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1.0 Introduction 

The public consultation program set out in the Study Design Report (May 2010) consists of four distinct 
rounds of public consultation.  The objectives of Round 1 are to promote the launch of the Phase 2B of 
the Study, to capture the priorities and values of neighbouring corridor communities, and to inform the 
public of the Study Design.  The feedback received through the World Café event will be used to refine 
the evaluation factors and their weighting. 

In addition to email correspondence to previous study participants inviting participation in public 
consultation activities and mail drops in the affected corridors, 35 members of the PCG committee were 
called and emailed inviting them to the June 7 meeting to discuss Phase 2B public consultation activities. 
At the June 7 meeting, participants were encouraged to attend the World Café and to advertise the World 
Café on their respective websites. 

A total of 98 individuals registered for the event, while 41 actually attended the World Café held on June 
18 at the Cyrville Community Centre. 

 

The workshop discussions were organized around the following six themes.  

1. Design topics 
2. Long term regional growth  
3. Regional economy and tourism industry 
4. Transportation 
5. Cultural and heritage topics 
6. Terrestrial and aquatic ecological topics. 

Tables were organized around the room with groups of tables set up to discuss each theme. Each table 
was organized by a volunteer facilitator who sat at the table, explained the contents of the thematic 
discussion and took notes during each discussion. Each discussion lasted 20 minutes, after 20 minutes 
participants were asked to move to a different discussion area. By organizing the event in this way, each 
participant was able to take part in each theme area over the three hours of the World Café.   

 
As a result of the casual atmosphere and the wish to have participants engage in all discussions, the 
records of each topic area reflect the free flow of ideas. Each facilitator captured the discussions in their 
own way and as a result, each topic discussion is unique.  
 
In some cases, the discussion followed the pre-prepared questions, while in others, the discussions 
flowed freely as participants added to the cross pollination of ideas. The comments on the following 
pages reflect the discussions at each specific topic area.  
 
The ideas and comments raised at each topic area during the morning have been recorded on the 
following pages for review. 
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2.0 Theme 1: Design topics 
 

1. What aspects of bridge design (such as the number of piers, height of the bridge, 
construction material,  etc.) could be applied to address the environmental and technical 
challenges of a river crossing? 

2. Could the inclusion of a lookout or observation deck near the middle of the bridge 
increase the appeal of the bridge to pedestrians and cyclists? 

3. What methods could be considered to improve the safety and quality of travel for non-
vehicular traffic (such as grade separations for trucks, cars, and buses or reduced traffic 
speeds at certain places)?  

4. Are there any other design ideas that could be applied to the bridge to improve its visual 
qualities while still providing the required transportation capacity?  

 
Comments provided during these discussions are provided verbatim below: 
 
Table 1 
Rotation 1:  

• I think that’s a stupid question 
• I don’t like bridges – it’s ridiculous 
• The city is growing, what about the west end? 
• Depend on the problem, commuter traffic, terrible traffic on King Edward – a bridge might not be 

the solution.  There is no guarantee it can pull all the trucks 
• For the cities, the problem hasn’t been defined 
• I think we need 2 bridges, we all have reasons.  We can’t think regional if we don’t know where 

the problem is coming from. 
• Ring Road, that might be the solution 
• Tunnel, if you want the trucks off there? 
• King Edward’s speed is a problem, it is Gatineau’s infrastructure that’s the problem 
• Can I suggest that if we have one, how about if we have one that it’s functional  
• Let me just jump in, we can’t find form into function 
• Functionality of the design 
• Bridge construction – it’s going to be a good looking bridge 
• Let’s talk about finance if we don’t have a choice over a bridge 
• If I want to make sure pathways & bikes; commuter traffic there; toll to pay the bridge; endless 

growth 
• Rows & trucks, bikes and pedestrians 
• Private/public partnership 
• Separation between cars, bikes, trucks 
• Brooklyn Bridge is a great design, great example.  I don’t want to feel I’m in a gutter under cars, 

exhaust can be very toxic 
• Effectively having toll systems.  
• Off ramps only and pedestrians; bicycles actively promote low carbon mix and the people need to 

funnel through, go to the Queensway 
• All 3 bridges have to land in the 417   
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• High bridge that touches down in the highway and nowhere else, make it a “wonder of the world” 
• How would we move from one side to the other, where’s it going to be above? 
• How about down?  How about low in the ground and noise follow-up? 
• For an ideal world the bridge would have been built before the communities were developed. 
• Not through neighbourhoods, that is the key! 
• If we move to east, are the trucks going to use it? 
• Logging trucks going through King Edward all the time.  Those trucks aren’t originating in Ottawa.  
• Study of the region of the trucks.  Most of the trucks go to Toronto.  

 
Rotation #2:  
 

• There might be discussing multiple lanes  
• Under is better, a channel - is that an option? 
• That’s a big question.  Can you be more specific?  
• From aesthetics, the lower profile much like the Champlain bridge, any bridge in the east end – 

clearance or sailboats 
• Minimum freight as to be 60 feet – it should be lower, the best vistas of the Gatineau 
• Terrible eyesore, unobtrusive as possible 
• Number of supports, less # of piers 
• Option 7 more piers, because of the crossing of the wetlands, longer span of bridge 
• Protected wetland 
• Rather have under the river and not up at all 
• Categorically, shaking my head, we haven't been exposed to any of the design, so we can't 

answer these questions well 
• Whatever the challenges are, we can't answer these except in a naïve way  (the table is 

unanimous that this comment) 
• Look-out, observation deck, would be a good idea 
• Ridiculous, dangerous, so people can throw themselves, stupid idea 
• The best vista is Gatineau Hills, it will definitely destroy something (no matter what) 
• Other methods could be considered? 
• Another stupid question 
• Can't slow a truck down 
• Pollution from getting in the river, if we are talking 
• Coming back to speed, Parkway has 60 speed limit, but the trucks would have to be braking and 

polluting even more 
• More likely the driver might need even more speed 
• Virtually impossible to do – Boardwalk 
• This bridge is designed to control traffic and commuters from one side to the other 
• 6 & 7 crossings up and down 
• Kettle Island rampage would be much more expensive 
• Visual aspects 
• Under better than over 
• Trenches, dragged down bridge or built under 
• It should be Tunnel, you'll like the Burlington Bridge, where bridge profile low 
• I can't believe they are doing this! 
• Vacuum discussion, completely useless 
• Lift bridge, make it the longest of the world 
• Less piers as a design principle 
• We need to flag impact on property values, People's biggest asset, put up a bridge 
• More obtrusive.  The bridge, visible from community, bigger impact on property values 
• Interprovincial gas pipeline, what if it blows up? 



INTERPROVINCIAL CROSSINGS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT STUDY: PHASE 2B 
WORLD CAFÉ REPORT, OTTAWA 
JANUARY 2012 

4 

• 60 feet, lights flashing all day and night, traverse light all the time 
• Visible, visually intrusive 

 
Rotation 3: 
 

• Public transit, do you mean light rail? 
• Could be existing buses, reason, I know - I sent my opinion - light rail might not be built.  As a 

design which corridor could support light rail? 
• Gatineau, two-tier with light rail on Blair, one station to come downtown and free all the buses 

from the bridge 
• Bayview, eliminate the situation that rapid buses come back empty 
• Include a master plan and light rail 
• Eventually should be connectable 
• Whatever is beautiful, not an ugly beast.  International design competition 
• Purpose is to alleviate truck traffic 
• How can we accommodate both form and function 
• Charleston, South Carolina (it has it all and it's gorgeous!) Tourist attraction (bungee jumping) 
• Visitors, lookout points over bridge 
• Features desirable, if the bridge is ugly, we can jump down! 
• International standards - no diagrams matter in a tunnel - like gas or fuel oil.  You can build up 

beside, which Canada is a signatory to 
• Engineers can't be passive though 
• Remove all the trucks and OMB ruling to go against that.  Original study keeps the same trucks 

as today 
• Million dollar costs being built - diesel combustion 
• Do you want another design, considering drinking intake shouldn't be close to 200 m = human 

consumption 
• Design and environment - the more stringent design criteria applies (Gatineau-Ottawa) 
• Away from water 
• Good separation from heavy trucks, and to fulfill pedestrian activity in a meaningful way so that 

people are drawn to this bridge - facilitate that in a very sensitive way.  McDonald Cartier Bridge 
is a brutal one. 

