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OTTAWA’S CLIMATE POLICY VISION 
A PLAN TO GIVE THE PEOPLE WHAT THEY DON’T WANT 

 
          EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 
Ottawa’s City Council recently approved a Climate Change Master Plan that describes how 
it will pursue its goal of eliminating the use of oil and natural gas, and the energy services 
provided by them, by 2050. This note will provide an overview of its major measures and 
their potential consequences and discuss the financial implications for residents and 
taxpayers. 
 
The Measures 
 
Through its use of zoning and the issuance of building permits, the city plans to prescribe 
the mix of new residential buildings in Ottawa. By 2046, it would be: singles (31%); 
doubles (4%); row houses (37%); and apartments (28%). The mix of residences that home 
buyers would prefer apparently does not enter into the City’s considerations. 
 
As part of the other building-related measures, the City will also “scale up” the rate of 
retrofits to 98% of all buildings by 2040. By 2050 it will have 415,000 heat pumps installed 
in low-rise residential buildings by 2050 and 146,000 heat pumps installed in apartment 
buildings, and have 73% of the heat load of commercial buildings served by heat pumps. 
These changes would come at significant cost, and so far it is not clear who would bear it – 
the private owners or the taxpayer. 
 
The City proposes to change the way electricity is generated in Ottawa. It also plans greatly 
to expand the role, responsibility and budget of Ottawa Hydro, the local electricity 
distribution utility, essentially taking over many functions now performed by the 
provincial electrical utilities. For example, it will increase Ottawa’s production of 
residential solar PV equipment to almost five times today’s level by 2050. It will also 
convert 80% of existing commercial buildings to be heated and cooled by district energy, 
80% of apartments to be heated and cooled by district energy, and 15% of residential 
buildings to be heated and cooled by district energy by 2050, with 100% of the heating 
provided by geothermal energy. Finally, the city will increase Ottawa’s wind-generated 
electricity production capacity to 1609 MW by 2030 and 3218 MW by 2050. The current 
cost of installing a wind turbine is conservatively estimated to be about $2,500 per kW. So, 
the capital cost of 1609 MW would be over $4 billion and the cost of adding 3218 MW 
would be over $8 billion.  
 
The city plans to completely electrify the personal and commercial vehicle fleet, the 
municipal vehicle fleet and the rapid transit system by 2050. As part of this effort, it will 
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ensure that electric vehicles replace 90% of internal combustion engine (ICE) vehicles by 
2030 and 100% by 2040. It will also ensure that 40% of heavy duty trucks owned and 
operated in Ottawa are “zero emission” by 2030 and 100% are by 2050. Further, it will 
ensure that 100% of the transit fleet is zero emission by 2030. All-electric buses have 
much-reduced performance and reliability in cold-weather conditions. 
 
The city will achieve many of its objectives through the use of urban planning, zoning and 
regulatory instruments; through significant expenditures on infrastructure and vehicles; 
and through the use of its taxation powers.  
 
The financial analysis in the plan offers an “order of magnitude” estimate of what 
implementing it would cost the City and its residents over the period from 2020 to 2050. 
The analysis projects that the cumulative community-wide expenditure from 2020 to 2050 
will total $52.6 billion, with a present value of $29.7 billion. All of this is above and beyond 
the expenditures that are currently underway or planned. The analysis states that the 
returns from this investment will be $87.7 billion (unexplained) but only $12.4 billion 
when discounted to 2020 dollars. There is no analysis of the costs per tonne of carbon 
dioxide emissions avoided. In other words, there is no way based on the consultant’s 
analysis to know whether the proposed expenditures are cost effective compared to other 
options, or make sense in terms of the alleged value of the emission reductions. 
 
The plan includes suggestions for several additional taxes and fees that could be imposed 
on city residents. Notably, the plan envisages the collection of $1.3 billion from road tolls, 
392 million from congestion charges and $234 million from increased development 
charges. 
 
To place these projected expenditures and revenues in context, the City of Ottawa Budget 
for the 2021 fiscal year anticipates the spending of $4.3 billion. The proposed Climate Plan 
expenditures thus would increase that total by 37%.  
 
