2018March120penSessionFINAL_001

ROTHESAY

COUNCIL MEETING
Rothesay Town Hall

Monday, March 12, 2018
7:00 p.m.

1. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES Regular Meeting 12 February 2018
»  Business Arising from Minutes
3. OPENING REMARKS OF COUNCIL
3.1 Declaration of Conflict of Interest

4. DELEGATIONS
4.1 The Great Race Lloyd Hodgin (See Item 9.1)

5. CORRESPONDENCE FOR ACTION

5.1 6 February 2018 Letter from St. Joseph’s Hospital Foundation RE: Request for support —
Saint John Dragon Boat Festival August 25, 2018

Provide in-kind support

5.2 21 February 2018 Email from Grand Bay-Westfield resident RE: Fee for transportation of
uncovered garbage with attachment

Refer to the Fundy Regional Service Commission

5.3 7 March 2018 Email from Counc. Mackay French RE: Resident septic sewer concern

5 March 2018 Email from resident to Counc. Mackay French RE: Septic sewer concern
Refer to staff

6. CORRESPONDENCE - FOR INFORMATION

6.1 6 February 2018 Letter from the Hon. Jocelyne Roy Vienneau RE: Nominations for the
2018 Order of New Brunswick campaign
6.2 12 February 2018 Letter from Rothesay to Saint John RE: Amalgamation
6.2.1 21 February 2018 Letter from Grand Bay-Westfield to Premier Gallant RE: Opposition to
amalgamation
6.3 14 February 2018 Letter from Rothesay to Rothesay Liberal Riding Association RE: Electoral
Riding Name Change
6.4 2 March 2018 Letter from Ray Boucher RE: the Covered Bridge Preservation Association
of New Brunswick
6.5 8 March 2018 Memorandum from Town Manager Jarvie RE: Fundy Regional Service
Commission (FRSC) borrowing
6 March 2018 Memorandum from Treasurer MacDonald RE: FRSC Financing
2 March 2018 Letter from the FRSC RE: Landfill Containment Cell #8
6.6 7 March 2018 Memorandum from Treasurer MacDonald RE: 25 Grove Avenue
Utility billing
6 March 2018 Letter from resident RE: Request for reduction in Utility expense

8 February 2018 Letter from resident RE: Utility bill
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ROTHESAY
Regular Council Meeting
Agenda -2- 12 March 2018
7. REPORTS
7.0 March 2018 Report from Closed Session
7.1 22 January 2018 Fundy Regional Service Commission Board Meeting minutes
7.2 24 January 2017 (sic) Kennebecasis Public Library (KPL) Board Meeting minutes
January 2018 KPL Librarian’s Report
January 2018 KPL Building Maintenance Report
30 November 2017 KPL Comparative Income Statement
7.3 24 January 2018 Kennebecasis Regional Joint Board of Police Commissioners (KRJBPC)

Meeting Minutes
31 December 2017 KRJBPC Statement of Financial Position
23 February 2018 KRJBPC Call Report

7.4 31 January 2018 Draft unaudited Rothesay General Fund Financial Statements
31 January 2018 Draft unaudited Rothesay Utility Fund Financial Statements
22 February 2018 Draft Finance Committee Meeting Minutes
31 January 2018 Donation Summary
7.5 21 February 2018 Draft Public Works and Infrastructure Committee Meeting Minutes

7.6 21 February 2018 Draft Age Friendly Committee Meeting Notes
»  Priorities and action items (5)

7.7 21 February 2018 Draft Utilities Committee Meeting Minutes
7.8 21 February 2018 Draft Heritage Preservation Review Board Meeting Minutes
7.9 26 February 2018 Draft Parks and Recreation Committee Meeting Minutes
7.10 5 March 2018 Draft Planning Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes

»  Land for Public Purposes — 8 Acadia Avenue
7.11 February 2018 Monthly Building Permit Report
7.12 8 March 2018 Capital Projects Summary

8.  UNFINISHED BUSINESS

TABLED ITEMS
8.1 Water By-law (Tabled June 2015)
No action at this time

8.2  Rothesay Arena
2 January 2018 Memorandum from Counc. Shea RE: Rothesay Arena
No action at this time

9.  NEW BUSINESS
9.1 BUSINESS ARISING FROM DELEGATIONS
The Great Race
7 March 2018 Letter from the Great Race RE: Application for temporary closure of
Church Avenue for a special event (see Item 7.8 P&R Committee minutes)
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ROTHESAY

Regular Council Meeting
Agenda -3- 12 March 2018

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
9.2 Contract Award — Citizen Satisfaction Survey Recommendation
3 March 2018 Report prepared by DPDS White

9.3 Municipal Plan Review — Progress Report
2010 Rothesay Municipal Plan By-law 1-10

ADMINISTRATION
9.4 Information/Communications Technology Updates
6 March 2018 Memorandum from Town Clerk Banks

9.5 Local Improvement By-laws for Capital Projects

8 March 2018 Memorandum from Town Manager Jarvie
6 March 2018 Memorandum from Town Clerk Banks
RECREATION

9.6 R2018-EQO01: Tractor/Backhoe/Loader
20 February 2018 Report prepared by DRP Jensen

OPERATIONS
9.7 Maiden Lane/Goldie Court/Brock Court Drainage Study
7 March 2018 Report prepared by DO McLean
March 2018 Dillon Consulting Flood Risk Assessment of Maiden Lane and

surrounding area

9.8 Fleet Vehicle Purchase — Works Department

7 March 2018 Report prepared by DO McLean
9.9 Water Treatment Facility — Membrane Replacement
7 March 2018 Report prepared by DO McLean
9.10 “Man Down” Safety Devices
7 March 2018 Report prepared by DO McLean
10. NEXT MEETING
Regular meeting Monday, April 9, 2018
Public Hearing — Bridlewood Estates TBD

11. ADJOURNMENT
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Come celebrate one of New Brunswick’s most anticipated summer
events — The Saint John Dragon Boat Festival. Held on the beautiful
Kennebecasis River, the races are a sight to behold with over 1,000
paddlers and thousands of spectators.

In addition to the thrilling Dragon Boat races the Festival offers
something for everyone:

e Live Multicultural Entertainment

e Fun and Crafts in the Children’s Village

e Tantalizing Cuisine in the Festival Marketplace
.«....and so much more.

Be a part of the excitement and join us as we host the 14th Annual
Saint John Dragon Boat Festival in support of St. Joseph’s Hospital
Foundation.

To secure your sponsorship call 632-5595.

La Fondation
De L'Hapital St Joseph

St. Joseph’s Hospital
Foundation
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From: I
To:

Subject: FW: Covering of garbage on its way to Crane Mountain landfill
Date: March-09-18 8:45:37 AM

Attachments: Landfill.docx

From:

Sent: February-21-18 1:58 PM

To: gclarke@quispamsis.ca

Cc: mayor@towngbw.ca; Rothesay Info; quispamsis@quispamsis.ca; service@saintjohn.ca
Subject: Covering of garbage on its way to Crane Mountain landfill

Attached is a letter concerning the transportation of uncovered garbage on its way to Crane
Mountain landfill and a possible solution to discarded garbage.

10 Crestwood Drive

Grand Bay-Westfield,N.B.

ESK 2T2



February 21, 2018



Good day;

This morning as I was driving back home after taking my wife to work, I couldn’t help noticing the number of lost bags of garbage either lying on the side of the road or in the ditch. As well with the melting snow and ice, many other pieces of garbage which have fallen off loads are starting to show their ugly faces as well. 

While driving past the entrance to Crane Mountain yesterday, there were two half-ton trucks turning in towards the landfill hauling their loads of garbage bags in the back completely uncovered. 

On Saturday mornings there is a lineup of vehicles going from Grand Bay-Westfield as well as those turning off the highway coming from the city and beyond. Many of these are either half-ton trucks or other vehicles hauling trailers, of which the vast majority are uncovered loads. The use of a tarp or netting would greatly reduce the loss of their loads either by accident or by way of undue attention or care.

[bookmark: _GoBack]If the Landfill operation were to assess these uncovered loads an extra charge of from $5-10 per load for the refusal to use a tarp or netting, perhaps that would cut down on the amount of lost garbage along our highways, leading to a less than appealing drive. The user would be recorded on video using cameras already installed and the attendants could charge them the extra amount. The assessment should not exceed an amount that would drive some individuals to just dump their garbage by the wayside. I think the extra amount charged would encourage people who use the landfill to take the extra effort, thereby increasing the enjoyment and beautification of our highways. 

The extra fees coming from this venture could then be used for more beautification projects for the region.

Thank you



Cedric Boone

Grand Bay-Westfield

cmcaboo@nb.sympatico.ca
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February 21, 2018

Good day;

This morning as | was driving back home after taking my wife to work, | couldn’t help noticing the
number of lost bags of garbage either lying on the side of the road or in the ditch. As well with the
melting snow and ice, many other pieces of garbage which have fallen off loads are starting to show
their ugly faces as well.

While driving past the entrance to Crane Mountain yesterday, there were two half-ton trucks turning in
towards the landfill hauling their loads of garbage bags in the back completely uncovered.

On Saturday mornings there is a lineup of vehicles going from Grand Bay-Westfield as well as those
turning off the highway coming from the city and beyond. Many of these are either half-ton trucks or
other vehicles hauling trailers, of which the vast majority are uncovered loads. The use of a tarp or
netting would greatly reduce the loss of their loads either by accident or by way of undue attention or
care.

If the Landfill operation were to assess these uncovered loads an extra charge of from $5-10 per load for
the refusal to use a tarp or netting, perhaps that would cut down on the amount of lost garbage along
our highways, leading to a less than appealing drive. The user would be recorded on video using
cameras already installed and the attendants could charge them the extra amount. The assessment
should not exceed an amount that would drive some individuals to just dump their garbage by the
wayside. | think the extra amount charged would encourage people who use the landfill to take the
extra effort, thereby increasing the enjoyment and beautification of our highways.

The extra fees coming from this venture could then be used for more beautification projects for the
region.

Thank you

Grand Bay-Westfield
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From: I
To:

Subject: FW: storm sewers

Date: March-07-18 12:07:45 PM

From: Tiffany Mackay French

Sent: March-07-18 10:31 AM

To: John Jarvie; Nancy Grant; Matthew Alexander; Miriam Wells; Bill McGuire; Peter Lewis; Grant
Brenan; Don Shea; Mary Jane Banks

Subject: Fwd: storm sewers

| am forwarding now the second email that | am receiving fromH concerning his
issue. Could the appropriate person please contact him and get this sorted out? | would really
appreciate these 2 |etters be dealt with and reported back to council next week at our March
council meeting.

Thank you so much,
Tiffany
Get Outlook for i0S

From
Sent: Monday, March 5, 2018 9:27 PM
Subject: storm sewers

Tor Titany Meckay French I

Hello Tiffany:

A month has now gone by since your last correspondence, and as expected | have heard
nothing from anybody.

Considering | pay $370 ayear for septic sewer service one might have hoped those involved
would have some obligation to deal with potential problems, but my plumber, who serves the
whole KV area, saysthisisin fact typical. | was sorry to hear him say that, whereas the staff
at Quispamsis are always quick to help out in such situations, Rothesay officials are quite the
opposite.

It is not a question of whether the hazard is real, because in addition to what the Moncton
workers showed me, | had avideo made at my own expense which clearly documents the
potential obstruction. | understand there isin fact a committee composed of council members
and others to monitor the system, and | wonder if they would be willing to hear my story.

With best regards,


https://aka.ms/o0ukef
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From: I
To:

Subject: FW: Covered Bridges
Date: March-05-18 2:22:49 PM
Attachments: image.png

image.pna

From: Raymond Boucher [mailto:mouseboucher@gmail.com]
Sent: March-02-18 4:22 PM

To: Rothesay Info

Subject: Covered Bridges

Nancy Grant,

HELP SAVE OUR COVERED BRIDGES

“THE VANISHING NEW BRUNSWICKER"

© Cartoon by Jack MacMellon for Times-Transcript, 1955

Used with permission from the family of the late Mr. MacMellon

It is hard to believe that in 1950 there were over 300 covered bridges in our
province.

Only 59 of these covered beauties are still standing today.
In September of 2017 a core group of individuals met to discuss the

resurrection of the Covered Bridges Preservation Association. Its prime
purpose is to put pressure on the provincial government to adopt a policy of



“THE VANISHING NEW BRUNSWICKER™
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restoration and preservation for these historic structures.

Our next meeting is being held:

MARCH 17TH
3:00 PM
COMMUNITY ROOM at SOBEYS
138 MAIN ST., SUSSEX
AN INVITATION

We would love to have a member of your community who is interested in
saving our covered bridges to attend this meeting. If you cannot attend
yourself please pass this invitation on to someone who may be able to do so.

We need your help.

For more information you can contact us by email:

mouseboucher@gmail.com

Many thanks,

Ray Boucher

For the: Covered Bridge Preservation Association of New Brunswick


mailto:mouseboucher@gmail.com
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM Q%

s>
TO : Mayor Grant & Council
FROM : John Jarvie
DATE : 8 March 2018
RE : Information re Borrowing by Fundy Regional Service Commission

The Regional Service Delivery Act (S.N.B. 2012, c. 37) states as follows:
Notice to members and Minister

28 A Board shall not vote on a budget for the Commission, borrow money or set fees for services unless
the Commission has given written notice of the vote and a copy of the proposed budget, borrowing or
fees to its members that are local governments and to the Minister at least 45 days before the vote

Attached is a letter from the Fundy Regional Service Commission providing the notice for
borrowing for development of a new cell. Also included is a memorandum with observations of
the Treasurer. Please note his caution regarding a possible increase in tipping fees.

Staff have no information sufficient to recommend that the borrowing not be supported and will
confer with staff of the Commission during preparation of the 2019 budget to identify any
projected cost increases to Rothesay.
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MEMORANDUM 2 /)
e e
TO : John Jarvie
FROM : Doug MacDonald
DATE : March 6, 2018
RE : FRSC Financing

| have reviewed correspondence submitted by the Fundy Regional Services
Commission (“FRSC”) regarding a proposal to submit a debt application to MCBB
by the commission.

Analysis:

The planned FRSC financing arrangement has no direct consequence to the
Town or our ability to obtain financing. However, there could be an indirect
effect, in that the financing costs would be part of their ongoing budget which is
funded by the tipping fees.

Historically the FRSC has funded capital reserves for cell construction costs in
some years as resources were available. It appears reserves of approximately
$900,000 will be utilized as the total project cost is estimated as $4.5 million and
debt requested in the amount of $3.6 million.

Theoretically borrowing funds for cell construction reduces the capacity to fund
similar future reserves.

The proposed amortization period of 4 years will result in annual financing costs
of approximately $1 million. Additional input as to the life of the new cell and
appropriate financing term may be useful.

It seems, and they suggest, there is upward pressure on tipping fees given
declining tonnage being processed so an increase in 2019 seems likely.

Conclusion:
A more thorough analysis can only be provided with the provision of the long-

term asset management plan however, as cell construction is a necessary
component of the operation, | would support the financing application.
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G E M T E ‘ GEMTEC Cansulting Enguneers and Scientisis Limiled  tel: 506.657,0200
589 Roihesay Avenue  fax: 506.657 0201
Saint John, NB, Canada  saintjphn@gemtec.ca

Consumna EnGINEERS
AND SCIENTISTS E2H2G9 www.gemtac ca

February 2, 2018 File: 9042.25 - LO1

Fundy Regional Service Commission
10 Crane Mountain Road

Saint John, New Brunswick

E2M 7T8

Attention: Mr. Marc MacLeod, Executive Director

Re: Containment Cell 8 - 2018 Construction Cost Estimate
Crane Mountain Landfill, Saint John, New Brunswick

This letter details the anticipated construction costs associated with the construction of
Containment Cell 8 at Crane Mountain Landfill in 2018.

The different contracts required for this project and their associated estimated costs are detailed
below:

« Contract 2017-02 - Containment Cell 8 — Subbase, Drains, and Berms
o Tendered August 2017, Awarded to Keel Construction Lid.
o Total Estimated Value (Inc. HST) - $1,253,569.00
o Total Value Completed in 2017 (inc. HST) - $500,004.56
o Total Estimated Value Remaining in 2018 (Inc. HST) - | EEGN
« Contract 2017-06 = Supply of Clayey Material (Cell 8)
o Tendered December 2017, Awarded to L. Halpin Excavating Ltd. (pending funding)
o All work to be conducted in 2018
o Total Estimated Value (Inc. HST) - | EEGNB
« Contract 2018-xx — Containment Cell 8 — Liner and Leachate Collection System
o To be tendered in April 2018.
o All work to be conducted in 2018.
o Total Engineer's Estimate Value (Inc. HST) - [ NN
+ Contract 2018-xx — Contalnment Cell 8 - Civil, Electrical, Mechanical (Lift Station 5)
o To be tendered in April 2018
o All work to be conducted in 2018
o Total Engineer’s Estimate Value (Inc. HST) - | G
+ Contract 2018-xx — Cell 8 Frost Cover Materials
o Anticipated to be tendered in fall of 2018
o All work to be completed in 2018
o Total Engineer's Estimate Value (Inc. HST) - | N

experience * knowledge = integrity
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MEMORANDUM
TO : Mayor and Council
FROM : Doug MacDonald
DATE ; March 7, 2018
RE : Correspondence (25 Grove Avenue)

Re correspondence received February 8, 2018 and March 6, 2018 relating to 25
Grove Avenue:

The matter has been resolved to the satisfaction of all parties therefore, it is
recommended the correspondence be received and filed.
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Town of Rothesay,

70 Hampton Road,

Rothesay, N.B.

E2E 5L5. March 6, 2018

Re: Utilii 25 Grove Avenue,

LANGARD LTD.

This property was purchased from LANGARD Ltd. on May 18, 2016 by [} N 2nd
| was unaware of any outstanding balance with the Town at that date. This only came to my
Attention by telephone call from Doug Mac Donald in February, 2018.
Purchased on May 13, 2016. Permit from the Town for demolition was requested on June 28,
2016 and the Town of Rothesay removed the meter. The old house was not torn down
immediately as request was made to leave standing as the Fire Department might use for
Training purposes. After Fire Department training, the building was demolished.
The taxes were paid by me in years 2016 , 2017.

It was explained to me in February by Doug MacDonald that invoices had been sent to
LANGARD with no response and the Town of Rothesay was not aware of my ownership

Until February, 2018.

| am writing to inquire if any reduction can be made in the total owing.

is appreciated.

Rothesay, N.B.
E2E5X3

Telephone: ||IEGBG



Utility Statement Adjustment

25 Grove Avenue

The property was demolished July 5, 2016.

Therefore the fixed water charge and the sewer charge

should not have been invoiced past this date.

The owner of the lot changed in April 2016 to ||| EGTGNG

2018March120penSessionFINAL_042

No transfer agreement was completed therefore the account was not setled.
A new account was created for 25 Grove and this file should be reassigned

to 27 Grove Avenue.

The following represents the amended balance owing.

(includes interest @ 1.25% per manth compunded monthly)

31-Mar-16 Fixed water charge
Annual sewer charge

30-Apr-16 Interest
31-May-16 Interest

30-Jun-16 Fixed water charge

Interest

31-Jul-16 Interest
31-Aug-16 Interest
30-Sep-16 Interest
31-Oct-16 Interest
30-Nov-16 Interest
31-Dec-16 Interest
31-Jan-17 Interest
28-Feb-17 Interest
31-Mar-17 Interest
30-Apr-17 Interest
31-May-17 Interest
30-Jun-17 Interest
31-Jul-17 Interest
31-Aug-17 Interest
30-Sep-17 Interest
31-Oct-17 Interest
30-Nov-17 Interest
31-Dec-17 Interest
31-Jan-18 Interest
28-Feb-18 Interest

S 50.00
$ 175.00

S
$

2.81
2.85

S 50.00

R T R Y o e ¥ s e ¥ Y ¥ I W S ¥ S VS W S W A W e Ve R ¥

2.88
3.54
3.59
3.63
3.68
3.72
3.77
3.82
3.87
3.91
3.96
4.01
4.06
4.11
4.17
4.22
4.27
4.32
4.38
4.43
4.49

Balance

$ 50.00
§ 225.00
$ 227.81.
S 230.66
S 280.66
$ 283.54
5 287.09
$ 290.68
$ 294.31
$ 297.99
$ 301.71
$ 305.48
$ 309.30
$ 313.17
$ 317.08
S 321.05
$ 325.06
$ 329.12
$ 333.24
$ 337.40
$ 341.62
$ 345.89
$ 350.22
S 354.59
$ 359.03
$ 363.51
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27 Saint Peters’ Ct, Saint John, NB. E2K 5N4 | NG |

8 February 2018
Town of Rothesay
Council

70 Hampton Road
Rothesay, N.B., E2E 5L5

SUBJECT: 25 GROVE AVENUE SEWER AND WATER BILLS

Dear Town Council,

For a couple of years, I have been receiving water and sewer bills for a vacant lot on Grove Avenue. This
house on 25 Grove Avenue was unoccupied and abandoned at least 2 years before I took ownership of it.
When I took ownership, the services were disconnected. We never used water or sewer anytime since the

purchase, nor did anyone occupy the house. We demolished the building in the spring of 2016.