• # Levels / # platforms 
• Another thing – height; safety = two types of criteria 

o mandatory = health and safety 
o discretionary - priorities, substance list 

• Design light rail like Vancouver's (bikes, buses) 
• Rockcliffe Airport - primary way from the east to end.  Bridge design should be taking runways, 

move it?  Quite an ecological zone 
• Design - local municipalities, ecologically area, not just provincial ones 
• Gatineau workshop, design of the bridge.  McLarin Bay - with links from Gatineau Airport to 

Ottawa airport 
• Think long term 
• Water flowing from west to east.  Sediments collected, and if the McLaurin Bay (downstream) 

(sensitive areas).  Lower part of the bridge 
• Examples on Phoenix and Tucson that can enhance the tourist value 
• Build a spam that is long enough  
• Revised Code of Ethics  for Engineers – (reason if problems on the first phase study) 

 
Rotation #6:  
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• Trucking bridge - what is the purpose? 
• Let's go back to the main question.  Three communities were more fighting against each other 
• Density of traffic = 2 more bridges.  Demographics are showing 
• 3 corridors only 
• Nothing has been done since 1989?  Wasting more millions, are we doing this for the next 30 

years? 
• This bridge, design would be nice, a beautiful bridge, of course 
• It’s a ridiculous question! 
• Utilitarian bridge to address the trucks can't make a jewel out of a sow's ears 
• A tunnel - because 95% of the trucks do not carry dangerous goods.  So you can control that 

effectively, what do you restrict the times of the day = 3000 trucks over downtown corridor 
• Stop and go speed, braking in downtown core.  It's horrible 
• Tunnel eliminates traffic lights 
• NCC cannot look further - the three corridors 
• Miami's example, West Coast to east coast 
• Insult to my intelligence 
• No good, solid studies 
• We don't have enough information, how can we comment 
• How do we go about the solution of this problem? 
• 417 widening of it = right junctions of the LRT? 
• Collaboration, problem solving 
• We tried our best, and they wouldn't listen! 
• NCC should be a liaison between, a coordinator function - the best solution.  Not a limiting 

position 
• Greenbelt metaphor review at the NCC - no more development infrastructure, if there is an 

alternative 
• Two silos of the NCC’s, not talking to each other = it is a dog's breakfast 
• NCC - needs to consolidate all this powerful opportunity for them = open thinking 
•  

Table 2 
 
1. What aspects of bridge design (such as the number of piers, height of the bridge, construction 

material, etc.) could be applied to address the environmental and technical challenges of a 
river crossing? 

 
• Ridiculous question 
• Someone suggested to put one in the west end 
• The problem hasn’t been addressed/defined 
• Two bridges 
• Talking about the # of piers is illogical – it the problem is not known 
• Maybe putting a tunnel in for trucks 
• To commuters won’t be a problem if the traffic speed fixes it set out 
• Piers are cosmetic 
• Colour suggested - gold 
• Attractive looking 
• Cannot have form without function 
• Functionality  
• Ways for bicycles to cross safety 
• Need to control commuter traffic – have a toll and/or pay a fee 
• There should be rows for cars, rows for pedestrians, rows for trucks/commuters 
• Separation between pedestrians  & bicycles and separation between trucks and commuters 
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• Effectively have a toll system  
• Off ramp for pedestrians only! – don’t harm wetlands, communities etc. 
• Everyone else is directed directly to highway 417 
• Needs to be aesthetically appealing 
• Concern about moving around the community from one side to the other 
• Have a bridge below ground level 
• Is there a way to design the bridge without bulldozing 79 houses? 
• It would be ideal that the bridge doesn’t run through a neighbourhood  
• People thought that the problem/traffic wasn’t only local – trucks are not originating in Ottawa 
• Need to do a study of where the trucks are coming from, where they’re going 
• Need to find a way to keep salt & pollution out of mix 
• Less # of piers 
• Need to have design examples – then it would be better to view  
• State principles – for example, how many piers would have a greater or lesser effect 
• Make it the least intensive design possible 
• Protect environment 
• Purpose built – so knowing how to design will impact the environment and surroundings – need to 

know this so that they’ll know for example how many piers would be better 
• Has to be the most beautiful bridge ever – the big one – how about an international contest for 

bridge design? 
• Designed with a multi-use bridge – e.g. Attractive, needs to be flexible 
• Needs to be purpose built 
• Lighting issue – so that it features aspects, for example lighting of water, etc. (other facilities 

nearby) theatre lighting 
• Look well during day and night 
• Need to try to control noise 
• Look at experience – look at the Cartier Bridge – if you can make that beautiful and work then 

that’s when the design would start. 
• Beauchamplain Bridge – is more appealing  
• Need to have separate lanes for trucks/cars 
• Need to have separation / barricaded for pedestrians and cyclists 
• Need to have low profile like Sydney / Vancouver bridge – but too much money 
• Low profile – closer to the river 
• Could you build a bridge out of some material that would reduce noise? Covered bridge?? 
• Like walking bridges in Sydney, Australia – walking space for pedestrians at the top of the bridge 
• The bridge should become part of the green belt 
• How does the bridge integrate into the communities and environment on both sides of the bridge? 
• Need to keep in mind – social, environment, political etc. impact 
• Need to use bridge to highlight the Capital 

 
2. Could the inclusion of a lookout or observation deck near the middle of the bridge increase 

the appeal of the bridge to pedestrians and cyclists? 
 

• Dangerous 
• Against it 
• More important to preserve the lookouts that exist 
• If it’s like the Cartier Bridge – then no because it will be too noisy 
• However it would appeal to tourists – extreme sports – bungee jumping 
• Could be ways to include community activities – so more than just a look out 
• Need to have bridge designs to draw from (as either examples or options) 
• Don’t do this bridge on the cheap 
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• Should be a highway bridge (high speed – 100 km/hr) 
• Vertical separation sounds best 
• At either end of bridge, don’t defuse the traffic into communities but channelled away 
• It should go directly into the 417 – no stops (one speed all the way through) 
• No observation lookout – who would want to stand somewhere with all the truck pollution – no 

way of reducing the noise level for pedestrians 
• No bridge design that mitigates the green space around the area 
• We’re not building an iconic bridge – but a bridge to just get trucks through 
• The bridge will be utilitarian – like the Cartier Bridge – even is more noise, very appealing.  it 

would be ruined by running through communities  
• Concern – why would we be building a bridge for oil use vehicles when perhaps down the road, 

tars may be used less 
• The shortest bridge possible – the better 
• Why are we building this bridge?  Reasons haven’t been clear and have changed 
• A towering bridge cannot be pretty 
• There’s a need to back to WHY?  The design will depend on that! 
• Can you build a bridge that will service the truck and delivery traffic 
• How does the Manotick railway project etc., play into this? 
• The bridge will be utilitarian bridge – no way to make it appealing 
• Tunnel – better option 
• Need to have a speed all the way through – avoid stop and goes – would keep with environment 
• Why not do like the tunnel in Miami – connecting from east Miami to Miami PA 
• How can people comment on the design of bridge if they don’t have anything on it – or why it 

needs to be built! 
• How could you make certain that this won’t be a jam onto 417 – it would cause jams for certain 

communities – more so than others 
• Look around the world for ideas – better planning 
• NCC needs to consolidate everything together 

 
*About world cafe model:    If this did any good, make communities realize they’re in the same boat – 
helped so they’re not pitting against each other.  
 
3. What methods could be considered to improve the safety and quality of travel for non-

vehicular traffic (such as grade separations for trucks, cars, and buses or reduced traffic 
speeds at certain places)?  

  
• Can’t downgrade traffic speed – because of ramps 
• Can’t slow down trucks 
• Have boardwalks for pedestrians & cyclists - but for long bridge – it’s virtually impossible 
• These bridges weren’t designed to lead to heritage site but to lead commuters from one place to 

the other 
• Kettle Island – ramp would be less expensive and more convenient 
• It would be good to have a low bridge height - a way to lift it up for boats to cross > second option.   

1st option – underground – under river (lift bridge) 
• Concern – impact on property value 
• The more obtrusive – too much of an impact it will have on property value 
• What will happen if the gas pipe below the bridge blows up? 
• If bridge gets up to 60 feet – there will need to be lights – if low (not so much need) 
• The higher it will be - noisier – that will be 
• Grade separation – means denser bridge, but good for pedestrians – community is concerned 

with that 
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• Pedestrians level needs to be separate 
• Need to mitigate the truck impact 
• Need to design for a certain speed and design it so it doesn’t surpass that speed 

 
 
4. Are there any other design ideas that could be applied to the bridge to improve its visual 

qualities while still providing the required transportation capacity?  
 

• Needs to integrate community aspects – huge opportunity for lighting – especially at night – 
seasonal – also include banners 

• The ramps are a big concern 
• There could be boardwalks 
• Things to consider – educate the community in the bridge area on the environment effect 
• They don’t want a bridge like the Cartier Bridge 
• Think outside the box 
• Make it original – make it part of the greenbelt 
• Use wood – not structural, but incorporated into the design – provides environmental impact 
• Pedestrian safe – so no one jumps off etc.  
• Kettle Island – the most unsuitable option – most destructive to the a community 
• No mitigation for having trucks pass through 
• Tunnel option – find different route for trucks transporting toxic materials 
• Site 7 – problem for airplanes and boats – bridge would need to be low enough for planes to take 

off, but high enough for boats 
• The larger the bridge – the more lighting – drawback 
• If the tunnel for downtown is already on its way – why not piggyback the bridge project to it.  This 

is why it would be better for tunnel! 
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3.0 Theme 2: Long term Economic Growth 
 

1. How could an interprovincial bridge  be used to support other special events (Capital festival 
activities, ceremonial route) 

2. How could a new interprovincial bridge enhance long term economic growth in the National 
Capital Region? 

3. How would a new bridge support the vision for sustainable growth in the National Capital Region 
identified in the municipal Official Plans of Ottawa and Gatineau? 

4. How could a new bridge help to integrate and strengthen the economies within the National 
Capital Region? 

 
Comments provided during these discussions are provided verbatim below. 
 
Table 1 
1. How could an interprovincial bridge  be used to support other special events (Capital festival 

activities, ceremonial route) 
 

• Counterproductive - shouldn't be looking to move people around - proper local development not 
integrated 

• Should not promote interprovincial commerce 
• Should this promote economic development were focus on truck traffic? 
• Make truck access only.  No  promotion of inter-community/commuters 
• Change truck delivery policy / smaller trucks for local deliveries 
• Public transportation lines 
• Integrates with Gatineau public transportation 
• Have as designated truck routes  
• Quality of information  
• How will it affect home values? 
• Possible intensification in existing public transportation.  Routes supported - accessible system to 

integrate will create more economic growth 
• Ontario needs to be attached to an Ontario provincial highway connection to our trade partner, 

Québec 
• Alleviate pressure from core area. 
• Promote activities throughout the region and broaden our activities to a larger region 
• Start a ring road with one corridor that would minimize impact on existing route 
• Purpose built to advance future competitiveness for festivals 

 
 
2. How could a new interprovincial bridge enhance long term regional growth in the National 

Capital Region? 
 