Underpinning the climate plan are a series of assumptions about the likely preferences and 
behavior of the people who live in Ottawa. Notably, the City Council seems to believe that 
the people of Ottawa want to live in an ever-more-dense city, that they welcome reduced 
car use, that they prefer transit over personal vehicles, that they have no objection to 
significantly-increased costs of vehicles, and that they would welcome much higher taxes.  
 
The background documents note that annual GHG emissions in Ottawa are about five 
million tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent, or 0.7% of Canada’s total. Canada’s total 
emissions, in turn, are about 1.6% of global emissions.  
 
Due to lack of media coverage, there has been little opposition to the new plan. People may 
only begin to react after the more onerous measures take effect.  
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OTTAWA’S CLIMATE POLICY VISION 
A PLAN TO GIVE THE PEOPLE WHAT THEY DON’T WANT 

 
 
Many cities across Canada have declared a “climate emergency” and are now revising their 
plans to respond to it. Ottawa’s City Council recently approved a Climate Change Master 
Plan that describes how it will pursue its goal of eliminating the use of oil and natural gas, 
and the energy services provided by them, by 2050. The media coverage of the plan has 
been cast in generalities, with little analysis of what it would mean for the average resident. 
This note will explain the claimed rationale for the plan, provide an overview of its major 
measures and their potential consequences, and discuss the financial implications for 
residents and taxpayers. 
 

 
 
 
 
The Measures 
 
The plan includes about 75 measures that it proposes be 
taken over the period from 2020 to 2030 and then on to 
2050. The measures would affect every part of the urban 
economy, including notably residential and commercial 
buildings; electricity generation, transmission, storage and 
consumption; transportation; and waste management. 
 
Residential and Commercial Buildings 
 
Through its use of zoning and the issuance of building permits, the city plans to prescribe 
the mix of new residential buildings in Ottawa. By 2046, it would be: singles (31%); 
doubles (4%); row houses (37%); and apartments (28%). The mix of residences that home 
buyers would prefer apparently does not enter into the City’s considerations. 
 
As part of the other building-related measures, the City will: 
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• increase the percentage of new residential and commercial building construction 

that is net-zero to 100% in 2030. In British Columbia, the estimated cost of meeting 
this target is in the range of $50,000 to $100,000 per housing unit. No estimates 
have been given for commercial buildings. 
 

•  “scale up” the rate of retrofits to 98% of all buildings by 2040. In the UK, the 
estimated cost of doing this is in the range of 70,000 to 80,000 pounds per home. At 
present exchange rates, that is equal to CDN $122,000 to CDN $138,000 per home. 

 
• have 415,000 heat pumps installed in low-rise residential buildings by 2050 (74% 

air heat pumps and 26% ground heat pumps); 146,000 heat pumps installed in 
apartment buildings by 2050 (72% air/28% ground); and 73% of the heat load of 
commercial buildings served by heat pumps by 2050. (The upfront capital cost of a 
ground source heat pump  is between $20,000 to $40,000 for horizontal and vertical 
ground loops for a house and  the operating costs would be about 2.8 times higher 
than for a natural gas-based furnace system). 
 

Electricity Generation 
 
The City proposes to take several measures to change the way electricity is generated in 
Ottawa. It also plans greatly to expand the role, responsibility and budget of Ottawa Hydro, 
the local electricity distribution utility, essentially taking over many functions now 
performed by the provincial electrical utilities. For example, it will: 
 

• Increase Ottawa’s of residential solar PV equipment from 72 kW today to 174 MW 
by 2030 and to 320 MW by 2050. The documents do not explain how this is to be 
achieved i.e. by passing regulations, by subsidies, or by taxes that make the 
alternatives far too expensive. 
 

• Increase the commercial solar power equipment installations from 584 kW today to 
400 MW by 2030 and to 740 MW by 2050.  
 

• Add 18 MW of new hydropower (all small plants along the Ottawa and Rideau 
rivers) by 2030 and 36 MW by 2050.  

 
• Add 6 MW of agricultural biogas generation by 2030 and additional CHP capacity at 

ROPEC (Ottawa’s main waste water collection and treatment plant) to use all-
methane production (9.37 MW) by 2035. 

