway and the Beechwood/Hemlock Parkway will all be negatively impacted by the
Kettle Island option. Depending on how this option is implemented, it may cut up existing scenic
routes (for cars, bicycles and pedestrians), or it may eliminate them entirely or reduce their
scenic nature. Aviation Parkway offers a scenic touristic entrance to the National Capital from
Highway 417. Coming from the East along Highway 174 or 417, one can take Aviation Parkway
to the Rockliffe Parkway to Parliament Hill, enjoying a scenic an elegant route the whole way.
This is the type of scenic tourist route that Ottawa should maintain and improve if it is to cement
an image of a truly green G8 capital. Destroying this scenic route with a truck corridor will
impact Ottawa’s self-image, as well as its broader image.
Apart from the impact on scenic roadways, a Kettle Island bridge would also mar the landscape
in front of one of Canada’s national museums, the Canadian Aviation Museum. This is an
important museum and is one frequented by visitors to Ottawa. Currently, the museum is set in
a park-like setting and it stands out as a national site. To add a truck route and bridge in front of
the building will make this national museum, which is a source of pride to many Canadians,
appear to be an afterthought lying in the shadows. On top of this, the bridge and access roads
may interfere with the Rockcliffe Airport. Having an active airport adjacent to the Canadian
Aviation Museum helps to reinforce the excitement of visiting the museum for children and feeds
their imaginations. A truck bypass as an access to the Kettle Island bridge would greatly
diminish the cultural experience afforded to young and old visitors alike.



Noise
Log # Comment
000113 There is no way that the impacts of a road bridge can be mitigated. All of them will

contributed to climate change, a waste of declining fossil fuel, increased noise, loss of green
space, damage to roadway infrastructure, and more air pollution and negative health effects.

000200 We purchased in our home in Orleans, backing onto greenbelt, because it offered a quiet oasis 
within the city. It is not uncommon for us to see deer, wild turkeys, cranes, ducks and geese 
gracing our open spaces. The impact that a huge bridge would have on the environment would be 
devastating. The quiet bike and walking paths along the river would be destroyed and noise and 
air pollution would be
unbearable. The constant large truck traffic (air brakes, etc.) would be too much.

000290 Yes the bridge might be right in front of our house.... noise, pollution, destruction of green space 
used by endangered species... Why?

000390 Montreal Rd. at Aviation is already a very busy intersection, and used a main arteries to get in and 
out of downtown. We don’t need to add the extra large, heavy, noisy, pollution diesel traffic in this 
part of the city.

000460 if at all practical, install noise barriers on the bridge;
Noise barriers will likely be needed along the ramp from the 417 (northbound) to the 174 
(eastbound) since there are residences near the ramp. With the ramp being increased to two 
lanes, and the additional traffic, especially trucks, there will be an increase in noise, and a potential 
reduced separation between the properties and the roadway;

000530 Lowertown resident [redacted] knows about the impact firsthand. He has lived at Bruyère Street for 
three years and says the noise and vibrations from transports aren’t the only run‐ins he has had 
with trucks.

000750 Ensure that traffic sound levels do not go beyond current levels and that this doesn't become
an eye sore.



Pollution, Air & Water Quality
Log # Comment
000113 There is no way that the impacts of a road bridge can be mitigated. All of them will

contributed to climate change, a waste of declining fossil fuel, increased noise, loss of green
space, damage to roadway infrastructure, and more air pollution and negative health effects.

000115 With rail, urban air would be cleaner and the health effects of breathing air pollution
would be thus reduced.
...
I find it quite shameful that Canada is still slipping on the international environmental quality rating, and 
is being berated around the world for being such an environmental laggard, particularly where GHG 
emissions, biodiversity loss and water quality are concerned. Here, in the nation's capital, we have a 
chance to take on a bit of leadership role to start to turn around Canada's dismal record, and we still 
persist in going against the trends in other industrialized countries (except for, of course, the US and 
Australia).
In 2010, it was reported that our emissions actually increased by 4% over the previous three years. If 
New York City can in a very short number of years reduce its GHG emissions from a North American 
average of 23 metric tonnes to only seven metric tonnes per capita, why can't Ottawa?

000140 My opinion is that the proposed corridors are too close to the city core and too detrimental to people 
and environment.

000170 I would like to register for any Public Reviews of the Draft Community Value Plans in July/August as the 
environmental impact in my community will be severe.

000200 We purchased in our home in Orleans, backing onto greenbelt, because it offered a quiet oasis within 
the city. It is not uncommon for us to see deer, wild turkeys, cranes, ducks and geese gracing our open 
spaces. The impact that a huge bridge would have on the environment would be devastating. The quiet 
bike and walking paths along the river would be destroyed and noise and air pollution would be
unbearable. The constant large truck traffic (air brakes, etc.) would be too much.

000290 Yes the bridge might be right in front of our house.... noise, pollution, destruction of green space used 
by endangered species... Why?

000321 With 82% fewer traffic lights the pollution from trucks travelling along the Aviation Parkway will be much 
less than the pollution created by the numerous stops and starts and gear changes created by 
thousands of trucks moving through the downtown core. There will be significant fuel savings by trucks 
using the Aviation Parkway.

000390 Montreal Rd. at Aviation is already a very busy intersection, and used a main arteries to get in and out 
of downtown. We don’t need to add the extra large, heavy, noisy, pollution diesel traffic in this part of 
the city.



Pollution, Air & Water Quality
Log # Comment
000520 [Corridor 5] has the greatest adverse human health effects, including the potential for contributing to 

chronic respiratory disease and cancer (from particulars and other road-generated airborne pollution 
such as CO) given its close proximity of densely populated residential communities and popular public 
use areas such as the aviation museum, the RCMP musical ride, the Monfort hospital, bike paths, 
soccer fields and shopping areas.
For example, according to Health Canada: (http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/hl-vs/iyh-vsv/environ/traf-
eng.php#a3, accessed June 29, 2011)
"Scientific studies in Canada, the United States, and Europe show that children living in areas with high 
road traffic volumes have more respiratory-related illness symptoms than other children. More 
specifically, a significant number of studies conclude that exposure to traffic pollution can aggravate 
asthma in children. Exposure to air pollution from road traffic has been linked to a number of other 
health issues including heart attack, coronary artery disease and increased risk of death from 
respiratory and cardiac conditions. Air pollution may worsen symptoms for people with existing heart 
and lung conditions. Although some evidence suggests associations with other health issues, including 
exacerbation of allergies and reproductive effects, further studies are required to fully understand the 
population health impacts."

000731 A new automobile-focused bridge would make automobile commuting relatively more attractive than 
more sustainable public transit and cycling options. It would increase pollution and traffic congestion 
throughout east and central Ottawa. 

000781 I value clean air to breathe, and the good health that results. Diesel exhaust from trucks cause cancer, 
cardiovascular disease and premature death for people living near truck routes.
I value a safe water supply for Gatineau. The water intake is downstream of any bridge at Kettle Island 
and could result in contamination of the water supply during construction or if there was a hazardous 
spill from an accident on the bridge.



Public Consultation
Log # Comment
000070 Never once have I been given any answers to my questions on this subject, despite promises from the 

NCC that they would be answered by the consultants.
I am copying my elected representative to let them know of my disappointment with this entire public 
consultation process. The public should be able to get specific and credible answers to their 
questions.

000070 I should also add that I did review the Frequently Asked Questions section on your website, but I 
found the answers rather suspicious and spurious. For example, the question: "Why is a tunnel under 
King Edward Avenue not included as an option for evaluation in Phase 2B?" The response states: 
"This option was considered and not carried forward mainly because it does not address 
interprovincial traffic." This answer does not sound credible to me. It raises serious concerns that 
these answers are disingenuous and contrived. It would appear that such answers are designed to fit 
a pre-determined solution to our interprovincial traffic problems.

000080 Finally, with regards to your most recent letters to the affected communities, you mentioned that a 
Community Value Workshop will be held on June 14th. Please provide the location and time which this 
event is to occur. I have registered online but would also like confirmation to ensure our request to 
attend has been received.

000100 Same day notice, a few hours advance at that, is not particularly respectful nor conducive to 
meaningful consultation.
In any case, I hope information on the consultation, as well as an opportunity for input, is provided 
electronically and with a realistic timeline for allowing thoughtful and informed responses.

000100 Same day notice, a few hours advance at that, is not particularly respectful nor conducive to 
meaningful consultation.
In any case, I hope information on the consultation, as well as an opportunity for input, is provided 
electronically and with a realistic timeline for allowing thoughtful and informed responses.

000102 As indicated in my response of 3 June 2011, included in the string below, yes: please include the 
organization in the mailings -both, as our organization includes individuals and groups that are in the 
vicinity of proposed locations.

000130 Les citoyens de la rue de Fontenelle (construite apres 2003 sur la fameuse zone qui devait etre
reserve pour un pont futur), dont je fais partie, n'ont actuellement pas encore recu ce pamphlet
d'information pour une reunion qui est pourtant tres importante pour notre avenir.

000140 Could you also let me know when the Do It Yourself Kit will be available?
000150 I still believe that you are making it extremely difficult for people to find the details for the meetings.