• Negligible effect in Gatineau with new industrial and residential development.   
• Bypass downtown 
• Traffic in East End will be much worse 
• Overcapacity  
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• No federal government in east - this could promote 
• Increased distance and cost to truckers 
• Won't be used by trucks - distance of 28.7 km 
• Five times the distance - no economic benefit to truckers 
• Pollution from truckers would increase its crossings moved further east 
• Impact to truck traffic would be negligible on King Edward 
• Only intensification would be in Gatineau 
• Greenbelt is getting smaller because of growth 
• Intensification of the Ottawa side would be negative in East End 
• Bypass any growth area 
• Downtown not increasing its way the stats show - stats flawed 
• Putting a bridge in the east end will affect values of homes negatively 
• Make traffic worse in east end 
• It will remove Greenbelt, which is attractive part of the east end 
• Greenbelt brings economic activity to east end would be negatively affected by the crossing 
• Integrated NCR transportation plan bring other options back (tunnel, etc.) 
• Doesn’t have to be a bridge 
• Why take our communities, away to save Gatineau 
• No economic development benefits to Canotek Park 
• Construction costs for east end are higher 
• Why are we building a bridge? 
• Regional based-solutions necessary 
• Tourism need to be engaged in the discussion 
• Truck industry needs to be included 
• Warehouses are in the west and wide bridge in east end 
• 60% of truckers would not change their routes 
• Study needs to be updated to show current traffic 
• Additional facts are necessary, more studies 
• Conduct surveys 
• What is the economic impact of each of the corridors on truckers? 
• Government should look at keeping government jobs 
• Distribute work across Ottawa/Gatineau to minimize commuting 
• Single purpose to this process 
• Wouldn't want to cross these bridges by foot or pedestrian 
• Mutually exclusive - cannot do all of these things 
• Additional options for economic growth – new business districts additional land development 

opportunities 
• Less comments - positive environmental impact 
• Transit links to new crossing 
• Quality of life increases with less commute.  Time positive impact crossing 
• Facilitate development in Eastern region 
• Decentralized - growth opportunities in suburbs for industry where the employees live 
• Tourism opportunities would increase - both for Ottawa/Gatineau as easier access 
• Emphasize connecting the east end because they and their own attractions while alleviating truck 

traffic downtown 
• Tour operators – could focus on east end attractions 

 
Table 2 
 
Question 1 
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How could an interprovincial bridge be used to support other special events (Capital festival 
activities, ceremonial route) 
 
• The first group started very negatively saying:  “No way” to all four questions. They could see “no 

benefits overall”.  They said that the questions were one-sided and that it was hard to know 
without knowing the other categories in depth. They had the following comments about question 
one: “myopic question”; “strange question to ask”; “perfunctory question” “minor issue”. 

• However, they agreed that it would facilitate traffic for cultural events and said the bridge could be 
used to enhance activities. For example, the Ottawa Marathon Weekend would benefit. 

• While one group said the bridge should not be used as a ceremonial route, or a tourist attraction, 
but it should be used for transportation mainly. A bridge should not be a tourist attraction. Another 
group said that new bridge would have a large role to play to alleviate core area and provide new 
opportunities for outreach activities happening elsewhere. It will facilitate movement of people 
and redistribute access. It will facilitate N/S traffic for cultural events. They said that it could be 
like the Sydney bridge. 

Question 2 
 
How could a new interprovincial bridge enhance long term economic growth in the National 
Capital Region? 
 
• One group said that depending on its location, the bridge would open up new opportunities for 

future, long term growth impact. Good connections do help economic growth. Sitting on a bridge 
for hours is a major expense to the economy. It is important that people do not get stuck on a 
bridge. 

• Some said that we should impose tolls so that we could make the bridge nicer, combine walking 
path connections etc.  

• The bridge could enhance integrated industrial activity. What is the residential impact? Does it 
favour developers and landowners on the North side?  Will the South be neglected? 

• Long term economic growth: Plug into existing industrial park. Develop further on Gatineau side. 
However, there was general consensus in one group that no economies benefit Canotek 
Industrial Park. “This idea does not fly”, they said. 

• Another group said that, although this was a dual issue, there is no N/S integration. “Where are 
the people from Gatineau? Why aren’t we integrated?” 

• A few people insisted that truck drivers will have to travel longer and this will have a negative 
impact, imposing costs to business. “Where is the economic benefit? All I see is lost”, said one 
participant. 

• Truckers are the most important stakeholders and they have not been consulted. Would they take 
the alternative route? They would not. The trucking industry is never at the table. The use of the 
word truck is nowhere. 

Question 3 
 
How would a new bridge support the vision for sustainable growth in the National Capital 
Region identified in the municipal Official Plans of Ottawa and Gatineau? 
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• One group said that the bridge should be the responsibility of the province, not the city. 

• A bridge will help in transportation. Most groups mentioned the need for a better public transit 
system between the two cities. 

• Land development redistributes jobs. People don’t have to travel. Reduce environment impact. 
Helping access other region. Reduce travel time (both activities and work). 

• Stunted growth. No innovation or technology (like solar LRT). Transportation ok, but preserve the 
core, like ring road in Washington. 

• We need to maximize what we already have. Why do we need growth? As current systems are 
improved, the result will be growth. 

• “Sustainable growth is an oxymoron, said one group. Focus on intensification”. 

• We need to improve pedestrian transportation. Planning is stunted; there is no forward thinking. If 
bridge connects S/W, use park and ride. Encourages driving.  

• You can shift the pie around, but it will not get bigger. Don’t support growth: cap the population. 
Work with what we have. Economic gain shifts, but it doesn’t grow. Increased traffic flow to 
current indicated Places, and therefore increase efficiency. 

• One group spoke at length about the impact of the bridge on the community, giving Overbrook as 
an example of a pitted community.  “Do not divide communities”, they said. The corridor should 
be outside the community. “Respect the community, respect the people”. Respect the integrity of 
communities.”  

• One has to respect the quality of life of people who live near bridge. Look at the quality of life 
issue; the impact on people. 

• Key planning: the two cities Ottawa/Gatineau are linked. We need a shared vision of an 
integrated public transport system. The residential growth will happen around transit stops. This 
could happen on both sides if it is well-designed and well-integrated. Good examples are St. 
Bruno and St. Hubert in Montreal. Planning: real estate developers have to be in conjunction with 
transport specialists. 

• Beautification of downtown. We should not duplicate King Edward. 

• Use successful examples of bridges: Montreal, Calgary, Vancouver. 

• Bottom line: Commercial truck: should limit timing; change hours. Bridge will alleviate problem. 
Regulate trucking activities. 

Question 4 
 
How could a new bridge help to integrate and strengthen the economies within the National 
Capital regions? 
 
• Decentralizing some movement. Locating to where employees are. Creating new hubs. Go where 

the people live. Cost of labour movement 

• Remove negatives from downtown Ottawa. Provide ease connectivity.  
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• Massive campus they may need. The last group said that a bridge would be very good for the 
tourist industry in the NCR as it would facilitate the connections. Future growth:  NRC short 
accessible trip to Ottawa/Gatineau The two cities complement each other. Tour trips would be 
better packaged with better connections. 

• Movement of goods Comments were divided: for some, the bridge will help, for others, it will 
hinder. No gains. We need more rigorous economic analysis. 

• Another group said that the bridge will not enhance economic development in Ottawa. It is not 
going to enhance life at all.  

• The infrastructure in west is massive. In the East end, it is already at capacity. No economic 
growth. The federal government is moving to the West end. (RCMP) 

• The group said that 60% of the truckers will not move from King Edward because the suggested 
alternate routes are all too long and therefore more expensive.  

• This bridge would destroy the one gem of the Orleans community: the Green Belt. Intensification 
must be outside the Green Belt. The Breen Belt is all that Orleans has to offer. And it has already 
been reduced in the East end. Many people use the Green Belt as a recreation area. They should 
be able to continue. 

• One person said that the NCC should create depots outside cities so that truckers can unpack 
outside cities. 

Comments on the process: 
• There were negative comments on the process. 

• “We must define the issue. What are we trying to accomplish? We do not know the problem. The 
whole project is not city-based. If we are trying to solve the truck problem, we do not have the 
necessary information”, said one group. 

• “We need facts. This exercise is rhetorical, a waste of time”, said another. 

• Survey: economic impact of the three corridors. How much will it cost? 

• “There is not a single purpose. The whole process is wrong. There are no facts.” Why are we 
building a bridge? We need to know what we are trying to accomplish. The issue of the tunnel will 
always be here, they felt, because it has not been properly addressed. Mutually exclusive 
purposes: trucks, commuter traffic, pedestrian, cyclists. The whole process is wrong. This is an 
insult to Ottawa residents.”  

• One group felt that the NCC should do a selling job rather than a telling job. 
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4.0 Theme 3: Regional economy and tourism industry 
 

1. How can this project promote the National Capital Region Economy/Tourism Industry? 

2. Could this bridge become a tourism feature and be an integral part of the tourism 
experience when visiting the National Capital Region? 

