
David F. Barrett 
Corporate Secretary

Hugh A. Barrett 
Vice President

Keith H.W. Barrett 
Vice President

A Family Owned and Operated 
Value Added Manufacturing Business 
Satisfying Customers for more than 

90 Years

BARRETT
ITTFliia E R C O M..PA...N Y

• BUILDING MATERIALS*ROOF TRUSSES* 
• ENGINEERED WOOD PRODUCTS*

(902)865-2330
“From tree planting to end user”

A Value Added Company
31 May 2018

224 BEAVER BANK ROAD 
BEAVER BANK NOVA SCOTIA 

B4E 1J7 
1-800-346-5181 

Fax (902) 865-6198 
www.barrettlumber.com 

barrett@barrettlumber.com

Attention: Utility Review Board

Re: Appeal of Decision to charge Ditch Taxes (Stormwater Charges) on forest properties
- 4104 3597 Rivendale Drive
- 4001 0514 Windgate Drive
- 529248 Fall River

Decision from the Dispute Resolution Office, dated May 10/2018 included

"I didn't realize that a forest came back so fast after harvesting" John Lord,
Beaver Bank.

If, after reading and digesting Barrett Lumber Companys concerns put forth as a second 
appeal, you still feel that a harvested forest lot is the same as a paved parking and should be 

taxed as such, then I request a public hearing scheduled with the URB.

The main reason I want to appeal the Ditch Tax(Stormwater Charge) to the Utility Review Board 
(URB) for the Barrett Lumber Company(BLC) Timber Lots listed above is because Halifax 
Regional Municipality(HRM) and Halifax Water up until now with URB consent is hiaking any 
future of Forestry in Suburban Halifax uneconomical and I want a favorable decision from the 
URB if, or if not, they will be a part of this forestry destruction.

In this letter of appeal, I want to share my concerns and many of the unanswered questions as 
to how a decision to charge Ditch Tax on the above timber lot; as if it were a paved Costco 
parking lot, was approved when:

- There is no way that the satellite imagery can actually determine the stormwater 
retention of a newly harvested timber lot.

- ' JUN 0 4 2018
Nova Scotia

Utility and Review Board
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- There is no way that satellite imagery can be read to express the forest dynamics of a 
newly harvested forest.

- There is no way that satellite imagery can be accurate just after a new harvest and the 
same satellite imagery be accurate just after one growing season, let alone the following 
years.

- There is no way HRM and Halifax Water should be allowed to just say the exorbitant 
taxing of the BLC properties is just collateral damage thereby making it okay to destroy 
forestry in HRM.

- There is no way that a decision made by Halifax County thirty years ago should be used 
to tax the heck out of our timber lot to the extent it would no longer be viable forestry 
property

- There is no way anyone can prove to me a harvested timber lot is the same as a paved 
parking lot.

I am not accusing anyone, I am simply listing, along with definitions (as found in the dictionary) 
many of the words and thoughts that come to my mind whenever I think of the Ditch Tax being 
imposed on BLC for harvesting their mature timber, which our family has nurtured for decades. 
The timber lot off of Rivendale Drive was harvested largely to clean up the damage and mitigate 
fire risk after Hurricane Juan, yet it is being treated the same as a paved Costco parking lot, 
using satellite imagery from May 2015 to determine the Ditch Tax charge for BLC.

Here are some of the words and expressions that repeatedly come to my mind:

- Unprofessional - below or contrary to the standard expected in a particular profession; 
Not showing the standard of behavior or skill that is expected of a person in a skilled job

- Collateral damage - damage inflicted on an unintended target
- Brain washed - persuasive by propaganda. To make someone believe something by 

repeatedly telling them that it is true and preventing any other information from 
reaching them. I think that HRM and Halifax Water are showing the ultimate in 
brainwashing in their attempt to prove that the harvest of a forest crop (which is left to 
regrow) is the same as the removal of topsoil and then gravelling and paving over the 
land.

- Hidden Agenda - secretly trying to achieve or cause a particular thing while they appear 
to be doing something else.

- Spin - attempt to control or influence communications in order to deliver ones' 
[preferred message. (A form of propaganda)

- City slicker - someone from the city who is not familiar with the country and considers 
country people as ignorant.