It is only by sheer determination that I was able to come up with all the meeting details. I wonder how 
many average residents have the same determination.
I would also like to comment on the Powerpoint presentation. It is too complex with way too many 
words. We are drowning in data and we lose the information. Keep your slides simple and focus on 
the salient points or messages.

000150 When will you make it easier for the general public to access it or any upcoming events. The 
ncrcrossings.ca web site gets a failing grade; this is not a good start to the public consultation 
process.

000160 Genivar, I have just learned in the last few minutes of next week's east‐end consultations on the 
proposed interprovincial bridge. It escapes me how this has all happened without adequate 
forewarning.



Public Consultation
Log # Comment
000160 This rush to "consult" doesn't promote a sense of fairness, trust and sincere interest in hearing the 

views of the public. Rather it comes across as merely a tick in the box to get through in preparation for 
the next step. Anyway, I realize that in dealing with bureaucracies, things happen, so I am willing to 
give the process as it is unfolding the benefit of the doubt.
...
I also (naively?) assume that Genivar and anyone else taking this to the next level have digested that 
information with relish and fully understand the legitimate, practical issues raised.

000162 Steve, Thanks for the quick response. I assume that as part of Phase 2B Round 1 you will be 
reviewing all the community inputs from the previous phases of the project. Ever since the bridge 
issue has received increased light and heat there have been public consultations, with some excellent, 
valid points made. It would indeed be a shame if all that good work was lost due to a lack of effective 
handoff or sharing of information between consultants.

000170 I just received a letter from ROCHE-GENIVAR regarding the Interprovincial Crossings Study Public 
Consultation.

000172 I've just browsed the study website. However, the maps do not clearly identify the corridors. As one 
appears to be in my backyard (I back onto NCC property), it would be helpful for me to peruse more 
detailed maps.

000190 I guess I would like to participate in one of the Workshops I just feel as though by separating each one 
and not including a proper discussion on the Western Crossing I have detailed here, the panel is doing 
a grave disservice to residents and business people of the region....

000200 The fact that we received paperwork, only yesterday, for meetings this important, is beyond belief. 
How can one possibly organize and prepare in one week. I would like to know if the other areas that 
might be impacted by this bridge received paperwork prior to yesterday.

000250 Your first schedule for the community values workshops, with corridors 6 and 7 combined, and a 
separate night for the current ACG may have been a better option We need to know the values of the 
residents and business owners near King Edward Ave, and how they hope their quality of life will 
change for the better with the building of a new bridge. Only then can we measure, model and predict, 
to see if and how their values can be successfully met by this project.

000250 I'm concerned about the wording of various parts of the DIY kit.
- The questions encourage the listing of the positives about the bridge without giving much opportunity 
to list the negatives.
- By asking what types of design features should be incorporated to make the bridge “an attraction” for 
the city everyone will automatically think of the Golden Gate Bridge or something similar. We're going 
to end up with another MacDonald Cartier, not a Golden Gate. Suggesting otherwise biases the 
respondent in favour of an architectural marvel we won't be getting.
- The same for suggesting that we're going to be walking, biking, jogging, and sight seeing alongside 6 
lanes of trucks.
- With regards to ranking the values, the ability to move around the community without getting caught 
in traffic congestion should be added to the list.

000262 I do indeed hope that it is true that that the "environmental specialists" will take these neighbourhoods, 
their populations and their institutions into account. I am put in mind of last week's community value 
planning workshop. To questions about the way in which our comments and map mark‐ups were 
going to be used, the moderator of the session was rather vague, saying among other things that that 
the process by which they would be considered, and who would make decisions, was not yet decided.

000262 I mentioned the additional neighbourhoods in my original message (to Ms. Bédard) because I found it 
surprising that they were not listed in the revised Notice of Commencement on the CEAA registry 
document concerning the Interprovincial Crossings study. Perhaps I shouldn't have been surprised, as 
the inventories produced for the Phase I seemed, at least to me, very incomplete.



Public Consultation
Log # Comment
000270 I have tried to connect with Steve Taylor by phone for this information, but could only leave a voice 

message. Your receptionist answering the phone was unhelpful, not knowing either the information or 
an alternative person, apart from Mr. Taylor, who could provide it, even though it is now an urgent 
matter. She said she was just there to say was she was told to say. I tried to connect with her 
supervisor as well, only to receive another voice message. So far, I have to say your communications 
on this matter, at least with me, have been woeful.

000270 I have just realized, by reading the NCC website, that your workshops of June 14, 15 and 16 are not 
identical, but divided by bridge corridor. This is not stated in your paper communication left in my 
mailbox. Consequently, it was not clear to me that I should have been registering for the June 14 
workshop for the Kettle Island corridor (not June 15 as requested below). As that is occurring tonight, 
please confirm urgently that I can attend tonight, and give me the location.
My impression was that he was saying 'trust us to do the right thing, that's what we were hired to do'. 
Well, fair enough, but I remember the inventory and the controversy about the multicriteria /sensitivity 
analysis, not to mention the conclusions, coming out of Phase I of the study. And I noticed that the 
map at the Workshop that illustrated the central part of the Kettle Island corridor (between Ogilvie and 
Montreal Roads) showed only 300m on either side of the Aviation Parkway. So I don't know who I 
should trust.

000270 I have just realized, by reading the NCC website, that your workshops of June 14, 15 and 16 are not 
identical, but divided by bridge corridor. This is not stated in your paper communication left in my 
mailbox. 

000290 We have many questions and think there has been very in-appropriate (almost non existent)
consultation to date. Is the only option a legal challenge because of lack of genuine valid consultation? 
Is poor planning with late notification indicative of the NCC's trying to bye- pass the people effected?

000310 Why was there such short notice for these 'public meetings'?
000330 Je passerai sur les problèmes que nous avons eu pour faire accepter des citoyens non inscrit à cet 

atelier et que Mr Raynald Ledoux, consultant de Genivar voulait refuser sous prétexte qu’ils n’étaient 
pas inscrit et qu’il risquait de ne pas avoir assez de place pour les recevoir.

000360 Whoever thinks about the visual aids, please have a look at "Power‐Point Sucks" by Rick Altman ‐ the
guru in the field of North America. I could not easily read what was on the screen.
It has been found, I believe, from studies that the average person with normal eyesight will not readily
discern something that subtends an angle of approximately less than 10 minutes of arc to the eye.
As a working guide just consider the number ten. If you can read easily standing at a distance of ten
times the size of your illustration (however constructed) then it will in most circumstances make a
legible visual aid.
The other issue is usually given as the KISS rule, which I take to be "Keep it simple sophomore." The
word "stupid" is not particularly helpful, but the word "sojourner" could also be appropriate.
If you are interested I could offer you a lecture on "PowerPoint is Evil" or in less contentious terms,
"Some recommended minima for visual aids" for which I can provide reference if required.

000370 After the session I evaluated my participation as largely futile. I however attempted to get into the spirit 
and complied with the requested participation by writing the observations of the collected opinions of 
my table mates.
However, I did not determine the motivation of the citizens attending. An initial (prompted) survey of 
the districts represented, seemed to show the potential for a NIMBY approach to people’s interest in 
attending.



Public Consultation
Log # Comment
000410 You should be aware that unlike Ottawa, business groups and elected officials in Gatineau are almost 

exclusively involved in this debate. Québec doesn't seem to have any existing community 
organisations that speak on their behalf. In fact, meetings draw very thin crowds when held in 
Gatineau. They are more likely to object once the decision is made but are also more inclined to see 
the economic advantages of a crossing. The perception is that trucks travel from On to Qc and 
commuter traffic originates in Qc from those who work in On.

000590 It is extremely disconcerting that although you have my e‐mail address and were able to advise me 
that there had been recent (June) consultation sessions, you couldn't be bothered to send me an 
e‐mail telling me that they were going to happen.

000590 You talk about integrity, honesty and transparency as values that should underlie the project and your 
work. Frankly, you are demonstrating the antithesis of the values in your work and your proceedings.

000600 You have me lost!
Where exactly are the "Phase 2B Consultation Round 1 Draft Reports"

000602 Would it not be helpful to LINK to that section in the original email? [NB: there was a link]
000700 I have been following the process for the selection of a site for the Interprovincial Bridge between 

Ottawa and Gatineau for about three years now and have participated in several public consultations. 
While I have not been impressed with the phase 2B public consultations held this summer, the last 
meeting on June 18th really hit an all time low. This world cafe style consultation was to assist in the 
selection of a bridge location, but it seemed to be trying to 'sell' the bridge to the community by 
suggesting benefits with regard to tourism, economy and design! Indeed, community input on those 
topics before a bridge location is chosen is ridiculous and many participants were frankly insulted by 
the whole thing! However, it highlighted that this whole process has been and continues to be a joke!

000731 Lastly, this letter would not be complete without mentioning the hasty commencement of the Phase 2B 
public consultation process. The short notice and flawed implementation continues to be a frustration 
to many participants and communicates the message that this is merely a 'check-the-box' formality to 
be gotten through as quickly as possible. The Study partners continue to forge ahead without giving 
adequate consideration to the chorus of public opposition and the serious challenges to the project as 
currently conceived.