3. How could this bridge enhance Regional cycling (rent a bike/program) and other eco-
friendly tourism activities? 

4. Could this bridge help to promote and highlight the Ottawa River's importance in each 
neighbouring City? 

5. How would an interprovincial bridge help to integrate regional attractions, airports and 
local economies? 

 
Comments provided during these discussions are provided verbatim below. 
 

• In general there was consensus amongst the groups that the number of large vehicles travelling 
downtown had to be reduced, as they are currently dangerous for cyclists and pedestrians 
(deaths, injuries). However, many asked, will the trucks really leave and use the new bridge?  
 

• The bridge needs to be beautiful to grab tourist eyes, not like MacDonald Cartier, which is an eye 
sore. Tourist events should extend beyond downtown. They suggested that the corridors touch 
sensitive issues such as heritage, green space, and environment. Need to focus on long term 
growth. Groups stated that the purpose of this project is unclear, and suggested that more studies 
needed to be done and the results forwarded to the public rather than to get the information from 
an uneducated public. Many disagreed with the preamble (worded too nice and does not state 
problem). Many were frustrated by the questions. Groups demanded that the facilitator read all 
the questions at once to have a better overview. 
 

1. How can this project promote the National Capital region economy/Tourism industry?  
 

• Traffic congestion: Better bridge connections to 417 and 50 highways would be an economic 
improvement. 

  
Tourism:  
 
• A bridge would redirect traffic and reduce downtown and market area traffic and thus improve 

tourism. 
• In some ways a bridge is an attraction, in some ways, not. 
• The intention of tourism:  A bridge is utilitarian. We must focus on trucks and reduction of traffic. 

Make that the focus. 
• The purpose is to take traffic downtown and traffic is negative to tourism, real estate deterring this 

traffic would be beneficial to tourism (especially downtown). 
• Long-term transportation plans could alleviate car traffic downtown. Better for tourism (need to 

focus on long term growth). 
• There is an opportunity to make it a tourist attraction, but it’s limited because it is a truck bridge. 
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• Lots of opportunities to improve economy. Rural activities in Quebec are large scale in the 
downtown core. A bridge would improve event planning for tours. 

• Reducing truck problem packages tours better. Eliminates industrial routes from tours and 
tourism. 

• There is no economic value. It is functional, not tourist friendly. 
• Could promote tourism by preserving the attractions. Keep congestion out of neighbourhoods that 

have tourist attractions.  
• Waterfront destroyed visually. Take away environmental aesthetic attraction. 
• No economic value. 
• Beneficial to downtown only if they get trucks off King Edward but too many factors will affect the 

truckers. One cannot get the trucks out of core just by building a bridge. 
• It’s not going to be a tourist attraction. It would be far too costly to make it beautiful enough. 
• Congestion on this side of the river. Congest local roads and make it more difficult for locals to get 

around. 
• No. Trucks can’t afford to get to bridges. They will use the shortest route, (gas expenditure). 
• No studies, no data given. 
• There is no guarantee that the trucks will take the new route. 
• Do we build a bridge for tourism or to control traffic flow? 
• Architectural costs will increase costs of bridge, but who will be paying? 
• Others thought that an extension of green space to bridge would constitute a tourist attraction, 

although they are too far out of the city to attract tourists. 
• NCC will not pay money for iconic bridge. 
• Problem with ring road is that communities usually do not benefit by them. 
• Very strong opinion against bridge:  why sever a neighbourhood to fix downtown problem? 
• Should have some basic principles. Waterfront precious (river side experience) community 

experience net loss. 
• Champlain Bridge created recreational space. 
• Bridge needs to protect environment. Build to respond to all. 
• Its primary use is a truck route. 
• MacDonald Carter Bridge is poor/ Not what we want.  
• The bridge must be designed beautifully. 
• Create environment friendly infrastructure. 
• Bridge could help economy downtown  
• Tourism factor out: Positive gains cancel out the negative. 
• Only tourism benefit in decease of truck traffic congestion. 
• Establish the purpose of bridge: tourism? 
• Not likely for people to come to Ottawa to drive this bridge.  
• Bridge should be beautiful and will be utilitarian in structure.  
• We do not need trucks in our community. No diffusion in community (hwy to hwy). Safety 

concerns: high speeds trucks. Not much in terms of tourism if trucks are diffused in community.  
 
2. Could this bridge become a tourism feature and be an integral part of the tourism 

experience when visiting the National Capital region?  
 

• Some said that they don’t believe that a bridge could be a tourist feature, while others said it 
could be if it is built properly, giving the example of the Sydney Bridge. 

• To impact tourism, we need to move traffic out. 
• Why would they make a tourist bridge for trucks? 
• We need to differentiate the usage of the bridge. 
• The corridors are too far from downtown to be a tourist attraction. 
• The majority of economy in Ottawa region is the government. 
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• In some ways a bridge is an attraction and in some ways it is not. 
• A bridge has a utilitarian focus on trucks and reduction of traffic but make that the focus.  
• Aesthetics: (lighting, visuals) could make it aesthetically attractive for tourism.  
• Could accommodate scenic lookout points; bungee jumping, etc. Be a tourist attraction (less 

focussed on aesthetics and more focussed on tourism functions. 
• Champlain Bridge has three lanes. Big problems over stimulating and aesthetically deters 

tourism. This bridge should focus on aesthetics of bridge to improve tourist attraction.  
• Pro bridge for tourism 
• Weight restrictions fours of crossing for trucks.  
• Alleviating downtown congestion is four tour trucks. Must allow for boat traffic (especially 

sailboats). 
• Would not guarantee that tourism would benefit. 
• Petrie Islands destroyed habitats.  
• Could become a tourist feature, but under certain conditions. Demographics of bridge are less 

beneficial for tourism. Cost of building bridge would be very extreme for a tourist bridge. 
• If well designed, LRT on lower tier, and trucks on upper tier. 
• Lower tier decorated in lumber. Other countries do it. 
• Lookout points. 
• Extend from Blair on station on the other side to meet with buses. 
• Using for transportation (trucks are not compatible)  
• Use for transportation. Trucks and tourists are not compatible. 
• The bridge needs to be aesthetically pleasing. Do not want eye sore, massive concrete structure. 

MacDonald Cartier Bridge (noise, pollution, ugly) 
• Not in favour of this idea, unless done in such a way to reduce the noise coming off the bridge. 
• Although extreme sports attracted to this (bungee jumping) activities community based. 
• Factor in public transit linking with bridge. 
• Bridge needs to be beautiful, like the millennium bridge in London. 
• The three corridors are far east of tourist industry. 
 
3. How could this bridge enhance Regional cycling (rent a bike/program) and other eco-

friendly tourism activities?  
 

• If there are 3,000 trucks on a bridge, people don’t want to cycle on it. 
• Cycling advantages: Ferry will bring the people to the cycling areas. 
• None of the corridors make sense for bikes because of the location. But will benefit tourism (traffic 

congestion). 
• The bridge can only impact cycling if it is designed properly. No one wants to cycle next to trucks. 

New bridge must accommodate cyclists/pedestrian, but done so that they feel safe. 
• Create major bike paths in city to connect to the bridge on both provinces. Wider riverbank 

parkways. Bridge becomes a destination for cyclists. 
• With no bridge, they could improve cycling if better financed. 
• Would not enhance cycling (fumes from cars, vehicles).  
• No one likes to cycle on roads. 
• Alexandria Bridge given as an example. Cycling and pedestrians from Ottawa and Gatineau use 

this bridge.  Good attraction. 
• Danger for pedestrians to walk with cyclists, accidents due to high speed cyclists (separated from 

pedestrians and cyclists).  
• LRT will allow bikes to get across.  
• Grade separation, (cyclists, pedestrians, will be safer) but bridge size would be increased (do not 

want monster structure, eye sore). 
• Bridge should integrate cycling and pedestrians but truck travel will be difficult.  
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• Truck cause problems. (How to mitigate truck problems): speed control, design so cannot exceed 
that. 

 
 
4. Could this bridge help to promote and highlight the Ottawa River’s importance in each 

neighbouring City? 
 

• Better chance on Gatineau side to promote significance to the river (more beautiful). Not as much 
attraction on Ottawa side. Lookout points are better River stories, significant for public gathering. 
Turn it into commercial use, restaurants nearby to views attached. 

• The bridge would destroy the Ottawa River’s importance (Cornwall similarities).  
• Would bury Rockcliffe airport. Would negatively affect tourism that flies in here. 
• A lot of opportunities to integrate communities. Banquet Hall, boat rentals, etc.   
• NCC should take this opportunity to build boardwalks, an information centre, and educate people 

about green and respect of the environment. 
• Preserve environment, green space, waterways (bridge may impact). 
• Not damaging. Not visually or ecologically beautifying. Not demographically significant. 
 
5. How would an interprovincial bridge help to integrate regional attractions, airports and 

local economies? 
 