Since we have never used the water nar the sewer, and the building has been demolished for a couple of
years, I would really appreciate if you would stop billing us for something we have never used.

Your truly,
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Agenda
Kennebecasis Public Library Board

Wednesday, January 24, 6:00p.m.

1.) Call to Order
2.) Disposition of Minutes from Previous Meeting
3.) Communications
4.) Report of the Librarian
5.) Committee Reports
a. Financial
b. Facilities Management
c. Marketing Advisory Committee
6.) New and Unfinished Business

a. February Fundraising Event
b. Summer Student Applications/ELF partnership

www.kvlibrary.org You Belong Here...
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Building Maintenance Report January 2018

Past month has seen the continuation of spot repairs and painting.

The humidity systems have been repaired and are operating as required.

The new video camera system has been installed and is working. The new system gives a better image
than before with all the abilities to record and play back.

The children activity room and wash room had the walls repaired than painted. The children theme

mural was installed.

Electricity cost up some due to very cold December. System working well

New stand for television was assembled

Yours

Philip Shedd CET



Kennebecasis Public Library Inc.
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Comparative Income Statement (DRAFT)

OPERATING FUND

Period ending November 30, 2017 a b C b-c d b-d
Restricted Operating Year To Date —Year\/;?iaDna;: Annual_ _nguzi
Fund YTD Actual Budget Better (Worse) Budget Variance
REVENUE
Library service - Rothesay 79,175 79,175 0 86,373 (7,198)
Library service - Quispamsis 118,536 118,536 0 129,312 (10,776)
Room Rentals, Printer and copies 3,631 3,575 56 3,899 (268)
Grants 7,114 0 7,114 7,114
Donations 824 0 0 0
Donation from Friends of KPL 3,064 0 0
Miscellaneous Income 417 0 417 0 417
Previous Year's Surplus 902 902 0 984 (82)
TOTAL REVENUE 3,888 209,776 202,188 7,587 220,568 (10,792)
EXPENSE
Operations Expenditures
Other Expenditures - Restricted Fund 389 0
Books, restricted fund 861 0
Books and Materials - OPERATING 34 0 (34) 0 (34)
Small Equipment and Furniture 7,443 7,576 133 8,265 822
Total Capital Expenditures 1,250 7,477 7,576 99 8,265 788
Wages
Total Wages & Casual Labour 20,562 19,265 (1,297) 22,550 1,988
General & Administration Expenses
Building Maintenance 57,905 64,752 6,846 70,638 12,733
Grounds Maintenance 15,860 17,347 1,487 20,000 4,140
Office 8,624 8,341 (283) 9,100 476
Utilities 48,204 47,503 (701) 52,703 4,499
Accounting, audit and legal 8,796 9,400 604 10,660 1,864
Professional Development 575 1,833 1,259 2,000 1,425
Insurance 6,630 6,616 (15) 7,217 587
Public Relations 2,104 2,750 646 3,000 896
Communications 8,090 8,007 (83) 8,735 645
Miscellaneous Expense 498 1,700 1,202 2,700 2,202
Program Exp 2,164 2,750 586 3,000 836
Total General & Admin Expenses 159,449 170,999 11,549 189,753 30,304
TOTAL EXPENSE 1,250 187,488 197,840 10,352 220,568 33,080
NET INCOME (Deficit) $ 2,638 [ $ 22,288 4,349 17,939 0 22,288

Page 1

Statements by Fund 30Nov2017
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Kennebecasis Regional Joint
Board of Police Commissioners
January 24, 2018

Page 2

REGULAR MEETING

A Motion was requested by the Chair for the Approval of the Minutes of the
Regular Meeting of November 22, 2017. MOVED by Tiffany Mackay French and
Seconded by Libby O'Hara. MOTION CARRIED.

A Motion was requested by the Chair for the Approval of the Minutes of the
Regular Meeting of December 20, 2017. MOVED by Bob McLaughlin and
Seconded by Richard MacPhee. MOTION CARRIED.

Declaration of Conflict of Interest — Mr. McLaughlin declared a conflict in regards
to anything dealing with the building and Mr. Arbeau declared a conflict in regards to
insurance,

Secretary-Treasurer’'s Report

Ms. Madill provided the Secretary-Treasurer’s report for the period ending November
30, 2017. She reviewed the statement of financial position to that period.

Financial Assets: Cash balance is $725,000. She advised she did ask the bank about
some comparison accounts (GIC's Business Investments Accounts) and we are in good
shape at present because we can access our funds right away. Most of the suggestions
she received were to lock the funds in for a period of time (3 months etc.). She
advised that the prime +2% is 1.2 at December 21 and a GIC gets 1.44 and is locked in
and a cashable rate is the same 1.2.

Sick Pay Retirement Investments — Market Value increased and at the end of the year
the market value will be recorded in these financial statements because that is one of
the public sector accounting rules.

Accounts Receivable are the secondments (2 months’ worth) of the two secondments
presently in effect, as well as HST and accounts payables. This statement reflects the
current accounts payable is the money paid out which does not include the payroll.
These figures are all November and Cherie advised that a lot happened in December.

Statement of Operations - Secondments are the reason the revenue is under budget
because we budgeted for three secondments and we only have two resulting in a loss
of revenue. The expenditures, mostly because of salary and benefits, we also had
some equipment which hasn't been spent as of yet. As the Chief pointed out previously
a lot of this have been covered in December.
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Kennebecasis Regional Joint
Board of Police Commissioners
January 24, 2018

Page 3

REGULAR MEETING

The Crime Control section was $298,000 under budget and that is mostly due to salary,
benefits and some of the categories already covered by the Chief.

Vehicles - Presently under budget. The second car is not included and will be reflected
in December. She further advised that fuel and maintenance and repairs will be under
budget.

Building - Presently this category is under budget by approximately $20,000 due to
maintenance, power and grounds.

Administration- Presently under budget by approximately $43,000 due to mostly to the
sick pay retirement fund which is a year-end matter and will be a percentage of the
salaries at the end of the year which is put into the Sick Pay Fund for future retirees.

Cherie advised she expects the surplus to be under $100,000 at the end of the year at
this point.

The Chair requested a Motion to accept the Secretary Treasurer’s Report as circulated.
MOVED BY Libby O'Hara and SECONDED by Peter Bourque. MOTION
CARRIED.

CHIEF'S REPORT
The Chief’'s Report was covered in Committee.

Libby O'Hara began a conversation concerning the up-coming Marijuana Legislation
coming forth July 1. She asked the Chief if there are any measures in place in this
regard. Chief Gallant advised that John Jarvie as well as Suzanne Deuville also have
concerns in relation to the costs associated with this. He further advised that the
picture remains relatively unclear and he advised that his first NB Chief's Meeting will be
February 6-8 and a briefing is supposed to be provided at that time from the Provincial
level. The Canadian Association of Chiefs of Police also have a number of concerns that
have not been adequately addressed. Chief Gallant advised that there is no approved
screening device yet from the perspective of driving. This s still relying on drug
recognition experts which is still training that is provided in the United States. He
advised that we presently have an officer attending this training. The Deputy Chief as
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well as a representative from Quispamsis will be going to Toronto attending a
Conference on the Implications for Municipalities.

He will advise the Board once he has more information available.
COMMITTEE REPORTS

Personnel — Chief Gallant spoke on the matter of the Commissionaires and combining
the Board secretarial position with the 12 position in reception. Mrs. Russell does not
want to continue in a full time capacity. He further advised that 3 or 4 different
persons have filled this position and no one has stayed for any length of time. Chief
Gallant advised that he and the Management Team have met with the Corps of
Commissionaires and for the same rate of pay they can offer the service to fill the
reception in the afternoon and potentially some other tasks.

Building and Grounds — The Chief advised that we have developed a check list for the
cleaner and the Chief has advised him that the Board has extended his services for 6
months. He further advised that he will be meeting with the cleaner and providing him
with this document.

Mr. Arbeau advised that he noticed that the building has lost a few shingles. Chief
Gallant advised that he feels that it is time that he brings in a plan at some point in time
into the Board advising of building maintenance matters (i.e. painting, carpets etc.).
There was a discussion in regard to asset management and the Chief asked if there was
a template and if this was something that he should be doing or the Committee. It was
agreed that it would be the Committee and they could obtain the necessary information
from the two Towns.

Insurance — Mr. Bourgque advised that anytime there is any type of investigation of an
outside police force, we can be called upon to do the investigation. Our liability policy
does cover us for doing these. For instance if Miramichi called and asked us to do an
investigation of one of their officers and as a result of the report completed by our
member the individual who was investigated would sue the Miramichi Police and
because we were involved we would be named. He explained that the ramifications of
this could be very high defense costs. He advised that he had spoken to the Chief and
they were of the understanding that there may be some type of agreement between
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policing agencies for this purpose, Chief Gallant advised that at present there is
nothing in effect. He had spoken to the President of the NB Chief's and he will be
putting this on the Agenda for the next NB Chief's meetings in February.

Mr. Bourque advised that there was a question from the members with respect to
insulin pump coverage. Moved by Peter Bourque and Seconded by Linda Sherbo
to advise Managed Health Care this would be a cost share arrangement and
the employer would pay 50% up to a maximum of $3,500 every 5 years and
would only be for active members at this time. MOTION CARRIED.

MOVED by Bob McLaughlin that a committee be formed to meet with Todd
Stephen and review the collective agreement and to come up with a solution
for this issue. Seconded by Libby O’'Hara. MOTION CARRIED.

Transportation Committee — Nothing to report.
Communications Committee — Nothing to report.

Policy Committee - Libby O'Hara mentioned that she noticed that Deputy Chief Giggey
was in attendance at the meeting. She advised that in the procedural by-laws it is the
Chief who attends and she is wondering if this could be changed to include the Deputy
Chief,

Regional Service Commission — Nothing to report.
Correspondence - Nothing to report.
NEW BUSINESS

Chief Gallant advised he had an item that he feels would probably be discussed during
negotiations. A member, presently on disability forwarded an e-mail and is pointing out
to the Chief as well as the Board that he is essentially taking an approximate $7,000
pay reduction as a result of having a bad back. As a result of being on disability the
income that he does received is tax free. The Chief advised him of this. The Chief
advised the board that there are pension implications as well. He just wanted to bring
this to the Board’s attention and that this is not a work related injury and the Chief feels
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that this is not an uncommon issue for a police officer to have. This is not the first time
this has happened in this organization.

MOVED BY Libby O'Hara and Seconded by Richard MacPhee to adjourn.
MOTION CARRIED.

SO A\

CHAIRPERSON SECRETARY
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PSAB STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION

As at December 31, 2017

Cash - General

Sick Pay/ Retirement Investments
Accounts Receivable

Sales tax recoverable

----Liabilities------

Accounts payable and accrued
Vested sick leave/retirement accrual
Sick leave replacement

Accrued pension benefit liability
Debenture payable

NET ASSETS (DEBT)

~---Non-Financial Assets-~---
Tangible capital assets (see page 2)
Accumulated amortization

Unamortized Debenture costs
Prepaid expenses

ACCUMULATED SURPLUS

Assets
Liabilities

2017

$540,130
829,562
43,646
52,035

]
g
[8)]

$401,443
853,324
112,310
60,300

$1,465,372

$1,427,377

407,044
773,553
13,299
554,700
1,080,000

437,735
777,458
13,299
749,100
1,210,000

2,828,595

3,187,592

-1,363,223

-1,760,215

3,842,882
-1,597,202

3,776,370
1,426,406

2,245,680

8,943
15,396

2,349,964

10,115
60,745

2,270,019

2,420,824

906,796

660,610

3,735,390
3,735,390

3,848,202
3,848,202

Page 1
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SCHEDULE OF TANGIBLE CAPITAL ASSETS
December 31, 2017

Millennium Drive

Land

Building - Roof
Mechanical
Electrical
Other
Structure

Accumulated amortization
Net book value of Building

Paving
Accumulated amortization
Net book value of paving

Landscaping
Accumulated amortization
Net book value of landscaping

Furnishings
Accumulated amortization
Net book value of furnishings

Machinery & equipment
Accumulated amortization
Net book value of equipment

Information technology equipment
Accumulated amortization
Net book value of |IT equipment

Vehicles
Accumulated amortization
Net book value of vehicles

Total Tangible Capital assets
Total Accumulated amortization
Net Book Value

Additions:
Information Technology
Interview Room video camera equip

Vehicles with equipment

2018 Dodge Charger

2018 Dodge Charger

2017 Can-AM MAX 650 XT ATV

Total additions

Disposals:
Vehicles with equipment

2013 Dodge Charger sold May 12/17
2013 Dodge Charger sold Dec 1117

Total disposals

Page 2

2017 2016
---------------- TANGIBLE CAPITAL ASSETS-----ummmmmaen
Balance Balance
beginning of year  Additions Disposals _ end of year
194,248 184,248 194,248
42,677 42,677 42,677
250,628 250,628 250,628
330,543 330,543 330,543
520,840 520,640 520,640
1,106,897 1,106,997 1,106,997
2,251,484 0 2,251,484 2,251,484
-756,117 -66,022 -822,139 -756,117
1,495,367 -66,022 0 1,429,346 1,495,367
52,600 52,600 52,600
-30,245 -2,630 -32,875 -30,245
22,355 -2,630 0 19,725 22,355
3,268 3,268 3,268
-3,268 -3,268 -3,268
0 0 0 0 0
198,387 198,387 108,387
-102,491 -9,919 -112,410 -102,491
95,898 -9,919 0 85977 95,886
88,300 88,300 88,300
-49,781 -4,428 -54,207 -49,781
38,519 -4,426 0 34,093 38,519
340,913 46,8?7 387,790 340,913
-187,998 -54,098 -222,096 -167,998
172,915 -7,221 0 165,694 172,915
647,169 95,538 -75,903 666,804 647,169
-316,506 -85,232 51,531 -350,207 -316,506
330,663 10,306 -24.372 316,597 330,663
3,776,370 142,415 -75,903 3,842,882 3,776,370
-1,426,406 -222 327 51,531 1,597,202 -1,426,406
2,349,963 -79,912 -24 372 2,245,680 2,349,963
46,877
46,877
39,142
39,644
16,752
95,538
142,415
sold for
37,949 2,100
37,954 1,900
75,903 4,000
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PrePSAB

REVENUE:
Fees
Taxi & Traffic Bylaw
Interest income

Retirement investment income
Retirement gains/-losses

Secondments

EXPENDITURE:
CRIME CONTROL
Salaries
Benefits
Training
Equipment

Equip repairs & IT support

Communications
Office function
Leasing
Policing-general
Insurance
Uniforms
Prevention/p.r.
Investigations
Detention

Taxi & Traffic Bylaw
Auxillary

Public Safety

VEHICLES -
Fuel
Maint./repairs
Insurance
New vehicles
Equipment

Page 3

STATEMENT OF OPERATIONS
TWELVE MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2017

[-mmmmmeemmmeees TWELVE MONTHS |

~ACTUAL--

64,131
4,529
6,859

23,838

-2,411

219,802

316,748

3,238,270
574,062
48,808
72,203
4,084
60,374
15,422
14,282
57,021
13,344
75,749
9,547
43,610
26,104
1,114
709
33,107

4,287,810

89,571
64,927
22,810
91,538

3,212

272,060

7%
-9%
37%
25%

-25%
-17%

-6%
-17%
21%
261%
2%
-27%
-4%
16%
75%
15%
110%
36%
50%
0%
123%
~53%
-2%
-5%

-15%
-24%
9%
20%
-46%
-7%

PRIOR YR -BUDGET-

$104,250 $60,000
7,942 5,000
5,568 5,000
27,753 19,000
362,211 294,000
507,724 383,000

$3,363,568 $3,456,334

605,225 691,267
35,078 40,500 -
97,008 20,000

4,168 4,000 -
56,589 82,200
12,027 16,000
12,028 12,300+
64,482 132,500+
11,287 11,639
58,589 36,000

7,975 7,000
34,507 29,000 ¥
26,064 26,100

1,041 500

1,223 1,500
32,327 33,943

4423276 4,500,783
86,706 105,000
66,560 85,000
20,317 20,928

156,077 76,000
11,515 6,000

341,175 292,928




KENNEBECASIS REGIONAL JOINT BOARD OF POLICE COMMISSIC
STATENMENT BF SPERATIONS06°

PrePSAB

TWELVE MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2017

EXPENDITURE continued:

BUILDING
Maintenance
Cleaning
Electricity
Taxes
Insurance
Grounds
Interest on Debenture
Debenture Principal

ADMINISTRATION
Salaries
Benefits
Professional Fees

~ Travel/Training
Board Travel/Expenses
Insurance
Labour Relations
Sick Pay/Retirement
Retirement int & dividends
2nd prior year (surplus) deficit

CONTRIBUTED BY MEMBERS
SURPLUS (DEFICIT)

TELECOM FUND
City of SJ telecomm services
Data Networking charges
Retirees health insurance
2nd prior year (surplus) deficit

CONTRIBUTED BY MEMBERS
SURPLUS (DEFICIT)

Total surplus (deficit)

- ACTUAL--

39,404
22,988
37,257
46,232
5,649
7,854
29,952
130,000

319,426

717,312
149,156
36,416
3,948
4,961
1,254
44,902
44,129
21,427
-114,007

909,499

5,472,046
5,689,523

117,477

337,108
9,869
1,452
97

345,622
348,978

3,356

120,833

TWELVE MONTHS

5%
4%
-21%
0%
1%
-29%
0%
0%
-4%

7%
10%
-11%
-70%
-1%
-3%
199%
-27%
13%

7%
-2%

0%

0%

Page 4

l

PRIOR YR -BUDGET-
32,235 37,500
23,077 24,000
40,436 47,000
44,152 46,360
5,432 5,595
10,714 11,000
31,476 30,000
128,000 130,000

315,522 331,455
652,553 671,698
117,061 135,123
41,534 41,000
9,720 13,000
6,124 5,000
1,254 1,292
44 891 15,000
35,559 60,250 .
27,753 19,000
(112,687) (114,007) .
823,762 847,356
5,396,011 5,589,522
5,470,643 5,589,522
$74,632 $0
320,074 337,108
9,770 10,273
(1,032) 1,500
2,161 97
330,973 348,978
334,014 348,978
$3,041 $0
$77,673
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NOTES TO THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
DECEMBER 31, 2017

STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION

BANK balance 540,130 at December 31
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE balance 407,044

- Debenture costs to be paid in December -0
Current Accounts Payable 407,044 Paid in January
Extra (Shortfall) in bank account 133,086

Prepaids include Managed Health Care's deposit of $13,500

STATEMENT OF OPERATIONS

Revenue:
* Secondments - budgeted for three secondments for the whole year
Two of the secondments done April 1/17 - one restarted June 1/17

Crime Contfrol:

* Salaries - two vacancies (one being filled by temporary term)

~ *Benefits Health insurance 2017: $122,777 2016; $152,475
Retirees health insurance 2017: $-2,749 2016: $369

The retirees paid $2,749 more than the actual costs in 2017

Overtime costs at December 30, 2017 $41.218

oT $30,339
‘Call out OT $3,134
Court OT $7,745
Qvertime costs at December 31, 2018 $44 506
oT $26,964
Callout OT $3,534
Court OT $14,098
Change over prioryear OT $3,375
Callout OT -3400
Court OT - -$6,353
-$3,378

Administration:
* Benefits Health Insurance 2017: $40,443 2016: $32,477

Telecom:
* Retirees health insurance 2017: $-1.452 2018: $-1,032
This year with only one retiree the costs are less
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STATEMENT OF OPERATIONS

TWELVE MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2017

REVENUE:
Fees
Taxi & Traffic Bylaw
Interest income
Retirement interest & dividends
Unrealized gains/losses
Secondments

EXPENDITURE:
CRIME CONTROL

Salaries

Benefits

Training

Equipment

Equip repairs & IT support
Communications

Office function

Leasing
Policing-general
Insurance

Uniforms

Prevention/p.r.
Investigations

‘Detention

Taxi & Traffic Bylaw
Auxillary
Public Safety
Equipment amortization

VEHICLES
Fuel
Maint./repairs
Insurance
New vehicles
Equipment
Amortization
Loss {Gain) on sale of vehicles