Rockcliffe Airport and Parkway
Log # Comment
000302 And would constructing a truck route down the Aviation Parkway, with an at‐grade intersection at the 

Rockcliffe Parkway in the constrained space between the RCMP ride centre and the National Aviation 
Museum (only accessible via those same Parkways!) really be "supporting the tourist industry"?

000490 The combination of the Rockcliffe Base development and the Corridor 5 - Kettle Island option would 
have a devastating traffic impact on the already over-trafficked Hemlock/Beechwood corridor 
(bottleneck?) and the Rockcliffe Parkway.

000611 The potential congestion highlighted above will only be exacerbated by the development of the former 
Canadian Forces Base at Rockcliffe. Plans to add 15,000 to 20,000 new inhabitants to the region will 
put further pressure on local roadways, further congesting access to the proposed bridge.
The Rockcliffe Parkway which, like the Ottawa River Parkway in the west, offers a continuous
greenspace, will be cut by the ugliness of a truck flyover and all of the effects that come with
that (including drainage channels and sound barriers.

000781 I value the beauty of the Aviation Parkway as an Eastern gateway to the Capital
I value the heritage of the Rockcliffe Airfield and the freedom from the visual contamination of a truck 
route near the Aviation Museum.



Stakeholders and Public Consultation Group
Log # Comment
000150 I am not usually this critical but if [PCG1] is indicative of the type of public consultation you are planning, 

then we all lose. 
Don't forget what we said at the meeting: we want to help you make this project successful. Sell us 
rather than tell us. After the meeting, a few of us got together and commented that we felt like you 
were ramming this process through and we what we were saying did not count.

000540 I was wondering if you could give some indication of the timelines for undertaking the truck
study related tasks listed in Ph2A study design report's appendices ... and … if you could provide some
indications of how you will be sharing the results and conclusions with the public consultation group?

000550 Sandy Hill's main concerns are that any location that is chosen for a bridge must provide a substantial 
solution to the interprovincial truck problem downtown.

000660 As you know, we were quite concerned about the limited opportunities to the Lowertown and Sandy Hill 
to be consulted.

000710 It is greatly appreciated that the next PCG meeting date was changed so it can be better attended and 
so attendees can be better prepared to respond in a meaningful and well thought out manner. It is after 
all a CONSULTATION with the public. With that I mind, I am requesting the material that will be 
presented at that meeting be made available to the attendees well in advance of that meeting. I have 
seen the information collected at the previous PCG's and it is indeed, copious and somewhat 
overwhelming. We were told that the team would be consolidating that data into something more useful 
and streamlined. I am assuming that is what will be presented at the meeting, but it would be fair, to say 
the least, to provide it ahead of time. Please consider this very seriously because I am sure you will want 
the best feedback you can get from concerned participants.

000781 I value the presence of the RCMP Musical Ride in my neighbourhood.



Study Area and Corridors
Log # Comment
000050 Also, if you had to choose, which corridor is most likely going to be the one selected, Kettle Island?

000060 Pertaining to the Kettle Island crossing option, which seem to be the current front runner (Corridor 5) the 
resolution on the map does not permit me to really know from which locations will be provided to access 
the bridge.

000080 I am writing to you today to inquire further as to the matter of the proposed Inter-Provincial Bridge, 
specifically the details regarding Corridor 6. In 2010, my husband and I purchased our first home on Rue-
Notre Dame and in a recent notice which was delivered to us (June 2/2011) that Lorrain Boulevard is the 
connector between Quebec and Ontario, which we are within quite close proximity to.

000250 On the corridor 6/7 map, Quebec side, we noticed that the yellow zone did not include residents of 
Boulevard Hurtubise. They are as affected by corridors 6 and 7 as the residents of Roslyn Avenue 
(yellow zone) on the Ontario side are by corridor 7. How will you ensure that their voices are heard in 
Round 1?

000460 in an attempt to minimize the impact on Green’s Creek, I would like to see the Corridor 6 Study Area, on 
the south shore (Ottawa side) be expanded to include the complete Corridor 7 south shore Study Area. 
This would allow for the possibility that the approach to the bridge and the start of the bridge could 
almost entirely be in the farmland portion of the Greenbelt, and not even cross Green’s Creek;
Locate the bridge as far east in the Study Area, placing it as far away from Lower Duck Island as 
possible; 

000820 At the Community Value Planning workshop for Corridor 6 held back in June, there was an particpant
from Beacon Hill that asked the facilitator for an explanation as to why the boundaries for corridor 6
changed from phase 1 to phase 2 of the EA.



Study Process
Log # Comment
000120 We need to re‐think the three finalists and include at least one western crossing for this study. I thought 

the purpose of the study was to come up the best solution that could work into the future.

000150 I am not usually this critical but if [PCG1] is indicative of the type of public consultation you are planning, 
then we all lose. 
Don't forget what we said at the meeting: we want to help you make this project successful. Sell us 
rather than tell us. After the meeting, a few of us got together and commented that we felt like you were 
ramming this process through and we what we were saying did not count.

000190 Some of you might recognize me for my opposition to the studies' direction with an eastern crossing, 
pretty much being decided on after Round 1 of the study. I understand the way the study was set up and 
conducted and realize that this process began a long time ago.
I really hope you will include Corridor #1 for further study... in fact I urge you to. Many peoples' 
livelihoods are at stake and we really can’t afford to gaffe this project, as it is incredibly important.

000220 I believe the NCC and Roche-NCE should reconsider any thoughts of Option 6 & 7 (Lower and
Upper Duck Island) and stick to the original development plans from decades past.

000250 As I stated at the meeting, the fact that three more rounds of public consultation are taking place is not 
reassuring when each round of the project builds on the previous. If the foundation isn't good, we can't 
build on it and expect good results.

000280 Pour ce qui est du processus, je ne comprend pas qu'il y ai encore une consultation publique, il y en 
avais déjà eu une et le meilleur tracé avait été identifié. C'est une gaspille d'argent et de temps pour 
tous le monde!!!

000321 Also, it must be recognized that a possible outcome of this entire process is to fail to reach a decision to 
accept any of the three alternative crossing options because the opposition against any particular 
alternative makes it too uncomfortable for the politicians to accept a solution based on a logical analysis 
of the facts. It will be much easier to get a decision for a new crossing if the problem in the downtown 
core is compared to the projected impacts on each of the alternative routes.
I would like assurance that the next phase, Phase 2B, of the Environmental Assessment Study will 
effectively and clearly compare the current situation in the downtown core with each of the proposed 
alternatives.

000380 On doit éviter de se servir d'un pont pou faire de la petite politique. Un tracé avait déjà été approuvé qui 
passait par le chemin Aviation parce qu'il était le trajet le plus logique pour relier la circulation aux 
grands artères du côté de l'Ontario et du côté du Québec. Il faut absolument maintenir ce tracé 
qu'avaient retenu les élus municipaux dont la responsabilité est de s'assurer d'une fluidité de la 
circulation ainsi que de la protection de l'environement , de la valeur marchande des propriétés et de la 
jouissance des propriétés individuelles.
Nous vous invitons donc à inclure ces commentaires dans votre étude et surtout, à ne pas rejeter le 
tracé du chemin Aviation qui avait déjà été approuvé comme étant le plus logique.

000424 The current Phase 2 Study process the the NCC is undertaking as lead agency is in our view 
flawed.



Study Process
Log # Comment
000440 There were significant objections at the June meetings and the public is becoming cynical about the 

openness and transparency of the process. Public consultation is not an exercise of "checking the box" 
and then ignoring the public's opinions.

000480 Based upon my experience in participating in Phase 1, I have my doubts that the concerns of the various 
communities impacted by the construction of a new bridge will be objectively and comprehensively 
assessed and given due weight in the ongoing process of determining a bridge location. I realize that 
your mandate is not to balance teh negative impact of any of the three locations being studied against 
the possible positive impact for the downtown area. If this is considered at all, together with the massive 
costs to the taxpayer, it will be done at the political level and all us in this end of Ottawa will work to 
ensure that representatives at all three levels of government are made aware of our concerns before any 
final decision is taken.
That being said, I will continue to participate in your environmental assessment process in order that you 
and your NCC masters will not be able to claim that a community consultation resulted in broad support 
for any of the three options being considered. I am sure that you are well aware of this from the outcome 
of the three meetings that have taken place, and I will be interested in seeing how you document this 
strong expression of opinion in the next stages of the consultation process.

000490 The selection process should allow for consideration of options beyond the three proposed corridors, 
including a downtown tunnel, a ring road, and alternative corridor alignments on both sides of the river.
…
The process should expressly consider the "Canotek" option, which would link Highway 174 to
Autoroute 50 (and Gatineau Airport) via Boulevard Maloney East (Highway 148). This option would route 
heavy trucks outside of residential neighbourhoods and outside the green belt. It would also provide 
better incentives for use of public transit.