 
• Convert 80% of existing commercial buildings to be heated and cooled by district 

energy, 80% of apartments to be heated and cooled by district energy, and 15% of 
residential buildings to be heated and cooled by district energy by 2050, with 100% 
of the heating provided by geothermal energy. District energy is a multi-unit heating 
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system that is popular in countries with centrally-planned or socialist systems of 
government; there is only one district heating system in place in Ottawa today. 

 
• Add 20 MW of bulk electricity storage by 2050. The capital cost of bulk-power 

storage using lithium-ion batteries ranges from US $600 to US $3,800 per kWh.  The 
cost of bulk electricity storage in the United States was $625 per kWh in 2018.  

 
• Increase Ottawa’s wind-generated electricity production capacity to 1609 MW by 

2030 and 3218 MW by 2050. The current cost of installing a wind turbine is 
conservatively estimated to be about $2,500 per kW. So, the capital cost of 1609 MW 
would be over $4 billion and the cost of adding 3218 MW would be over $8 billion.  
 

 
Ottawa is not an optimal solar energy location in Canada 
 

 
 
 
https://www.globalsolaratlas.info/map?c=45.421143,-75.690057,11&s=45.421143,-75.690057&m=site  
 
 

 
 
 

Alberta has the best solar 
resources in Canada, far 
superior to those of Ottawa. 
Even so, the cost vs a vis the 
energy generation value in 
Alberta is staggering as outlined 
in: “What You Really Need to 
Know About Renewables (That 
Pembina Institute Won’t Tell 
You)”.  Likewise, the proposal 
that grid scale batteries can 
compensate is wishful thinking, 
not to mention the ludicrous 
cost (also discussed in the 
Alberta report).  
Ontario is mostly powered by 
nuclear – consequently, adding 
wind and solar will increase 
carbon dioxide emissions as 
explained by the Ontario Society 
of Professional Engineers in the 
screenshot below. 

 

Grid scale batteries also have serious explosive (BESS Bomb) potential and are problematic if a fire starts, as is now 
occurring in Australia. https://www.abc.net.au/news/2021-07-30/tesla-battery-fire-moorabool-geelong/100337488 
The proposed climate action options claim to benefit health. A downside of battery fires is the release of the deadly 
hydrofluoric acid. https://rivercitymalone.com/health/hydrofluoric-acid-fire-at-tesla-battery-energy-storage-system/  

https://www.globalsolaratlas.info/map?c=45.421143,-75.690057,11&s=45.421143,-75.690057&m=site
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Response-to-Pembinas-What-You-Need-to-Know-Part-A-4-FINAL.pdf
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Response-to-Pembinas-What-You-Need-to-Know-Part-A-4-FINAL.pdf
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Response-to-Pembinas-What-You-Need-to-Know-Part-A-4-FINAL.pdf
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Response-to-Pembinas-What-You-Need-to-Know-Part-A-4-FINAL.pdf
https://rivercitymalone.com/wind-solar-energy/bess-bombs-part-1/
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2021-07-30/tesla-battery-fire-moorabool-geelong/100337488
https://rivercitymalone.com/health/hydrofluoric-acid-fire-at-tesla-battery-energy-storage-system/
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Transportation 
 
The city plans to completely electrify the personal and commercial vehicle fleet, the 
municipal vehicle fleet and the rapid transit system by 2050. As part of this effort, it will: 
 

• Decrease the personal vehicle stock and hold the commercial vehicle stock constant 
from 2016 to 2050 (i.e. no more trucks) 
 

• Ensure that electric vehicles replace 90% of internal combustion engine (ICE) 
vehicles by 2030 and 100% by 2040. Only EVs could operate within the area 
bounded by Bronson, Catherine St. and Queen Elizabeth Dr. (Rideau Canal) by 2028. 
This is the area to which the congestion charge would apply. (It is not clear that 
Ottawa City Council has the legal authority to impose such conditions). 
 
 

 
A study by Kent Zehr, P. Eng. shows that Ontario would have to add 21% additional ‘firm’ (conventional) power 
generation to support the federal EV policy May 2019. Such projects have a 20-30 year horizon. No such project 

is on the table. Note that provinces cannot take electricity from each other as all except Atlantic provinces will be 
deficient in electrical power generation to meet the federal EV policies, let alone those of Ottawa city. 