—-ACTUAL--

64,131
4,529
6,859

21,427

19,148

219,802

335,895

3,238,270
417,821
48,808
25,326
4,084
60,374
15,422
14,282
57,021
13,344
75,749

9,547 -

43,610
26,104
1,114
709
33,107
58,525

4,143,217

89,571
64,927
22,810

3212
85,232
20,372

286,125

36%
9%
14%
19%
-61%
-23%
-18%

-4%
-25%
28%
27%
2%
4%
-9%
35%
75%
19%
110%
6%
50%
1%
123%
-53%
18%
13%
-4%

-19%
-24%
10%

-85%
-8%
3256%
-13%

S— BUDGET--------
PRIORYR PSAB CASH
$104 250 $47,000 $47,000
7,942 5,000 5,000
5,568 6,000 6,000
27,753 18,000 18,000
49,199 49,199
362,211 284,000 284,000
556,923 409,199 360,000
3,363,568 $3,377,418 $3,377,418
467,159 557,418 695,484
35,078 38,000 38,000
13,857 20,000 20,000
4,168 4,000 4,000
56,589 58,300 58,300
12,027 17,000 17,000
12,028 10,600 10,600
37,877 32,500 32,500
11,287 11,200 11,200
- 58,5689 36,000 36,000
7,975 9,000 9,000
34,507 29,000 29,000
26,064 25,860 25,860
1,041 500 500
1,223 1,500 1,500
32,327 28,000 28,000
51,610 51,610
4,226,974 4,307,906 4,394,362
86,706 110,000 110,000
66,560 85,000 85,000
20,317 20,724 20,724
114,000
11,515 21,500 21,500
92,885 92,885
607 807
278,500 330,716 351,224

Page 3a
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TWELVE MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2017

EXPENDITURE continued:

BUILDING
Maintenance
Cleaning
Electricity
Taxes
Insurance
Grounds
Interest on Debenture
Debenture Principal
Amortization

ADMINISTRATION
Salaries
Benefits

- Professional Fees
Travel/Training
Board Travel/Expenses
Insurance
Labour Relations
Sick Pay/Retirement
Retirement int & dividends

2nd prior year (surplus) deficit -

CONTRIBUTED BY MEMBERS
SURPLUS (DEFICIT)

TELECOM FUND
City of SJ telecomm services
Data Networking charges
Retirees health insurance
2nd prior year (surplus) deficit

CONTRIBUTED BY MEMBERS
SURPLUS (DEFICIT)

Total surplus (deficit)

--ACTUAL--

39,494
22,088
37,257
46,232

5,649

7,854
28,780

79,743

267,997

717,312
110,097
36,416
3,948
4,961
1,254
44,902
44,129
21,427
-114,007

871,339

5,232,783
5,589,623

356,740

337,108
9,869
-1,452
97

345,622
348,978

3,356

360,096

5%
-4%
-21%
1%
6%
-21%
-17%

-6%

18%
27%
-24%
-70%
-1%
1%
349%
-26%
13%

3%
2%

5%

Page 4a

PSAB .
PSAB -
PSAB -

PSAB

-------- BUDGET---------
PRIORYR PSAB CASH
32,235 37,500 37,500
23,077 24,000 24,000
40,436 47,000 47,000
44,152 45,925 45925
5,432 5,328 5,328
10,714 10,000 10,000
30,304 34,828 36,000
115,000
79,217 79,217
265,567 283,798 320,753
652,553 605,842 605,842
89,126 87,176 115,110
41,534 48,000 48,000
9,720 13,000 13,000 -
8,124 5,000 5,000
1,254 1,244 1,244
44,891 10,000 10,000
35,559 59,800 59,800
27,753 19,000 19,000
-112,687 (112,687)
795,827 849,062 764,309
5,010,035 5,362,283 5,495,773
5470643 5,470,648 5,470,648
460,608 $108,365 ($25,125)
320,074 320,074 320,074
9,770 10,273 10,273
(1,032) 1,500 - 1,500
2,161 2,161
330,973 331,847 334,008
334,014 334,008 334,008
$3,041 $2,161 $0
$463,649 $110,526
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Town of Rothesay

Balance Sheet - General Fund Reserves

1/31/18

ASSETS
BNS General Operating Reserve #214-15 798,336
BNS General Capital Reserves #2261-14 1,628,297
BNS - Gas Tax Reserves - GIC 3,948,787
Gen Reserves due to/from Gen Operating 439,586
S 6,815,007

LIABILITIES AND EQUITY

Def. Rev - Gas Tax Fund - General 4,192,313
Invest. in General Capital Reserve 1,467,885
General Gas Tax Funding 189,555
Invest. in General Operating Reserve 805,983
Invest. in Land for Public Purposes Reserve 107,499
Invest. in Town Hall Reserve 51,773

S 6,815,008
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ROTHESAY [ DRA FT]

PublicfaRks aReAnfEasieictyre Remmittee (S8

Meeting
Wednesday, February 21, 2018
Rothesay Town Hall — Sayre Room
8:30 a.m.

1z

PRESENT: DEPUTY MAYOR ALEXANDER, CHAIR
COUNCILLOR MIRIAM WELLS, VICE CHAIR
PETER GRAHAM
IVAN HACHEY
SHAWN PETERSON
SCOTT SMITH

TOWN MANAGER JOHN JARVIE (arrived at 8:40 a.m. and left at 9:20 a.m.)
DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONS BRETT MCLEAN
RECORDING SECRETARY LIZ POMEROY

Chairperson Alexander called the meeting to order at 8:30 a.m.

1. APPROVAL OF AGENDA:
MOVED by Counc. Wells and seconded by I. Hachey the agenda be approved as circulated.
CARRIED.

2. ADOPTION OF MINUTES:
2.1 Regular meeting of January 17, 2018.
MOVED by Counc. Wells and seconded by I. Hachey the minutes of January 17, 2018 be adopted as
circulated.
CARRIED.

3. DELEGATIONS:
N/A

4. REPORTS & PRESENTATIONS:
N/A

5. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

5.1 Capital Projects Summary

Chairperson Alexander noted the 2018 Eriskay Drive project has been put out to tender. Counc.
Wells questioned when a response is expected with respect to the funding application submitted for
the 2018 Designated Highway Funding program. DO MclLean advised typically a response is
expected in either April or May. He explained the project is for a portion of Hampton Road. There
was general discussion with respect to potholes along Rothesay Road. DO McLean advised Town
staff use the asphalt recycler daily to repair potholes however repairs may not last as long as expected
if completed in poor weather conditions. He added signs are also used to warn motorists of potholes.
Counc. Wells indicated community members are encouraged to notify Town staff of the location of
potholes.

5.2 Solid Waste Tonnage Report
Chairperson Alexander inquired if Town staff have investigated the possibility of redirecting yard
waste to the Crane Mountain landfill compost program rather than Urban Organics to reduce costs.


lizpomeroy
Draft
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DO McLean advised the matter was investigated and it was determined Urban Organics is the
preferred option. He noted some residents collect yard waste in plastic bags and Urban Organics will
open the bags and sort the materials whereas materials collected in plastic bags are automatically
assumed to be garbage at Crane Mountain. S. Smith suggested a recommendation be included during
the announcement of the Fall Clean-Up dates that suggests all yard waste or compostable materials
be placed in either paper bags or other acceptable materials. Counc. Wells suggested stickers be used
to notify residents materials will not be collected unless in proper bags. DO McLean advised
restrictions may deter residents from collecting yard waste. He added this can create additional
maintenance expenses for the Town if residential yard waste is not collected and ends up on Town
streets.

Town Manager Jarvie arrived at the meeting.

5.3 Update on Gondola Point Road pipe

DO McLean explained there is a significant portion of water directed into an 8 inch pipe on Church
Avenue. Disconnecting the existing pipe, installing a 20 inch pipe along Church Avenue, and
connecting the 8 inch pipe to the new pipe, will provide sufficient drainage in the area and eliminate
issues created by an overwhelmed system. He added: the water will exit into the river in the
approximately the same area by creating a straight path as opposed to travelling through multiple
turns in the existing system; the proposal was investigated in 2016 and a cost of roughly $900,000
was estimated; the item will be proposed for consideration during 2019 budget deliberations; there is
sufficient space to install the 20 inch pipe in a Town right-of-way behind the curb alongside the
Common; and if paved, the right-of-way will widen Church Avenue and create more space for two-
way traffic if cars are parked on the street. He clarified that widening the street will not increase the
amount of parking spaces on Church Avenue. Counc. Wells expressed concern that there may be
opposition from the public if green space is reduced on the Common. DO McLean explained the
right-of-way is not part of the Common. In response to an inquiry, DO McLean estimated roughly 9-
10 feet may be required within the right-of-way. There was general discussion. Chairperson
Alexander noted if the project is to be considered for the 2019 budget deliberations there is ample
time to discuss the details.

S. Peterson questioned if there is a difference in the cost of installing the pipe in the Town right-of-
way alongside the Common compared to beneath Church Avenue. DO McLean advised both
locations have cost implications however installing the pipe beneath Church Avenue requires
disturbing existing infrastructure and could result in additional costs. S. Peterson questioned if both
the 8 inch pipe and the 20 inch pipe will be utilized. DO McLean advised both pipes will be used. He
noted the 8 inch pipe is in good condition however the “winding” path of the existing system reduces
the overall capacity of the system.

S. Smith questioned if parking for the Common remained an issue. Town Manager Jarvie noted
parking on Gondola Point Road was reduced to one side and no further comments have been
received. He indicated residents may be becoming accustomed to the change. There was general
discussion with respect to space available for motor vehicles to travel along Church Avenue.
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5.4 Update on Brock Court/Goldie Court drainage

DO McLean advised a final report is expected to go to Council at the March meeting; and after the
report is reviewed by Council it will be provided to the Committee. He noted the initial findings of
the report indicate: the proposed developments for 20 Goldie Court and 3188 Rothesay Road are not
expected to cause negative impacts to surrounding properties if proper stormwater management
systems are constructed on the properties; the stormwater system at the intersection of Maiden Lane
and Rothesay Road is overwhelmed by stormwater contributions from the area; and to reduce the
impact on newer infrastructure in the area it is recommended the 8 inch pipe on Maiden Lane be
“twinned” and installed behind the sidewalk to redirect the water across Rothesay Road.

DO McLean further noted the report indicated the stormwater causing concerns on Brock Court is
from surrounding properties; therefore it is a private matter to be resolved by surrounding property
owners. Counc. Wells commented on a significant puddle of water that forms on Rothesay Road near
Maiden Lane. DO McLean advised the 24 inch pipe on Rothesay Road was inspected via video
camera and a significant blockage was found. He noted the pipe will be flushed to clear the blockage.
Counc. Wells questioned if the 20 Goldie Court and 3188 Rothesay Road proposals will be discussed
by the Planning Advisory Committee (PAC) prior to the March Council meeting. DO McLean
advised it is expected the proposals will be discussed at the April PAC meeting after Council has
reviewed the Dillon Report in March. In response to an inquiry, DO McLean advised a copy of the
Dillon Report will be provided to the Committee at the next meeting.

5.5 Update on request for guardrails on Bradley Lake Road

DO McLean advised once the ground has thawed guardrails will be installed in appropriate areas on
Bradley Lake Road within the Town boundary. He added since the remaining area is located in Saint
John he will inform city staff of the request. In response to an inquiry, DO McLean advised the
resident will be notified once the Committee minutes have been reviewed by Council.

6. CORRESPONDENCE FOR ACTION:
6.1 6 February 2018  Email to resident RE: Eriskay Drive — Speeding/Dangerous Crosswalk
6 February 2018  Email from resident RE: Eriskay Drive — Speeding/Dangerous Crosswalk
21 September 2017 Letter from resident RE: Dangerous Traffic Issues on Eriskay Drive
Chairperson Alexander noted the issue has been investigated in the past. The driveway is school
property and action cannot be taken without permission from the Province. DO McLean advised
Town staff have contacted representatives from both Rothesay Elementary School and the Province
however discussions were to no avail. Counc. Wells suggested parents and residents in the area be
encouraged to petition the Province for action with respect to reconfiguring the driveway of Rothesay
Elementary School. It was agreed the Province may be more inclined to take action if a collective
group of residents voice their concerns.

There was general discussion with respect to signage and speeding in the area. Counc. Wells
suggested the flashing speed signs located on Hampton Road across from Rothesay High School be
relocated to Eriskay Drive to deter speeding. She noted the signs will help slow down motorists and
create habits of driving the correct speed in the area. Concern was expressed that some motorists
ignore signage. Chairperson Alexander indicated installing signage to deter speeding may be shifting
the onus to the Town to eliminate speeding. He noted it is the responsibility of the Kennebecasis
Regional Police Force to deter speeding. S. Smith commented that more enforcement is needed with
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respect to deterring speeding. He suggested the KRPF issue more tickets. He explained motorists are
likely to stop speeding if monetary penalties are issued. Town Manager Jarvie advised he will contact
the KRPF to notify the department of the issue.

7. NEW BUSINESS:

7.1 Speeding Concerns on River Road

DO McLean advised a resident contacted him stating they witnessed an altercation between a
homeowner on River Road and a police officer. According to the resident a homeowner in the area
stopped a police vehicle that was speeding through the neighborhood and requested the officer slow
down. The resident suggested action be taken by the Town to deter speeding and prevent similar
situations. DO MclLean advised he has received concerns in the past with respect to motorists
speeding on River Road. He noted River Road will be included on the list of areas to relocate the
flashing speed signs. Counc. Wells suggested additional flashing speed signs be purchased and put
into rotation. DO McLean advised the cost of a pair of flashing speed signs is roughly $8,000. S.
Smith inquired if traffic cameras could be mounted to the signs. DO McLean noted this is possible
however the data from both devices will not be synced and will have to be reviewed separately.
There was general discussion with respect to traffic cameras and the issuance of speeding tickets. In
response to an inquiry, DO McLean advised the data from the speed signs can be reviewed at any
time however it is typically done when the signs are relocated. Counc. Wells suggested flashing
speed signs be relocated to different areas in Town on a regular basis. DO McLean advised
challenges arise if the ground is frozen. He added the signs can be moved if the ground is not thawed
however it may require additional resources. Counc. Wells noted she is in favour of purchasing two
additional flashing speed signs.

Town Manager Jarvie left the meeting.

Chairperson Alexander noted he will speak with the Police Chief and notify him of the concerns on
River Road. I. Hachey questioned the benefit of placing a “Complete Stop: Free, Rolling Stop:
$172.50” sign in Chapel Hill. He noted the sign may not be warranted in the area. DO McLean
advised the sign belongs to the KRPF. There was general discussion with respect to bilingual signs.
DO McLean advised it is not mandatory for all signage to be bilingual, however a proactive measure
is taken by Town staff to order bilingual signs for the replacement of older signs.

8. CORRESPONDENCE FOR INFORMATION:
N/A

9. DATE OF NEXT MEETING:
It was noted the next meeting is scheduled for March 21, 2018.
CARRIED.

10. ADJOURNMENT
MOVED by Counc. Wells and seconded by I. Hachey the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED.

The meeting ended at 9:25 p.m.
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AGE FRIENDLY ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

Wednesday, February 21, 2018

10:00 a.m.
Present: John Gahagan Jean Mowatt
Judith Grannan Michael Boyle
Jeff Kitchen Jenny Robinson
Julie Atkinson Diane O’Connor
Shirley Malcolm Eugene Belliveau
Cara Coes Counc. Wells
Counc. Shea Mayor Grant

Town Manager Jarvie
(arrived later)

Absent: Eric Phinney Heather Stilwell
Scott Cochrane Jocelyn Daye
Sarah Thompson Shawn Jennings

Chairperson Wells called the Meeting to order at 10 a.m.

1. APPROVAL OF AGENDA:

MOVED by J. Gahagan and seconded by Counc. Shea to approve the Agenda
as circulated.
CARRIED.

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
MOVED by Counc. Shea and seconded by Jean Mowatt to approve the
Minutes of January 17, 2018 as circulated.
CARRIED.

3. DELEGATIONS:
N/A
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4. REPORTS & PRESENTATIONS:

4.1 Town Council — Counc. Wells:
Counc. Wells reported the following:

v' deadline for application for Age Friendly designation is March 31, 2018;

v electronic bulletin boards are up but not live yet;

v traditional bulletin board are now up an example of which can be seen at East
Riverside/Kingshurst Park; and

v" funding for accessible washrooms at Town Hall has been received. These should
be in place by fall.

Mayor Grant commented that the Committee has taken big strides to accomplish
all that they have within 14 months. She encouraged everyone to spread the word
about our efforts and that volunteers are welcome.

4.2 Seniors Resource Centre Funding — Town Manager Jarvie:
This has been deferred.

4.3 Seniors Forum — Diane O’Connor:

Diane O’Connor reported their sub-committee had their first meeting. The
following points were discussed:

v" how to get information out to the general senior public;
asset mapping;
Age Friendly Directory accessible to the general senior public;
how to advertise that Age Friendly meetings are open meetings;
volunteers for Seniors Resources Centre, i.e. students and a possible staff
person to manage the Centre; and

v" name and mandate of their committee.

There was a discussion on the public meeting/seniors forum. A date needs to
be formalized before the town submits their application by Mar. 31. All agreed it should
be during daylight hours sometime in the spring, perhaps in April. The Bill McGuire
Centre was suggested as a good location. D. O’Connor and her sub-committee will
focus on organizing the seniors forum.

A NI NI NI

4.4 Survey Sub-Committee — John Gahagan:

John Gahagan reported that 289 surveys were received. After a comprehensive
review of all the surveys by the YMCA, the following are some of the comments and
suggestions expressed by those who patrticipated in the survey:

v’ deer in Rothesay is a huge problem;

v/ major issues seem to be lighting and care of the sidewalks in ice/snow/loose
gravel. 48 people commented on this;

v benches to rest on would be ideal;
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v' more washrooms around trail/walking areas;

v’ transportation — walking and cycling may be better utilized if lighting/sidewalks
were better;

v housing — yard maintenance/snow clearing — access to help would allow seniors
to remain in their home longer;

v having a Town “Craig’s List” with names of those who could help with home
repairs, snow removal, etc.;
After a discussion it was agreed that most comments and suggestions tie in to

having access to a seniors resource centre.

5. UNFINISHED BUSINESS:
N/A

6. NEW BUSINESS:

6.1 Setting priorities and action items:

MOVED by J. Gahagan and seconded by D. O’Connor that the following action
items be recommended to Council:

v’ Create a Seniors Resource Centre;

v Form a sub-committee to examine housing options for seniors and propose
recommendations for modifications to the town plan;

v Ask the Parks and Recreation Committee to look at the number and location of
benches and washrooms where residents walk and coordinate with the
Communications Sub-Committee on how to inform residents on the placement of
benches and washrooms and how they can notify the Town of any concerns they
may have,;

v' Plan and execute a Seniors Forum and make public the results of the survey; and

v’ Establish an outreach program.

CARRIED.
A brief discussion followed. Jeff Kitchen agreed to chair the Housing Sub-
Committee and J. Robinson expressed her interest to sit on the Sub-Committee.

7. CORRESPONDENCE FOR ACTION:
N/A

8. CORRESPONDENCE FOR INFORMATION:
N/A

9. DATE OF NEXT MEETING:
March 21, 2018
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10. ADJOURNMENT:
MOVED by J. Robinson and seconded by E. Belliveau to adjourn the meeting.
CARRIED.

Meeting adjourned at 11.20 a.m.

Chairperson Recording Secretary
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Wednesday, February 21, 2018
Rothesay Town Hall — Sayre Room

5:30 p.m.

PRESENT: DEPUTY MAYOR MATT ALEXANDER
PAUL BOUDREAU
BLAINE JUSTASON
MARK MCALOON

TOWN MANAGER JOHN JARVIE
DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONS (DO) BRETT McLEAN
RECORDING SECRETARY LIZ POMEROY

ABSENT:  STEPHEN WAYCOTT
The meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m.

1. ELECTION OF OFFICERS

Town Manager Jarvie called three times for nominations from the floor for Chairperson. P. Boudreau
nominated Deputy Mayor Alexander as Chairperson. There being no other nominations, Deputy
Mayor Alexander was elected Chairperson by acclamation.

Chairperson Alexander called three times for nominations from the floor for Vice Chairperson. M.
McAloon nominated P. Boudreau as Vice Chairperson. There being no other nominations, P.
Boudreau was elected Vice Chairperson by acclamation.

2. 2018 MEETING DATE SCHEDULE
Deputy Mayor Alexander noted the dates of the 2018 Utilities Committee meetings were included in
the agenda packages.

3. CODE OF ETHICS
Deputy Mayor Alexander requested Committee members sign and return the included form to staff.

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA:
MOVED by P. Boudreau and seconded by M. McAloon the agenda be approved as circulated.
CARRIED.