000590 Forgive me if this whole expensive exercise looks and smells like a done deal, and that you have made 
your decisions and are merely going through the motions so that you can say that you've done the work.
…
A deficient process cannot result in a credible outcome.

000610 I have reviewed the Phase 2B reports that were issued today regarding the three options still under 
consideration for an interprovincial crossing. While I think progress has been made, I believe there are 
still major gaps in terms of your capture of the comments made (including by myself) at the consultation 
meetings.
If discussion continues to be limited to corridors 5, 6 and 7, I would urge your final report to be more 
reflective of the comments offered during the consultations.



Study Process
Log # Comment

000640 This initiative is not at all ready to be looking for input on where to build a highway bridge when there are 
so many other unanswered or not dealt with concerns. This whole matter so far is akin to getting more 
ash trays out for the increase in smokers when the real effort should be directed towards reducing the 
number of smokers.

The consultation process (including not only Phase 2B, but also previous phases) is flawed. At each 
stage, consultants have failed to clearly state what the objectives of the project are and what the criteria 
of assessment will be. They have also failed to explain how the views offered by the public will be 
included in the decision-making process and how they will be weighted.
Regarding the incorporation of public views, there is a great deal of opportunity to provide
views. There have been a number of consultation rounds and the public dutifully attended and
provided views. What is not clear is how any of this information is to be incorporated or
weighed.
What is more, the ability to comment on the various options is largely restricted to narrow
corridors around the proposed routes. While it is important not to discount the comments
provided by these means, this method of consultation also prevents the public from providing
over-arching input on the impact that a new bridge will have for the wider community. It has
been argued above that city-wide traffic patterns need to be taken into account and that the City
of Ottawa therefore needs to be a participant in the process. The impact of a new bridge will not
just be on the narrow corridor between Highways 417/174 and Autoroute 50 – it will be on the
whole of the East End in terms of greenspace loss, traffic, loss of cycling pathways, and
balkanization of communities.
From the start, it is fairly obvious that there has been a strong bias towards the Corridor 5
option. This corridor may have been earmarked for an interprovincial route decades ago, but
the city has changed since then. New communities have been established, traffic patterns have
changed, other nearby greenspace has been lost, and new institutions (notably the Canadian
Aviation Museum, Montfort Hospital and the Cite Collegiale) have been established and have grown. 
The consultative process underway needs to take these new factors into account in a
transparent way.
We need a complete consultation that demonstrates to the public a recognition of the changes
the city has undergone in the past decades. That means a transparent process without predetermined 
outcomes. It also means that the process going forward must be defined in advance. The public must 
know how their input will be incorporated into which factors for the decision. We need to understand the 
weightings that will be applied. If the rules of the game cannot be established in advance, there will 
continue to be mistrust and apprehension about the transparency and effectiveness of the consultations. 
Worse yet, there will continue to be concerns that the weightings are being altered as a part of the 
process to steer the decision towards a predetermined outcome.

000611



Study Process
Log # Comment
000700 THE PROCESS IS UNCLEAR AT BEST ABOUT THE PURPOSE(S) OF THE BRIDGE! Is it to eliminate 

or reduce truck traffic on King Edward Avenue? Is it also to relieve peak hour interprovincial commuter 
traffic? Or is it perchance to be a tourist attraction or to improve the economy in Gatineau and Ottawa? 
Will one bridge do all this? Come on guys! What problem are we trying to solve here?
THE PROCESS IS MOVING FORWARD WITHOUT THE FACTS AND FIGURES NEEDED TO MAKE A 
SOUND DECISION! Imagine making a decision on the location of a bridge to solve a downtown trucking 
problem BEFORE the completion of the Trucking Origin and Destination Study! Furthermore, how can a 
decision be made about putting a bridge through the Greenbelt when the Greenbelt Masterplan Review 
is not completed? Most importantly, how can this process continue without consideration of a 
comprehensive integrated transportation plan for the NCR?
THE PROCESS HAS LITTLE OR NO REGARD FOR PUBLIC INPUT. In a process that purportedly 
values public input, it is surprising that some public meetings are being held in the summer when 
everyone is away, very little notice is given for the meetings, advance information has not always been 
provided so people can prepare for considered input. Additionally, some of these PCG meetings have 
been insulting and demeaning to the participants. Lectures on behaviour at meetings are not 
appreciated and prompts for input from the public should at least respect participants' intelligence. Don't 
try to 'sell' the bridge or ask leading questions. In Phase 2A, almost no input from the east end of the city 
was included in the final report. If public input is truly wanted, please treat the public with respect!

000731 On July 14, 2010, Ottawa City Council overwhelmingly supported Motion 94/2 
(http://ottawa.ca/calendar/ottawa/citycouncil/occ/2010/07-14/englishminutes94.htm). This motion 
requested that the Interprovincial Crossing Study proponents undertake a comprehensive study of the 
diversion of all trucks from the KERWN corridor. As a result of this request, Addendum 1 was added to 
the Phase 2A report, explicitly requiring that such a study be carried out in Phase 2B. We are concerned 
that this commercial goods moevement study has yet to be initiated. This essential component of Phase 
2B must be completed as a first step for an effective solution tot he downtown truck problem, and before 
a reasonable assessment of alternatives can be made Results of this study should be made public 
before proceeding to the public consultation phase of the study.
What we are seeing unfold is a highly controversial and expensive project that would create more 
problems than it would solve. We also see a process that is failing to be realistic about the challenges of 
the project as currently conceived. It has also failed to adequately consider alternatives which have the 
potential to deliver a considerably better solution to some of the region's needs. We continue to believe 
that an alternative such as a downtown tunnel connection between Highway 417/Nicholas St and the 
existing Macdonal-Cartier Bridge, combined with greater investment in interprovincial rapid transit, has 
been turned aside without due process.
We once again urge you and your study partners to revisit the original assumptions driving this project, 
as well as how the public consultation process is being managed. This study is increasinly running the 
risk of encountering so much public opposition that it will fail to achieve its objectives, notwithstanding 
considerable expenditure and time.

000760 Thank you for making the mandate of your team clear to all community representatives; this was
necessary as many came with the vain and vague hope it would provide an interface for "vegetarian"
opinions.
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Log # Comment

000020 Firstly, the King Edward Avenue Task Force and the Lowerton Community Association have always 
been of the view that the duration of this study is far too long.  The first phase of this environmental 
assessment process began in 2006 -- four years ago.  The conclusion of that study, after reviewing 10 
different corridors, was that Kettle Island was the best location for the next Ottawa-Gatineau 
interprovincial bridge.  Due to political pressure, an additional two options were retained.  Our Task 
Force and the Lowertown Community Association supported the retention of these additional two 
options due to the concerns of communities affected by the Kettle Island option.  However, we do not 
support one option over another.
The addition of two options to the second phase of the study appears to have lengthened the timeline 
involved.  The study is projected to be completed in 2013.  In our opinion, this 7-year timeline for the 
study broders on outrageous.  Add to this, the delays of obtaining funding and building the bridge, and 
we are mostly likely looking at an additional 3-5 years before this entire process is completed.  If there 
ever was a case of the potential for red tape and poor project management, then this certainly is it.
...
Regardless of how many options, we feel that the Government of Government of Québec needs to take 
a firm position on the timeline of this study and to invest the money necessary to meet that timeline.  As 
currently planned, we feel that this study is far too long and we request your intervention to reduce the 
timeline by at least 1-2 years.  We were advised that the only way to accelerate the completion of the 
study would be to encourage all the partners to sign the Phase 2B study agreement as soon possible, 
and by investing some additional resources to compelte the study much sooner.  Consequently, we 
would appreciate your support in this matter.

000050 I was wondering if you can give me a guestimate as to when the bridge will be built approximately. 
Would you say not before 2020? (In 10 years?)

000130 Cette reunion avait pour but de nous presenter la phase 2b et son echeancier. Durant cette
presentation, Nous avons ete surpris d'apprendre la vitesse a laquelle vont se faire les
presentations et les consultations aupres du public.
Les intervenants presents hier soir ont ete desagreablement surpris de la rapidite et du peu de
delai d'avis.

000220 West end vs. East end, for whatever reason activists have been creating havoc for years at great
cost to taxpayers, $$ spent on study upon study. Build to the original urban plans or not at all.

000250 An example regarding the rushed timing of these events: A little while back there was a standing room 
only crowd at the Shenkman to discuss the cuts to OC Transpo. They were telling people to clear the 
aisles for fire safety. The next night there was meeting to discuss moving garbage collection to bi-
weekly. Although local media websites were flooded with hundreds of comments from concerned 
citizens, hardly anyone showed up for the meeting. The media analysis of the puzzling dichotomy: 
community participation fatigue. No one has the time/energy to participate in two separate events in one 
week. But that's what is being expected now. Even worse if someone wants to attend the meetings for 
both corridor 6 and 7 as well as the World Cafe.

000700 THE PROCESS HAS TAKEN WAY TOO MUCH TIME! The process was begun in the 1980's and has 
continued on the same path for over thirty years without any consideration that the city’s transportation 
systems and needs are changing or that new solutions may be available. By the time this bridge location 
is selected, it will be in a city far different from the one in the 1980's! Will it still be a suitable solution?