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/13/electric-vehicle-considerations-for-canada/  
 

Transportation (con’t) 
 

• Ensure that 40% of heavy duty trucks owned and operated in Ottawa are “zero 
emission” by 2030 and 100% are by 2050. One can only assume that this regulation 
would apply only to trucks owned and operated by businesses in the city. It is 
unclear that the city has the legal authority to impose such conditions. 

 

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/05/13/electric-vehicle-considerations-for-canada/
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• Ensure that 100% of the transit fleet is zero emission by 2030. OC Transpo, Ottawa’s 
public transit agency, now operates 944 diesel-powered buses. The average cost of a 
new diesel bus ranges from $400,000 to $500,000. Therefore the value of the 
existing OC Transpo fleet ranges from $ 378 million to $472 million. The money 
invested in diesel buses over the last decade and longer would be written off. The 
cost of new electric buses would be in the range of $1.2 million each.  All-electric 
buses have much-reduced performance and reliability in cold-weather conditions, a 
fact that the Ottawa Climate Plan appears to under-estimate or ignore. 

 
• Increase the share of commuting held by walking and cycling (from 9.6% today to 

22% by 2030 and 26% by 2050. This is far higher than the current 16% “active 
transportation” share in Victoria, B.C., the Canadian city with the climate and 
geography most conducive to walking and cycling. It is highly unlikely to be 
replicated in Ottawa’s cold weather climate. 

  
• Make the Byward Market and much of the Ottawa core car-free by 2030 (i.e. 

including eliminating parking facilities). Wellington-Rideau, Sparks, Bank, and 
University of Ottawa campus would be car-free. Such actions would essentially 
eliminate most restaurants and businesses in the core of Ottawa, shut down the 
Rideau Centre, the main downtown shopping mall, and destroy the tourism appeal 
of the Byward Market. 

 
• Apply a congestion charge of $20 to vehicles entering the downtown core between 

6:00 a.m. and 10:00 a.m. on weekdays. In other words, anyone commuting to 
downtown Ottawa by car would have to pay $400 per month more. 

 
• Reduce the availability of parking places in Centretown (Ottawa’s core) by 50% by 

doubling on-street parking fees by 2050 and permitting no off-street parking within 
500 metres of the Light Rail Transit stations. 
 
 

   
 
 

 
Robert Lyman’s report includes references to the JP Morgan study showing 
nominal adoption of EVs and other similar public transportation policies. 
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2021/05/09/speed-bumps-on-the-road-to-
decarbonization-part-1/  With additional links and recorded live stream: 
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2021/05/22/links-to-speed-bumps-on-the-road-
to-decarbonization-powerpoint-recorded-live-stream-report-and-references/  

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2021/05/09/speed-bumps-on-the-road-to-decarbonization-part-1/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2021/05/09/speed-bumps-on-the-road-to-decarbonization-part-1/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2021/05/22/links-to-speed-bumps-on-the-road-to-decarbonization-powerpoint-recorded-live-stream-report-and-references/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2021/05/22/links-to-speed-bumps-on-the-road-to-decarbonization-powerpoint-recorded-live-stream-report-and-references/


 

 

Page | 9 

Waste Diversion 
 
Waste diversion has long been a major theme of Ottawa Council’s planning. In the new 
Climate Plan, it has set higher goals: 
 

• 98% of organic wastes would be “diverted” by 2024 (i.e. within three years).  
 

• 98% of paper and non-paper waste would be “diverted” by 2030. 
 
This won’t be the first time that the City of Ottawa has vastly over-estimated the 
percentage of organic waste that residents would place in green bins. Today, after more 
than a decade of being harangued about the alleged necessity of diverting organic waste, 
less than half of it is placed in green bins and the city has paid dearly for its miscalculations.  
 
The Means 
 
The city will achieve its objectives through the use of urban planning, zoning and 
regulatory instruments; through significant expenditures on infrastructure and vehicles; 
and through the use of its taxation powers.  
 
The financial analysis in the plan offers an “order of magnitude” estimate of what 
implementing it would cost the City and its residents over the period from 2020 to 2050. 
The analysis projects that the cumulative community-wide expenditure from 2020 to 2050 
will total $52.6 billion, with a present value of $29.7 billion. All of this is above and beyond 
the expenditures that are currently underway or planned. The analysis states that the 
returns from this investment will be $87.7 billion (unexplained) but only $12.4 billion 
when discounted to 2020 dollars. In other words, the net cost of the plan is estimated 
by the consultant to be $17.3 billion. In normal economic analysis of public policy 
measures, this would be a clear signal to not proceed with the plan.  
 