- Underhanded tactics- devious, doing things in secret and in an unfair deceitful manner
- Unprincipled - not acting in accordance with moral principles

I will leave it to you to determine if the words that come to my mind are words that could apply 
to you.
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Here are some of the questions and thoughts that are constantly on my mind:

- Why no one at Halifax Water and Halifax Regional Municipality will admit their mistake - 
treating our timberland the same as paved Costco parking instead of a like a field crop. 
Timber is harvested every 40 to 100 years, a field crop every year.

- Why HRM and Halifax Water feel their city slicker attitude is right because anyone from 
the country is ignorant even if they worked in the woods for almost 70 years.

- How anyone in good conscious can tax our timberland the same as a paved parking lot - 
are they naive, brainwashed, just plain ignorant or have a hidden agenda.

- How anyone who professes to be a professional doesn't recognize that a harvested 
forest is a dynamic force that continually changes, even hourly during the growing 
season. (I have personally seen hardwood stems, after harvest grow up to 4 feet in one 
growing season).

- How could anyone in good conscious set up a system that indirectly expropriates forest 
land when mother nature does its thing, such as the wind of Hurricane Juan blowing 
down trees on our forest land. Would HRM and Halifax Water do the same if the 
destruction was due to a forest fire or a forest insect attack such as the spruce 
budworm.

- How anyone in good conscious can set up a system where the Ditch Tax would force 
landowners to get out of forestry even though it has been the families business income 
and employment for both ourselves and our neighbors for over 90 years.

- How to my knowledge, not a single so called professional of HRM has asked a forestry 
professional how a forest reacts as it relates to storm water after a timber harvest, be it 
lower, be it higher or be it the same after harvest.

- Why would HRM and Halifax Water charge a Ditch Tax on a harvested forest lot without 
considering forest dynamics of immediate regrowth.

- Why does the media and the environmental movement only show pictures just after a 
timber harvest, leaving out the picture of the regrowth of the new forest?

- Why the so called professionals use satellite imagery that is years old when the forest 
changes hourly during the growing season, retaining its storm water retention 
properties even under winter snow.

- Why the so called professionals think they are right when they consider a harvested 
timber lot is the same as a paved Costco or Superstore parking lot.

- Why the so called professionals do not know or do not want to know that during the 
winter in Nova Scotia a harvested forest gradually restores the groundwater (most 
winters in NS the ground does not freeze) by holdings any rainwater in the snow to 
gradually filter down to the topsoil - root system, moss etc, finally to the ground 
beneath to restore the ground water table.

- Why the so called professionals do not know or do not want to know that paved parking 
lots immediately release any rainwater during our wet winters whereas a harvested 
forests root system, topsoil etc slow and in a lot of cases stop stormwater from leaving 
the forest property.
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- Why the so called professionals do not know or do not want to know that the snow 
cover on a harvested forest site will evaporate gradually while the snowbanks of a 
parking lot releases the water in the snow banks whenever it rains or when we have a 
mild day.

- Judging by the so called professionals actions and decisions so far as related to forestry;
o Are they considering that forest land is fair game to tax the heck out of, if a 

forest fire occurs on forest land?
o Are they considering that forest land is fair game to tax the heck out of, if a 

major insect outbreak destroys the timber crop? 
o Are they considering that forest land is fair game to tax the heck out of, if 

mother nature blows trees down in a wind storm (Hurricane Juan) 
o Are they considering that forest land is fair game to tax the heck out of, it the 

satellite shows rocky outcrops on the forest parcel? 
o Are they considering that forest land is fair game to tax the heck out of, if a 

forest owner turns that land into farm land? 
o To my knowledge the so called professionals haven't asked a single forest 

professional how accurate the comparison of the forest mat after a timber 
harvest compares to a paved parking lot after harvesting, 

o To my knowledge the so called professionals have not asked a single forest 
professional how long it takes for a harvested forest to start growing after 
harvest (I have seen hardwood regrowth up to 4 feet high in a single growing 
season).

Even though we are appealing the Ditch Tax (Storm Water Charge) on ourtimberlimit holdings 
we feel it is a waste of time and energy if the city slicker attitude holds true; That only the so 
called city professionals are capable of making decisions about forestry in HRM and people like 
myself, who have worked in the forest all of our lives, are too ignorant for our forestry 
experience to be of any value with regards to whether a paved parking lot is the same as a 
harvested timber lot.