Trucking and Traffic
Log # Comment

000020 The second concern that we would like to raise with you regards the future of truck traffic on King 
Edward Avenue and other downtown streets.  It is our understanding that the National Capital 
Commission continues to support the assumption that 60% of the truck traffic current travelling through 
downtown Ottawa will continure to use this corridor after a new interprovincial bridge is built.  This 
conclusion was reached by the consultative firm responsible for the Phase 1 of the Bridge Study without 
any form of in-depth research.  Our community has constantly voiced its demands to see all large trucks 
taken off King Edward Avenue and the downtown core.  Consequently, we will vigorously oppose 
maintaining large trucks once the new eastern bridge is built.  This position is shared city-wide by 
stakeholders, many of whom have spoken up for decades aboutt eh huge problems associated with 
large trucks and traffic in the downtown core.  The conclusions presented in their Phase 1 report do not, 
in our view, substantiate such a position.  In addition, it does not take into consideration teh December 
1990 Ontario Municipal Board (OMB) ruling that all large trucks should be banned from King Edward 
Avenue and from crossing the Macdonald-Cartier Bridge once an easter bridge is built.  As well, it 
ignores the 2009 motion passed by Ottawa City Council banning all large trucks on King Edward 
Avenue once a new bridge is built.  We would like Phase 2B of the bridge study to make it clear that 
trucks will be severely, if not completely, limited from using King Edward Avenue and other downtown 
residential streets once a new crossing built.
...
The fundamental goals of the communities (Lowertown, Sandy Hill and Downtown Rideau including the 
local business association) most affected by the high volume of vehicle traffic are: (1) the elimination of 
large trucks from King Edward Avenue and from their routing throughout the downtown core to reach 
high 50, the 417 and the industrial zones of the two cities and, (2) the reduction of a significant number 
of personal vehicles from using the Macdonald Cartier Bridge.  To accomplish these goals, we ned to 
ban all large trucks from using the Macdonald-Cartier Bridge and build a new eastern bridge as soon as 
possible. Also, the bridge needs to be sufficiently close to the core delivery centres of the two cities 
which most likely means one of the three option presently being considered - Kettle Island, Lower Duck 
or Gatineau Airport/Baie Laurin.

000060 From Figure 2.2 Corridor 5‐Kettle island, it would seem that the most northern access point is the 
Hemlock interchange to the aviation parkway. Is this observation correct?
More precisely and based on the current plan for this option, will you be able to access the bridge 
further north at the interchange of the aviation parkway and the eastern parkway (at the aviation 
museum)?
If so, what precautions will be taken to prevent traffic from cutting through existing residential 
communities such as Rockliffe and Manor Park?
Birch Ave in particular comes to mind as it links the eastern parkway to Hemlock Road!

000111 I have a question about something that was said at last night's meeting about the truck traffic
crossing the existing Ottawa River bridges being for mainly local truck traffic.
I don't know how this can be given that there is no other way to deliver goods from Montreal,
Toronto, etc., to the supermarkets in Gatineau, the big box stores in Point Gatineau, and the
growing number of stores such as Giant Tiger along the highway in Wakefield.
Are there any origin‐destination studies for the truck traffic?
Seeing as we hardly produce anything but waste in Ottawa‐Gatineau, practically everything
must be imported. The 45,000 trucks crossing the Windsor bridge are going somewhere, and
judging from the trucks on the 401 and the Queensway many are coming here.
I simply find it impossible to believe that the proposed new bridge is for local truck traffic.
Please could you let me know if there are any origin‐destination studies.



Trucking and Traffic
Log # Comment

000113 As I mentioned on Tuesday evening, many states in the US have banned cross‐state trucking
and required containers to be shipped by rail because it caused unacceptable damage to roads
and bridges.
If the new bridge is to primarily serve trucks, and since trucks do so much damage to road and
bridge infrastructure, I believe there should be a mechanism for imposing charges to help pay
for the infrastructure and infrastructure repairs. These charges could come in the form of tolls
and property taxes. I mention this because CN rail lines have to pay property taxes, and they
do no damage to municipal, provincial or municipal roadway infrastructure.

000120 Also none of the eastern options have the potential to tie into a ring road
network and do not remove vehicles from the core as all entry points on the
Ontario side must be accessed either by the 417 or the 174 which are both heavily
taxed at the moment.

000190 Current volumes on the 50, 417 and 174 are creating havoc with peoples lives already and all an 
eastern crossing does is exacerbate the problem, even with the widening of the 417 East being 
financed by the
Ontario government.
I personally do not understand the logic of adding more traffic onto the Maloney/50 corridor, Montee 
Paiement or through Templeton as solving anything, more creating more problems which will incur 
future infrastructure costs in town where we are clearly lacking the space for any further projects.

000200 We purchased in our home in Orleans, backing onto greenbelt, because it offered a quiet oasis within 
the city. It is not uncommon for us to see deer, wild turkeys, cranes, ducks and geese gracing our open 
spaces. The impact that a huge bridge would have on the environment would be devastating. The quiet 
bike and walking paths along the river would be destroyed and noise and air pollution would be
unbearable. The constant large truck traffic (air brakes, etc.) would be too much.

000220 any bridge that destroys Greenbelt and dumps thousands of extra cars and trucks onto
the already clogged 174 is not acceptable.
...
The bridge when built must take the truck traffic out of the downtown core, the principal
reason the bridge is being built. If it does not, and downtown continues to be used as a
through way for truck traffic, then we are wasting tax money. I understand deliveries
must be made to city centre, but any truck that does not have a permit for this and
otherwise continues to use the downtown route should be fined heavily. Otherwise, why
build this bridge.

000230 I hope the same logic and common sense will be applied in the Future Interprovincial Crossings Study 
and that you will decide that people come first and so reject once and for all the idea of a bridge at 
Kettle Island, even though Rainer Bloess seems to think that fish come first. Heavy truck traffic would 
destroy the Aviation Parkway just like light-rail would destroy the Western Parkway, would negatively 
affect the quality of life of the thousands of people living in that corridor and would cause traffic chaos.
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000240 Where I'm going here, is that no matter what is done on the Quebec side, it can be done well with 
Highway 50 nearby. On the Ontario side, we stand every chance in the world of screwing it up again. If 
we choose the Kettle Island location, we can dump a lot of traffic into a location much like Island Park 
with the old speed limit, except that we don't have houses on the Aviation Parkway. Imagine the 
potential for traffic jams at Montreal Road and Ogilvy.

000290 Truckers feel it is too far out to use and will continue to drive nearer the Ottawa because of skyrocketing 
gasoline costs.

000300 Trucks in Ottawa versus commuters in Gatineau . The Gatineau city council has passed (unanimously) 
a resolution refusing increased truck traffic on the receiver route on the Québec side (Montée 
Paiement). The new crossing is seen as a automobile commuter route. Meanwhile, Ottawa is desperate 
to remove large trucks from downtown and the King Edward Avenue corridor. 

000302 I fail to see what any of the three corridors retained will do to "reduce auto trips" or meet intensification 
objectives. The North American experience of the last 50 years experience is that building new road 
links encourages more automobile commuting (and that is quite clearly an interest of Gatineau in an 
interprovincial connection). In particular, how does the Kettle Island corridor, identified by your 
consortium as the "best" (and originally, only) option, contribute to either city's public transit strategy? It 
certainly doesn't link to Ottawa's present or planned transit systems. It also would disrupt the east‐west 
pedestrian, cycling and motorized links to either side of the Aviation Parkway.
...
Yes, we need to get heavy trucks out of Sandy Hill/Lowertown. Yes, we need new ways to get people 
and goods across the Ottawa River. But this has to be done while respecting large, established 
neighbourhoods and the other objectives of city and regional planning, as well as the "non‐bridge" parts 
of Capital Building.

000320 If I was able to attend I would ask about the paper I submitted during the last phase of the 
environmental assessment. I believe this paper resulted in the scope of the Phase 2B study being 
expanded to included a comparison with the “as-is” situation in the current Nicholas-Waller-Rideau-King 
Edward traffic corridor. I want to assure that this comparison will be done.

000321 “Don’t move the problem to another neighbourhood” is the local politicians’ favorite argument to avoid 
taking action to get the trucks out of the downtown core of Ottawa. It is a specious argument because 
the problem as we know it in downtown Ottawa mostly disappears when the truck route is moved to 
another location and environment. 
With 82% fewer traffic lights the pollution from trucks travelling along the Aviation Parkway will be much 
less than the pollution created by the numerous stops and starts and gear changes created by 
thousands of trucks moving through the downtown core. There will be significant fuel savings by trucks 
using the Aviation Parkway. Also the proximity of housing and people to the Parkway is far less than in 
the downtown core.
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000370 Last night I asked a Roche‐Genivar (assumed relationship) participant the origin of the traffic that 
warrants a new bridge and was told it came from south Ottawa (as opposed to Montreal (via 417) or 
Ontario (via 416) .
To confirm this I was encouraged to review the process to date, which I did this morning. I found this 
website http://www.liaisonsrcn.ca/en/commtrafficvol.php provided several maps showing the projected 
traffic volumes anticipated in 2031. I opened four of them ‐ 1.Do Nothing; 2.Kettle Island; 3.Lower Duck; 
and 4.East Lower Duck (N.B. reached via “Aeroport gatineau”). After blowing them up considerably I 
determined that the bridge at King Edward Blvd in 2030 will give a to/from Gatineau “daily commercial 
volume” of 2305/1923 if nothing is done. Then three alternatives under study now produced a 
reduction for :‐ East Lower Duck (option 7) to 1687/1443; Lower Duck (option 6) to 1451/1229; and 
Kettle Island (option 5) to 1433/1122.
From this I conclude that to gain the maximum reduction then Kettle Island is the logical choice. 
Would you tell me whether these figures are the most current numbers; and, whether I have correctly 
interpreted them?