• Positive for retailers in Ottawa, but negative for retailers in Gatineau.  
• Will have a negative effect on house values. 
• The majority of the Ottawa region economy is the government. 
• Specific issues surrounding trucks /cars: influx of truck traffic West side vs. East side 

complication.  They are different issues. 
• Public Transport issue needs to be addressed as a separate issue. More capacity for trucks as 

opposed to tourism. 
• Crossing just for trucks.  
• We have two small airports being connected. Better use of a place of pleasure (Regional carriers) 

Bridge could facilitate that and reduce traffic on major airports. 
• There is no connection between Canotek Park and Gatineau airport. The idea that there are 

economic benefits there is preposterous. 
• Truck problem on King Edward downtown, but bridge may not be the solution. Economic impact.  
• Suggested corridors are too removed from downtown core to affect tourists. 
• Must have an integrated transport plan for the region. 
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5.0 Theme 4: Transportation 
 

1. How could this bridge contribute to a more liveable National Capital Region? 

2. How could this bridge be used to improve recreational opportunities for pedestrians, 
cyclists and commuter systems? 

3. How will the National Capital Region’s future urban growth influence the transportation 
system? 

4. What features should be considered for the bridge to encourage public transit?  

Comments provided during these discussions are provided verbatim below. 
 
Table 1 
 

• Purpose segregated and design/build all recreational purposes around it 
• Make it good for the environment – bungee jumping 
• Not to go through communities 
• What are we trying to argue? King Edward – Rideau 
• Vague documentation 
• Multi-use/patios 
• Purpose build bridge: Night time/daytime - Sunday bicycling 
• Statistics that can help the process   
• Need of more information - spreading newer bridges out, not to use everything in one cluster 
• New bridge should accommodate light rail, reliable buses  
• Idea: Light rail on Rideau/King Edward 
• Bridge should have light rail - should be on any of the bridges 
• e.g. Canal: it's not far from Queensway.  No one knows - recreational activities 
• Needs budget! 
• Urban growth: traffic and deliverables higher 
• Higher cost of fuel - the more pollution, transportation and recreation of bridge - doesn't go 

forever! 
 
Summary:    

• Two-tier bridge should accommodate light rail and bicycling 
• Build a bridge to separate the main purpose from recreational purposes – such as:  

o centres for learning 
o bungee jumping 
o banquet hall 

• Night time and daytime activities 
• People need more information / data and stats are vague 

 
 
 
 

Table 2 
 

1. How could this bridge contribute to a more liveable National Capital Region? 
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• Question assumes the positive – it’s not. 
• Residents 
• Live, work + play – railway turned into a main road separates community 
• We need something that will keep the community and the safety 
• $90,000 to get trucks off the parkway for safety  
• Where it will be liveable is away from homes 
• Highest pollution – not so liveable, will have to be assessed, what are expectations 
• Stop 18 wheelers and get smaller trucks – no logic for 18 wheelers doing local transportation 
• Must go farther  
• Limited times of truck driving –not when families are out, limit danger and traffic 
• 417 widened – will accommodate – but they end up in cities – not always highways 
• Ottawa vs. Gatineau – 2 cities cannot agree 
• Aviation Parkway – new development being built, Rockcliffe settled now Canada lands, talk of it 

being condos, apartments –where do all these cars go?  Without even putting a bridge (increase 
traffic ) 

• Close to Hospital route – will not allow people to get there on time.  
• Worry about trucks – we also need to worry about cars – need limit 
• Force car parking / public transport 
• To do that we need to join busses (ON & QC) 
• More communications for traffic 
• City pushes intensification then puts main roads in the middle 
• If (it) removes trucks from downtown core, community will be rebuilt  
• Clear separation from community from transportation (trucks) 
• All the language on the website does not mention long-term solutions -- is it trucks?  Is it 

pollution? 
• What problem are we trying to solve with the bridge -- communities more liveable? 
• Downtown core suffering which trucks - not safe, Ottawa cannot grow properly 
• Bridge will be outside core - reduce on McDonald Cartier 
• Need to specify truck as six wheel, 18 wheel, etc. 
• Could it be liveable, if it had a better public transit 
• Separate industries and communities 
• Improve public transit 
• Traffic should be away from community - how far (can you hear, smell, feel it?) 
• Need parameter - something measurable 
• It will be improved from where it is 
• Cannot have trucks near hospitals 
• Quantitative parameters 
• Trucks = pollution - go around the city!  Move away from all neighbourhoods 
• All corridors will go right through communities 
• More than one community 
• Pushing out King Edward’s problem to communities 
• Understands transportation need - need for truckers is coming in over human habitat 
• If Western development is not suitable, how is the aviation?  
• Not just a corridor issue 
• Why does it have to be a bridge?  Why not tunnels, ring road, Canotek option: GA ‘public transit’ 
• Canotek would have least option on humans 
• Would make every community less liveable 
• Why are we jumping to bridges?  Just creates separation  
• Hard to get better from all the construction from the bridge 
• Do not like the division between communities 
• However, there needs to be something done eventually 
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• Wish we could look over more options 
• Tunnels for trucks under downtown 
• Started right from the beginning of bridge 
• What is the purpose of the bridge?  Trucks?  Public? 
• Most of the traffic is from the east side 
• Commute from Ottawa/Gatineau 
• Too many single people driving vehicles 
• Make public transit free 
• Too much intensification - too much damage 
• Canotek GA - really likes idea, much healthier 
• Saves many more families + homes on both sides (ON & OC) 
• Industrial site to industrial site 
• Simply making bottleneck at the split worse with bridges 
• Cannot take more traffic on Aviation Parkway 
• Ring road bridge (bridge in east & west) like Edmonton + Winnipeg 
• Selected crossing with the least amount of impact 

 
Summary: 

• Would not be liveable 
• A bridge is needed – just NOT in a community 
• Bridge should take pressure community 

 
Table 3 
 
1. How could this bridge be used to improve recreational opportunities for pedestrians, cyclists 

and commuter systems? 

• Speed restrictions enforced 
• Bicycles & walking 
• Granville bridge in Vancouver,  designated location for pedestrians 
• Can’t have bikes when they are going to highways  
• How do we have pedestrians when it goes to main highway  
• Not at all, if trucks 
• Double-decker bridge - separation between pedestrians and vehicles 
• No integrated transportation plan for the City (NCR) no visions 
• What problem are we trying to solve 
• We need Gatineau stats, we have 15 million - how much does Gatineau have 
• Bridge handling trucks - incompatible with pedestrians – oxymoron 
• Not car appropriate 
• Need more - use bridge to extend green space 
• Don't even need bridge, use McDonald-Cartier, use existing bridges 
• Rapid transit - integrate with Gatineau 
• Used for truck routes 
• McDonald-Cartier traffic is before and after the bridge 
• Make things prettier, more green 
• Think population may lower 
• More studies 
• Looking another world renowned examples 
• Lots of engineers, but not enough urban planning 
• Use of trains and containers instead of trucks 
• Downtown, you will have trucks that matter what so regulates size – only 6 wheels, etc. 
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• Use what we have - renovate, upgrade 
• Canotek GA = most viable 
• Corridor 7 no way! 6 would be best if you were forced 
• Least social impact - do not create  
• Bridge will be a toxic facility 
•  

 
Summary:  

• Problem with highways for pedestrians  
• Main focus is separation between pedestrians and vehicles 

 
 
2. How will the National Capital Region’s future urban growth influence the transportation 

system? 

• Rapid transit  
• No model as to where public transportation 
• Focus public transit 
• No more a Band-Aid solutions 
• If poorly done - it will influence more people to drive 
• Looking for local shopping 
• Only for trucks, not for cars 
• More like how does transportation affect future growth 
• City is not putting a constraint on where they can build - more and more homes - not enough 

roads 
• Make highway wider, but still the same endings (bottleneck-ends same spot just wider) 
• All farmland, turn into homes in Gatineau makes even worse 
• More public transit - not just bridge (bridge = more cars).  We need less cars 
• Assuming bridge IS going in - what are objectives:  trucks and commuter traffic? 
• Each option (5,6,7) increases distance, option 7 much farther than 5 and 6.  Trucks having to go 

5x farther when taking 7 - that much more expensive and more pollution 
• 7 is more appropriate 
• Lorrain is downtown King Edward problem 
• Simply moving King Edward to Lorrain (79 families)  
• Understand the complications of the trucking limits 
• Transportation affects urban growth 
• Put in bridge, you will feel pressure to build around the bridge – bridge = further urban sprawl 
• NCC should say “the impact on the urban growth will be...” we shouldn't be telling them 
• Should have people giving us information – professionals 
• Put a bridge, where there is Greenbelt - you will be forcing more building homes 
• More public transpo - fast, go where you need to go, without it makes people get in 
• Corridor 6 will increase traffic on Ogilvie South and Montreal Road 
• GA:  will do the same but in addition, will mean that 15,000 residents of Beacon Hill will have to 

from East to get on and off the Queensway 
• 5, 6, and 7 cause congestion on Montreal Road, 6 & 7 cause congestion on the Queensway 
• Government can construct complexes (working) so Gatineau commuters can go West to work.  

Instead of the east and south and around to downtown Ottawa 
• Spend money on more important things 
• Don't believe 3,000 trucks on King Edward - needs to be redone - does not make sense 
• More studies on trucks and cars 
• If you develop a bridge in corridor 6, then it is going to attract further urban sprawl 
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• NCC should be telling the public so that we can evaluate 
• No good!  Increases the pressure to develop the areas where the bridges will be potentially built.  

