
Questionnaire – 2017 Municipal Elections 

If anyone would like to discuss either the questions, or the answers, 
with me, they are invited to contact me at 
andrealockwoodchelsea2017@gmail.com.  

1. Do you believe the Municipality should promote non-motorized ac-
tive transport within its territory, and continue the implementa-
tion of Chelsea’s Active Transportation Plan? 

As someone who cares about the environment and as someone who biked 
to work in Ottawa from Chelsea for approximately 25 years, I believe the 
Municipality should promote non-motorized active transportation within 
its territory through the identification of appropriate routes throughout 
the Municipality.   The municipality (and its duly authorized representa-
tives) should take into consideration environmental and social impacts, 
costs, and the new reality which will include paved (on Notch and Mine 
roads) and non-paved (along Highway 5) cycling links to the NCC bike trail 
system.   

Chelsea’s Active Transportation Plan (“ATP”) needs to be updated as it 
does not accurately reflect the new bike and pedestrian paths which will 
link Chelsea to Gatineau, or the demise of the train. 

2. What concrete steps would you propose to advance the protection 
of existing trails and the building of new trails in the Municipality, 
and notably in the ward you want to represent? 

The major issue in Ward 4 is the lands along the river where the train 
tracks used to be.  The removal of the ties and the rails has resulted in an 
improved walking and mountain biking trail.   

In my view, the big question is what to do next. 

Sentiers Chelsea has been identifying the proposed use of the river trail 
where the train tracks used to be as a “community trail”.  A “community 
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trail” as defined by the ATP is a “sentier naturel” or a “nature trail” 
which is narrow, and generally used for walking or snowshoeing (p. 24).  
There are many people in Ward 4 who are in favour of this option.    

On the other hand, the ATP consistently refers to the land where the train 
used to run as a corridor which traverses Chelsea, and is a “grand ax 
structurant” which links Wakefield and Gatineau (pages 9, 12, 13) and 
which has the potential to be important both locally and regionally (p. 
16).  The ATP does not make a recommendation with respect to the fu-
ture of these lands as at the time the future of the train was not known, 
but the ATP does note that the development of this corridor would in-
clude multiple partners, including the MRC and the City of Gatineau and 
notes that whether the surface is stone dust or it is paved, it will require 
significant work ($$$)(p. 39). 

Over the course of the last few weeks, I have been going door to door to 
ask residents of Ward 4 what they envision for the future of the municipal 
lands along the river. It is clear there is no consensus and no clear vision. 
I have not met anyone who wishes to turn black the clock and prevent 
residents from walking or skiing along the river as they have been doing 
for generations. To imply that there are people advocating this is mislead-
ing and is pitting residents against residents.  I have met a number of res-
idents of Ward 4 — generally those who do not live near the river — who 
want a commuter trail into Ottawa for work.  Many are advocating for a 
community trail but there is no clear definition of what that is. 

The debate in Chelsea over what to do with these lands has been allowed 
to become emotional, and based on values (the community-minded vs. 
the private property advocate) rather than facts. In social media, people 
are often labelled as either pro trail or anti trail without any definition of 
what that means. Such discussions are not healthy. 

I do know that on my own, I tried to get some facts and I contacted such 
agencies as “le petit train du nord”, Tourism Quebec and velo Quebec. 
They all said that they were excited about a biking trail on the lands 
along the river as cycle tourism is big in Quebec. 

I have spoken with friends in Ottawa, and bikers in the Gatineau Park, as 
well as on the 105.  They have all been really enthusiastic about a pro-



posed bike route linking Ottawa/Gatineau and Wakefield: they said they 
probably would not use the path with their road bikes, but they’d use a 
hybrid or a mountain bike, and they would bring their kids in trailers, etc.  
I know that if there’s a path along the river on which I can ride my bike, I 
will use it. 

I also know that in places where there are lots of bikers, people tend not 
to walk, with or without a dog.  I am worried that older and younger peo-
ple will be discouraged from using the trail as a result of high speed bik-
ers, but that may really just be a concern on the weekends.  