000390 Orleans area is my preferred location for the bridge, outside the main Ottawa area, having large vehicle 
getting off Hwy 417/17 , which is already congested with daily traffic and blocked peak travel period. Get 
the truck off the main arteries before they enter the city is the challenge and Orleans would be my 1st 
options then Canotek my 2nd.
Montreal Rd. at Aviation is already a very busy intersection, and used a main arteries to get in and out 
of downtown. We don’t need to add the extra large, heavy, noisy, pollution diesel traffic in this part of the 
city.
If one travel on Wakley Road in the morning or during the day, you clearly get the sense /smell and 
congestion that commercial traffic causes.

000410 People on the Ontario side are concerned that Corridor 6 will be rejected outright since the proposed 
Quebec route, Lorrain Blvd, has developped into a residential road (for pictures, see 
www.stopthebridge.org), despite its designation to accomodate heavy-traffic.
They propose that Maloney Blvd, which has morphed into a 4 lane highway, be naturally considered 
instead. I believe that this would necessitate a re-designation of Maloney Blvd. Is there any political will 
to do this?
Another consideration for Québec might be the more direct link that Lorrain Blvd affords to the Gatineau 
Airport. (The desire to attract more business from Ontario to the Gatineau airport is oft repeated in the 
media, and not necessarily in relation to the bridge.)
The perception is that trucks travel from On to Qc and commuter traffic originates in Qc from those who 
work in On.
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000424 And If:
2) The City is now recommending moving to a 4 lane King Edward Avenue after a new interprovincial 
bridge is built to reduce neighbourhood and business district truck transportation impact;
Then WHY is the NCC Interprovincial Bridges Study team S TILL STUDYING scenarios that include 
significant truck traffic in the KERWN corridor (King Edward, Rideau Waller, Nicholas) and on 
MacDonald Cartier bridge after construction of a new bridge across the Ottawa River?; and 
WHY  have your staff and your study team members refused to acknowledge  the City's Official Plan 
and the OMB's ruling  respecting truck traffic on KEA and teh MacDonald Cartier Bridge?
In fact, they have perversely misread the OMB decision and ignored the City stated policy in their traffic 
studies by specifically stating that the KEA/Rideau corridor will remain a truck route.
Would the NCC Board of Directors please direct the Interprovincial Study Team to adjust their studies 
to remove trucks from the KEA/Rideau corridor in every scenario?

000460 Montreal Road exchange should remain unchanged, except for changes required to handle an increase 
in traffic as a result of the bridge;
Has any analysis been done to determine whether a bridge in Corridor 6 will increase the traffic to the 
Canotek Industrial Park. I would suggest that the Canotek and Shefford intersection is currently near 
capacity during peak periods, and any increase in traffic resulting from a bridge may require some 
changes to traffic flow into Canotek Park;
With a new bridge crossing, has any analysis been done to determine if there will be an increase in 
traffic on roads such as Bearbrook and Montreal Road. It is expected that these two roads will receive 
new traffic, from the Ontario side, that would have taken a different route to cross one of the existing 
bridges. How there been any traffic analysis on potential increase in traffic along Bearbrook and 
Montreal Road from traffic originating in Quebec? I would suggest Montreal Road is currently at 
capacity during peak commute periods. Will there be a need for a new road between Innes and St 
Joseph to by-pass Blackburn Hamlet?
In accordance with the OMB ruling, the KERWN Corridor will be removed from the regional truck route 
system. Will a traffic analysis be done where all truck traffic is routed along either the Chaudière Bridge 
or the new interprovincial crossing, in order to see what the split will be? Is it possible, that depending 
on the location of the new interprovincial crossing, that the Chaudière Bridge may receive an increase, 
beyond capacity, of traffic? The Chaudière Bridge, in 2007, was at 89% capacity (see Reference H, 
page 5-3, Table 5.3).

000470 We live in Rockcliffe Park and we do not want to see heavy traffic on the parkway nor do we want to live 
through the effect of even more traffic on Hemlock Road and Beechwood which are already congested.

000480 While I cannot dispute the necessity of removing all or most of the heavy truck traffic from the 
downtown/King Edward Avenue area, I question the wisdom of moving it to a bridge location that would 
result in a major negative impact on the neighbourhoods and transportation links east of the Ridea 
River. The situation would be worsened if the brdige were designed and located to encourage rush hour 
commuter traffic between Gatineau adn central Ottawa, as it would inevitably increase congestion on 
Route 174/Queensway and risk diversion of traffic to other east-west arteries including Montreal Road, 
Ogilvie Road, Innes Road and Hemlock/Beechwood.
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000490 Any solution should remove large trucks out of the downtown corridor but also keep them away from 
residential areas on both sides of the river. It is not appropriate to simply transfer the King Edward truck 
problem to another residential neighbourhood inside the green belt.
...
The combination of the Rockcliffe Base development and the Corridor 5 - Kettle Island option would 
have a devastating traffic impact on the already over-trafficked Hemlock/Beechwood corridor 
(bottleneck?) and the Rockcliffe Parkway.

000530 Two councillors want the city to take a stand on banning transport trucks from the King Edward Bridge, 
calling on council to push the National Capital Commission to ensure that a new crossing between 
Ottawa and Gatineau would be the main route for commercial traffic.
Rideau‐Vanier Coun. [redacted] and Rideau‐Rockcliffe Coun. [redacted] are planning to
bring a motion to city council asking the city to press the NCC to include that caveat in its
approach to studying the possible location for a new bridge, which has been in the works for
decades.
Right now, the NCC isn’t planning for a bridge that would take all of the truck traffic off King
Edward.
“It is going to ask that this interprovincial bridge study understand that the City of Ottawa’s
position is that no non‐local 18‐wheel trucks should use King Edward,” [redacted] said.
The two councillors decided to push for the stand after attending some of the NCC’s recent “world café” 
consultations on the interprovincial crossing.
“It came to our attention that the NCC thinks that 40 per cent of the truck traffic should still use
King Edward, and that’s not solving the problem” [redacted] said.
“The trucks going through the downtown are not acceptable,” added [redacted], whose ward includes 
King Edward Avenue and the surrounding Lowertown neighbourhood. “We want whatever solution is for 
an interprovincial crossing to offer a solution for that, not to say ‘We’ll solve 40 per cent of the issue.’ We 
think it can solve 100 per cent of the issue.”
“Having trucks going through our main streets offers so many challenges, not only from an air
quality and traffic‐safety (point of view) to congestion, and we have tons of issues with buses
running on time,” [redacted] said.
“My real issue is the speeding,” [redacted] says. “Trucks are just flying through over the speed limit,” he 
said, adding that many fast‐moving trucks – and cars – have a tendency to run red lights on King 
Edward.

000550 Sandy Hill's main concerns are that any location that is chosen for a bridge must provide a substantial 
solution to the interprovincial truck problem downtown.
That means the proposal in Phase 1 that a new east end bridge that only diverted 40% of the truck 
traffic from downtown is not an acceptable solution.  To spend 500m$ or so on a new inter-provincial 
project and to still have thousands of trucks traversing Waller/Rideau/and King Edward every day would 
not be acceptable from our community's point of view.
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From a regional perspective, the Kettle Island option will create far more traffic congestion than
it resolves. East-West traffic during rush hours on Highway 417, Highway 174, Montreal Road,
Ogilvie Road, as well as the Rockcliffe Parkway and the Hemlock/Beechwood Parkway are
already at capacity from the interchange of Highways 417 and 174 (the Split) westward. While
Aviation Parkway already has traffic lights at Ogilvie Road and at Montreal Road, the increased
traffic that results from a new bridge access will likely require the green lights on the North-
South axis to be lengthened. This will impact heavy commuter traffic on both of these major
East-West routes, causing further delays. Although this impact could be mitigated by the
elimination of intersections and interchanges between Aviation Parkway and these roads, that
would have other negative effects on the adjacent communities (see “balkanization of
communities” in the next section).
000611
It should be noted that intersections with cross roads leading to a bridge will also cause
problems with access to the bridge itself. This type of problem can be foreseen if one considers
traffic flows across the Island Park Bridge in the West End of Ottawa. Although the bridge itself
has sufficient capacity to carry a large number of vehicles, the congestion on both sides of the
bridge due to traffic-lighted intersections prevents this capacity from being properly utilized. The
same issue would arise for the Aviation Parkway access to the Kettle Island bridge. Only the
problem would be worse. Island Parkway does not carry truck traffic and so is not further
hindered by slow starts and stops of trucks which will add further congestion.
While the bridge connection would be between Autoroute 50 and Highway 417, exits at the
Rockcliffe Parkway, Hemlock Avenue, Montreal Road, and Ogilvie Road would be the more
likely routes for commuter traffic from bedroom communitites on the Quebec side going to and
from Ottawa. These routes are already congested at rush hour. What is more, the most
congested (Hemlock Avenue and Montreal Road) would also be the most desirable (in terms of
distance) for commuters. Increased traffic will reduce quality of life for residences along
Hemlock and will complicate already clogged commutes for those using Montreal Road.
Although there is a truck ban on Hemlock Avenue, trucks routinely use this route in
contravention of the law. An exit off the Parkway at Hemlock would only invite more truck traffic
from Quebec (or from Highway 417) to use Hemlock as an access to Ottawa. Hemlock Avenue
is a parkway that has residences with driveways along it. Cyclists, including children, routinely
use Hemlock to move between Manor Park Vanier and Beechwood Village Additional