5. ADOPTION OF MINUTES:
5.1 Regular meeting of October 18, 2017.
MOVED by B. Justason and seconded by P. Boudreau the minutes of October 18, 2017 be adopted
as circulated.
CARRIED.

6. DELEGATIONS:
N/A

7. REPORTS & PRESENTATIONS:
N/A
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8.  UNFINISHED BUSINESS

8.1 Capital Projects Summary

Chairperson Alexander noted there is an upcoming project for Eriskay Drive that includes road
repaving, sidewalks, and storm sewer and sanitary sewer upgrades. Town Manager Jarvie advised
Town staff investigated the cost to connect properties in the area to municipal water. He noted the
cost may not be favorable to property owners. He further noted options to approach homeowners
with respect to connecting to Town water will be presented to the Committee at the next meeting. DO
McLean advised the expected completion date of the project is September 30, 2018. He noted a
notice will be sent to residents in the area notifying them of the upcoming construction.

8.2 Wastewater Treatment Pumping Stations (ERK washrooms)

DO McLean advised the East Riverside-Kingshurst pumping station is nearing completion. Some
minor finishing touches are required. He noted once the stations are commissioned the washrooms
will be operational; and it is expected the pumping stations will be commissioned by the end of
March.

B. Justason commented on the completion of the East Riverside-Kingshurt structure. DO McLean
advised Town staff are waiting until the freshet has ended to install a glass railing on the structure to
ensure the freshet does not have a negative impact on the railing. He added temporary wooden
railings were installed in the meantime.

9. CORRESPONDENCE FOR ACTION:
N/A

10. NEW BUSINESS:

10.1 Meter Testing Report

DO McLean advised: as a result of the recommendations from the Ernst and Young Internal Review
the meters removed from residences were tested to determine if accuracy declines as the device ages;
meters are typically replaced because of damage and not age; records were not kept indicating the
age of the replaced meters however the serial numbers can help determine the age of each device; the
majority of damaged meters tested with a high accuracy indicating age does not impact the accuracy
of a device; and the intention of the Ernst and Young Internal Review recommendation was to
determine if it is cost effective to replace meters after a certain period of time. In response to an
inquiry, DO McLean advised there are typically no security measures, such as locks, to deter
individuals from tampering with the meter. Town Manager Jarvie advised if there is a discrepancy
the issue will be investigated and could result in a high cost and penalty for the individual. There was
general discussion. DO McLean advised a test sample will be completed to provide a more
representative sample of more than just meters that have been replaced because of damage. In
response to an inquiry, DO McLean advised the meters are all digital, not pulse. He added the budget
includes replacement of 100 meters annually however all 100 are not always required. In response to
an inquiry, DO McLean advised the manufacturer does not provide a recommended replacement
period for the meters. DO McLean further noted the average cost to replace a meter is $300 each.
Town Manager Jarvie advised at the time of amalgamation several meters were installed thus a
significant cost may be expected if they require replacement at the same time.
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11. CORRESPONDENCE FOR INFORMATION:

11.1 12 January 2018 Letter to Environmental Trust Fund RE: Support for Hammond River
Angling Association Funding Application

27 November 2017 Letter from HRAA the RE: Wetland Ecosystem Services Protocol for

Atlantic Canada (WESP-AC) analysis

P. Boudreau questioned if this project is similar to the project last year. Town Manager Jarvie noted

the two projects are different however the request of the municipality is similar. The Committee

received the correspondence for information.

12. DATE OF NEXT MEETING:
It was noted the next meeting is scheduled for March 21, 2018.

CARRIED.

13. ADJOURNMENT
MOVED by B. Justason and seconded by P. Boudreau the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED.

The meeting ended at 5:55 p.m.

CHAIRPERSON RECORDING SECRETARY
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Wednesday,eljieébruary 21, 2018
Rothesay Town Hall — Sayre Room
7:00 p.m.
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PRESENT: COUNCILLOR TIFFANY MACKAY FRENCH
JAMES GALLAGHER (arrived at 7:20 p.m.)
JON LEHEUP
CATHARINE MACDONALD
GREG MURDOCK
RAHA MOSCA

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING/DEVELOPMENT (DPDS) BRIAN WHITE
RECORDING SECRETARY LIZ POMEROY

ISABELLA HORSWILL, ASSOCIATION HERITAGE NEW BRUNSWICK
*PowerPoint Presentation attached

GUEST: ROGER BROWN, ROTHESAY LIVING MUSEUM COMMITTEE
ABSENT: KATHERINE GRANT
DPDS White called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.

1. ELECTION OF OFFICERS

DPDS White called three times for nominations from the floor for Chairperson. J. LeHeup nominated
G. Murdock as Chairperson. There being no other nominations, G. Murdock was elected Chairperson
by acclamation.

Chair Murdock called three times for nominations from the floor for Vice Chairperson. Counc.
Mackay French nominated J. LeHeup as Vice Chairperson. There being no other nominations, J.
LeHeup was elected Vice Chairperson by acclamation.

2. 2018 MEETING DATE SCHEDULE
Chairperson Murdock noted the dates of the 2018 Heritage Preservation Review Board meetings
were included in the agenda packages.

Chairperson Murdock noted he is unable to attend the April meeting, and J. LeHeup added he may be
unable to attend the meeting in May.

3. CODEOFETHICS
Chairperson Murdock requested Board members sign and return the included form to staff.

Chairperson Murdock welcomed new Board member Catharine MacDonald and the Board gave brief
introductions.

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA:
MOVED by Counc. Mackay French and seconded by R. Mosca the agenda be approved as
circulated.
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CARRIED.
5. ADOPTION OF MINUTES:
5.1 Regular meeting of November 22, 2017.
MOVED by Counc. Mackay French and seconded by R. Mosca the minutes of November 22, 2017
be adopted as circulated.
CARRIED.

6. DELEGATIONS:

6.1 Association Heritage New Brunswick Isabella Horswill

Chairperson Murdock welcomed Ms. Horswill to the meeting. Ms. Horswill gave a brief background
history of the Association Heritage New Brunswick (AHNB) noting AHNB is a Provincial
organization focused on conserving New Brunswick’s unique history through museums and built
heritage. AHNB also works alongside the National Trust to preserve and advocate for the
conservation of heritage on a national level. An AHNB membership includes membership in the
National Trust for Canada at no extra cost.

Ms. Horswill described the economic, cultural, social, and environmental benefits of heritage
conservation. She noted compared to new construction, refurbishing a heritage building creates twice
as many local jobs, keeps more money in the local economy, and has distinct benefits for local
tourism and local artisanship. Ms. Horswill highlighted the following: the renovation of heritage
buildings creates local jobs, prolongs existing jobs due to required labour needs, and reduces material
expenses because of adaptive reuse of materials; specialized training is required to renovate heritage
buildings; heritage preservation maintains community attractiveness; in 1981 the United States of
America introduced a 25% tax credit for the restoration of heritage sites and resulted in a 5:1 return
on investment ratio; heritage buildings maintain their market value longer than regular homes;
maintaining historic significance of buildings adds to a buyer’s affinity to purchase a property; and
37% of global tourism is related to heritage tourism.

J. Gallagher arrived at the meeting.

Ms. Horswill gave a brief description of the concept of deconstruction. She noted deconstruction
allows heritage styles to be preserved by maintaining elements of heritage buildings and reusing
them. Deconstruction also has less of an environmental impact than demolition by reducing landfill
contributions and eliminating hazardous chemical exposure experienced in demolitions. She added
heritage tourism has become more and more popular throughout the years and not just among an
older demographic. Heritage tourism has social, cultural, and health benefits, acts as a strong
marketing tool for communities, and promotes diversity. Ms. Horswill gave a brief summary of the
roles of different levels of government with respect to heritage conservation. She noted grants are
available to encourage heritage preservation. She reported that Bill C-23 was not approved however
it identified the need for tax incentives for heritage preservation.

J. LeHeup inquired about who is responsible for designating a heritage building, and if an inventory
of heritage buildings exists. Ms. Horswill noted a heritage building can be registered either
provincially or through a municipality. She noted a catalogue of heritage buildings does not exist
however it is one of the goals of AHNB.
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There was general discussion with respect to the Algonquin Resort and the Shadow Lawn Inn as
heritage buildings.

Ms. Horswill concluded noting the National Trust Conference 2018 will be held in Fredericton, New
Brunswick on October 17-20, 2018 in association with the Canadian Association of Heritage
Professionals. She invited all to attend.

7. REPORTS:
N/A

8. NEW BUSINESS:
N/A

9. OLD BUSINESS:
DPDS White advised an application is expected for 2 Grove Avenue at the next meeting.

Chairperson Murdock inquired if the agenda packages for the Board could be sent to members a
week in advance to allow ample time to review applications. DPDS White advised he will investigate
the request.

10. CORRESPONDENCE FOR INFORMATION:

10.1 1 December 2017 Letter from Dr. Forgie RE: 2 Hampton Road

DPDS White advised the letter from Dr. Forgie is intended to update the Board on the progress of the
project. J. Gallagher inquired about the remaining items left to complete the project. DPDS White
advised the applicant intends to replace the vinyl siding with wood siding and dentil work on the
original building. In response to an inquiry, DPDS White advised paving the parking lot did not
require Heritage Board approval.

11. DATE OF NEXT MEETING:
It was noted the next meeting is tentatively scheduled for March 21, 2018.
CARRIED.

12. ADJOURNMENT
MOVED by J. LeHeup and seconded by Counc. Mackay French the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED.

The meeting ended at 7:45 p.m.

CHAIRPERSON RECORDING SECRETARY
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Why is the conservation of our heritage,

Overall
and especially heritage buildings,

View =

What is already being done?
How do we move forward?
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Job Creation and Labour
productivity

* Local scope & Regional payoff
* Heritage Tourism

* Beneficial Market impacts
Engaging Heritage's Economic
Benefits
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Driving Job Creation and
Labour

Heritage Conservation impacts the creation of jobs
Posses a longer timeframe and can more easily extend into winter time

Jobs relate to a wider variety of skills which can help ensure traditional
tradesmanship skills are not lost

Maintenance of neighbourhood attractiveness to provide more amenability to
living there
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Property Value and Impacts

Heritage Properties consistently will either gain
or maintain their market value, even in the midst
of a downturn

Heritage buildings are usually in well placed
locations, improving viability of a safe

Investment

In Saint John, while the 2016 Real Estate sales
increased by 14%, historic uptown Saint Johns
saw sales increase by 45%

Well maintained heritage buildings generate
their own demand, especially with established
historic significance




communities/ Repueposimg-eunheritage

buildings

* “It 1s heritage that
gives economic value,
not economics that
gives value to
heritage”

* (HCF, 2001).
* 37% of global tourism

has cultural
motivations
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Localized Benefits

e Reports have shown that it 1s
both more sustainable and less
expensive to renovate an existing
structure

e [fdemolition is needed,
deconstruction rather then
demolition has bigger
economic impacts for a local
community

* Investment in local historic
places correlates to higher
leverage with private
Investment

* Money is staying within the
local area
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Malintaining our
Heritage

e Heritage buildings provide a
tangible link to art and
iconography of a period.
Establishing a centuries old
link to the landscape
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Impacting the Environment

* Positive-deconstruction
lessens waste to landfills,
energy use
minimized/retained, less
construction of new
materials

» Uses already available
utilities, services and
infrastructure maintainable
onsite.

* Many buildings were built
to last and infrastructure is
retained

* Negative




Heritage T

Research has shown heritage
tourists are a vital demographic in
preserving our heritage

Statistically, over half of all
tourists who partake in cultural or
entertainment activities while
travelling, will visit a historic site,
museum, or art gallery.

Many tourists choose to travel for
this reason alone, making it an
important thing to highlight in
location tourism campaigns
Demographically, these tourists
are known to spend more, stay
longer, and tend to be of older age
bracket.
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The Social and Cultural benefits
Heritage brings

Community Engagement
Walkable neighbourhoods

Maintaining a sense of
where you are from

Enhances quality of life
Retention of traditional skills '
Education

Inclusion and Diversity
Architectural integrity
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Conservation in New Brunswick

* Municipal Government
role

Heritage Review Boards

* Implementing Heritage By-laws

* Provincial Government

» -The Heritage Conservation Act
* Incentives from the Province

. -The Community Cultural Places
Grant

e -Canada Cultural Spaces Fund
e -The Heritage Place Conservation Act

» -The Heritage Places Property Tax
Abatement




Heritage Conservation Act

* Provides provincial protections for
our heritage buildings

» The Act details who may designate
something “heritage” how they can
do it, and all of the laws, regulations,
and stipulations surrounding this
designation

[t provides municipalities, individuals
or the Minister the ability to designate
a place as a historic site

* Municipalities are afforded the right
to create their own heritage review
boards, of which many communities
have already done so

* This includes creating their own
protections and regulations for their
jurisdiction.
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Agency of Municipalities

The ability to create their own
heritage review boards and
heritage By-laws to preserve the
uniqueness of their area

Fredericton, Caraquet, Sackville,
Moncton, Saint John, St. Andrews,
Rothesay and Sussex have
implemented review boards, and
in some cases By-laws

Further, this allows municipalities
to provide their own grant
structure for preserving their own
built heritage

The uniqueness of a town is
showcased with its preserved
buildings and streets
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Improving Preservation
Built Heritage

* Establishment of a Heritage
Advocacy Group i1s a great first
step

* Getting approved designation

* Improve legislation- ensuring
‘Heritage First’ and
‘Deconstruction over
demolition’

* Creating Heritage Review
Boards

* Improving or creating both
provincial tax incentives and
Municipal grant programs

* Increase of funding and the
improvement of existing
programs to better reflect
current needs
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Rothesay Town Hall - Common Room
6:30 p.m.
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PRESENT: COUNCILLOR MIRIAM WELLS
COUNCILLOR BILL McGUIRE
MARY ANN GALLAGHER
BRENDAN KILFOIL
NATHAN DAVIS
JANE MacEACHERN

TOWN MANAGER JOHN JARVIE
DIRECTOR OF RECREATION CHARLES JENSEN
RECORDING SECRETARY LIZ POMEROY

LLOYD HODGIN, THE GREAT RACE

ABSENT: MAUREEN DESMOND
CHUCK McGIBBON
KATE GOODINE
GARY MYLES
FACILITIES COORDINATOR RYAN KINCADE
RECREATION COORDINATOR ALEX HOLDER

The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m.

1. ELECTION OF OFFICERS

DRP Jensen called three times for nominations from the floor for Chairperson. Counc. McGuire
nominated Counc. Wells as Chairperson, and J. MacEachern seconded the nomination. There being
no other nominations, Counc. Wells was elected Chairperson by acclamation.

Chairperson Wells called three times for nominations from the floor for Vice Chairperson. J.
MacEachern nominated Counc. McGuire as Vice Chairperson, and B. Kilfoil seconded the
nomination. There being no other nominations, Counc. McGuire was elected Vice Chairperson by
acclamation.

2. 2018 MEETING DATE SCHEDULE

Chairperson Wells noted the dates of the 2018 Parks and Recreation Committee meetings were
included in the agenda packages. She questioned if the Committee wished to change the start time of
the meetings. There was consensus to continue scheduling the meetings for 6:30 p.m.

3. CODEOFETHICS
Chairperson Wells requested Committee members sign and return the included form to staff.

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA:
MOVED by Counc. McGuire and seconded by J. MacEachern the agenda be approved as circulated.
CARRIED.
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5.  ADOPTION OF MINUTES:
5.1 Regular meeting of November 21, 2017.
MOVED by Counc. McGuire and seconded by J. MacEachern the minutes of November 21, 2017 be
adopted as circulated.
CARRIED.

6. DELEGATIONS:

6.1 The Great Race 2018 Lloyd Hodgin

Chairperson Wells welcomed Mr. Lloyd Hodgin and invited him to address the Committee. Mr.
Hodgin gave a brief description of the Great Race from its start 35 years ago to the upcoming event
in Buffalo, New York on Saturday, June 23, 2018. He noted: the Great Race will bring 120 of the
world’s finest antique automobiles across 2,300 miles from Buffalo, NY to Halifax, Nova Scotia June
23" — July 1, 2018; the race includes teams and cars from Japan, England, Germany, Canada, and the
United States with vehicles dating as far back as 1916; the race is not based on speed but rather a
time/speed/distance rally; the vehicles, each with a driver and navigator, are given precise
instructions each day that detail every move down to the last second; they are scored at secret
checkpoints along the way; each stop on the Great Race is free to the public and spectators will be
able to visit with the participants and view the vehicles; cars built in 1972 and earlier are eligible; and
the Great Race has stopped in hundreds of cities and towns and attracted many spectators.

Mr. Hodgin suggested a noon stop for the race be held at the Rothesay Common on June 29, 2018.
Required would be picnic tables, food, electricity, traffic control officers, washrooms, a large tent, a
singer for the national anthem, American flags, a contact person, and a temporary closure of Church
Avenue to allow sufficient parking for race vehicles. He noted due to the timing of the race it is
expected a maximum of 60 cars will be parked along Church Avenue from roughly 1 p.m. — 4p.m.
Chairperson Wells questioned if measurements were taken to ensure there is sufficient space along
Church Avenue. Mr. Hodgin noted he paced the street and determined there is adequate space; and
race vehicles will angle park to ensure there is sufficient room for emergency vehicles, property
owners, and individuals traveling to the post office to access the road.

Mr. Hodgin indicated he is in contact with the local car club that has offered to supply a large tent
and possibly provide meals. There was general discussion with respect to options to accommodate
the request including suggestions to use St. Paul’s Church, Rothesay Park School, Gondola Point
Road, the Rothesay arena, or the Bill McGuire Centre for the event. Mr. Hodgin noted public spaces
such as parks are typically preferred for the event. He added host municipalities are compensated
with a half page advertisement in the Hemming Motor News program. In response to an inquiry, Mr.
Hodgin noted the success of event depends on advertising which is a responsibility of the Great Race
coordinators.

The Committee made the following comments: temporarily closing Church Avenue may be
challenging; there is no room in the budget to assist with the $3000 cost for meals; cooperation is
required from St. Paul’s Church or the School District; the local car club should be contacted to
determine if there is an interest in providing a contact person for the event; and a contingency plan is
needed in case a funeral occurs and requires the use of churches in the area.


lizpomeroy
Draft


ROTHESAY D R A F T

2018March120penSessionFINAL_121

Parks and Recreation Committee
Minutes -3- 26 February 2018

The Committee suggested Mr. Hodgin contact the local car club, the Kennebecasis Regional Police
Force, and representatives from St. Paul’s Church and Rothesay Park School to discuss the logistics
of the event further. Mr. Hodgin noted he will contact the suggested organizations and apprise the
Committee through DRP Jensen. It was noted the deadline to include an advertisement in the
program is March 16™. Chairperson Wells commented that the request was already presented to Saint
John. She questioned if preference would be given to Saint John if both municipalities agreed to the
event. Mr. Hodgin indicated since Saint John has not responded his attention is focused on other
potential locations. DRP Jensen noted he will be in touch with Mr. Hodgin to provide the Committee
with an update on the progress of the event.

Chairperson Wells thanked Mr. Hodgin, and he left the meeting.

7.  REPORTS & PRESENTATIONS:
N/A

8. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

8.1 Renforth Wharf Day

DRP Jensen gave a brief history of Renforth Wharf Day and noted the event has occurred annually
for the past three years. He advised the Chair of the Renforth Wharf Day Committee indicated his
intention to step down from the Committee and has asked if the Town wished to take over the event.
There was general discussion with respect to resources available, other events such as the Dragon
Boat Festival and Canada Day, and the “shelf-life” of events. There was consensus to decline the
request. It was noted the event could be reconsidered in the future. DRP Jensen noted he will contact
the Chair of the Organizing Committee with respect to the request.

8.2 Community Garden in K-Park

DRP Jensen advised he spoke with the resident to discuss the matter further. The resident indicated
there was some interest in the idea however the idea should be considered by a larger audience.
Chairperson Wells suggested residents be polled through the Town’s social media. N. Davis
suggested an acceptable number of responses be determined to ensure enough interest is expressed to
warrant the initiative. DRP Jensen noted the resident indicated an interest in being the contact person
for the initiative. M. Gallagher noted she will follow up with including the item in *Short and Sweet’
the K-Park community Facebook page. DRP Jensen noted he will follow up with the school as a
possible location.

8.3 Additional signage at recreation fields

Chairperson Wells reported the item was discussed by Council and it was suggested the item return
to the Committee for further discussion. Counc. McGuire suggested “hand-washing” stickers be
placed on signs at recreational fields to recommend residents wash their hands after using the fields.

There was a brief discussion with respect to the geese issue. DRP Jensen will follow up with the
appropriate department to discuss options. It was noted the issue does not become prominent until the
fall.