BLC requests that the Utility Review Board

- Exempt forestry from the Ditchwater Tax for I do not think anyone considered the 
collateral damage such a tax would have in destroying forestry in HRM.

- Have only the people that know the dynamics of forestry make any decisions as to 
whether there is any increase of stormwater flow after harvesting or how much less 
there is. And how long any increase or decrease lasts.

- Not classify forest extraction roads built decades ago as a disturbance.
- Not classify any forest harvesting as a disturbance.
- Not to use forest land as a tax grab, for no way can forest land be classified the same as 

a paved Costco parking lot or the roof of a building.
- Not be brainwashed by the city slicker attitude that a timber lot harvest is the 

destruction of forest land (even the Federal Park of Kejimkujik was harvested a number 
of times).
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To order: HRM and Halifax water to state up front whether or not they plan to use the Ditch Tax 
to eradicate forestry in HRM. So all HRM forest land holders can start getting rid of their forest 
before HRM and Halifax Water indirectly expropriate it by way of an exuberant ditch tax.

To order: HRM and Halifax Water to state upfront how much and how long they will be 
charging a forest owner a Ditch Tax if they harvest their timber taking into account the 
regrowth that commences immediately after harvesting.

To order: HRM and Halifax Water to explain why we received the satellite imagery picture just 7 
days before we had to make our appeal to the URB on February 16/2015. This imagery was 
used as the basis for Halifax Water to charge Ditch Tax on BLC harvested timber lot. To my 
knowledge not a single professional forester was consulted with regards to what this imagery 
could tell about stormwater changes if any, were caused by forest harvesting or the amount of 
immediate growth.

To order: HRM and Halifax Water not to use satellite imagery to judge stormwater flow on 
harvested forest land because it does not take into consideration the water retention qualities 
of the root systems, the moss, the new crop etc, which can grow up to 4 feet in a single growing 
season, and the many other water retention properties of a harvested timber site. In our case 
HRM and Halifax Water are continuing to tax us using pictures that are three years old, while 
the forest dynamics have greatly changed in those three years.

As you can see reading this appeal and the February 16/2016 appeal at this stage of my life I do 
not plan to appeal again for what is the use of appealing a stacked decked where somewhere 
behind closed doors someone or a group of people decided that forest harvesting is the same 
as a paved parking lot and those that follow be it HRM or Halifax Water use the same view that 
forest harvesting is the same as a paved parking lot. So far the URB has just rubber stamped 
the relationship that forestry harvesting is the same as paving a parking lot. I have never felt 
until now that so many professionals would stoop so low as to set up a dishonest system to 
destroy forestry in HRM.

All my life I have worked to try and make my legacy one in which the next generation of 
Barretts' could continue to manage and harvest our timber as a viable operation while at the 
same time opening our timber holdings to responsible neighbors to use as long as they respect 
the land, the timber on it, and providing the users a way to donate to the many HRM 
Community volunteer organizations such as Scouting, IWK etc. I have been able to do this for 
over 60 years with long hours of sweat equity, plus much of our company and my personal 
family savings into the building and maintaining up to 40 miles of forest extraction roads, 
buying thousands of acres of forest land which up to now, thousands of HRM families have 
used for recreation activities.

As stated in my previous appeal to the URB dated February 16/2018 which, was also included in 
my open letter to the Premier dated March 28/2018 (all copies attached), that to cover the 
perpetual ditch tax HRM and Halifax Water is billing us for would cost us between $380,000. To 
8.2 million up front before BLC would have any return on our investment on top of property 
taxes, fires, budworm attacks etc. (an expropriating type of tax).
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I had hoped when the good Lord calls me (I will be 80 years old this summer), that the legacy I 
would leave would be an economically viable forest for the next generation of Barretts, so that 
they could keep most of our forest holdings in productive forestry. If HRM by way of Halifax 
Water gets away with treating a timber harvest lot so badly without having any knowledge, or 
worse still, not wanting to know the dynamics of forestry in Nova Scotia, especially with respect 
to how it relates to stormwater retention after a harvest, then it leaves BLC no choice but to 
liquidate our forest holdings. There is no way that I will set the next generation up for failure 
because of the brainwashed city slicker attitude of those in both HRM and Halifax Water; That a 
timber harvest is the same as a paved parking lot and that it is right to tax the heck out of this 
lot even to the extent of taxing the forest holdings beyond its value, indirectly expropriating it.