000611
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000617 Thank you for your message and your postal mail. I still remain very concerned about Corridor 5's
implications for East-West traffic in the city, the destruction of home values in the East end of Ottawa, 
and the other factors I have highlighted in my messages. I am particularly concerned about Hemlock 
Road becoming a shortcut for Quebec commuters to downtown Ottawa should the Corridor 5 option be 
selected (including destruction of scenic parkways for which Ottawa is well known).
...
Finally, I would like to note that there continues to be excess capacity on the MacDonald Cartier bridge
even at rush hour. The fact that traffic gets jammed on the bridge is largely due to inadequate capacity 
on the Quebec side to get cars from the bridge to Highway 148. Ontario bound traffic does not get 
blocked due to bridge capacity, but rather due to the traffic lights on King Edward (an issue which would 
be alleviated by downtown tunnel).

000640 the Ottawa area is already having difficulty looking after existing roadways. I am not confident at all that 
this city or province can handle an additional highway bridge given the current unkept and often 
dangerous condition of current roadways.
empirical studies from the past have shown that building more roadways (in this case highway bridges) 
will soon again be congested and again causing problems as traffic patterns will soon adapt to this new 
capacity, fill the void, and current problems will resurface once again. Nobody anywhere will want a new 
bridge that attracts truck traffic.

000700 THE PROCESS IS MOVING FORWARD WITHOUT THE FACTS AND FIGURES NEEDED TO MAKE 
A SOUND DECISION! Imagine making a decision on the location of a bridge to solve a downtown 
trucking problem BEFORE the completion of the Trucking Origin and Destination Study!

use Hemlock to move between Manor Park, Vanier and Beechwood Village. Additional
commuter traffic would put cyclists at increased risk. It should also be pointed out that speeding
along Hemlock between congested sections is routine, further complicating matters.
Congestion caused by new bridge traffic during rush hour is likely to push some drivers to take
cuts between the Rockcliffe Parkway, Hemlock Avenue, Montreal Road, and Ogilvie Road. The
residents of Manor Park, Vanier, New Edinburgh, Lindenlea, and Rockcliffe will be affected as
irate drivers seek faster commuting routes that avoid the congested arterial roads.
On top of this, the arterial roads are not sufficiently large to handle the large amounts of traffic
that a four lane bridge may need to handle. Studies must be done to ensure that bridge traffic
does not get diverted onto these city streets simply to cut the travel distance between the
Quebec side and downtown Ottawa.
There is still some confusion regarding the overall purpose of the project. Is the project
supposed to move all trucks off of the King Edward-Rideau-Waller route or just some of the
trucks? Is the project supposed to address commuter traffic? If so, what traffic needs to be 
accommodated, and do plans account for future growth that may be generated by the bridge
itself? Where does this traffic originate and where is it going? In short, we need a clear
definition of the problem that needs to be solved. This has not been provided.
The public has yet to be provided with appropriate truck and car traffic studies which
substantiate the need and the placement of the bridge. What is more, the few “estimates” that
have been provided only take into account North-South traffic along Corridor 5. East-West
traffic is not accounted for – and neither is the diversion of traffic onto sidestreets, regional
arterials, and into communities. Are we to believe that all future traffic is going to move directly
between Highway 417 and Autoroute 50? Where are the studies that demonstrate the impact

E t W t t ffi d iti ?
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000731 From the beginning, this project was envisaged to provide a solution to both the long-standing problem 
of heavy trucks transiting downtown Ottawa and a new high-volume arterial route crossing the Ottawa 
River to link expressways in Ontario and Quebec. The project increasingly appears to be a poor solution 
to either of these requirements.
Firstly, it is becoming increasingly apparent that the proposed new crossing, regardless of which of the 
three corridors under study is selected, will not, in fact, lead to a solution to the problem of thousands of 
inter-provincial trucks on downtown Ottawa residential streets. The recommendation made at the end of 
Phase 1 was that downtown Ottawa remain as an inter-provincial truck route. It was then projected that 
60% of the trucks would prefer to use this downtown route, whilc only 40% would take the new bridge. 
As a result, not only would the downtown truck problem not be solved, but the proposed crossing would 
spread the truck problems into east-end neighbourhoods (on both sides of the Ottawa River) which do 
not have truck issues today

000750 Also, the truckers will also favour corridor 5 because it is closer to both Ottawa and Gatineau city 
centres. No truck drivers will want the detours in both Ottawa and Gatineau of using corridors 6 & 7, 
plus there is the added popution for the tens of additional kms on both sides of the river

000760 P.S. It will be good to ask your mandator for a clear picture of what purpose the bridge should fulfil: 
Symbolic gesture of Canadian unity (a tunnel cannot fulfil), restructuring the real estate market in the 
NCR, furthering economic growth, accelerating and increasing commuter traffic, addressing the truck 
transit issue (only the tunnel can fulfil), etc.

000770 Whereas the "business case" for needing an additional bridge is out of scope for this study, there have 
been more and more comments questioning the "need" for such a bridge ‐ especially since it is not 
expected to reduce/eliminate downtown Ottawa truck traffic. The main benefit appears to be for the 
Gatineau east commuter wanting to get to their Ottawa job site.
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Traffic using the MacDonald-Cartier bridge includes several thousand trucks each day with their 
attendant noise, ground and air vibrations and hazardous air pollution. It has been, and continues to be, 
very disturbing to the residents on King Edward Avenue and the adjacent roads; they have been 
clamouring for relief. The Interprovincial Crossings Environmental Assessment (ICEA) which you 
commissioned with the Ministere des Transports du Quebec and the Ontario Ministry of Transportation, 
in collaboration with the City of Ottawa and Ville de Gatineau, shows that with a new bridge, a majority 
of the trucks will continue to use King Edward Avenue; the residents’ suffering will not be abated.
The proposal to build another bridge in the downtown area, using the Aviation Parkway (Option 5), 
transfers part of the problem and its headaches to the nearby, downtown community of nearly 100,000 
people, where I am a resident. A Kettle Island bridge would have a similar negative effect on the 
communities of New Edinburgh, Lindenlea, Rockcliffe Park, Manor Park, Vanier, Viscount Alexander 
and the proposed community at the Rockcliffe Base. This area, hereafter called the Pocket Area, is 
bounded by the Ottawa River on the north, the Rideau River on the west, the National Research Council 
on the east and Montreal Road to the south. 
A characteristic of the Pocket Area is its remoteness from the major east-west 417 and 174 highways 
relative to that for the other areas of the City bordering the Ottawa River. Being adjacent to the City 
centre, most traffic to and from the downtown is direct, rather than via highway 417. Relative to the 
other areas bordering the River there is more pressure on these east-west roadways, rather than 417 
and 174. The Rideau River restricts these passages to bridges along Beechwood-Hemlock-St.Patrick 
Road, Montreal Road and Rockcliffe Parkway. 
The Official Transportation Master Plan indicates that Beechwood-Hemlock is assigned the status of a 
Regional Road. The heavy rush-hour traffic merges with a similar heavy stream using the Vanier 
Parkway to cross the St. Patrick street bridge to and from downtown and Gatineau. City plans call for 
greater housing and commercial density in the Pocket Area, particularly in the DND properties, east of 
St. Laurent. Increasing rush-hour traffic density, some of it using St. Laurent Avenue for travel 
downtown and to Gatineau, from as far as east as Orleans, will have a negative impact on the character 
of the neighbourhood, which includes retirement home complexes. There is a need to reserve the 
existing north-south corridors – St. Laurent and the Aviation Parkway – for the large and growing 
population of the Pocket Area. Any further increased traffic from Quebec on the Aviation Parkway will 
result in serious traffic congestion at the "split", the intersection of the Queenway at the Highway 417. 
The Lower Duck Island bridge crossings (Options 6 and 7, and “Canotec”) avoid community- amaging 