Think of more public transit, such as efficiency, pace, commuting 
• Option 6 will increase traffic on Montreal Road and Ogilvie Road South.   
• GA (Canotek) will do the same but in addition, will mean 15,000 residents in Beacon Hill will need 

to travel 1 km east to get on and off the Queensway. 
• Options 5, 6, 7 cause congestion on Montréal Road. 
• 6 and 7 cause congestion on the Queensway 
• The federal government could construct 2-3 new complexes (fed).  So Gatineau commuters could 

go West to work instead of East, South and around to downtown Ottawa. 
• The cost of 3 complexes will be less than the cost of the bridge 
• Use 500 million dollars on bicycle access and bikes for everyone.  People would be healthier 

people would not need Medicare 
 
 Participants written notes: 

• Segregate the truck and commuter traffic from the public transportation so that it is free from 
traffic slowdowns (i.e. give the bridge its own transitway lane or rail system) 
 

 
3. What features should be considered for the bridge to encourage public transit?  

• Segregation 
• Bridge needs to be designed perfectly for Transpo 
• Bus lanes 
• Can't have public transit on the utilitarian bridge 
• Either trucks or public 
• Should have public transit 
• not positive for public transit, bridge does not have public transit, needed before and after 
• Public transit on bridge - you need it on and off the bridge as well (before and after)  
• Public transit: go where you need to go, not just in downtown and transfer, adds delays, not 

efficient 
• Buses and trains should be bigger for books, bags, carts, groceries, babies, without there will be 

more 
• Toll bridge, double decker 
• Integrate rapid traffic with Gatineau 
• Mitigation versus imagination 
• Where are the urban planners?  This project is backed with transit engineer technocrats – one-

sided. 
• Use of containers with trains 
• Downtown, you will have trucks - regulate trucks in downtown.  Prohibit wheelers , downtown 
• NCC needs to take care of existing problem 
• Small businesses in downtown don't need the 18 wheelers 
• Choose a transportation and crossing that has the least amount of social impact.  People first.  

Less toxic 
• Go where people want to go 
• Can't have everyone go to downtown, and then transfer 
• Transportation to accommodate people and their needs for groceries, books, bags > features for 

bridge needs to be big enough 
• Tolls on bridges 

 
Participants written notes: 
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• Projected growth in the East adds additional burdens on the main arteries going into the core.  
Options 6 and 7 dump more traffic onto a freeway (174) that is already overburdened.  This 
impacts all eastern communities 
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6.0 Theme 5: Cultural and Heritage topics 
 

1. What cultural and heritage interests make the National Capital Region such a good place 
to live? 

2. What local institutions and landmarks add to the Nation Capital Region’s cultural heritage 
aspect? 

3. What feature of the bridge could provide a cultural reflection of the Ottawa River past 
usage? 

4. Could this bridge signify a historical context such as Champlain’s voyage on the Ottawa 
River? 

 
Comments provided during these discussions are provided verbatim below. 
 
Table 1 
 
1. What cultural and heritage interests make the National Capital Region such a good place to 

live? 
 
Green space 

• Parkland 
• Not city feeling 
• Bicycle paths, environmentally friendly 
• Bilingual / bicultural 
• Nice-looking for both languages 
• Best hospitals (Francophone Hospital) 
• Fairly executed 

 
Rivers - Cultural heritage 

• The history of these (the regions have developed because protected (language, and of the rivers) 
• Museums of different lands 
• Communities – vibrant/activities 
• King Edward – industrial bubble 
•  Worry that the same could happen in our backyards - do not want trucks!! 
• Aviation Museum 
• Stables 
• Aviation Parkway  - so easily accessed - vintage places more important 
• Transfer bridge - bicycle on the bridge 
• Build at the same time as the light rail trains 
• Parliament buildings 

 
 
 
Canal 

• Brand name - common for the beginning of the future - let's keep our cultural/branding heritage 
• Festivals would be affected 
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• Wood laminate – nowhere in the world - new idea 
• Bridge, decorated with wood – to respect the green space – environmentally friendly City of 

Ottawa 
• Statement –aesthetics - Gateway Bridge - one corridor grand Canal view 
• If the grading is there - you could do anything - bridge to see the Greenbelt 
• Do you have to qualify a trade route?  No longer scenic  

 
Summary:  

• Ottawa is green and should stay that way.  But until, many different cultures should be 
incorporated.   

• We should use the regional history for designing the modern elements such as for the bridge for 
bicycles as well 

• Local – see then and now 
• Do not make the King Edward, unstable again 
• The rivers (the waters) are part of our heritage/history 

 
Table 2 
 
Rotation 1:  
 
1. What cultural and heritage interests make the National Capital Region such a good place 

to live? & 
2. What local institutions and landmarks add to the Nation Capital Region’s cultural heritage 

aspect? 
 

• Once we know what the bridge is meant to serve, we can answer this 
• No trucks 
• Bridge will impact many heritage sites 

 
Important sites:  
 

• Greenbelt,  
• River Parkway 
• Aviation Museum 
• Bike paths 
• Boating club 
• River islands 
• Aboriginal lands 
• National interest land mass 
• Montfort Woods 
• River vistas 
• 24 Sussex Drive  
• Governor General 
• Embassies 
• Federally owned residences 
• Heritage/culture is mutually exclusive to truck use 

 
 
 
3. What feature of the bridge could provide a cultural reflection of the Ottawa River past usage? 

 
• Offensive question 
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• Improve McDonald-Cartier 
• Best thing to protect heritage/culture is to not have a bridge 
• We can’t mitigate bridge & culture, mutually exclusive 

 
4. Could this bridge signify a historical context such as Champlain’s voyage on the Ottawa 

River? 
 
• Group believed these were leading questions 
• Ridiculous question 
• Can’t be iconic with trucks 
• Any bridge will have a negative impact on greenspace 
• Bridge destroys culture and heritage, negates value of making it pretty 
• Process driven by engineers, need process driven by urban planners 

 
Summary:  
This group felt that a bridge was mutually exclusive to preserving culture and heritage.  Therefore they 
feel they can’t discuss these topics and find the questions offensive. 
 
Table 3 
 
Rotation 2:  
 
1. What cultural and heritage interests make the National Capital Region such a good place to 

live? 
• Green space 
• Gatineau hills 
• River untouched by development 
• Cycling 
• Animals (natural environment) 
• Peace & quiet 
• Lifestyle 
• Lack of pollution 
• Old architecture 
• Walk-ability – Montreal Road 
• Pathways 
• Museums 
• Preservation of old buildings 
• Feels questions are condescending  

 
2. What local institutions and landmarks add to the Nation Capital Region’s cultural heritage 

aspect? 
• Parliament 
• Aviation parkway 
• Montfort 
• Victorian Park 
• Greenbelt Point 
• Important to preserve these sites 

 
3. What feature of the bridge could provide a cultural reflection of the Ottawa River past usage? 

 
• Nothing 
• Tourism attractions (could become) 
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• Foundations of Ottawa – convergence of 3 rivers) 
• Cover in wood logs, plaques, murals 
• Architects need to design, cost may double & triple cost 
• No bridge – under water or tunnel instead 

 
4. Could this bridge signify a historical context such as Champlain’s voyage on the Ottawa 

River? 
 
• No 
• See it as a monument of something the public doesn’t want 
• See it as having nothing to do with Champlain’s voyage 

 
Summary:  
This group also felt that a bridge would interfere with, rather than add to culture and heritage.  One idea 
however, is that the bridge could represent the convergence of 3 rivers, that could be represented 
through wood logs, plaques and murals.  
 
Table 4 
 
1 What cultural and heritage interests make the National Capital Region such a good place 

to live? 
 

• Parklands, green space - needs to be protected 
• Bilingual, bi-cultural – national institutions  
• Museums 
• Hospitals (access to some of the best medical facilities) 
• Family-oriented 
• Rivers – has to do with origins and waterways 
• Parkway systems around them 
• Greenbelt (has been protected) 
• Gatineau Park 
• Pathway network - bike lanes - user-friendly 
• Depends on what the bridge is for 
• Natural environment 
• Vibrant communities (needs to be maintained) – King Edward was a mistake, problems with 

trucks, affecting communities negatively – concerned this could be reproduced in “his” backyard. 
• Algonquins – land claims – Victoria Island, Kettle Island 
• Logging/nature 
• Parkways 
• Kettle Island – historical site – Champlain met with traders – European history. 
• As important as cultural/archaeological sites are, we should not be destroying existing 

communities in order to preserve these 
• City/NCC/Greenbelt – encourages family activities, biking, pathway network, Parkways – cultural 

attraction – BIXI, along canal, etc. 
• Suggestion – do not allow cars/trucks on and off access through neighbourhoods 
• Museums 
• Political heritage site 
• Greenbelt/Gatineau Park (and activities) – Mer Bleu / Lusk Falls 
• Parkways 
• Pathway System 
• Ottawa River and Rideau Canal/Rideau River – and how they are linked 
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• Museums 
• Rockcliffe airbase/airport 
• Green space 
• Waterways  
• Urban natural environment areas – consultants should read City of Ottawa report 
• Bike paths 
• Vibrant communities 
• Toevet Fields  
• Hog’s Back/Rideau Falls 
• Islands 

 
 
2. What local institutions and landmarks add to the Nation Capital Region’s cultural heritage 

aspect? 
 