I am stating here publically that if you do not eliminate the BLC Ditch Taxes because BLC 
harvests the timber on our own lands that our family has nurtured for over 90 years, there will 
be no future for forestry in HRM. It would be a poor legacy to pass onto the next generation - 
An industry that HRM and Halifax water (with, up to now, has been okayed by URB) have 
themselves decided to eliminate by making the forestry industry no longer viable to operate in 
HRM.

Since there will be no future for forestry if HRM and Halifax Water continues to charge 
exuberant ditch taxes on harvested forest land, we will have no choice but to liquidate to the 
highest bidder; For I personally do not intend to pass on my lifes' work so that HRM and Halifax 
Water can tax the heck out of the next generation. It would be a disservice to the next 
generation of Barretts, for Keith, Hugh and I to saddle them with an industry HRM and Halifax 
Water, behind closed doors, have decided either consciously or unconsciously to eliminate by a 
horrendous tax.

I will be informing the thousands of HRM families that we will be liquidating our land and I 
know the numerous new owners will not have the same community spirit that we at BLC have 
had for over 90 years.

If, in your wisdom you decide to tax the heck out of our harvested timber lot because it is okay 
to lose forestry as just collateral damage to support the out of control spending by Halifax 
Water and HRM and see it just disappear from HRM because city slickers are right and I am 
wrong; Then okay, I will just give up my lifes work of trying to keep some of our timber 
holdingss in Suburban Halifax viable in the forest industry, for no way will I pass over Timber 
holdingss to the next generation because HRM and Halifax Water up to now, with help from the 
URB, have made it no longer a viable industry in HRM.

As you can see I a very cynical of this so called appeal process which is up to now, appeared 
that HRM by way of Halifax Water and their so called experts have either consciously or 
unconsciously decided to eliminate forestry in HRM. They must believe their own spin or be 
completely brainwashed, for how anyone in good conscious could class forestry the same as a 
Costco paved parking lot or that it is okay to tax a timber lot beyond its ability to grow timber 
while ignoring the great stormwater control of even a harvested timber lot.
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How can anyone in good conscious look themselves in the mirror and publically state that 
timberland is the same as a paved parking lot

How Halifax Water and HRM use a decision made by Halifax county over 30 years ago as a way 
to tax a forest property out of existence. I am prepared to explain this in full if any wants to 
understand this reference.

In my opinion I feel that anyone who thinks that forest land is the same as a paved parking lot is 
incompetent and should be fired.

Things that should NOT be used to charge a ditch tax:

1. An over 40-year-old forest product extraction road is not a disturbance as it relates to 
Halifax Water storm water charges.

2. The harvesting of blown and standing timber is not a disturbance as per Halifax Water 
storm water charges.

3. The act of nature such as blown trees is not a disturbance as per Halifax Water storm 
water charges.

4. The act of nature blowing down seed trees is not a disturbance as HRM and Haliax 
Water charge.

5. A forest fire is not a disturbance as per Halifax Water storm water charges.
6. An insect attack is not a disturbance as per Halifax Water storm water charges.
7. Satellite imagery is unreliable for assessing a harvested forest for Halifax Water 

stormwater charges.
8. Satellite imagery has to be done monthly in the growing season to be even a bit reliable 

in assessing Halifax Water stormwater charges.
This whole process has brought a joke to mind, that I heard years ago, which I think would 
explain why this travesty of common sense is so prevalent in HRM and Halifax Water. Just say 
there was a seminar about the Ditch Tax by HRM and Halifax Water and outside a dog owner 
with a new litter of pups was advertising. "Pups for sale, good HRM Pups".

Just say three weeks later the URB has a hearing. This same pup owner advertises "Pups for 
sale, good URB Pups". Then along comes a person who had been at the previous seminar and 
says "aren't those the same pups you advertised at the HRM Seminar. How can they be HRM 
pups 3 weeks ago and now they are URB pups". The dog owner said, "They now have their 
eyes open". I ask you, as members of the URB, to open your eyes.