000810
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aspects of the Kettle Island crossing to the Pocket Area in Ontario. The truck traffic diversion at Lower 
Duck Island (at 1625 trucks per day) is essentially the same as that at Kettle Island (1725). However, in 
Ontario, it has direct access to Highway 174, and avoids travel through a community. The proposed 
connections, however, end at Highway 174. While trucks using this route travelling to Montreal will have 
to back-track to the “split” to access Highway 417, there is an opportunity to by-pass the “split”. The City 
of Ottawa includes in its Transportation Plan a new arterial between Innes Road and Hunt Club Road 
(orange coloured on the Roadway map shown below.) Extension north-easterly, in the future, of this 
short arterial to connect with the proposed bridge crossing link at Highway 174 (bright red coloured on 
the Roadway map), should be factored into the intersection. The Hunt Club arterial continues west to 
connect with Highway 416, for traffic to Toronto, and continues further west and north to Kanata North. 
It thus provides an “inner ring road”, as an alternative to the Queensway. 
The residents of eastern Ottawa and Orleans, would benefit from the direct connection with Gatineau. 
Residents of Gatineau would have direct access to Orleans, and, with the proposed by-pass, to 
Montreal and western Ottawa along the Innes “inner ring road” north of the Greenbelt. The figures, in 
the first report, for vehicular traffic demand show that these eastern bridges would attract 85-90% of the 
traffic forecast for Kettle Island. A direct link between the traffic on Highway 417 and these two bridges 
has not been considered in these forecasts. By not having to travel along the Queensway to the Split to 
access Highway 417 to Montreal, the traffic flow would improve significantly.
It is important that when decisions are taken they should be based on looking at the forest, rather  than 
at the trees (or branches). Delegation by analysis based on judgemental weighting of a large number of 
unrelated financial and qualitative factors (such as are being sought), must be recognized as 
unwarranted delegation of judgement and authority, leading to faulty decisions. I hope that the National 
Capital Commission will look at the larger picture and exercise its own authority when making its 
decision.
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000020 Also, recognizing the need to reduce overall traffic, we believe it is important to encourage the cities of 
Ottawa and Gatineau to collaborate in joint planning of their mutual public transit systems. We would 
request that you and your counterparts in Québec and at the federal level find means to encourage the 
two cities to collaborate on public transportation planning. 

000113 Even better would be to start planning for the future by moving freight by rail instead of by
road.
This is the kind of planning for the future being done now around the world.
To see Ottawa as Canada's capital show some real leadership by taking a few steps towards
rebuilding would be most welcome.

000120 Also none of the eastern options have the potential to tie into a ring road
network and do not remove vehicles from the core as all entry points on the
Ontario side must be accessed either by the 417 or the 174 which are both heavily
taxed at the moment.

000160 And I'm disappointed in the City of Ottawa for not having a coordinated Transportation Plan for the 
future that would reflect all the east end transportation issues, rather than penny‐packeting individual 
initiatives such as this bridge.

000190 We need to have a vision for the future, not just a stop gap measure bound to cause more dispruption 
in peoples' lives. Once complete Ottawa/Gatineau will become a much more functional region as far as 
transport and the moving of merchandise goes, it really it too bad that none of the current stakeholders 
actually operate a delivery or distribution or transport company, to understand the reality today in this 
region.

000230 I was equally pleased to read that Marie Lemay wants the NCC and the cities of Ottawa and Gatineau 
to share a common vision about “Who comes first: cars, people, or bikes?

000240 Whatever location is chosen, what is important to me is that the effect on the Ontario side is carefully 
thought out from a traffic and effect on existing neighbourhoods perspective. Could it consider 
expansion for LRT or similar public transit as well (this kind of planning provided for the Bloor subway 
on the Prince Edward Viaduct over the Don Valley in Toronto years ago)?

000280 Idéalement les fonds devraient être dirigés vers le transport en commun intégré entre Ottawa et 
Gatineau, améliorer le réseau de pistes cyclables et l'accès aux vélos au centre ville d'Ottawa. Si un 
pont est absolument nécessaire, le tracé de l'ile Kettle serait le moins dommageable pour 
l'environnement, l'infrastructure routière est déjà existante sur les deux côtés de la rivière, la 
connections au réseau routier se fait avec la 417 (minimise l'impact sur la congestion du réseau routier 
de l'est de la ville) et est une option moins coûteuse.
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000300 Improving public transportation in the National Capital Region.  Gatineau, Ottawa, and the NCC all say 
they promote public transportation as a solution to the region's traffic and environmental problems. In 
general, the proposed corridors have been proposed with little or no consideration of public 
transportation. One of them, the Kettle Island Corridor, contributes nothing at all, at least on the Ottawa 
side, because of its endpoints and route (Iit misses transitway stations and parking lots and incites 
more commuting by car.)
Land-use planning and zoning principles  (segregation of industrial/heavy transport from other uses).
Which interests are the superior:  local, regional or national?
It seems to me that many basic lessons concerning planning and the use of public goods (learned in 
the past half-century) have been set aside in in this process!

000302 With regard to Ottawa city planning, does cutting into the Aviation Parkway Woods (or "Hospital Woods 
‐ West") and Montfort woods ‐‐ inevitable when widening the northern end of the Aviation Parkway to 
four lanes as proposed ‐‐ really support Ottawa's official plan? These woodlands are identified as 
important, and rare in their sector, "supporting" natural areas in the Ottawa Greenspace Master Plan 
(2006).

000520 [Corridor 5] does not respect basic planning values such as:
- use of a "ring road" to take traffic and highways away from communities;
- avoidance of major transportation routes bisecting communities and valued public spaces, facilities 
and parks;
- valuing quality of life, public health and the environment over traffic and trucks.

000611 One consequence of the Kettle Island bridge that has not been discussed widely is the impact
that it will have on urban sprawl, particularly on the Quebec side as this bridge will incent people
who work in Ottawa to build on undeveloped land on the Quebec side. Not only would this be in
contradiction with the city’s current efforts at densification, but it would also have the unwanted
effect of creating new bedroom communities that are reliant on cars to commute to work. This
would have the perverse effect of increasing traffic instead of reducing it and expanding urban
sprawl rather than increasing density and sense of community.
It should be noted that the development of the former Canadian Forces Base at Rockcliffe,
which is now proceeding, will also add to urban sprawl in the region. The new communities
here could generate new automobile traffic to work locations at government offices in downtown
Gatineau (as opposed to mitigating this traffic through public transit options).
Any new major infrastructure investments in the National Capital Region should have as goals a
reduction in the amount of automobile traffic and an increase in the use of public transportation.
So far, no concrete solutions have been presented by bridge proponents of the potential to
integrate the bridge with public transit corridors so as to achieve these goals. Could a new
interprovincial bridge positively impact transit ridership? Bridge proponents need to
demonstrate that the new bridge will do as much to reduce traffic through new public transit
options as it does to increase traffic (through the development of new communities and urban
sprawl – as highlighted in the previous section). No effort has been made to explain how this
options would offer seemless connections to high-capacity LRT or transitway lines.
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000731 Secondly, adding a major new arterial road through existing urban areas is a 1960's style planning 
solution that will add significant excess capacity for cross-river auto-based commuting, while making a 
significant detrimental impact on what is currently undeveloped natural urban green space. A new 
automobile-focused bridge would make automobile commuting relatively more attractive than more 
sustainable public transit and cycling options. It would increase pollution and traffic congestion 
throughout east and central Ottawa. This goes in the opposite direction of the evolving values of 
contemporary urban planning. This is all the more difficult to understand when it is the NCC, guardian of 
things 'green' in the National Capital Region, who is the proponent of this project.
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000160 The issue I raised at the Shenkman Centre was an environmental one, that being the impact of 

building a massive bridge across delicate wetlands on the Quebec side of the river. Have the good 
citizens (not just bureacrats) of that part of Gatineau been adequately consulted by yourselves on the 
bridge issue? I ask this not rhetorically but out of genuine interest, because I'm not sure.

000280 Bonjour, j'aimerai m'opposer aux options 7 et 6 puisqu'elles sont particulièrement néfastes pour 
l'environnement car elles passent par le secteur Greens Creek zone fragile, par des terres agricoles, 
près de cartiers résidentiels et pour se connecter à la 174 une autoroute déjà congestionné.



Wildlife
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000290 Yes the bridge might be right in front of our house.... noise, pollution, destruction of green space used 

by endangered species... Why?
What will happen to the endangered species that use the green space to migrate once their habitat is 
destroyed.

000400 [Nous] sommes pour la conservation de la nature de l'Île Pétrie. Sauvons nos tortues!!!! Le pont 
interprovincial devrait être construit à l'Ile Kettle!

000490 Corridor 5 contains significant wooded areas that are designated Urban Natural Areas (among them 
Rockcliffe Shores, Montfort Hospital Woods, Airbase Woods). These are havens for wildlife, plants 
and trees and oases for people to enjoy those remaining remnants of forest. They help the city to 
breathe!

000611 The crossing at Kettle Island will also interfere with wildlife. The island consists of wetlands that are 
important to both local and migratory birds. The destruction of these wetlands will have severe 
consequences for local bird populations.
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