• Stables, Aviation Museum, Montfort, Aviation Parkway (ceremonial route into the city) 
• Two tier bridge suggestion – LRT and Rapibus – good public transportation system allowing 

cycling should be integrated into core (e.g. Byward Market)  
• Parliament etc. 
• Festivals – we need to maintain the look and feel.... keep trucks out of core and Greenbelt 
• Victoria Island/Nepean Point 
• Billings Estate 
• Community support – Beechwood shops (after fire) – unifying Vanier with communities to the 

North 
• Vibrant communities in that area – lead to cultural institutions 
• Aviation Museum 
• Western Parkway/Aviation Parkway – especially for the people that have grown up around it 

(cultural value) 
• Work/play, beauty 
• Doesn’t have to be Parliament, etc., but history of houses, culture of a person’s lifespan 
• Neighbourhood is about day-to-day life – boutique communities – vibrant/cultural & heritage – 

increases foot & cycling traffic 
• RCMP Stables, Aviation Museum, Marinas (on both sides) all the way down to Petrie Island 
• History of Islands/River – Champlain, etc. 
• Not too many concrete remnants of that, but this history underlines this  
• Fossils left over from Champlain Sea.  Green’s Creek 
• Stromatolites (near Champlain Bridge) 
• Parliament Hill 
• Archives in Gatineau 
• Green’s Creek 
• Rideau Falls 
• DFAIT 
• British High Commission Building 
• Centre for Pluralism 
• Blackburn Hamlet – commuters will change community feeling 

 
3. What feature of the bridge could provide a cultural reflection of the Ottawa River past usage? 

 
• Big emphasis on cycling/pedestrian traffic needs to take advantage of beautiful views 
• Historically meeting place/portage – want engineers/architects world-class (invitation only) – 

design competition – lottery to pay for it 
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• Should be beautiful bridge that emphasizes a meeting place 
• Environmentally-friendly – in its materials & also reflect this as being a regional perspective 
• Do we need a bridge? – to maintain past and cultural heritage of area, you don’t need a bridge 

(i.e. you shouldn’t have a bridge) – use public transit 
• There should be no assumption that a bridge is a necessity 
• Bridge should not destroy view of region should be inobtrusive – i.e., not high-profile, not a 

monument 
• Historic use of river as transportation corridor, you don’t want to impede view....fits into river bank, 

etc. 
• If there is a bridge where people are rushing across, no one is going to take time to look at 

it/admire it 
• Enjoyment area? Integrate historical representation?  Add to the area 
• Objective of building bridge – commuter bridge & truck bridge – from A to B, not designed as a 

heritage place 
• If you really value what we have in City, then respect natural environment – think of other 

solutions to NOT have a bridge 
• Spectacular design to incorporate logging/fishing history 
• First Nation heritage 
• Extension of Greenbelt over the Bridge – adding greenery to the Bridge (hanging garden or trees) 
• Even something as simple as planters 
• Ice sculptures on the bridge 
• Wood structure? (Sustainable – veneer cover?) 
• Gatineau last Saturday – two tier – have lower tier decorated in wood to reflect region’s history as 

lumber town.  
• No “downtown” in prominent cities has that many trucks 
• Underground 
• Can be iconic – ex. Golden Gate, Brooklyn 
• Especially if it is close to the Greenbelt...should be iconic  

 
4. Could this bridge signify a historical context such as Champlain’s voyage on the Ottawa 

River? 
• Chaudière Bridge would be more suitable to represent Champlain 
• Bridge can symbolize a lot of things but so many trucks crossing it is going to detract for this 

value 
• Ring road? 
• Meeting point – people and places coming together – aboriginals, rivers, French & English, 

provinces 
• Maybe, but environmental context more important?  Link of waterway system more pertinent? 
• Can’t answer the question because it is an industrial bridge 
• Link to long-term vision for the Greenbelt? (Bridge not compatible with vision).   
• Not compatible (bridge) with signifying cultural & heritage context 
• Would rather that we think about present & future 
• Does Champlain represent conquest? 
• Champlain for downtown? 
• This bridge is going to be for truck traffic so is probably not the best place for a landmark 
• Bridge might be for commuters (cyclists) too!  
• Two levels 
• Vistas? 
• Not really best place for historical context  
• Let’s create a landmark! – But is that what we really want there? 
• Good design does not necessarily cost more 
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• Like the idea of a look-out, but not enough to justify destroying what you’re looking at.  
• Why not? Sure 
• A lot of potential exists (based on funding and desire) 
• Aerial bridge so you can see surrounding area 
• Depends on what the use of this bridge is!  Trying to glorify truck route?  Commuter bridge 

(mutually exclusive yes – they play different roles) 
• You cannot mitigate the effects of the bridge on cultural heritage landscape 
• Light rail trumps trucks – what is the best way to get trucks to/from Blair 

 
Rotation 1 – Summary: 

• Green space & parklands very important (and Rivers) – natural environment 
• Also important are vibrant communities 
• Can be iconic...potential exists to have a historical theme 
• Commuter bridge vs. landmark – mutually exclusive – you cannot mitigate the effects of the 

bridge on cultural & heritage landscapes 
 
 
 
Rotation 3 – Summary: 

• Natural environment & existing communities/neighbourhoods make NCR good place to live and 
cultural value of Parkways 

• History of houses & neighbourhoods improve 
• Features to provide cultural reflection include emphasis on cycling/pedestrian traffic & beautiful 

views & environmentally friendly 
• Emphasis on region as a meeting place (people coming together) 
• Trucks will detract from cultural/heritage value 

 
Rotation 5 - Summary: 

• Re: Q1 & Q2 – same as previous & history make NCR good place to live.  We should not assume 
a bridge is necessary, we need to respect natural environment.  The group felt that a bridge is not 
compatible with the preservation of cultural and heritage landscapes.  It should be linked to 
Greenbelt vision. 

 
Rotation 6 - Summary:  

• Re: Q1 & Q2 – same as previous (and in addition build landscapes, architecture).  The bridge 
should have a spectacular design that reflects history, but is this really conducive to 
commuter/truck bridge?  There are other things that could be done to improve design of bridge 
(i.e. planter/trees, etc.).  

 
Some additional comments about the process:  

- Hard to pre-register when you don’t know when/where you’re going – could have put time without 
location 

- All signage should be in both languages! 
- This exercise should have been the 1st thing done! 

o Encourages people to adopt regional perspectives 
o Identifying corridors 1st encourages people to adopt NIMBY 
o Process should not be driven by urban planners & not engineers/technocrats 

- Questions on culture/heritage condescending (this came up quite a few times) 
o There are too many assumptions built into the questions 

- Q1 & Q2 too similar 
- Encouraged people to provide comments via website  
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7.0 Theme 6: Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecological Topics 
 

1. What is the best way to protect existing aquatic and terrestrial biodiversity (native flora 
and fauna) along the EA study area corridors as the National Capital Region grows? 

2. What is the best way to protect the fishery and what sport fish deserve the most 
protection? 

3. What is the best way to protect the Ottawa River’s designated Significant Wetlands and 
natural areas while managing the National Capital Region’s transportation needs? 

4. How can we best protect designated federally and provincially designated Species at Risk 
within the EA study area corridors? 

 
Comments provided during these discussions are provided verbatim below. 
 
Table 1 
 
1. What is the best way to protect existing aquatic and terrestrial biodiversity (native flora and 

fauna) along the EA study area corridors as the National Capital Region grows? 
 

• Commit to maintaining as many natural areas as we can.  How much will natural areas be 
impacted during/after construction?  e.g., natural areas on 174 + NCC lands leased to farming 
recommend to stop leasing for farm - return to natural habitat to mitigate impacts 

• Corridor 7 impacts: Green’s Creek and NCC principle of protection than surprised project on 
table.  Green’s Creek connects to environmentally sensitive area, but a highway over Green’s 
Creek will impact the protected areas.  Must look at all areas 

• Wildlife, Flora, Fauna in Greenbelt/Green’s Creek: should not build there 
• Corridors 6 & 7 will divide the Greenbelt which is already narrowed for sewage.  Corridors down 

middle of Greenbelt will interrupt animal traffic pattern.  Construction phase will impact soil.  
Banks are unstable with washed out clay.  Construction for road/bridge will be intrusive, but 
Corridor 5 is on rock and existing areas.  Whatever mitigation chosen will have mitigation impact, 
because greater extent work because of clay 

• Animals/Plants; pollution, salt, vibration 
• Recreational use of Greenbelt is used by region.  Wetlands already protected in Quebec, outdoor 

activity, wildlife; more sensitive test of wetlands.  Already designated. 
• Quebec: legislatively protected areas important for ecology.  On Ontario side there's a Greenbelt 

areas that should be protected in sensitive to disruptions.  From a regional perspective, why 
would we destroy it?  Contrary to other studies going on. 

• Green’s Creek “heavy” with fossils 
• Large numbers of people who use Greenbelt, daily (walk, jog, bike) come from all over region.  

People park on Voyageur.  
• NCC policy: NCC functioning well, are lands under protection being sold off?  NCC active in 

protecting areas of Greenbelt but identified 1.5 km of Greenbelt east end as area that should be 
protected.  There are conflicting messages within one organization 

• NCC is reviewing Greenbelt Master Plan that says NCC will not accept new INFC through 
Greenbelt if other options available.  On one side is the Greenbelt and other is the crossing.   

• Two groups in NCC not talking.  
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• Are home distraction, eventually, destruction 
• Option 7 goes through McLaurin Bay & Option 6 through Greenbelt 
• No bridge at all.  What do we do about King Edward?  Trucks should go through tunnel with the 

least impact on environment 
• Have bridge, but wildlife displaced.  NCC thinking not legitimate.  