The URB, if they have their eyes open, have to look no further than Halifax Waters May 2015 
satellite imagery to see the forestry dynamics at work because the total 350 acres (2 timber 
parcels) which we started to harvest 2 days after Hurricane Juan (pictures enclosed in 
Februaryl6/2016 URB appeal) blew down in the Fall of 2003. From the Fall of 2003 to the 
Spring of 2015 the satellite imagery shows tremendous regrowth of this timberland, with the 
exception of the acres we harvested in the fall and winter of 2014-2015, which now has three 
growing seasons to prove to you that it is just plain wrong to classify a harvested forest the 
same as a parking lot
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In closing, it is my hope that the above information will cause enough concern that the URB 
will review the Ditch Tax charges as they pertain to forestry, and that as part of the review 
process you engage forestry professionals who can show you the science behind a newly 
harvested forest with regards to stormwater and whether it runs off, or is absorbed by the 
existing roots systems, moss, new growth, etc. I am offering to show any and all of you the 
forest lot in question, including other timber lots we have harvested since Hurricane Juan in 
the Beaver Bank area, which we have silvercultured to help speed up the growth and 
turnaround times for a new merchantable crop of trees. As stated in my opening remarks, if 
you do not agree with this appeal, I would like to stand before you in a public hearing.

Yours Truly,

A W ‘ '-;rt

David F Barrett
Corporate Secretary, Woodlands Manager 
Barrett Lumber Company 
902-452-8137 
dfbarrett@eastlink.ca

/referenced documents in separate attachment

Copied to: Premier
Nova Scotia Members of Parliament
Mayor
Nova Scotia Members of the Legislative Assembly 
HRM Councilors
Federation of Nova Scotia Woodland Owners
Registered Professional Foresters Association of Nova Scotia
The Association for Sustainable Forestry
Canadian Federation of Independent Business (Halifax Office)
Canadian Tax Payers Federation (Halifax Office)
The Fraser Institute
The National Citizens Coalition
Nova Scotia Home Builders Association
Nova Scotia Road Builders Association
Forest Products Association of Nova Scotia
Maritime Lumber Bureau
Media
**Halifax Water - by way of notification from the URB**

MEMBER OF
NOVA SCOTIA FOREST PRODUCTS ASSOCIATION (NSFPA)

WOOD PRODUCTS MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION OF NOVA SCOTIA (WPMANS) 
ATLANTIC BUILDING SUPPLIY DEALERS ASSOCIATION (ABSDA) 
ATLANTIC WOOD TRUSS FABRICATORS ASSOCIATION (AWTFA) 

CANADIAN WOOD TRUSS ASSOCIATION (CWTA)
CANADIAN FEDERATION OF INDEPENDENT BUSINESS (CFIB) 

CANADIAN HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATION (CHBA)
CANADIAN WOODLANDS FORUM (CWF)

FAMILY BUSINESS ATLANTIC (FBA)

8

mailto:dfbarrett@eastlink.ca


Kulvinder Dhillon, P.Eng., MBA, FEC
Dispute Resolution Officer 

For
Halifax Regional Water Commission 

(902)-225-0795 
halifaxwaterDRO(5)eastlink.ca

Dated: May 10, 2018

RE: Appeal of Keith Barrett of Barrett Lumber Company Limited, 224 Beaver Bank Road,
Beaver Bank, for properties located in the communities of Beaver Bank and Fall River,, 
regarding the stormwater charges by the Halifax Regional Water Commission [DRO- 
143/ESR# 19658].

DECISION: The appeal of Keith Barrett of Barrett Lumber Company Limited, 224 Beaver Bank 
Road, for properties located in the communities of Beaver Bank and Fall River, regarding the 
stormwater charges by the Halifax Regional Water Commission ("HRWC"/ "Halifax Water") is 
disallowed for the reasons note below.

BACKGROUND:
This is a decision of the Dispute Resolution Officer ("DRO") with respect to the appeal by Keith 
Barrett of Beaver Lumber Company Limited ("company"/ "customer"/ "property owner") 
regarding the stormwater charges by HRWC for properties located in the communities of 
Beaver Bank and Fall River, in the Halifax Regional Municipality ("HRM").

The DRO requested permission from the property owner for HRWC to provide the information,
which was provided.

The DRO is not an employee of HRWC or the Nova Scotia Utility and Review Board (" NSUAR8"/ 
"Board") and is an independent person appointed as per Section 78 of the HRWC approved 
regulations. The- DRO derision may be appealed by the customer or HRWC io the 8ooo wi: hm 
30 days of the deci.W-h date. .*'% , y„-t /? /o rvW: ;; _ /

The property owner sent a letter dated July 27, 2018 along with attachments to the DRO 
appealing the stormwater charges by HRWC for properties which it owns in HRM. The property 
owner also included a copy of the presentation it made to the Board on February 16, 2016, 
during the HRWC's Board hearing regarding stormwater charges requesting exemption of
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private forest lands from stormwater charges. There were 11 items noted in the letter which 
related mostly to the correspondence between the company and HRWC.