9. CORRESPONDENCE FOR ACTION:
9.1 2 February 2018 Email from resident RE: Pickle ball courts
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Chairperson Wells gave a brief summary of the request and expressed concern the Renforth area may
not provide sufficient shelter from the wind during games. She noted it was suggested a pickle ball
court be designated at the Wells Recreation Park. Counc. McGuire noted members of the Wells
Recreation Park Committee indicated there is roughly $2500 of funds that remain. He suggested the
funds could be used to paint lines, construct a wind screen, and buy equipment for a pickle ball court.
Chairperson Wells noted the funds could be used for pickle ball nets as well. She suggested pickle
ball lines be taped onto a tennis court in Renforth for a trial period to determine overall interest
before committing to a court in Wells. There was consensus to create a temporary pickle ball court in
Renforth, and discuss the possibility of using excess funds to create a pickle ball court in the Wells
Recreation Park.

10. NEW BUSINESS:

10.1 Parks and Recreation Update

DRP Jensen informed the Committee of the successful turnout for Winterfest despite the less than
ideal weather conditions. He reported more residents responded to signing up for the Learn to Curl
event at Riverside Country Club in advance rather than on the day of the event. This was the first
Winterfest held at the Rothesay Common and due to its success it may be advantageous to use the
Common again for the event in the future. DRP Jensen noted the popularity of the Speaker Series
events can vary depending on the topics. Topics so far include: Wine Tasting, Photography, Fitness,
and Moose Calling. He added attendance records indicate the Moose Calling event has been the most
popular among community members.

DRP Jensen updated the Committee noting: the new trail in the Wells Recreation Park is almost
complete, the application for participation in the SEED program has been submitted, and the
Rothesay arena will close for the season on May 13, 2018. DRP Jensen reported a need for additional
lifeguards. In response to an inquiry, DRP Jensen noted Town lifeguards are compensated
comparably to the Aquatic Centre lifeguards. However, returning Town lifeguards receive a pay
increase each year they return. Chairperson Wells noted Council has scaled back the arena project
and is now focused on building a new arena. She encouraged Committee members to contact their
MLA’s and MP’s to promote the need for a new arena. B. Kilfoil questioned if the field house is
included in the new design. Counc. McGuire noted the new design is for a new arena within a budget
of $8 million dollars without a field house.

DRP Jensen noted the capital budget includes the replacement of a tractor that will likely come
before Council in March. He added he has spoken to some residents with respect to a possible trail
connection between Rothesay and Quispamsis. He noted he will apprise the Committee of the
progress.

10.2 Booking of Town Public Spaces

DRP Jensen advised Town public spaces cannot be booked by individuals. He noted in the past Town
staff have informed inquiring residents, as a courtesy, of events that may conflict. He further noted a
misunderstanding in the past resulted two events occurring at the same time and individuals
mistreating Town staff. There was general discussion. It was suggested residents be informed that
Town public spaces cannot be booked, and if they choose to use the space for a formal event it is at
their own discretion.
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M. Gallagher inquired about the possibility of using the rink in Kennebecasis Park as a volleyball
court. There was discussion with respect to grade of the area, amount of days the rink was used, and
other potential areas. DRP Jensen advised he would investigate the matter further.

11. CORRESPONDENCE FOR INFORMATION:
N/A

12. DATE OF NEXT MEETING:
It was noted the next meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, March 20, 2018.
CARRIED.

13. ADJOURNMENT
MOVED by Counc. McGuire and seconded by B. Kilfoil the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED.

The meeting ended at 7:50 p.m.

CHAIRPERSON RECORDING SECRETARY
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PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
Rothesay Town Hall

Monday, March 5, 2018 i\
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PRESENT: COLIN BOYNE, CHAIRPERSON
CRAIG PINHEY, VICECHAIRPERSON
COUNCILLOR PETER LEWIS
COUNCILLOR DON SHEA
HILARY BROCK
ELIZABETH GILLIS
ANDREW MCMACKIN

TOWN MANAGER JOHN JARVIE

TOWN CLERK MARY JANE BANKS

DIRECTOR OF PLANNING/DEVELOPMENT (DPDS) BRIAN WHITE
ASSISTANT DEVELOPMENT OFFICER DARCY HUDSON

TOWN PLANNER STIRLING SCORY

RECORDING SECRETARY LIZ POMEROY

ABSENT: JOHN BUCHANAN
Chairperson Boyne called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.

1. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
MOVED by Counc. Lewis and seconded by Counc. Shea to approve the agenda as circulated,
with the following addition:
Iltem 5.1 Municipal Plan Review
CARRIED.

2. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

2.1  Regular Meeting of February 5, 2018

MOVED by Counc. Lewis and seconded by C. Pinhey the Minutes of 5 February 2018 be
adopted as circulated.

CARRIED.
3. NEW BUSINESS
3.1 2 Grove Avenue Jeff Kitchen
OWNER: 693279 NB Ltd.
PID: 00257717
PROPOSAL.: Conditional Use (Office) + Similar or Compatible Use
(Licensed Café)

Mr. Jeff Kitchen was in attendance. DPDS White gave a brief summary of the application noting
the proposal is to change the residential use of the building to 635 square feet (ground floor) of
professional real estate office space and 432 square feet (ground floor plus seasonal patio) of
coffee shop/café with a dining room liquor license. The property is zoned Special Area Zone [SA]
which is a mixed use (residential/commercial/institution) zone that applies to the area around the
Rothesay Common. He noted buildings in this zone will be reviewed for compatibility with
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architectural character of adjacent development and the Heritage Preservation Review Board may
impose conditions on building design required to ensure compatibility. DPDS White gave a brief
history of the property noting: the building was constructed in 1850 originally as a gardener’s
cottage for a larger estate property (26 Hampton Road); an addition was built onto the house in
order to provide a kitchen; and the property once housed a store owned by Mrs. Ethel Starr. DPDS
White advised the property owner has requested permission from the Heritage Preservation
Review Board to undertake a major renovation of the property to replace exterior cladding
including siding and trim, the installation of new windows, to change the configuration of the
existing dormer windows on the second story and to remove the existing garage. He displayed
renderings of the proposal and noted the applicant intends to install culverts to permit parking
across the water course on the property. He added cedar shingles and wood style windows will be
used for the renovations. Subject to the approval of the Heritage Preservation Review Board, staff
support the proposal.

Mr. Kitchen noted he is excited to renovate the building and maintain a heritage style in the area.
He commended the Town on the successful Rothesay Common project and noted the café will
allow residents to further enjoy the public space.

Counc. Shea requested clarification with respect to the location of the patio. Mr. Kitchen noted the
plan includes one patio located on the southwest corner of the building. In response to an inquiry,
Mr. Kitchen noted the building will provide barrier free access.

C. Pinhey inquired as to what specific liquor license the applicant intended to acquire, the hours of
operation, and outside music. Mr. Kitchen indicated the coffee shop/café will have a dining room
liquor license similar to one acquired by the Commons Creperie, operational hours will be
reasonable and not run late into the evening, and there will be no outside music. Counc. Lewis
inquired about the colour of the siding. Mr. Kitchen indicated the cedar shingles will be
prefinished and resemble a golden brown. H. Brock questioned if the patio will wrap around to the
rear of the building. Mr. Kitchen noted the patio will be located on the front of the building and a
ramp will be constructed on the rear of the building to provide accessibility.

MOVED by Counc. Lewis and seconded by E. Gillis the Planning Advisory Committee hereby
approves a change of use from residential to a commercial office as a conditional (primary) use
subject to the approval by the Heritage Preservation Review Board for the proposed renovations
and commercial signage at 2 Grove Avenue (PID 00257717).

CARRIED.

MOVED by Counc. Lewis and seconded by C. Pinhey the Planning Advisory Committee hereby
approves a licensed coffee shop/café operation as a similar and compatible (secondary) use
subject to the approval by the Heritage Preservation Review Board for the proposed renovations
and commercial signage at 2 Grove Avenue (PID 00257717).

CARRIED.
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3.2 8 Acadia Avenue

-3-

Samantha Soontiens

5 March 2018

OWNER: Andrew & Samantha Soontiens
PID: 00232884
PROPOSAL: 1 Lot Subdivision with Variance and Land for Public

Purposes

Mrs. Samantha Sootiens and Mr. Andrew Sootiens were in attendance. DPDS White gave a brief
summary of the application and noted: the property is roughly 22 acres zoned Rural — [RU]; the
property is adjacent to Town owned lands; the proposal to subdivide would create 1 (one) new lot,
Lot 2018-01 with frontage on Seaman Drive; the applicant is also proposing a road right-of-way
on the existing driveway from 8 Acadia Avenue for the benefit of the proposed lot; and the
proposed lot does not meet all the requirements for a single family residential home in the rural
area.

DPDS White highlighted the following:
PID 00232884
Existing House and Lot

Lot 2018 -1

RU Zone Lot Dimensions New Vacant Lot

Minimum Lot Area: Proposed new lot size | Proposed Lot Area 12,300 m®
40,000 m 78,390.87 m’ Variance of 69.25%
Minimum Lot Frontage: Acadia Avenue Frontage 18 m gga:;n I(a/ln Drive Frontage

100 m (no change)

Variance of 79.7%
Side yard length is greater than
100 m

Side Yard lengths greater than

Minimum Lot Depth: 40 m 100m

DPDS White advised the rural designation of the property intends that the lot be subdivided in a
manner that would only yield two lots from the 22 acre parcel. In this manner staff believe the
application to create Lot 2018-01 is reasonable as it conforms to the Municipal Plan, and achieves
the goal of maintaining a rural low density land use pattern. Staff reviewed the applicable
Provincial watershed guidelines and confirmed that the subject property is located in Zone C of
the Watershed Protection Program thus it is permissible to “construct, use, maintain, renovate,
make additions to or rebuild a single-family or multiple-family dwelling and any accessory
buildings and structure”.

DPDS White advised the standard amount of land required for Land for Public Purposes (LPP) is
10 (ten) percent of the area of the new lot being created. He noted the request for a variance
creates a smaller lot than permitted in the by-law thus the proposed LPP represents the full 10%
amount that would be granted on a full sized lot in a rural zone without a variance, roughly 1 acre
of land. DPDS White added the Town-owned land abutting 8 Acadia Avenue is used to protect the
Carpenter Pond Watershed and the LPP will provide an additional buffer to surround the area.

Chairperson Boyne invited Mrs. Soontiens to address the proposal. Mrs. Soontiens advised she
was not in agreement with the current plan as presented. She requested the boundary of the one
acre of LPP be reconfigured to end at the rear property line of the proposed new lot and widened
instead of extending the full length of the property line abutting the Town-owned land. She noted
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she was unaware of the LPP requirement until after the property was surveyed. She further noted
resurveying the proposed new lot to accommodate the LPP will require a significant expense.
DPDS White advised if the applicant wishes to change the proposal a new plan of subdivision is
required. He noted at the applicant’s request the proposal can be deferred to the Committee’s
April meeting pending the submission of a new plan of subdivision or withdrawn and resubmitted.
Mr. Soontiens noted he was informed the land must be surveyed for the application however he
was not informed of the LPP requirement until after the survey was complete and the cost was
incurred. He added resurveying the property to accommodate the LPP will add a significant
additional expense. DPDS White advised the Committee and Council cannot make changes to a
plan of subdivision; if the proposal is approved by the Committee it will go before Council as
presented.

There was a lengthy discussion with respect to the layout of the LPP. Counc. Lewis questioned if
the application could move forward with the change requested by the applicant since the LPP has
not been surveyed. DPDS White advised if the final configuration of the proposal does not match
the plan of subdivision there may be legal ramifications. He added the Committee and Council
can only vote on the plan of subdivision as submitted.

There was general discussion with respect to cash in lieu of LPP, and the assessed value of the
new lot. Mrs. Soontiens noted the assessed value of Lot 2018-01 (approximately 3 acres) is
$180,000. Counc. Lewis commented that the assessed value of $180,000 for a 3 acre property in
French Village is unreasonable. He noted the applicant has the option of obtaining an appraisal of
the land. Town Manager Jarvie noted an appraisal may have a similar cost to resurveying the land.
There was general discussion with respect to zoning, the condition of the property, and the size of
the proposed LPP. DPDS White noted the area is zoned rural to prevent large scale subdivision.
Since a rural zoned property requires 10 acres for a subdivision, the proposal requires variances
thus staff recommended a 1 acre parcel to maintain a typical rural contribution for LPP.

Counc. Shea requested clarification with respect to the proper process to advance the application.
DPDS White noted the Committee can vote on the existing proposal and if approved the
application will be discussed by Council, the application can be tabled pending a new plan of
subdivision, or the applicant can withdraw the application and resubmit the proposal with a
revised plan of subdivision. Mrs. Soontiens requested the Committee vote on the existing
application. It was noted the proposed Lot 2018-01 area was calculated in the report without the
LPP thus 13,300 m?is incorrect. The correct area is 12,300 m?with a variance of 69.25%.

Chairperson Boyne called for those wishing to speak in favour or against the proposal.

Ernest Johnson, 4 Cossey Lane; Philip Webster, 1 Seaman Drive; and Margaret Winchester, 7
Seaman Drive inquired about the location of the driveway for the proposed lot, the size of buffer
expected to be maintained between neighboring properties, snow removal, and the possibility of
flooding due to stormwater retention. Concern was expressed constructing a driveway behind
properties on Seaman Drive may reduce privacy for neighbouring properties.
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DPDS White advised the applicant indicated an interest in constructing a driveway off Seaman
Drive if possible with an alternate access point through a right-of-way on 8 Acadia Avenue. There
was a brief discussion with respect to the condition of the property, common driveways, and
concern that there is insufficient space to provide proper snow removal for an additional property.
Mrs. Soontiens indicated an interest in maintaining a natural vegetation buffer between the
driveway and neighbouring properties. Counc. Lewis noted it is not required that property owners
maintain a natural buffer; however the applicant is amenable to ensuring privacy is maintained.
ADO Hudson noted stormwater concerns would be addressed when the applicant applies for a
building permit.

Mrs. Winchester requested clarification with respect to whether the access road on Seaman Drive
will be a driveway or a public road. Mrs. Soontiens indicated the access point will be a driveway
fronting on Seaman Drive.

Counc. Shea questioned if the property size variance will impact septic tank requirements. ADO
Hudson advised since the proposed new lot will be a residential property no issues are expected.
He added it is the responsibility of the Department of Environment to ensure septic tank
requirements are followed.

MOVED by Counc. Lewis and seconded by E. Gillis the Planning Advisory Committee grants a
variance for Lot 2018-01 being a lot with 20.3 meters of public road frontage from the subdivision
of 8 Acadia Avenue (PID 00232448).
NAY vote recorded from Counc. Shea.

CARRIED.

MOVED by Counc. Lewis and seconded by E. Gillis the Planning Advisory Committee grants a
variance for Lot 2018-01 being a lot with a total area of 12,300 m? from the subdivision of 8
Acadia Avenue (PID 00232448).
NAY vote recorded from Counc. Shea.

CARRIED.

MOVED by Counc. Lewis and seconded by C. Pinhey the Planning Advisory Committee
recommends Council give assent to the land for public purposes, as shown in Tentative Plan T-
0685, prepared by Kierstead Quigley and Roberts Ltd. dated February 26, 2018.

CARRIED.

DPDS White noted the application will go before Council at its regular March meeting. Mrs.
Winchester inquired as to how many residential buildings are expected to be constructed on the
new lot. Mrs. Soontiens indicated one residential building will be constructed.

3.3 5 Maple Crescent Jane Conrad
OWNER: Jane Conrad
PID: 30022826

PROPOSAL.: Home Occupation (Hair Salon)
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Ms. Conrad was in attendance. ADO Hudson gave a brief summary of the application highlighting
the following from the staff report:

Counc. Shea inquired about the accessibility of the building. DPDS White advised the building
code requirements will be discussed when the applicant applies for a building permit. Ms. Conrad
noted she has a salon in her current residence and she was not informed of accessibility
requirements prior to operating her existing business. Counc. Shea questioned if the matter should
be discussed further. DPDS White advised the Committee does not have jurisdiction over building
code requirements. He added in response to concerns regarding water consumption, staff
recommend a well pump test be undertaken to determine if there is an adequate volume of water
to accommodate the residence and salon. In response to an inquiry, Ms. Conrad noted there will
be only one chair in the salon.

Chairperson Boyne called for those wishing to speak in favour or against the proposal.
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Thomas Walsh, 184 Gondola Point Road, expressed the following three concerns: 1. the water
table in the area may not be sufficient to accommodate the residence and salon as well as other
planned developments on Kirkpatrick Road; 2. the increase in traffic may be greater than expected
if walk-ins are welcome and hair products are sold; and 3. additional traffic is likely to increase
safety concerns for children and pedestrians in the area. He added if there is an increase in traffic
it is expected customers will park on the street.

ADO Hudson advised water consumption issues will be addressed by the 24 hour well pump test.
If there is an inadequate volume of water available the results will be shared with the Department
of Environment and the appropriate actions will be taken.

There was general discussion with respect to traffic concerns. Ms. Conrad noted she does not
anticipate more than two additional vehicles during a single appointment. Mr. Walsh questioned if
there are plans in the future to install sidewalks on Maple Crescent to mitigate safety concerns.
Town Manager Jarvie advised there are no plans for sidewalks in the area at this time. Counc.
Lewis commented that there are multiple home businesses in the French Village area and he is not
aware of any issues or traffic concerns. There was general discussion with respect to the
anticipated number of customers throughout the day.

John Clack, 3 Maple Crescent, inquired about stormwater management. ADO Hudson advised the
matter would be discussed during the building permit application process.

MOVED by C. Pinhey and seconded by E. Gillis the Planning Advisory Committee grants
approval to operate a hair salon as a home occupation in the proposed residential dwelling to be
constructed at 5 Maple Crescent (PID 30022826) subject to Section 5.3 of By-law 2-10 Home
Occupation Requirements and the following condition:

a. The property owner shall supply a copy, to the Development Officer, of the Well
Driller’s Pump Test Report which indicates that there is sufficient water for a single
family home and a hair salon and that the wells of neighbouring properties will not be
adversely impacted.

ON THE QUESTION:
Counc. Lewis recommended the applicant drill and test the well before the house is constructed.
Counc. Shea inquired if the Well Driller can provide assurances that neighboring properties will
not be adversely impacted. DPDS White advised the Well Driller will provide his professional
opinion on the matter.

CARRIED.

4. OLD BUSINESS

TABLED ITEMS (Tabled February 5, 2018) — no action at this time
4.1 1 Lot Subdivision - 20 Goldie Court (PID 30018964)

4.2 1 Lot Subdivision & Cash in Lieu of Public Purposes — 3188 Rothesay Road (PID
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30218655 & 30183644)

4.3 Subdivision Approval - 7 Lots off Appleby Drive (PID 30175467)

5. CORRESPONDENCE FOR INFORMATION

5.1 Municipal Plan Review

DPDS White gave a brief presentation with respect to the Municipal Plan Review. He highlighted

the following:

- The Municipal Plan must be reviewed every 10 years and completed within 36 months.

- The review is used to determine the effectiveness of the Municipal Plan.

- The review will provide opportunities to address common issues that arise such as home
occupations etc.

- The Municipal Plan is used for long-term planning for the development of the community.

- The Zoning By-law vs. the Municipal Plan.

- Adescription of the Future Land Use Map.

- Different zones in Rothesay, the majority of properties being residential (82%).

- The Secondary Plan.

- Policy development.

- Opportunities for public input on the Municipal Plan — upcoming workshops to be held at the
Bradley Lake Community Centre, the Fairvale Outing Association, the Community Room at
Superstore, the Riverside Country Club, and the Bill McGuire Centre.

- A background report will be prepared summarizing demographics, population projections,
economy etc.

- CoUrbanize website platform used as a tool to encourage public feedback.

- Staff will update the Committee on the progress of the Municipal Plan review.

DPDS White distributed copies of the first 30 pages of the Municipal Plan for the Committee to
review and provide feedback. C. Pinhey inquired as to the expected completion date of the
review. DPDS White advised it is expected the review will be completed in 24 months. H. Brock
commented that she understood the completion date was in six months. DPDS White advised six
months is the anticipated completion date for the Secondary Plan.

6. DATE OF NEXT MEETING(S)
The next meeting will be held on TUESDAY, April 3, 2018.

1. ADJOURNMENT
MOVED by A. McMackin and seconded by Counc. Lewis the meeting be adjourned.

CARRIED.
The meeting adjourned at 7:10 p.m.

CHAIRPERSON RECORDING SECRETARY
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MEMORANDUM
TO : Mayor and Council
FROM : Recording Secretary, Planning Advisory Committee
DATE : March 6, 2018
RE : Motions Passed at March 5, 2018 Meeting

Please be advised the Planning Advisory Committee passed the following motion at its
regular meeting on Monday, March 5, 2018:

MOVED ... and seconded ... the Planning Advisory Committee recommends

Council give assent to the land for public purposes, as shown in Tentative Plan T-

0685, prepared by Kierstead Quigley and Roberts Ltd. dated February 26, 2018.
CARRIED.