There is no analysis of the costs per tonne of carbon dioxide emissions avoided. In other 
words, there is no way based on the consultant’s analysis to know whether the proposed 
expenditures are cost effective compared to other options, or make sense in terms of the 
alleged value of the emission reductions. 
 
The plan foresees annual community-wide expenditures of approximately $1.6 billion per 
year net present value for the decade 2020-2030. Of this, $581 million per year net present 
value would be spent on transit and “active transportation” (bicycle and walking path) 
infrastructure and an additional $40 million per year net present value for municipal 
building retrofits, the zero-emission non-transit municipal vehicle fleet, and methane 
production from landfill and other sources.  
 
The consultant acknowledges that the municipality will not be able to meet expenditure of 
this size alone. It therefore assumes that a substantial (but unstated) amount of funding 
will come from the federal and provincial governments. This assumes, of course, that 
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governments that support such high “climate emergency” expenditures will be in power for 
the next 29 years. Otherwise, the full funding obligations would have to be borne by city 
taxpayers. 
 
The plan includes suggestions for several additional taxes and fees that could be imposed 
on city residents. The projected revenues from these taxes and fees include the following: 

• imposition of road tolls: $1.3 billion 
• congestion charges: $204 million 
• downtown congestion charges: $188 million 
• road user fees: $106 million 
• increased metered parking fees: $86 million 
• new vehicle registration fees: $65 million 
• private parking levy: $8 million 
• development charges: $234 million 
• utility local access fees: $66 million 
• property tax climate levy: $32 million 
• empty buildings tax: $24 million 
• land transfer tax increase: $130 million 

To place these projected expenditures and revenues in context, the City of Ottawa Budget 
for the 2021 fiscal year anticipates the spending of $4.3 billion. The proposed Climate Plan 
expenditures thus would increase that total by 37%. Even if the federal and provincial 
governments contributed half the Climate Plan funding, an extremely optimistic 
assumption, Ottawa taxpayers would be required to pay (one way or another) about $800 
million per year, or 19% more than they now pay annually.  
 
The magnitude of the spending anticipated over the 2020-2030 period is even more 
striking when compared to the city’s present sources of funds and current spending 
allocations.  Ottawa’s projected revenues from property taxes, the largest single 
source of funds, in 2021 is $1.85 billion. The Climate Plan expenditure of $1.6 billion 
per year would absorb 86% of that. 
 
The largest spending item in the 2021 municipal budget is $746 million to be spent on 
community and social services. The Climate Plan expenditure would be equal to more than 
twice that. The second largest spending item in the 2021 municipal budget is $647 million 
to be spent on transit. The Climate Plan expenditure would be equal to two and a half times 
that.  
 
In short, the main financial impact on an individual resident of Ottawa would be through a 
massive increase in the cost of owning and operating a vehicle; the plan marks an 
intensification of the City Council’s longstanding war on cars and car owners. If one could 
portray it in terms of a property tax increase, for each of the next ten years the owner of a 
house with an assessed value of $400,000 would see his or her property tax rise from 
$4,035 per year to $4,780 per year assuming senior government aid or to $5,528 per year 
without senior government aid. 
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The Contrast with Public Preferences 
 
Underpinning the climate plan are a series of assumptions about the likely preferences and 
behavior of the people who live in Ottawa. Notably, the City Council seems to believe that 
the people of Ottawa want to live in an ever-more-dense city, that they welcome reduced 
car use, that they prefer transit over personal vehicles, that they have no objection to 
significantly-increased costs of vehicles, and that they would welcome much higher taxes. 
The following may be considered “inconvenient truths”. 
 
According to the most recent Statscan data (from 2016), 19.8% of commuters in Ottawa 
used public transit, 7.1 % walked to work and 2.5% cycled. In other words, 70.6% of 
commuters came and went by car.  
 

 
 
Due to the Coronavirus, urban transit ridership in Canada dropped by 72% from February 
2020 to February 2021; transit revenues were down over that period by 69%. Ridership 
levels may take years to recover. 
 