After reviewing the appeal information, the DRO wrote to the customer to clarify certain issues, 
which the property owners did in an email dated February 01, 2018 and are as follow:

1. The appeal is for three parcels of land only namely PID# 41043597 Rivendale Drive, PID# 
40010514 offWindgate Drive and PID# 529248 Fall River.

2. The appeal is for the period starting when the stormwater water charges were first 
approved.

3. The amount of stormwater charges being appealed for each parcel of land is:
- PID# 41043597-Rivendale Drive............................ $13,598.94
- PID# 40010514-Windgate Drive ........................... $ 224.72
- PID# 529248-Fall River....................................... $ 223.72

4. The reasons for reasons for the appeal are the same which the company made to the 
Board in the February 16, 2016 hearing, ".... Exempt private forest land from the 
stormwater charge".

5. It was also the property owner's view that the process at the Board in which the 
customer made presentation was still incomplete and is waiting response.

In closing the property owner requested a meeting with the DRO. The meeting between the 
property owner and the DRO was held on February 16, 2018. After the meeting, the DRO wrote 
to the property owner providing the issues discussed during the meeting. The property owner 
was requested to confirm the issues noted, add or amend as they wish. The property owner 
agreed with the issues noted. HRWC was requested to provide response to the issues raised in 
the meeting which was provided on March 18, 2018.

The appeal information provided by the property owner generally noted the following points:
a. The company owns number of properties in the communities of Fall River and Sackville 

[13 parcels] to which HRWC initially billed the stormwater charges.
b. The property owner objected to the stormwater charges for all these properties to the 

Halifax Water. Halifax water investigated the complaint and advised the customer in a 
letter dated March 20, 2015 that 10 out of 13 properties owned by the company do not 
receive stormwater service and are therefore exempt from the stormwater charges for 
the site generated flow. HRWC reversed stormwater charges for these properties and 
exempt them from further stormwater billing.

c. For the other three properties, HRWC wrote separate letter for each property and 
provided reasons why the stormwater service is being provided for these three parcels
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of land and the company is required to pay the stormwater charges as per the approved 
regulations. The details of these letters are as below.

HRWC sent a letter dated March 30, 2015 to the property owner for PID# 41043597 -Rivendale 
Drive in response to the enquiry and noted that this constitute a Notice of Objection as per its 
approved regulations. HRWC advised that after investigation it has determined that:
... although there are no major structures on the property other than the cellular tower, a significant amount of land has been 

cleared and regraded including gravel roadway thus altering the natural conditions of stormwater flow on your property and 
deeming the property to be developed. Stormwater flows across the property in various patterns. Primarily the stormwater 
flow is in a southeasterly direction and enters streams which in turn flow into Halifax Water culvert under Capiliano Drive and 
Briancrest Road. In addition, the south end of the property flows in a southerly direction into a culvert under Windagte Drive. 
The attached map shows the path of stormwater from your property to the Halifax Water stormwater system.

HRWC also noted that a property is receiving stormwater service if stormwater from any 
portion of the property enters a component of its stormwater system. In closing, HRWC advised 
that the property is receiving stormwater service and is required to pay the stormwater charges 
as per its approved regulations. HRWC also provided information it has used to determine if the 
property is receiving stormwater service.

For PID# 40010514-Windgate Drive, HRWC wrote generally similar letter as above on March 22, 
2015 and advised that the stormwater from this parcel of land flows to the HRWC culvert on 
Capiliano Drive. HRWC also provide a map of the area showing the flow of the stormwater from 
the property to the HRWC system. Based on this, HRWC concluded that the property is 
receiving stormwater service and is required to pay the stormwater charge as per its approved 
regulations.

HRWC wrote a letter dated March 23, 2015 to the property owner for PID# 520248-Fall River 
generally like the above two letters, advising that stormwater from the property flows into a 
stream at the front of the property. This stream flows in a southwest to westerly direction 
which than flows into a HRWC culvert under Holland Road. HRWC again provided a map of the 
area showing direction of the stormwater flow from the property to its storm drainage system. 
HRWC concluded that the property is receiving stormwater service and is required to pay the 
stormwater charge as per its approved regulations.