Respectfully submitted,

Liz Pomeroy
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To: Chair and Members of Rothesay Planning Advisory Committee

From: Brian L. White, Director of Planning & Development Services

Date: Thursday, March 01, 2018
Subject: 1 Lot Subdivision — 8 Acadia Avenue (PID 00232884) Lot Variances and LPP
Applicant: Samantha Sootiens Property Owner: Andrew & Samantha Sootiens
8 Acadia Avenue 8 Acadia Avenue
Mailing Address: Rothesay, NB Mailing Address: Rothesay, NB
E2S 1A1 E2S 1A1
Property Location: 8 Acadia PID: 00232884
Plan Designation: Low Density Zone: Rural Zone (RU)
Application For: 1 Lot Subdivision with Variance and Land for Public Purposes
Input from Other Director of Recreation Services, Director of Operations
Sources:
Origin:

Ms. Samantha Sootiens is applying to subdivide a portion of her property at 8 Acadia Avenue (PID#00232884) to allow
for 1 (one) new single detached home on the proposed subdivided lot.

Background:

8 Acadia Avenue (PID 00232448) is a single property that is 91,690.87 m? (22.65 acres) zoned Rural — [RU] (see
Attachment A and Attachment B). The proposal to subdivide would create 1 (one) new lot; Lot 2018 — 1, with frontage on
Seaman Drive (See Attachment C). The applicant is also proposing a road right of way on the existing driveway from 8
Acadia Avenue for the benefit of the proposed new lot. Accordingly, the new lot will have frontage on Seaman Drive and
access across the existing driveway to Acadia Avenue via a right of way.

Staff reviewed the Tentative Plan Drawing (see Attachment C) submitted by Kierstead Quigley and Roberts Ltd. on behalf
of Ms. Sootiens and have found that the proposed subdivided lot does not meet all the requirements for a single family
residential home in the Rural zone.

Analysis:

Staff reviewed the minimum lot dimensions for both properties, PID 00232448 and Lot 2018 — 1 and found the following:

RU Zone Lot Dimensions PID 00232448 | Lot 2018 - 1
Existing House and Lot New Vacant Lot
- . 2 Proposed new lot size | Proposed Lot Area 13,3000 m’
Minimum Lot Area: 40,000 m 78,390.87 m’ Variance of 66.75%
. ) Acadia Avenue Frontage 18 m | Seaman Drive Frontage 20.3 M
Minimum Lot Frontage: 100 m (no change) Variance of 79.7%
Minimum Lot Depth: 40 m Side Yard lengths Greater than 100m Side yard length is greater than 100 m

Staff are aware that Lot 2018 -1 does not meet the 40000 square meter minimum lot area and lot frontage requirements;
however, Staff believe that the proposed subdivision substantially conforms to the Municipal Plan. The RU Zone was
created to permit the use of agriculture, forestry and informal recreational uses, as well as single-family housing; the
diversity of intended uses was a determining factor in permitting the minimum lot size for this zone. The rural designation
of the property intends that the lot be subdivided in manner that would only yield two lots from the 20 acre parcel. In this
manner Staff believe the application to create Lot 2018-1, is reasonable as it achieves the plan goal of maintaining a rural
low density land use pattern.
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An analysis of the site topographyl points to limited development potential beyond the proposed second lot as a majority
of the rear portion of the property has very steep grade of land. (see Attachment D). The proposed subdivision application
maximizes the potential use of available developable land, and does so without compromising the municipal plan
objectives.

Staff analyzed the housing types in the area and note that all of the homes are single-family detached residences. An
analysis of the area by staff also found that the zoning types permitted in the area are a mix of R1C and RU Zoned lots.
The difference in zoning provides a mix of housing options for residents in the community and the larger RU zone lots
affords the possibility of having a home on a larger sized lot. These larger rural estate lots are desirable for families and
achieve the goal of limiting growth in areas of the Town where growth in not desirable.

Staff are also aware that the subject property lies within the Carpenter Pond Watershed (see Attachment E). The Town’s
Municipal Plan identifies the need to protect this area and to maintain the existing rural density. Furthermore, Section 3.3
of the Municipal Plan states that development within the watershed must be at a distance of 75 meters or greater from any
watercourse within the watershed. The statement within the Municipal Plan is supported by Section 5.12.5 (a) of the
Zoning By-Law which states there will be no development within the watershed if it is in contravention of the applicable
Provincial regulations. Staff did a review of the applicable Provincial watershed guidelines and confirmed that the subject
property is located in Zone C of the Watershed Protection Program (see Attachment E). Under Zone C of the Provincial
Watershed Protection Program it is permissible to “Construct, use, maintain, renovate, make additions to or rebuild a
single-family or multiple-family dwelling and any accessory buildings and structure;”.

Land for Public Purposes

Section 75 (1)(f) of the Community Planning Act gives Council the discretionary authority to request, as a condition of the
approval of a subdivision, that land be set aside as Land for Public Purposes (LPP). The amount of land for LPP is 10 (ten)
percent of the area of new lot being created. Despite the request for a variance that would create a smaller lot than
permitted in the by-law, the proposed LPP represent the full 10% amount that would be granted on a full sized lot without
a variance. Accordingly the applicant, Ms. Sootiens, is requesting that Council consider accepting land for public purpose
in the amount of 4147 square meters which represents an equivalent amount of land (1 acre) being 10% of the required
40000 square meter (10 acres) lot size.

Polling

Polling was conducted as per the standard procedure. Letters were mailed to residents on February 23", 2018 for the
subdivision application request by Ms. Sootiens. As of February 28™, 2018 staff have received a concern over the
proposed subdivision. The concern expressed was over the impact the subdivision and the potential impact development
would have on the neighbouring properties and the quality of the neighbourhood.

Conclusion:
Staff are supportive of the application and believe the variance for subdivision is reasonable and furthermore, that the
impact of this one lot subdivision will have minimal impact on neighbouring properties.

' Topography meaning the mapping of relief or terrain, the three-dimensional quality of the land surface, and the
identification of specific landforms such as hills, steep slopes, valleys, ravines, etc..
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Recommendation:
Staff recommended THAT the Planning Advisory Committee consider the following Motions:

A. Rothesay Planning Advisory Committee Hereby Grants a variance for Lot 2018 -1 being a lot with
20.3 m of public road frontage from the subdivision of 8 Acadia Avenue (PID 00232448).

B. Rothesay Planning Advisory Committee Hereby Grants a variance for Lot 2018 — 1 being a lot with a
total area of 13,300 m” from the subdivision of 8 Acadia Avenue (PID 00232448); and

C. Rothesay Planning Advisory Committee Hereby recommends Council give Assent to the Land for
Public Purposes, as shown in Tentative Plan T-0685, prepared by Kierstead Quigley and Roberts Ltd.
dated February 26, 2018.

Report Prepared by: Stirling D. T. Scory, MPlan
Date:  Thursday, March 01, 2018

Attachments:

Map 1 Site Context

Map 2 Image 1 — Site Overview
Attachment A Tentative Plan of Subdivision
Attachment B Contour Map

Attachment C Watershed Map

Attachment D Polling Results Public Comment
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* Note - This product is for informational purposes only and has not been prepared for, nor is suitable for legal, engineering, or surveying purposes




Map 1 - Site Context
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Image 1 - Site overview
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From: I
To:

Subject: 1 Lot Subdivision at 8 Acadia Lane (PID 00232884)
Date: 01 March 2018 11:53:59 AM

Hello Mr. Brian White,

| wanted to follow up a phone conversation you had this morning with my wife,-
- regarding the proposed subdivision of property off Seaman Drive at 8 Acadia by
Ms. Samantha Soontiens. We reside at 1 Seaman Drive; Lot 4 Block C on the plan map. We
wanted to follow up the phone conversation to confirm we are opposed to the request for
this variance.

During the phone conversation you indicated that the area behind our property would be
for a drive way but we have concerns that this drive way or any other type of road
potential to access this lot may have a negative impact on our property. This proposal
could potentially set our property up with a road of some form on three sides of our
home. As well we have concerns about how the removal of tress and other natural organic
material will impact the water run off along the back of our property. Over the past couple
of years the runoff from the current driveway to 8 Acadia has lead to water eroding away
the end of our driveway which at times has formed ruts or cuts between the roadway and
our driveway. We also believe, based on the drawing on the map, what appears to be 2
access points to this proposed property that if this variance is approved could open up to
additional future subdivision of the land. It is my understand that the previous property
owner had attempted in the past to subdivide this land but was required to have multiple
access points to the potential subdivided lots.

We understand there will be a Planning Advisory Committee meeting on Monday Mar. 5th,
2018 which we are planning to attend in person. We would be happy to discuss our
concerns and objection to the proposed variance and subdivision of the property in person
at this meeting. Please let me know if you have any questions or require additional
information.

Sincerely,
Phillip Webster
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BUILDING PERMIT REPORT

2/1/2018 to 2/28/2018

Value of Building
Date Building Permit No Property Location Nature of Construction Construction Permit Fee
02/08/2018 BP2018-00003 8 ARTHUR AVE ELECTRICAL UPGRADE $1,600.00 $20.00
02/01/2018 BP2018-00005 29 HIGHLAND AVE ELECTRICAL UPGRADE $1,000.00 $20.00
02/01/2018 BP2018-00006 6 SALMON CRES WINDOWS $2,900.00 $21.75
02/15/2018 BP2018-00008 115 CAMPBELL DR INTERIOR RENOVATIONS - COMMERCIAL $181,000.00 $1,312.25
02/27/2018 BP2018-00009 23 MAPLECREST DR ELECTRICAL UPGRADE $2,550.00 $21.75
Totals: $189,050.00 $1,395.75
Summary for 2018 to Date: $373,450.00 $2,779.00

Montlhy total:

Summary to Date:

2017 Summary

Value of Construction

Building Permit Fee

$216,569.89

$541,769.89

$1,615.25

$3,997.00
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

K.
fpo, S
e IONCTA

TO : Mayor Grant & Council

FROM John Jarvie

DATE 8 March 2018

RE : Capital Project — Status Report

The following is a list of 2018 capital projects and the current status of each along with
continuing projects from 2016 and 2017.

$ TO
PROJECT BUDGET 31/01/18* COMMENTS
Wastewater Collection Upgrade Three of three tenders awarded by Council, pumps
B (broken down below) $7.5M delivered, pump stations at KPark, Renforth and Tennis
= Court complete awaiting full commissioning.
fofl | © WWTF Phase 1 — Forcemain 2,000,000 95% complete
0 | o« WWTF Phase 1 - lift stations (3) 1,600,000 85% Work underway KPark and Renforth complete, Tennis
o Court on hold for commissioning of East-Riverside
o (9/03/18)
& e WWTF Phase 1 - lift stations (2) 3,400,00 75% Work Underway — both buildings under construction.
g Secondary Plan — Hillside area 52,000 31% Concepts being developed;
M | Water Plant Aux Building 200,000 125% Total will exceed original budget.
General Specification for Contracts 40,000 40% draft document under review by staff
KVFD Capital 78,500 60% To be claimed when purchase completed
™ || Technology 55,000 33% Copier installed, website redesign complete
S Water supply development 150,000 67% Funds reallocated to Infiltration study
2018 Resurfacing Design 60,000 67% Contract awarded, pipe report complete, tender issued
Designated Highways 475,000 - Funding request pending inc $75,000 Town utility work
WWTP Phase Il design 1.4M - Funding application submitted
Fields & Trails 40,000 - Wells rustic trails
Water supply 300,000 - Membrane replacement on Agenda & source development
Hillsview/Shadow Hill Court water 450,000 - Water main replacement
lona/Erisky upgrade 680,000 - Replace sanitary, new sidewalk/drainage, contract signed,
work to begin in March
2018 street resurfacing 1.79M Inc. new bulb ay Sunset Ln & Strong Crt, micro-surfacing
Brock Court drainage study 20,000 - Report on Agenda
SCADA upgrade 35,000 New technology based on internet — in progress
Fox Farm Rd retaining wall 125,000 - Inc new railing
Clark/Gondola Pt Rd intersection 90,000 - Adjustments to grades
2019 Resurfacing design 60,000 -
Town Hall repairs 47,000 -
Salt shed repairs 40,000 -
IT upgrades 90,000
Fleet Replacement 620,000 - Sidewalk plow $190,000 & Backhoe $200,000 - ordered;
%T plow truck & tractor on Agenda; 1T plow truck: later
Trail link RIQ 100,000 - Partial estimate
Trail & sidewalk connector Wells 1,050,000 Subject to grants
Protective Services 81,500 KVFD

* Funds paid to this date.

! Subject to Build Canada funding
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70 Hampton Road
Rothesay, NB
E2E 5L5 Canada

Rothesay Council
March 12, 2018

TO: Mayor Grant and Members of Rothesay Council

SUBMITTED BY:

DATE: 5 March 2018
SUBJECT: Contract Award - Citizen Satisfaction Survey Recommendation
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that Rothesay Council:
Award the citizen satisfaction telephone survey contract to Corporate Research Associates Inc.
for a total bid amount of $12,610.00 with funding for the award from Planning and Development
Services G/L # 26120060 as outlined in the Financial Implications section of this report.

Background
As required for by the Community Planning Act a Municipal Plan requires that a background report be

generated that will serve as the basis of the plan. Staff have identified the need for a citizen satisfaction
survey for the background report and accordingly have requested three competitive bids from firms
qualified to complete the survey. Three proposals were submitted from the following research companies
Ipsos, CRA, and MQO. The purpose of this memo is to summarize the bid offers presented and provide a
recommendation.

Prior Work

Both Ipsos and MQO have stated or referred to their experience with municipalities prior to this offer.
Ipsos has worked extensively with the City of Saint John, and MQO has had experience working with the
City of Fredericton multiple times. CRA has worked with Halifax, the County of Antigonish, and most
recently the Town of Quispamsis.

Objectives and Methodoloqgy

The purpose of the citizen satisfaction survey and its role in the upcoming municipal plan and zoning
bylaw review are well understood by the three companies. Their approaches and methodologies are
similar, as they are set by an industry standard, and each company offers an online survey.

Ipsos:
e Surveys will be conducted with land-line only.

e |Ipsos offers a sample size of 300 people, which provides accuracy within £5.7 percentage points.
e The fee for an online survey is between $5000 and $7000 (not including tax).


johnjarvie
Signature
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e Phone calls will be either 10 minutes or 15 minutes, there is a difference in cost for each.
e The total time to complete the survey will be eight (8) weeks.

CRA:
e Surveys will be conducted through land-lines and cellphones.
e CRA offers a sample size of 300 or 400 people, which provides accuracy within + 5.7 and +4.8
percentage points respectively.
The fee for an online survey is $5,700 (not including tax).
The total time for completion is 6 weeks.

MQO:
e Surveys will be conducted through land-lines and cellphones.
o MQO offers a sample size of 300 people, which provides accuracy within £ 5.7 percentage points.
e The fee for an online survey is $1,695 (not including tax).
e The total completion time will be approximately 3 — 4 weeks.
Cost
Company & Service Cost (Not Including Tax)
Ipsos: (300 Responses)
10 Minute Survey $17,500
15 Minute Survey $20,500
CRA: (12 Minute Survey)
300 Responses $11,045
400 Responses $12,610
MQO: (10 Minute Survey)
400 Responses $14,620
Deliverables
Ipsos CRA MQO
e  Project consultation and e  Survey design and e Survey design;
management; programming (including e Telephone survey (landline
e Telephone survey (landline pre-testing) and cell) and online survey
only) and online survey e Telephone survey (landline e Data collection;
e Questionnaire design; and cell) and online survey e Data entry, coding, and
e Telephone survey e Data collection; weighting;
(including pre-test); e Data entry and coding; e  Online preparation and
e Data entry and coding; e Data tables in PDF format; hosting
e Analysis and reporting e  Data analysis and summary e Data analysis; and
(final report), which report in PowerPoint, e A report detailing findings,
provides findings, detailing the findings, recommendations, and
recommendations, and recommendations, and methodology
methodology methodology

Recommendation

Considering the above information, Staff recommend that the Town accept the bid offer made by CRA,
and that a telephone sample size of 400 persons is used, in addition to an online survey. The larger
sample size will allow a greater majority of the targetable population to be sampled, and it represents
excellent value for money feedback. Staff’s decision is based on the cost of the service provided; CRA is
the low bidder, and the service provided is equal to that of its competitors Ipsos and MQO. Furthermore,
CRA is able to access landline and mobile devices, and provides an online survey service that is equal to
or greater than Ipsos and MQO offerings.

Should CRA be awarded the survey work once completed the firm will analyse the data and present their
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findings in a summary report. CRA’s report will include:
a. An analysis of results, with key results illustrated in graphs;
b. An executive summary that includes high-level conclusions and recommendations from the
c. findings to address the study’s objectives;
d. A detailed explanation of the study background and the research methodology used; and
e. All working documents appended to the report, including the final survey and data tables.

Financial Implications

As part of the 2018 Budget approval process Council allocated $145,000 to Planning and Development
Services for the provision of a municipal plan review and secondary planning study. The anticipated
budget cost for the public survey is $12,610.00 the post HST rebate budget amount can be
accommodated within the departmental budget without significant negative impact on programs.

Budget Summary: Project G/L No. 26120060
Cumulative unallocated Budget $85,489.00
Less: Survey Cost (CRA) $12.610.00
Balance $72,879.00

The balance of funds will be used for the Municipal Plan Review as an anticipated projects within the
2018 work plan for Planning and Development Services.

ATTACHMENTS

Report Prepared by: Brian White, Director of Planning and Development Services

Finance Approval by: Name, Treasurer & Signature
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MEMORANDUM
TO : Mayor Grant and Rothesay Council
FROM : Town Clerk Mary Jane Banks
DATE : 6 March 2018
RE : Information/Communications Technology Updates

RECOMMENDATION:

Council authorize staff to purchase the following infrastructure upgrades,
exclusive of HST:

> Internet security hardware and software $20,295.88

» Emall server licensing upgrades $ 4,678.47

» MS Office Pro Plus 2016 (40 licenses) $18,669.20
Background

Council approved an allocation of $90,000 for Information Technology (IT)
infrastructure upgrades as part of the 2018 General Capital Budget. Since the
proposed budget was submitted, there have been reductions both in the cost and
guantity of licenses required. As a result, the cost for the above-noted upgrades
is approximately $34,000 under budget. The purchase prices shown are
government pricing.

Infrastructure Purchase Price 2018 Budget
Internet security hardware/software $20,295.88 $20,295.88
Email server licensing $ 4,678.47 $ 9,055.58
MS Office Pro Plus 2016 $18,669.20 $48,278.40
TOTAL: $43,643.55 $77,629.86

The internet security hardware will replace an outdated product that is no longer
supported by the manufacturer and will include enhanced analysis capabilities
and yearly security updates.

The current email server software is eight years old and no longer supported by
the manufacturer. The MS Office upgrade is a required component of the server
upgrade.

| concur with the
recommendation



johnjarvie
jj concurrence


2018Mﬁh@ Qﬁf‘elgi& yr 240

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO : Mayor Grant & Council

FROM : John Jarvie

DATE : 8 March 2018

RE : Use of Local Improvement Bylaws for Capital Projects

Recommendations
It is recommended that Council receive this memorandum for information and identify any
questions it has regarding the concept.

Purpose

The purpose of this memorandum is to help Council become somewhat familiar with concept of
local improvement bylaws as staff expect to recommend their use in several 2018 capital
projects.

Background
Like its predecessor the Municipalities Act, the Local Governance Act provides for an alternate
funding mechanism for capital projects.

Local improvements

121 A local improvement is a capital work that the council considers to be of greater benefit to an area
of the local government than to the local government as a whole and for which the costs, in whole or in
part, are charged against the real properties that receive the benefit.

Attached is a memorandum prepared by the Town Clerk regarding the process for passing a
local improvement bylaw and summarizing the status of the Town’s current local improvement
bylaw.

The Rothesay Municipal Plan also includes policy regarding the use of local improvement
charges. Under the heading of Road Transport 11.2 is found the following in the narrative:

... For existing local roads, a local improvement levy may be used for upgrading drainage, provision
of sidewalks and, in some cases, the upgrading of the road. Page 37, Rothesay Municipal Plan

Under the Financial Services heading there is a specific policy related to the use of local
improvement funding:

13.7.3 (f) Local improvements will be funded through local improvement charges.