I do not know whether lots of people are likely to come from Ottawa and 
Gatineau to use the trail along the river  but I don’t think anybody else 
does either.  In my view, we need to see what happens.  I do not see the 
point in spending money when we do not know what the “project” is.   
Chelsea has had an unfortunate history in the last 8 - 10 years of moving 
forward with projects without having done the necessary groundwork and 
thinking about what is likely to happen — not just what is intended, or 
desired.  Some on Council have had an unfortunate tendency to be satis-
fied with assumptions. 

There has been no vote by the previous Council as to what should be done 
with the municipal lands along the river other than to remove the rails 
and ties.   There has been no environmental assessment commissioned 
with respect to any new usage of these lands.  There has been no evi-
dence gathered as to who is likely to use the trail. 

There has been an unfortunate, and in my view, improper reliance upon 
volunteers and advocacy groups.  Instead I believe the municipality 
should lead the way on this issue. 

The new council should undertake an informed, evidence-based approach 
to developing these lands:  any improvement to the trail along the river is 
a development and must be treated as such.   Leadership and manage-
ment of the debate over these lands must come from Council as the duly 
elected representatives of all residents of Chelsea:  while the direct im-
pact, use and enjoyment of the trail may be focussed on people living in 
the Wards along the river, any increase in taxes resulting from the devel-
opment of this public resource will be shared by people across the munic-
ipality.  In addition to the obvious costs of putting down stone, or putting 



up barriers, there are likely to be increased maintenance costs, policing 
costs, insurance, parking, signage, etc. 

If I am elected, I will argue for the creation of a municipal committee to 
move forward on the issue of public trails and corridors.  The committee 
will include at least two councillors, municipal staff, and experts, volun-
teers and other representatives of the population at large.  The commit-
tee should be mandated to identify at least 3 concrete options for the 
development of the river lands, with social, environmental and financial 
implications identified.  I would like to stop the acrimonious debate 
about values, and commence a healthy conversation based on facts, not 
assumptions.  

3. Chelsea’s rail corridor is an invaluable municipal asset and commu-
nity link:  

a. Would you support the municipality continuing the ten year 
tradition of grooming the 18 km municipal winter trail? 

Absolutely I use it on a regular basis and it is a great community link . 

b. In order to ensure that it is preserved as a municipal asset for 
future generations, would you oppose any proposal to sell off 
sections of the corridor to adjoining land owners?  

Definitively.  It is a municipal asset and should remain so. 

c. Do you support the creation of a multi-functional trail along 
the Chelsea railway corridor? 

There already is a trail which is currently used by walkers, mountain 
bikers, skiers and snowshoers.  The question is what type of trail 
best meets the needs of residents in a fiscally responsible manner.  I 
refer to my comments in section 2.   

d. Would you proceed with the design charrette, a process 
promised to residents by the current council, before year 
end?  

No.  The new Council needs to undertake an informed, evidence-based 
approach to developing these lands.  As indicated above, a municipal 



committee should be set up to review various options and report back to 
Council. That Committee should hold consultations with residents. 

4. Gatineau Park being in our municipality requires ongoing collabora-
tion/communication with the NCC. What are three things you want 
to see change about our relationship with the NCC?  

Decisions made by the NCC can have a direct impact upon residents of 
Chelsea:  traffic congestion on Old Chelsea road is only one example, 
along with the influx of visitors to the Park, and associated parking issues.  
Road maintenance, and the creation, development and maintenance of 
bicycle paths are also issues with which Chelsea residents have to con-
tend on a regular basis. 

Accordingly Chelsea must: 

1.  Maintain good lines of communication. 
2.  To the extent possible, work with the NCC to coordinate proper plan-

ning of their respective infrastructure; and 
3.  Be assertive when required. 

Chelsea is the mouse sleeping next to the NCC lion.  Chelsea council 
needs to be firm, informed and resolved in addressing its concerns with 
the head of the NCC and its staff.