 
Table 2 
 
Sewage:  When sailing/rowing - solid sewage appears so would never eat a fish.  Overall picture of river 
health is impacted by sewage.  Bridge would add another stress – a type of catfish   
 

• Should have a topic on human habitat.  Bridge impacts human health (schools/hospitals).  
• Prince of Wales is existing. Strong. Use that for trucks. 
• Protecting flora/fauna is huge, but bridge destroys “somebody’s” flora/fauna 
• Built on clay so vibrations travel outward, so hospital will be impacted 
• A bridge in area is unsustainable, cause damage to Greenbelt, fragile islands - too close to centre 
• Kettle Island belongs to aboriginals/conservation Association, dear, wildlife, wetlands.  Rich 

footprint substantial.  Green’s Creek. 
• Best to promote transit/cycling not build another route for cars.  Look at alternatives, no mitigating 

bridge damage.  
• Toxic, industrial crossings - flora/fauna is more important 
• Wants to know WHY bridge is built.  Been told main purpose is for trucks (Ottawa) and 

commuters (Gatineau). 
• Tunnel option should be connected to existing bridges/Queensway.  Avoid impact on people 
• Are there studies saying that existing bridges cannot accommodate? 
• Trucks will still go down King Edward, because it's the shortest route 
• If going to have a bridge, make it a toll bridge. HQV and Transit free, but commuters pay to 

lessen impacts on environment.  Should do that with existing bridges 
• Take funds from tolls and put back into INFC , such as sewage problems to help river 
• Justify transportation need for new bridge.  Then discuss other options.  Need data to make sure, 

solving problems identified. 
• Spending $ on something we don't know what studying 
• Why challenge environmentally sensitive areas? 
• Besides clay, there are fault lines in the city 
• Prepare mitigating existing INFC and upgrading rapid transit before locking a new INFC 
• Cart before horse, thinking small 
• River keepers are important.  Listen to their guidelines on both sides of river & CREDDO.  

Thought should be incorporated 
• Corridor 7:  new road/ramp in wildlife corridor.  Need to protect. In Banff there was a crossing for 

wildlife 
• When building the McDonald Cartier in 1960’s, nobody cared. This is no longer the case.  Need to 

listen to environmental groups.  All corridors have nature areas 
• Understands that need a bridge, but it's criminal to move traffic from one neighbourhood to 

another  
• River side experience, important to all corridors.  There will be net-loss so should emphasize 

INFC that supports environmental education such as boardwalks, river keeper officials on the 
river.  This would help educate people about wild and aquatic life.  Ways to mitigate noise 

• Need recognition of importance of river and how its valued.  
• Need to put bridge in most positive way 
• Diesel fuel smell, air brake noise all night long, noise pollution 
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• Nature will re-establish itself, but bridge will be dangerous and progress will not stop.   Cannot 
listen for birds in morning 

• All interconnected 
• Can tolerate the cars but not truck traffic.  Trucks will impact the bird population, because they 

like quiet nesting areas  
• Kettle Island , historically and culturally significant (e.g. Champlain) 
• Islands are delicate.  Should have environmentalists on construction sites.  Call river keepers, 

boats at the ready 
• Project should set bar on environmental projects.  Environmental Consultant on site at all times 

and in the planning process 
• When Kettle Island settled, there will be employment for indigenous people and jobs on bridge  

and outdoor education and historical education jobs 
• Archaeological interests for natives.  Tribes connected and watching the project 
• When it happens, make sure it's done right 
• Mitigate all the aspects, make it beautiful  
• Humans = Aviation Parkway is a large buffer from door to door several meters between houses.  

People will use shortest distance to bridge.  There will be traffic at people's doors. More buffer 
between houses = less air pollution, because makes space for pollution to disperse.  

• What will growth be in Gatineau? 
• How is the clay mitigated for construction? 
• Foundation needed for bridge 

 
 
2. What is the best way to protect the fishery and what sport fish deserve the most protection? 
 

• McLaurin Bay/Wetlands/River = protect them.  Full range of fish. Chemicals in river, salt dripping 
from trucks will pollute an already polluted river.  Beautiful river in the world but can't swim in it or 
eat fish.  Petrie Island has good path (regionally used) and second nicest beach area with 
protected bays that will be affected by construction/erosion going down river 

• Marinas on QC & ON sides fish along the river as a sport (not food) 
• All fish deserve protection 
• Bridge should not have stoplights.  People stopping on bridge results in air pollution and litter – 

more impact on the environment.  
 
3. How can we best protect designated federally and provincially designated Species at Risk 

within the EA study area corridors? 
 

• Leave it alone 
• Move bridge to west end.  Deflect problem 
• Truck problem and car problem.  Cannot address both problems have to be just one.  Promote 

public transport on both sides of river to address cars. Trucks/cars go in tunnel 
• Corridor 7 has problems:  McLaurin Bay, ecologically sensitive.  Cutting off Greenbelt 
• Commuter problems/truck problem.  Even if split apart won't solve both problems 
• Can’t have cake and eat it too.  Oil spills, accidents. 
• Move trucks from point A to point C by cutting through Point B makes no sense. NCC yet to do 

economic study on moving traffic 
• Don’t pave wetlands 
• Use existing transportation corridors 
• Put in tunnels 
• Suspension bridges, reduced # of pillars and is more of a view 
• If people don't like power lines, then won't want bridge 
• Muskrats will increase 
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• C6 & C7 goes through wetland, but C5 close over Island. 
• Concerned that data (scientific) will be trumped by opinions 
• Should have environmental consultant in the planning process 

 
Table 3 
 
Question #1: 
 

• No bridge.  Otherwise lots of road kill. McLaurin Bay, one of the best ecologically sensitive areas.  
Green’s Creek extorts toxin in river.  Green’s Creek flows from “Mer Bleu” 

• Take bridge that produces little idling in traffic and has straightest route through.  If people just 
sitting in cars.  Then, no time to throw garbage in water 

• Wide and attractive for trucks (utilitarian) 
• Must protect ecology to pass onto future generations.  Cost-benefit okay for people now, but 

utilitarian aspect not good for future generations 
• Moved jobs to where people live and telecommuting to reduce need for bridge.  At Heathrow.  

They wanted a bridge, but other solutions.  Respond to macro changes – NCC “ramming” down 
throat and won't look for other options.  A car mentality and building for more cars and 
commuters.  Is public transit more effective? 

• Pick the corridor with least amount of habitat and SAR  
• Worry about noise and air pollution.  Divert air pollution 
• Question of whether human health is included? 
• Low profile to reduce collisions with bridges for birds 
• Passes under bridges for animals to cross?  Maintain bike paths for people? 
• Moose in backyard 
• Cutting wildlife corridor in Greenbelt.  Need mitigation. 
• Don't cut up Greenbelt.  Any Greenbelt piece that isolated is no longer part of Greenbelt 

 
(Note: Round 2 was more interested in “no bridge” & transportation topics even though it was suggested 
that they discuss transportation in the next round.)  
 
Summary:  

• Commit to protecting as many natural areas as possible 
• Impacts to wetlands/Green’s Creek/Islands which are sensitive 
• Corridors will divide Greenbelt 
• Banks consist of clay that is unstable.  Construction vibrations will be widespread 
• Animals, plants, birds will be impacted by salt, vibration, noise 
• A lot of people use Greenbelt, daily for recreation 
• Promote transit on both sides of road - look at alternatives 
• Should add topic regarding human ecology 
• Make bridge toll bridge with free transit, HQV, bikers. Use toll $ to fix existing INFC , such as 

sewage in river to mitigate fish impacts 
• Listen to river keepers and environmental consultants 
• There will be a net loss per river, so promote education on river shores with boardwalks, 

education centres 
• Diesel fuel, noise, smells will impact nesting areas. 
• Should have environmentalists on site during construction 
• Pick corridor with least amount of habitat/species at risk 
• Cannot isolate pieces of Greenbelt.  Once isolated that no longer part of Greenbelt 
• Don’t pave wetlands 
• Use existing corridors 
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3. What is the best way to protect the Ottawa River’s designated Significant Wetlands and 

natural areas while managing the National Capital Region’s transportation needs? 
 
• Fishing on low priority list 
• I’m not a biologist.  So not sure about  
• Humans are terrestrial beings but no impact study on the environmental/health impacts upon 

humans 
• Leda clay - vibrations 
• What about salt and other chemicals falling off the bridge into the river? 
• Do not Cheap Out 
• Federal/provincial acts that protect fish/birds etc., but no Acts that protect people 
• What about city/municipal enviro Acts?  This process does not take this in to account 
• Endangered fish not in the corridors.  Stop dumping exotic species in their river 
• Mandated to address the species at risk 
• What about people? 
• We need to choose a corridor that would have a minimal impact on all species at risk 
• Cluster of ecologically protected areas (woodlots)  
• Tunnel? 
• Build downstream so sediments do not get caught up by the Duck Island 
• Bridge technologies that can build a 3 km bridge without touching the ground to avoid the areas 
• Greece/France - too expensive but please do not cheap out! 
• Urban natural areas enviro evaluation study map, from City of Ottawa 
• Get rid of the golf course that Ottawa owns and is  
• Blackburn Hamlet in the Greenbelt, so is developed 
• Greenbelt did not do what it was intended for 
• Scratch the west end because a water intake but only a law in Ottawa not in Quebec. (About 

building/dangerous goods near water intake areas).  There is a water intake near Kettle Island so 
if chemical spill, Gatineau will have to shut off water intake.  Water resources protection act. 

• Tunnel 
• Boston  
• Follow Jacques Cartier Bridge 
• Bridge looks nice on postcards so NCC would want that, but a tunnel makes sense 
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8.0 Conclusion 
At the conclusion of the World Café in Ottawa, questionnaires were distributed to the participants in order 
to obtain their comments. A total of 36 participants filled out the questionnaire. Comments were generally 
favourable to the date and time of the event and most people felt the format was productive.  Some 
participants felt that the number of topics should have been increased to include the human impact of a 
bridge. Several participants indicated that they would have liked the discussions to last a little longer.  
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