The property owner requested a meeting with the DRO which was held on February 16, 2018 at 
the Barrett Lumber offices on Beaver Bank Road. The appeal package provided by the company 
to the DRO with a covering letter dated July 27, 2018 was reviewed during the meeting. In 
addition, following was noted during the meeting:
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1. The family's landholdings were in the order of 13,000 acres since in HRM and West 
Hants but some of it has been sold over time. The company currently has four wind mills 
and two antenna towers and revenues from these are used in the business operations 
to offset some of the costs.

2. A copy of the letter dated March 31, 2016 from Ian Millar of Canadian Institute of 
Forestry was provided to the DRO. The letter was in support of the Barrett Lumber 
Company's presentation to the Board hearing in February 2016.

3. The DRO provided a copy of the portion of the Board's decision of the February 2016 
Board hearing dealing with the Barrett Lumber Company's presentation to the Board. 
The DRO advised the company that it may wish to follow up with the Board and HRWC 
about the status of the directive noted in the Board's finding section of the decision.

4. HRWC's coloured map for 335 Rivendale Drive property, which was used to calculate the 
stormwater charge, is quite old and does not represent the status of vegetation on the 
land. A more current map should be used by HRWC.

5. There are some recent changes to the calculations of the stormwater charge for the 
property in the Fall River area. Only the area which drains into the HRWC system should 
be used and not the entire property.

6. The flow from these properties have not changed overtime. Just because there are new 
subdivision developments around these lands, the company is being asked to pay for 
this new charge.

I he DRO provided the site meeting notes to the property owner for comments which were 
provided on February 23, 2018.These were.

1. Change the first part of #1 to read "The family land holdings were in the order of 15,000 acres which has been 
accumulated since 1926 in HRM, East Hants and West Hants, approximately 2,000 acres has been sold over time". 
Change "antenna" to "cellular". Please add the following to this paragraph. "Of the 3 properties we are appealing the 
larger invoice is for PID #41043597 is 187 acres and has been in our Barrett family since 1926.

2. #2 is OK
3. #3 is OK
4. Please incorporate in this paragraph or some where else in this information the following:

4.1 The aerial photo shows red where trees are blown down by the wind and are considered impervious which 
should not be included in the impervious area.

4.2 Satellite imagery should not be used to determine impervious area because the forest floor retains it water 
retaining properties after a timber harvesting operation.

5. #5 is OK
6. #6 is OK
7. Add this: Attach is a copy of a resolution that was made by David Barrett at the Forest Nova Scotia annual meeting in 

Halifax on January 26 & 27, 2016 in which he asked the Forest Nova Scotia Board of Directors to support Barrett 
Lumber Company's efforts to eliminate the stormwater charge from private forest lands in Nova Scotia. This motion 
was passed at this meeting. I spoke to Jeff Bishop, Executive Director of Forest Nova Scotia this week and he informed 
me that there are 640 members of Forest Nova Scotia of which most of members are private wood owners. I also 
attach a document that describes what Forest Nova Scotia is about. In addition you may want to pull up Forest Nova 
Scotia web site at forestns.ca
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8. Add this: Keith, Hugh and I try to follow our Father's policy that a good businessman should try to give back to the 
community that makes the business succeed in the first place. At a substantial cost for over 50 years Barrett Lumber 
has been building and maintaining graveled, ditched, forest extraction roads. ( unlike some forestry companies, we do 
not just harvest and then take out the bridges and let the road disappear). These roads are used by thousands of HRM 
residents for walking, jogging, fishing, hunting, dog walking, ATV'S, skidoos, etc. right down to Mother's with baby 
carriages.

9. Add this: Kingswood fire - If we did not have a well maintained forestry road in the Kingswood subdivision the 
Kingswood fire would have likely destroyed the area of the Blue Mountain Wildlife Protected area along with the large 
proposed park in that area. The HRM fire service used our road to get ahead of the fire with water tankers, men and 
equipment, etc. HRM policy is not to go in the woods to fight forest fires at night. HRM used the road that night to 
stop the Kingswood fire.

10. Add this: There is no way that Barrett Lumber should be penalized by a ditch Tax (stormwater charge) for keeping 
these forestry roads open to the public rather than just let the roads go back to mother nature.