There is a project(s) in the capital program for 2018 that contemplates the use of a local
improvement bylaw(s) in the funding of improvements to the water system in a particular
neighbourhood. Staff expect to make a recommendation with the details of this in the coming
months. This memorandum is intended to introduce the topic to familiarize Council with the
concept generally and the process and to assist in consideration of the project when details
are presented.
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MEMORANDUM
TO : John Jarvie
FROM : Mary Jane Banks
DATE : 6 March 2018
RE : Local Improvement legislation

Briefly — the changes to the local improvements section of the LGA are part of the “simplifying
and modernizing” of the legislation (per Jennifer Thompson). There are few restrictions on the
process now (7 sections in the LGA vs. 31 sections under the Municipalities Act). Under the
Local Governance Act (sections 120-127), the time frame would be about 3 months if an
objection is received or 2 months if none received (not including time frame for
engineering/project tender, etc.):

Timelines

Mail notice for proposal 7 days
hand deliver (immediate)

comment period 30 days

OBJECTION received (even if only 1)

Mail notice for public hearing 7 days
hand deliver (immediate)
Public hearing (per Section 125) at least 30 days clear

2 Council meetings to enact By-law — requires 2/3 vote of members of Council to enact

By-laws in Question
By-law 3-00 (General Procedures) specifically refers to the repealed Act

By-law 4-00 (KPark) specifically refers to the repealed Act AND By-law 3-00

By-law 33 (General procedure - former Village of Fairvale) should also be repealed. It likely was
NOT repealed under By-law 3-00 since the Shadow Hill/Hillsview local improvement was still
ongoing.

By-law 121 (Shadow Hill/Hillsview) was amortized over 10 years — payments finished in June
2006.

Option

| would suggest a legal opinion be sought but my interpretation of the new legislation is that a By-
law enacted under a repealed statute cannot be amended without referencing the new Act (ie By-
law 3-00).

There is a “continuity clause” under the new LGA that reads as follows (Section 195):

By-laws under the Municipalities Act

195 Despite any inconsistency with a provision of this Act, a by-law made under the authority
of the Municipalities Act, chapter M-22 of the Revised Statutes, 1973, that was in force
immediately before the commencement of this section, shall be deemed to have been made
under this Act and is valid and continues in force until amended or repealed.

The option | would put forward is to enact a By-law that repeals By-law 3-00 but indicates By-law
4-00 remains in force until such time as it expires, is amended or repealed, borrowing the concept
from Section 195 of the LGA. This would enable Council to enact new “project-specific” by-laws
under the less stringent requirements of the new Act.
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TO: John Jarvie ,
FROM: MJ Banks 2018March120penSessionFINAL_242

RE: Local improvements - LGA -2- 6 March 2018

DRAFT By-law 1-18
Administrative By-law — Local Improvements

Rothesay Council, under authority vested in it by the Local Governance Act, SNB
2017, ¢ 18; hereby enacts as follows:

1. By-law 33 (former Village of Fairvale), “Local Improvement By-law” is
hereby repealed.

2. By-law 3-00 (Rothesay), “ A By-law Describing the Procedure for Directing
the Undertaking of a Work As a Local Improvement” is hereby repealed.

3. Any By-laws enacted under authority of By-laws 33 and 3-00, shall remain

in effect until such time as those By-laws have expired, are amended or
repealed; more specifically By-law 4-00 (Rothesay).

FIRST READING BY TITLE ,

SECOND READING BY TITLE ,

THIRD READING AND ENACTMENT

Nancy Grant, Mayor Mary Jane E. Banks, Clerk



2018March120penSessionFINAL_243



2018March120penSessionFINAL_244



2018March120penSessionFINAL_245



2018March120penSessionFINAL_246



2018March120penSessionFINAL_247



2018March120penSessionFINAL_248

Ny /
\\\
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘\/

DILLON

CONSULTING

TOWN OF ROTHESAY
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane

and Surrounding Area

March 2018 - 18-6889



2018March120penSessionFINAL_249

March 2, 2018

Town of Rothesay

70 Hampton Road

Rothesay, New Brunswick

E2E 5L5

Attention: Mr. Brett McLean

Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area

Dear Mr. McLean,

Dillon Consulting Limited (Dillon) is pleased to present the following report outlining
our flood risk assessment of Maiden Lane and surrounding areas. This report is being
provided for review by the Town of Rothesay.

The attached report outlines the methodology and hydrologic/hydraulic simulation
results for the drainage network around Maiden Lane. The purpose of this assessment
is to: 1) investigate the current level of flood risk within the study area, and 2)

evaluate the incremental impact of a proposed development at 3188 Rothesay Road.

Please feel free to contact the undersigned should you have any questions or
comments regarding this report.

Sincerely,

DILLON CONSULTING LIMITED

Jeff Melanson, M.Sc.E, P.Eng.
Water Resources Engineer

JAM:mhc

Our file:  18-6889

274 Sydney Street
Suite 200

Saint John

New Brunswick
Canada

E2L 0A8
Telephone
506.633.5000

Fax

506.633.5110

Dillon Consulting
Limited
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Executive Summary

The Town of Rothesay (Town) has retained Dillon Consulting Limited (Dillon) to undertake a flood risk
vulnerability assessment along Maiden Lane and surrounding streets in Rothesay, New Brunswick. The
assessment included review of topographical data sets (LiDAR), site survey and video inspections. These
data were used to support hydrologic and hydraulic simulation of existing drainage conditions to identify
flood vulnerable areas within the study area. Numerical simulation was also used to investigate the
impact of a proposed development at 3188 Rothesay Road.

The following key findings have been identified as a result of this study:

A section of the existing 450 mm sewer along Rothesay Road downstream of Maiden Lane was
found to be approximately 50% blocked with sediment. This blockage is expected to increase
HGL elevations along the Maiden Lane storm sewer during extreme rainfall conditions.

Surface ponding along Brock Court near civic addresses 4 and 6 was observed. This ponding is
expected to be due to the accumulation of runoff in a localized depression between 4 and 6
Brock Court.

Significant surface runoff volumes converge at Goldie Court, particularly at the intersection with
Maiden Lane. The hydraulic simulation indicates that the infrastructure along Goldie Court and
Maiden Lane is inadequately sized to convey this runoff. The storm sewer along Goldie Court
adjacent to civic number 5, 3 and 1 is estimated to have less than a 5-year level of service. The
existing sewer system along Maiden Lane is also expected to surcharge during the 5-year
simulated rainfall event.

The existing flood vulnerabilities along Goldie Court and Maiden Lane suggest that future
development within the upper watershed could have significant impacts if a net-zero approach
to runoff is not followed. Itis recommended that future development in the watershed
contributing to Goldie Court have strict stormwater controls to limit runoff to pre-development
levels, at a minimum. This includes the proposed residential developments at both 3188
Rothesay Road and 20 Goldie Court.

The proposed subdivision of 3188 Rothesay Road was evaluated to estimate the incremental
impact on flood risk for neighbouring properties along Maiden Lane and Goldie Court. This
analysis suggests that the proposed sub-divided property will have a minimal impact on flood
risk, and is limited to a minor (+0.01 m) increase in HGL in the storage area north of Maiden
Lane for the 100-year, 24-hour rainfall simulation only (see section 5.2.1).

Based on these findings, a set of recommended flood mitigation measures were also identified. These
measures include the following:

Town of Rothesay
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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It is recommended that the Blockage identified along the Rothesay Road storm sewer be flushed
and cleared to restore capacity along the sewer.

The localized ponding at Brock Court near civic addresses 4 and 6 is due to a lack of outlet
capacity to drain the low-lying area between the two properties. Possible mitigation measures
may include: 1) re-grading the area to promote runoff to the existing catch basin, 2) installing an
inlet to the storm system, or 3) lowering the catch basin rim elevation if possible.

Upgrades to the Maiden Lane storm system were investigated. A parallel storm sewer ranging
in diameter from 300 to 450 mm diameter along the south road perimeter is expected to limit
surcharging of the storm system during the 5-year historical rainfall event.

Simulation of the projected future rainfall event indicated that some surcharging of flows into
the roadway would be expected at the intersection of Rothesay Road and Maiden Lane for the
upgraded scenario. Itis anticipated that upgrades to the Rothesay Road sewer would be
required to further improve capacity.

The proposed twinned system along Maiden Lane is expected to significantly reduce tail water
conditions for the Goldie Court storm sewer. As a result, no surcharging is expected along the
existing Goldie Court system for the historical 5-year rainfall event.

The projected future 5-year rainfall event simulation suggests that some surcharging of the
Goldie Court storm system may be expected. Upgrading two sections (~40 m) of sewer along
Goldie Court is recommended to limit surcharging during the projected future 5-year rainfall
event.

The study has identified a small increase in hydraulic grade line (HGL) elevation (+0.01 m) for the
100-year rainfall event. It is recommended that a stormwater management plan for 3188
Rothesay Road include measures to compensate for the storage capacity expected to be in filled
and mitigate increases in the HGL during extreme flood conditions. Maintaining or improving
the existing conveyance (i.e. ditching) flowing through 3188 Rothesay Road is also critical to
mitigate potential impacts to upstream areas.

The proposed development described in the EXP Services Incorporated (2017) study was also
reviewed at a high level. A net-zero approach to stormwater management is recommended as
part of detailed design. Uncontrolled surface flows onto neighbouring private property should
also be addressed as part of a detailed stormwater management plan.

Town of Rothesay
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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Introduction

Dillon Consulting Limited (Dillon) has been retained by the Town of Rothesay (Town) to complete a flood
risk vulnerability assessment along Maiden Lane and surrounding streets in Rothesay, New Brunswick.
The general study area with street names, civic addresses and property boundaries is presented in
Figure 2-1. The objective of this assessment is firstly to investigate the current level of flood risk within
the study area, and secondly to evaluate the incremental impact of a proposed development at 3188
Rothesay Road. Commentary on a second residential development at 20 Goldie Court will also be
provided at a high-level.

Background

The Town of Rothesay is located in southern New Brunswick approximately 15 kilometers northeast of
Saint John, NB. The study area is located off of the Rothesay Road, behind the Shadow Lawn Inn, and
consists of residential properties along Maiden Lane, Goldie Court and Brock Court. These residential
areas receive surface runoff generated from steep, up-gradient watersheds consisting of a mix of low-
density residential and undeveloped (wooded) land cover.

It is understood that residents along sections of Maiden Lane, Goldie Court, and Brock Court have
reported instances of flooding in recent years. These flood reports have included flooding of basements
and surface water ponding on private property. Discussions with residents were undertaken as part of
this study to better define the nature of existing flood risk within the study area.

The property owner at 3188 Rothesay Road is proposing to subdivide the existing residential lot (see
Figure 2-1). Near-by residents within the study area have expressed concern regarding the potential
increase in impervious area and that this could lead to increased flood risk in the area. The property in
question also lies within a low-lying area, leading to concern that the proposed development may
reduce the currently available storage capacity within the existing storage area. The estimated limits of
the natural storage area are shown in Figure 2-1.

To investigate the existing and potential future level of flood risk, a series of site visits and surveys has
been undertaken. The information and data collected in the field has been used to develop a
hydrologic/hydraulic model of the area to examine potential flood risk impacts. The following sections
describe the methodology and findings of this assignment.

Town of Rothesay
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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Field Reconnaissance and Survey

A series of site visits and surveys were undertaken to characterize existing drainage routes and storm
sewers within the study area. A summary of these site visits and findings is presented below.

December 18, 2017 — Site Survey

3.2

The first site visit included a targeted survey of local topography and storm sewer infrastructure. The
survey was completed using a high accuracy portable GPS (Trimble R8 Model 3 GPS, estimated vertical
accuracy £ 20 mm). Storm sewer data such as inverts, diameters, location of catch basins and rim
elevations were collected within the study area.

The survey data collected as part of this site visit was used to generate a schematic of the existing storm
sewer network. The survey identified that the existing storm sewers along Maiden Lane and Goldie
Court consist predominately of 200 mm diameter PVC pipe. This is a notable deviation from the Town
GIS database which indicated a pipe diameter of 300 mm. The existing pipe network based on the
survey is presented in Figure 3-1.

January 16, 2018 — Video Inspection

3.3

Video inspection of the existing storm sewer along Maiden Land and Goldie Court (approximately 550
m) was completed to verify existing drainage conditions and to identify additional inflows that are not
visible from the surface. The existing 450 mm diameter sewer along Rothesay Road from Maiden Lane
to the intersection with Hampton Road was also included in the video inspection (approximately 200 m).
However, a significant blockage (~50% of flow area) was encountered 16.2 m downstream of CB98 — see
section 63 in Appendix A. Survey downstream of this blockage was not possible due to inadequate
clearance for the video recorder.

Summary sheets from the video survey are provided in Appendix A, including a photograph of the
blockage along the Rothesay Road sewer. Digital video files of the video inspection survey were
provided to the Town.

January 26 & 29, 2018 — Site Survey and Resident Interviews

After reviewing the data collected from the previous site visits, visual inspection of overland drainage
routes and natural attenuation features was undertaken. The timing of the site visit offered a unique
opportunity since a significant rainfall event had occurred several days prior (56 mm on January 23").
Much of the surface runoff from this event had subsequently frozen, allowing for easy confirmation of
surface ponding. The following sections describe findings associated with these site visits.

Town of Rothesay
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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Maiden Lane

3.5

A visual inspection of Maiden Lane and discussions with nearby residents suggests that surface ponding
at the corner of Maiden Lane and Goldie Court frequently occurs in the vicinity of 10 Maiden Lane,
behind the Shadow Lawn Inn.

An existing ditch was observed to flow north behind the Shadow Lawn Inn property which appears to
collect storm sewer surcharged flows along Maiden Lane. This leads to significant ponding of surface
flows at this location during extreme rainfall events. The downstream limit of this ditch was also
observed to be blocked (i.e. filled in) at the time of inspection, and is therefore not expected to have
sufficient outlet capacity to the natural storage area north of Maiden Lane. The upstream limit of this
ditch is presented in Figure 3-2.

10 Maiden Lane

N

Existing Ditch

7

Figure 3-2: Existing Ditch between Shadow Lawn Inn and 10 Maiden.

Goldie Court

Discussions with several residents along Goldie Court were undertaken, including residents at civic
addresses 16, 11, 5, 12 and 8 Goldie Court. These discussions indicated several existing flood
challenges, including past instances of surface and basement flooding.

The homeowner at 5 Goldie Court indicated that they have experienced basement flooding twice within
the last five years. Basement flooding has also occurred at 3 Goldie Court at roughly the same
frequency.

The homeowner at 11 Goldie Court has indicated that a sump pump has been installed in their
basement and runs frequently during heavy rainfall events. The homeowner believes that this flooding
is related to inadequate capacity in the ditch north of their property leading to the 375 mm diameter
cross culvert.

Some surface flooding was reported at 16 Goldie, which the homeowner believes is associated with local
runoff from an adjacent property (20 Goldie). The homeowner suggested that the ditch flowing from
Brock Court down to the 375 mm cross culvert will frequently reach bank full conditions, though has not

Town of Rothesay
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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to their knowledge spilled over Goldie and entered their property. However, photographs of this ditch
overtopping the road in the 1970s were provided by the homeowner at 8 Goldie Court.

Brock Court

4.0

Discussions with the homeowner at 6 Brock Court indicated that this property experiences frequent
surface ponding north of their property near an electrical transformer. The homeowner has been
pumping this water themselves to protect their property from basement flooding. Photographs of the
ponded area is presented in Figure 3-3, both photos have been provided by the current resident at 6
Brock Court.

Due to the frozen condition of the pond during the site visit, it was not possible to confirm an inlet
within the ponded area. However, there is a catch basin located between the ponded area and the road
way. This catch basin appears to be set too high to effectively collect the ponded water (see Figure 3-3).
The existing catch basin had a surveyed rim elevation of 23.51 m.

Figure 3-3: Surface Ponding Extent (right) Immediately North of 6 Brock Court and Existing Catch Basin (left)

Generally, the flood challenges observed in the upper watershed (i.e. 6 Brock Court) appear to be
localized, lot level drainage issues. In the lower reaches of the watershed (Maiden Lane and Goldie
Court) significant quantities of surface runoff are expected to converge in these lower lying areas during
extreme rainfall and/or snow melt events. Based on discussions with residents, this has resulted in
historical basement flooding and ponding on private property, particularly along Goldie Court and near
the intersection of Maiden and Goldie.

Hydrologic & Hydraulic Assessment

Review of available topographic, meteorological and geological data has been undertaken to develop an
improved understanding of runoff potential and conveyance within the study area. These data and

Town of Rothesay
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parameters were then used to complete hydrologic and hydraulic numerical simulation of the
watershed and conveyance network. The following sections describe our review of these data and
model development.

Topographic Data Review

4.2

LiDAR data provided by the province for the study area was processed and used to support this
assessment. The LiDAR data is estimated to have a vertical accuracy of approximately 0.13 m, and was
collected between July and October 2013. The processed LiDAR was primarily used to delineate the
drainage area, identify conveyance features, and calculate storage curves for low-lying areas where it is
expected water pools. The survey data collected as part of this study has also been used to supplement
the LiDAR data.

Review of topography near the project site under investigation suggests that the area north of Maiden
Lane is relatively flat and receives significant volumes of runoff from the surrounding water. This area
has also been identified in a recent study completed by Boreal Environmental (Boreal 2017). The
approximate extents of this area, based on detailed topographical review, are presented in Figure 4-1.

Characterization of Existing Drainage Features

Based on review of the site topography and observations in the field, a drainage schematic was
generated. A map of drainage features and sub-catchment boundaries is presented in Figure 4-1. Some
notable drainage features include the following:

The existing stormwater system along Maiden Lane and Goldie Court consist of primarily 200
mm diameter storm sewer with numerous catch basin inlets within the roadway. The northern
portion of Maiden Lane consists of curb and gutter.

A ditch collects surface runoff from Brock Court and flows southwest towards the 375 mm cross
culvert near 11 Goldie Court.

The following three ditches converge in the natural storage feature shown in Figure 4-1: 1) ditch
flowing north between Shadow Lawn Inn and 10 Goldie Court, 2) the ditch conveying runoff
from Goldie Court (via the 375 mm cross culvert), and 3) ditch conveying rear lot drainage from
3188 Rothesay Road.

The aforementioned inflows enter the natural storage feature and discharge via an existing 600
mm inlet (invert elevation 13.30 m) to the Rothesay Road storm system, or north to a 900 mm
concrete pipe (invert elevation 13.51 m) discharging to a watercourse flowing through the
Rothesay Common.

Town of Rothesay
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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4.3 Meteorological Data
A review of climate stations in close proximity to the study area was undertaken. Based on the period of
record and the proximity to the study area, the Environmental Canada “Saint John A” climate station
(#8104900) was chosen for the purpose of this project. The gauge is located approximately 10
kilometers south-east of the study area. The gauge contains temperature and precipitation from 1953 to
present.
Current and future conditions were evaluated for the 5, 25 and 100-year 24-hour rainfall events. Total
historical precipitation amounts were derived from the Environment Canada intensity-duration-
frequency statistics. A potential future rainfall climate change scenario has also been considered in this
assessment. The Canadian Water Networks IDF Climate Change Computerized Tool (https://www.idf-cc-
uwo.ca) has been used to estimate future rainfall intensity. A comparison of historical and future
rainfall for the Saint John A station is also presented in Table 4-1.
Table 4-1: 24-hour Design Storm Total Rainfall Amounts
Return Period (Years) Historical 24-hour Total | Projected Future Climate Deviation
Rainfall 24-hour Total Rainfall
(mm) (mm)*
5 96.0 123.9 +29%
10 112.8 153.6 +36%
25 136.4 174.2 +28%
100 176.5 2315 +31%
*Assumes Moderate Emissions Scenario — RCP 4.5
It can be seen that for the range of return periods, and for a storm duration of 24-hours, an increase of
roughly 28 — 36% is possible under estimated future conditions. The projected future rainfall depths will
be used to support sizing of recommended infrastructure upgrades.
Using the SCS Type IlI rainfall distribution method storm events were created for each return period
using the design storm creator within the PCSWMM package.
4.4 Watershed Parameters

The SCS runoff curve number (CN) method was used in combination with percent imperviousness to
describe the rainfall-runoff relationship of each sub-catchment.

The SCS runoff CN value selected for this study was 60. SCS Soil Group B has been estimated based on
review of surficial geology maps for study area (NB DNR, 2002). Percent imperviousness was then
applied to each sub-catchment to account for runoff from hard surfaces (asphalt, concrete, etc.).

A summary of the sub-catchment parameters are presented in Table 4-2. It is noted that the overall site
runoff characteristics remain largely unchanged given that the existing site consists primarily of wooded
area with only one home being proposed. The locations of the sub-catchment boundaries are presented
in Figure 4-1.