Commuters who travel by public transit take longer to get to work, on average, than those 
who use cars.  
 
Car sales in Canada rose from 1.6 million in 2010 to 1.9 million in 2019, or 24%, and there 
is no reason to think that sales in Ottawa did not follow the national trend or that they will 
decline in future. Even with subsidies, electric vehicles cost at least $10,000 more than 
their ICE competitors. 
 
Since 1996, jobs have been moving away from the city centres. The percentage of workers 
who live 25 km or more from the city centres have increased in all Census Metropolitan 
Areas. People simply are moving to where they can have larger residences.  
 
 
 
 
 

“After five decades of governmental efforts to 
discourage commuting by personal vehicle, the 
percentage of working Canadians commuting by car 
has fallen from 80.7 to 79.5 per cent. In other words, 
regardless of what government planners, transit 
commissions and environmentalists may prefer, the 
average citizen is voting for personal vehicles.”  
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/07/27/the-85-million-
tonne-obsession/  

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/07/27/the-85-million-tonne-obsession/
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/2019/07/27/the-85-million-tonne-obsession/
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The Alleged Rationale 
 
The plan describes claims by various sources regarding recent changes in weather patterns 
in Canada and alleges that these are indications of the global climatic conditions that are 
caused by rising greenhouse gas emissions. This linkage is asserted rather than 
demonstrated, and the plan does not acknowledge a considerable body of scientific and 
economic analysis that calls into question the thesis that human emissions are causing 
increased extreme weather events or an increased risk of catastrophic climate changes a 
century hence. The plan also fails to demonstrate how GHG emissions reductions in Ottawa 
would affect the global trends, a notable lapse in logic given that climate changes, to the 
extent they are occurring, are influenced by global, not local, trends.  
 

 
 
The background documents note that 
annual GHG emissions in Ottawa are 
about five million tonnes of carbon 
dioxide equivalent, or 0.7% of 
Canada’s total. Canada’s total 
emissions, in turn, are about 1.6% of 
global emissions. Global emissions 
have risen by 59% since 1990 when 
governments first began setting GHG 
emission reduction targets. None of 
the targets have ever been met. 
Today, about two-thirds of global 
GHG emissions are produced by 
the non-OECD countries, mostly in 
Asia and the Middle East, and all of 
the growth in emissions is also in 
these areas. It follows that GHG 
emissions in Ottawa have an 
extremely small and ever-shrinking 
share of global emissions. Even the 
most pervasive and expensive emissions reductions in Ottawa will have negligible effects 
on the global trends in either emissions or climate. 
 

 
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Futile-Folly-
aug-2020-Reissued-FINAL.pdf  

https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Futile-Folly-aug-2020-Reissued-FINAL.pdf
https://blog.friendsofscience.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Futile-Folly-aug-2020-Reissued-FINAL.pdf
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Conclusion 
 
The City of Ottawa Climate Plan marks a major departure from the policies that have 
governed the city historically.  The majority of current municipal councilors, however, 
think that there exists a global climate “crisis” and that governments even at the municipal 
levels must adopt crisis-like measures to reduce emissions, in the belief that these will set 
the model for actions around the world. In effect, the Ottawa City Council is assuming the 
role properly played by the Canadian federal government in deciding how Canada should 
react to an alleged, but unproven, global climate problem. There is, in fact, no evidence that 
what Ottawa does to reduce emissions will “set the model” for what the countries of Asia, 
where all current emissions growth is occurring, will do.  
 
The measures are extremely intrusive and mark the substitution of municipal councilors’ 
views concerning which lifestyles and patterns of energy consumption should prevail for 
those of the residents of Ottawa. It is central planning imposed at the municipal level, in 
competition with the government policies and regulations of the federal and provincial 
authorities and as substitutes for the free choices of the residents. 
 
Due to lack of media coverage, there has been little opposition to the new plan. People may 
only begin to react after the more onerous measures take effect. If the costs of taxes and 
fees rise high enough, fewer people will be able to afford living in Ottawa.  They may simply 
move elsewhere, even if it means moving to communities just beyond the city’s boundaries. 
Driving people out of Ottawa would, of course, help to reduce the city’s emissions. 
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