Town of Rothesay
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Table 4-2: Watershed Parameters

Sub-catchment

Drainage Area (ha)

Impervious (%)

S1 0.22 36
S2 0.28 34.4
23.3 (Existin

53 4.69 24.1 (Fsropose%l))1

S4 6.11 22.1

S5 3.12 26.4

S6 0.25 28.4

S7 1.08 27.2

S8 0.36 38

S9 0.57 7

S10 0.93 11

TOTAL 17.67 -

*Imperviousness change based on one (1) home being developed in subdivision of 3188 Rothesay Road.

Model Development

The most recent version of Computational Hydraulic International (CHI) PCSWMM modelling software
has been used to complete hydraulic simulation of existing and proposed future conditions. The
software uses the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) SWMM computational methods, and
includes a GIS interface to assist in model development and the interpretation of output.

A PCSWMM model for the study was generated including conveyance, sub-watershed and storage
nodes. The model framework is presented in Figure 4-2.

Town of Rothesay

Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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Figure 4-2: Detailed Study Area Map

An important component of the model is the storage feature receiving inflow from much of the study
area. A storage node was used to simulate the volume of the natural storage feature north of Maiden
Lane. A depth-area storage relationship was generated using LIDAR data; this relationship is presented
in Figure 4-3.

Two modifications were made to the existing conditions model to simulate proposed future conditions:

1. The percent impervious in sub-watershed S3 was increased to account for the proposed
subdivision of 3188 Rothesay Road. This update was based on proposed design drawings
prepared by Hughes Surveys & Consultants (December 2017);

2. The available storage capacity in the natural storage feature is expected to reduce under
proposed future conditions. A proposed future stage-storage curve was created excluding
volume from the eastern portion of 3188 Rothesay Road. Both the existing and future stage-
storage curves are presented in Figure 4-3.

The stage-storage curves presented in Figure 4-3 show that the existing and post-development storage
curves are approximately equal up to a depth of approximately 0.4 m, where the two curves begin to
diverge slightly. This can be attributed to the higher elevation of the storage area where the subdivision
of 3188 Rothesay Road is proposed.

At the maximum elevation considered (depth of 0.8 m), the infilled storage under post-development
conditions is estimated to be in the order of 130 m®. This represents a reduction of approximately 4% of
the total available storage volume. This assessment has assumed that the entire subdivided lot will be
infilled.

Town of Rothesay
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Figure 4-3: Stage-Storage Curves for Storage Feature North of Maiden Lane

Assessment of Flood Risk Vulnerability

The PCSWMM model was used to simulate a series of short-duration, high-intensity rainfall events to
evaluate existing flood risk within the study area. The proposed development conditions model was
then used to estimate the incremental impact on flood risk as a result of the proposed development at
3188 Rothesay Road.

Summary of Baseline Results

Simulation of existing conditions was undertaken for the 5, 10, 25 and 100-year rainfall events having a
storm duration of 24-hours. Generally, the simulation results were consistent with reports of historical
flooding from residents. The following areas were estimated to experience flooding for the simulated
historical design storm events:

1. Surcharging of the 375 mm diameter cross culvert near 11 Goldie is expected for rainfall events
with a return period in excess of 10-years.

2. Flooding near the intersection of Goldie and Maiden Lane is expected for all return periods
considered. There is a sag in the roadway near 1 and 3 Goldie Court where water is expected to
accumulate; this is consistent with reports of basement flooding in the area. The
foundation/basement drain for 5 Goldie Court is suspected of discharging directly into one of
the surcharged catch basins along Goldie Court.

Town of Rothesay
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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3. Surcharging of the Maiden Lane storm system is expected throughout the system, notably at the
upstream limit near Knoll Lane and behind Shadow Lawn Inn near the ditch inlet (see Figure 3-
2). This surcharging was found to be the case both with and without the blockage in the
Rothesay Road sewer.

The blockage along Rothesay Road identified during the video survey is expected to increase
hydraulic grade line elevations in the lower reaches of the Maiden Lane storm sewer. This
increase was in the order of 0.15 m for the 5-year event, but had a diminished impact for higher
intensity storms since the sewer was completely surcharged (i.e. roadway and overland
conveyance dominated).

A graphical summary of flood vulnerable areas is presented in Figure 5-1 along with the estimated level
of service in years for the drainage infrastructure. Generally the existing level of service described
above is in line with historical flooding described by residents in the area. Particularly near the
intersection of Goldie and Maiden where the most severe historical flooding is understood to have
occurred; the model validated this area as having a low level of service.

Town of Rothesay
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5.2 Proposed Development Results

5.2.1 3188 Rothesay Road

Proposed future conditions were simulated to evaluate the incremental impact on flood risk within the
study area as a result of the proposed subdivision of 3188 Rothesay Road. Flooding in the upper
conveyance network through Brock, Goldie Court and Maiden Lane were found to be un-impacted by
the proposed subdivided property. This is expected given that the flood prone areas of Goldie Court are
approximately 1 m higher in elevation than 3188 Rothesay Road.

The simulation results indicate that a reduction of available storage capacity and the increase in
impervious area at 3188 Rothesay Road marginally increases hydraulic grade line (HGL) elevations in the
storage area north of Maiden Lane. A summary of simulated hydraulic grade line elevations for the
storage area is presented in Table 5-1.

Table 5-1: Summary of Simulated Hydraulic Grade Line (HGL) Elevations for Storage Area

Return Period Rainfall Simulated I_Existing HGL = Simulated Propgsed Incremental Impact (m)
Event (Years) Elevation (m) Future HGL Elevation (m)

5 14.90 14.90 0.00

10 14.94 14.94 0.00

25 14.98 14.98 0.00

100 15.06 15.07 +0.01

The simulation results presented in Table 5-1 suggest that the impact to HGL elevations in the storage
area is minimal. The impactis limited to the 100-year simulated rainfall event and is in the order of a
0.01 mincrease. The HGL elevations presented in Table 5-1 result in maximum ponding depths (average
over the storage area) of between 0.3 and 0.4 m. The slight increase in HGL during the 100-year event is
consistent with the divergent stage-storage curves at higher elevations (see Figure 4-3).

Properties surrounding the storage area include the Scotia Bank (10 Hampton Road) and a Health Clinic
(2 Hampton Road), as well as private residences at 8 Hampton Road and 3218, 3188 Rothesay Road.
These sites generally have lot elevations between 15 and 16 m. The simulated HGL elevations presented
in Table 5-1 suggest a risk of flooding during the more extreme events (i.e. 100-year); particularly
basement flooding due to backing up of foundation drains that may discharge into the storage area. At
least one small drain was identified discharging to the ditch; however the upstream connection to this
drain could not be identified.

5.2.2 20 Goldie Court

Another residential development is proposed at 20 Goldie Court, whereby the existing lot would be
subdivide into two lots. EXP Services Incorporated has been engaged by the developer to complete a
drainage study to estimate pre and post-development peak flows and on-site storage requirements to
maintain pre-development peak flows.

Town of Rothesay
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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The EXP (2017) report does not include a grading plan or drainage routes for the proposed sub-divided
lot. The analysis presented in the report was completed at a preliminary level and assumes that all
runoff from the lots will be routed through the storage reservoir. In practice this can be impractical and
proper implementation and function of the storage facilities should be refined as part of a detailed
design exercise.

It is noteworthy that the current resident at 16 Goldie Court has suggested that surface runoff from 20
Goldie Court currently flows overland onto his property. Uncontrolled flows onto neighbouring property
should be addressed as part of the stormwater management plan for the proposed sub-division of 20
Goldie Court.

Recommended Flood Mitigation Measures

Based on the estimated flood risk identified as part of this study, the following preliminary flood
mitigation measures have been identified. This analysis focuses primarily on the minor drainage system
and is expected to provide a 5-year level of service.

Rothesay Road

6.2

The blockage along the Rothesay Road storm sewer is expected to increase HGL elevations along the
lower sections of the Maiden Lane sewer. Itis recommended that this blockage be cleared to restore
capacity in the Rothesay Road sewer. It is possible that other areas outside of the study area may also
be impacted by the reduced capacity associated with the blockage.

Brock Court

6.3

A localized depression next to 6 Brock Court was observed to hold a considerable amount of surface
water (see Figure 3-3), and is believed to back up into the rear yard of 6 Brock Court. An existing catch
basin located between the ponded area and the roadway is set too high to capture this water. Possible
mitigation measures may include: 1) re-grading the area to promote runoff to the existing catch basin, 2)
installing an inlet to the storm system or 3) lowering the catch basin rim elevation if possible.

Maiden Lane

It is noteworthy that the existing 200 mm storm sewer along Maiden Lane is expected to surcharge
during the 5-year, 24-hour rainfall event.

The hydraulic model was used to evaluate a range of storm sewer alignment and sizing options. The
preferred system is presented in Figure 6-1, consisting of a new sewer ranging from 300 mm to 450 mm
in diameter. The new system is proposed to start at the most up-gradient catch basin and run parallel to
the existing sewer along the south roadside, and re-connect back into the existing system at CB3.

Town of Rothesay
Flood Risk Assessment — Maiden Lane and Surrounding Area
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Figure 6-1: Proposed Maiden Lane Sewer Upgrade Concept (proposed sewers in red)

The proposed twinned system is expected to result in a peak flow of approximately 170 L/s entering the
Rothesay Road storm sewer during the historical 5-year event. The pre-upgrade simulation indicated
that roughly 70 L/s was expected to enter the Rothesay Road system for the same rainfall event.

The capacity of the existing Rothesay Road storm sewer has been evaluated to estimate the impact of
the proposed Maiden Lane upgrades. The watershed contributing to the two upstream catch basins
along Rothesay Road was delineated using LiDAR data for the area. The runoff contributions from these
watersheds were simulated for the 5-year rainfall event. The simulation indicates that the additional
flow from Maiden Lane (170 L/s) will not result in flooding along Rothesay Road. However, the HGL in
the Rothesay Road sewer is expected to increase from 15.17 m to 15.45 m (+ 0.28 m), and could
potentially impact residential sewer connections (i.e. foundation drains). These potential impacts
should be considered prior to completing upgrades along Maiden Lane.

The downstream boundary HGL condition for the Rothesay Road storm sewer was set at the top of the
pipe for the 5-year event simulation. The 450 mm sewer flows to the intersection of Rothesay and
Hampton Road and enters an existing 900 mm storm sewer flowing toward Station Road. The current
level of service for the 900 mm sewer is not known and is considered outside the scope of this study. It
is recommended that the capacity of this system be reviewed prior to completing upgrades to
understand the impacts of additional flows from Maiden Lane.

Installation of the proposed twin system along the southern roadway shoulder has been evaluated for
the 5-year, 24-hour historical and projected future rainfall events. The following results were noted:

The proposed system was found to result in no flooding of the storm sewer during the 5-year,
24-hour historical event.

Some surcharging of the storm sewer was observed at the intersection of Maiden Lane and
Rothesay Road during the projected future 5-year rainfall event.

It is anticipated that upgrades to the Rothesay Road storm system would be required to further improve
capacity. New curb and gutter along the south shoulder of Maiden Lane is recommended to keep

Town of Rothesay
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surcharged flows within the roadway. Surcharged flows within the roadway would be expected to flow
overland toward Hampton Road, eventually entering the 900 mm storm sewer flowing west toward
Station Road.

Goldie Court

6.5

The recommended upgrades along Maiden Lane are expected to significantly improve drainage
conditions along Goldie Court. Performance of the existing Goldie Court system was evaluated for both
the historical and projected future 5-year, 24-hour rainfall events, the following results were noted:

Simulation of the twinned Maiden Lane system indicates that the existing storm infrastructure
along Goldie Court is sufficient to limit surcharging during the 5-year historical rainfall event.

When simulating the projected future 5-year rainfall event, two sections of storm sewer
between CB 16 and Maiden Lane need to be upgraded to 300 mm diameter. These upgrades
are required to limit surcharging of the sewer system during the projected future 5-year rainfall
event.

The 375 mm cross connection near 12 Goldie Court is estimated to have approximately a 10-year level
of service (historical rainfall). Extending the existing storm system on Goldie Court upstream to meet
the inlet of the 375 mm cross connection has been considered. The intent of this upgrade is to provide
overflow capacity and improve the level of service of the cross connection, and reduce overland flow
along Goldie Court when the cross connection is surcharged.

Hydraulic simulation indicates that the available overflow capacity from the 375mm cross connection to
the Goldie sewer is not significant. Approximately 40 L/s could be diverted from the cross connection to
the Goldie sewer without surcharging the downstream system, this represents a reduction in HGL at the
inlet to the 375 mm cross connection of approximately 0.01 m.

It is expected that significant upgrades to the entire length of the Goldie Court sewer would be required
to further improve the level of service at the 375 mm cross connection, and could compromise the
proposed upgrades along Maiden Lane which is limited by the Rothesay Road sewer capacity. For these
reasons, the storm sewer extension along Goldie Court was not considered further during this study.

Proposed Future Residential Development

It is recommended that a comprehensive stormwater management plan for the subdivided portion of
3188 Rothesay Road include measures to compensate for in-filled storage capacity and mitigate
increases in HGL elevations during extreme flood conditions, estimated to be in the order of 0.01 m
during the 100-year event.

A stormwater management plan is also critical for this property as the proposed development will be
constructed immediately adjacent to a storage area expected to accumulate significant runoff volumes
during extreme rainfall/snow melt events. Maintaining or improving the existing conveyance (i.e.

Town of Rothesay
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ditching) flowing through 3188 Rothesay Road is also critical to mitigate potential impacts to upstream
areas.

Another proposed residential development at 20 Goldie Court was also reviewed at a conceptual level.
The stormwater management plan for this property was prepared at a conceptual level and proposes
that the sub-divided lot equate pre and post-development runoff conditions (EXP 2017). This net-zero
approach to runoff management should be maintained and incorporated into detailed design and the
final stormwater management plan.

It is noteworthy that the current resident at 16 Goldie Court has suggested that surface runoff from 20
Goldie Court currently flows overland onto his property. Uncontrolled flows onto neighbouring property
should also be addressed as part of the stormwater management plan for the proposed sub-division of
20 Goldie Court.

Conclusion

This study has reviewed existing drainage conditions and flood risk within the study area, including
sections of Maiden Lane, Goldie and Brock Court. Hydrologic and hydraulic simulation was completed to
investigate performance of existing drainage systems, and evaluate potential impact of the proposed
development at 3188 Rothesay Road. Based on these results, a set of recommended flood mitigations
measures were prepared. Recommendations for infrastructure upgrades considered the projected
impacts of climate change on rainfall intensity.

It is important to note that while inspecting the site and in speaking with residents, groundwater and
sub-surface flows are expected to be an important factor in the area. Significant low-lying “wet” areas
were identified east of Goldie Court, and most prominently in the storage area north of Maiden Lane.
These areas will generally have a delayed runoff response during intense rainfall, and can rise
significantly during the spring melt period. The analysis presented in this report has considered surface
water flows generated by intense rainfall; flood risk vulnerability, particularly to basement flooding, may
differ based on groundwater conditions in the area.

Town of Rothesay
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Tel:
Fax:

E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 60
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Goldie Court. Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH CB15
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  CB8
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Downstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 8.81m Section Length 8.81m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 200 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Polyvinyl Chloride
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:75 Position Observation
CB15 0.00 Upstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB15
0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
CBS8 8.81 Downstream Manhole, Survey Ends / CB8
QsR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
0000 0000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dillon Consulting 6.0 // Page: 1
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Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 59
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Goldie Court. Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH CB16
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  CB15
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Downstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 29.60 m Section Length 29.60 m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 200 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Polyvinyl Chloride
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:240 Position Observation
CB16 0.00 Upstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB16
0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
CB15 29.60 Downstream Manhole, Survey Ends / CB15
QSR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
0000 0000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dillon Consulting 6.0 // Page: 1
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Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 56
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Goldie Court. Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH CB19
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  CB18
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Upstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 19.55m Section Length 19.55 m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 200 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Polyvinyl Chloride
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:165 Position Observation
CB18 0.00 Downstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB18
0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
CB19 19.55 Upstream Manhole, Survey Ends / CB19
QSR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
0000 0000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dillon Consulting 6.0 // Page: 1
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Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 54
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Maiden Lane Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH Buried MH
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  CB3
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Upstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 87.71 m Section Length 87.711m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 200 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Polyvinyl Chloride
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:705 Position Observation
CB3 0.00 Downstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB3
— 87.71m
0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
ried 87.71 Upstream Manhole, Survey Ends / Buried MH
QSR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
0000 0000 0 0 0 0 0 0
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City : Rothesay

2018March120penSessionFINAL_278

Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection photos

City : Street : Date : Pipe Segment Reference : Section No :
Rothesay Maiden Lane 54

Photo: 61_61_319_A.JPG, VCR No.: 2
87.71m, Upstream Manhole, Survey Ends / Buried MH
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City : Rothesay
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Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 55
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Maiden Lane Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH CB3
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  Rothesay Rd.
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Downstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 12.76 m Section Length 12.76 m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 300 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Concrete Pipe
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:105 Position Observation
CB3 0.00 Upstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB3
0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
Rothesay 12.76 Downstream Manhole, Survey Ends / Rothesay Rd.
QSR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
0000 0000 0 0 0 0 0 0
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City : Rothesay
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Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 52
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Maiden Lane Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH CB4
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  Buried MH
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Downstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 2.00 m Section Length 2.00m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 100 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Polyvinyl Chloride
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:50 Position Observation
( CcB4 ) 0.00 Upstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB4
% 0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
B(uried 55” 2.00 Downstream Manhole, Survey Ends / Buried MH
QSR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
0000 0000 0 0 0 0 0 0
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City : Rothesay

2018March120penSessionFINAL_281

Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 50
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Maiden Lane Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH CBé6
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  Buried MH
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Downstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 57.85m Section Length 57.85m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 200 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Polyvinyl Chloride
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:465 Position Observation
CB6 0.00 Upstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB6
0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
ried 57.85 Downstream Manhole, Survey Ends / Buried MH
QSR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
0000 0000 0 0 0 0 0 0
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City : Rothesay

2018March120penSessionFINAL_282

Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 63
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Rothesay Rd. Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH CB98
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  CB97
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Downstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 16.20 m Section Length 16.20 m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 450 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Concrete Pipe
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:135 Position Observation
CB98 0.00 Upstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB98
— 16.2m
0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
13.52 Water Level, 25 %of cross sectional area
16.20 Deposits Settled Gravel, 50 %of cross sectional area, from 03 to 09
e o'clock, , within 200mm of joint: YES
16.20 Survey Abandoned / Due to debris.
QsR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
1100 5100 1 5 6 1 5 3
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City : Rothesay
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Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection photos

City :
Rothesay

Street :
Rothesay Rd.

Date :

Pipe Segment Reference :

Section No :
63

Photo: 70_70_354_A.JPG, VCR No.: 2
16.2m, Deposits Settled Gravel, 50 %of cross sectional area, from 03 to 09 o'clock, ,

within 200mm of joint: YES
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Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 61
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Rothesay Rd. Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH CB100
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  CB99
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Upstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 9.05m Section Length 9.05m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 450 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Concrete Pipe
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:75 Position Observation
CB99 0.00 Downstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB99
0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
CB100 9.05 Upstream Manhole, Survey Ends / CB100
QSR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
0000 0000 0 0 0 0 0 0
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City : Rothesay

2018March120penSessionFINAL_285

Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection Report

Date P/O. No. Weather Surveyor's Name Pipe Segment Reference Section No.
1/16/2018 Cold Donny Barry 62
Certificate No. Survey Customer System Owner Date Cleaned Pre-Cleaning Sewer Category
U-413-17418 No Pre-Cleaning
Street123 Rothesay Rd. Use of Sewer Stormwater Upstream MH CB99
City Rothesay Drainage Area Dowstream MH  CB98
Loc. details Flow Control Dir. of Survey Downstream
Location Code Light highway Length surveyed 62.53 m Section Length 62.53 m
Purpose of Survey Capital Improvement Program Assessment Joint Length
Year Laid Dia./Height 450 mm
Year Rehabilitated Material Concrete Pipe
Tape / Media No. 2 Lining Method
Add. Information :
1:495 Position Observation
CB99 0.00 Upstream Manhole, Survey Begins / CB99
— 62.53 m
— 0.00 Water Level, 5 %of cross sectional area
Y 10.44 Joint Offset Large
15.44 Tap Break-In Intruding, at 02 o'clock, -, -, within 200mm of joint: YES,
% 300mm, 100mm
CB98 62.53 Downstream Manhole, Survey Ends / CB98 Buried
QsR QMR SPR MPR OPR SPRI MPRI OPRI
2100 3100 2 3 5 2 3 2.5
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City : Rothesay

2018March120penSessionFINAL_286

Tel:
Fax:
E-mail:

Inspection photos

City : Street : Date : Pipe Segment Reference : Section No :
Rothesay Rothesay Rd. 62

Photo: 69_69_349 A.JPG, VCR No.: 2
62.53m, Downstream Manhole, Survey Ends / CB98 Buried
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