The DRO provided the site meeting notes including the property owner's comments to HRWC 
for response which was provided on March 18, 2018. HRWC responded to each issue raised 
during the site meeting. HRWC also noted that based on the Board decision the credit system 
approved by the Board became effective on July 1, 2017 and does not apply to the period noted 
in the appeal.

The DRO provided HRWC's comments to the property owner for response which was provided 
on March 28, 2018. In its response, the customer generally repeated its previous views and 
disagreed with HRWC on most of the points. The property owner also provided copies of the 
two letters. One letter was from David Barrett dated March 28, 2018 with copies to the premier 
of Nova Scotia, Nova Scotia Members of Parliament and the Legislative Assembly, Mayor and 
Councilors of HRM, Halifax Water, Various Forestry Associations of Nova Scotia and the media. 
The second letter was a copy of an open letter to the Premier of Nova Scotia with copies to 
mostly of the same individuals and organizations noted in the first letter.

The above two letters generally question the merit and method of calculations of the 
stormwater charges for resource properties in general. The property owner requested the 
Premier to exempt the private forest harvesting land from the stormwater charges.

The letter also requested for another meeting with the DRO. After correspondence with the 
property owner, the DRO decided that another meeting is not required.

ANALYSIS:
This is an appeal of the company for stormwater charges by Halifax water for properties which 
it owns in HRM. Initially the company was billed for 13 properties but after complaint by the 
company and a further review by HRWC, 10 properties were deemed to be not receiving 
stormwater service and were exempt from stormwater charges. HRWC determined that the 
remaining three properties do receive the stormwater service and are required to pay the
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The company made presentation to the Board during HRWC's stormwater hearing in February 
2016 and were under the impression that their case is still pending with the Board. The DRO 
provided a copy of the portion of the Board decision to the company which indicated that the 
Board has dealt with the company's in its decision. However, if the company wishes to follow 
up they can contact the Board and/or HRWC.

The company has made basically two arguments i.e. to exempt the resource properties in 
general and its land holdings in particular because of the very nature of the resource business. 
In company's view for this type of business to survive it needs special consideration based the 
economic benefits it provides to the Province and the Municipality. In addition, the company 
contributes financially to the local community and also encourages staff participation in 
community activities. All these benefits should be considered when imposing these extra 
charges.

stormwater charges as per the approved regulations.
p*h

* s /1

Out of the three remaining properties, two are zoned residential and have outstanding charges 
of $224.72 and $223.72. The third property is{1n the Fall Riveras zoned commercial and has an 

outstanding charge of $ 13,598.94. ------'

The company makes valid arguments for some consideration by the Municipality and the 
Province for tax breaks and exemption from the stormwater charges. However, HRWC is a 
regulated utility governed by the Public Utility Act and regulated by the Board. HRWC is 
required to apply the Board approved regulations and has no option. One of the fundamental 
principle of regulated public utility is the user pay system in which the user pays for the services 
received to be fair and reasonable to all other utility customers. If one customer does not pay 
the cost of services received, other customers will have to pay extra to offset the costs not paid 
by this customer.

The province and HRM has the authority to make regulations and by-laws to consider the issues 
raised by the company and if deemed appropriate take action to provide relief. The DRO does 
not have the mandate to deal with these issues nor to change or amend the approved HRWC 
regulations.

The DRO understands the company's arguments to not pay the stormwater charge but these 
are beyond the DRO's mandate. The DRO mandate is to determine if HRWC has followed the 
approved regulations in providing services to its customers.

7/
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As noted earlier, the Board has approved amendments to the HRWC regulations effective July 
1, 2017 to allow credits for stormwater management actions taken by the nonresidential 
property owners. The property(mFall Riveris)not residential and may qualify for these credits. 
The company may wish to pursuetJTrswFfFTHRWC.

As discussed above, all three properties noted above do receive stormwater service as per the 
approved regulations and are required to pay the stormwater charges. The appeal is denied.

FINDINGS:
The appeal of the company for three properties located in the Beaver Bank and Fall River area 
as noted above, is dismissed based on the reasons noted above. The property owner is required 
to pay stormwater charges as per the approved regulations.

Both parties have 30 days to appeal the decision to the Nova Scotia Utility and Review Board 
(board(a)novascotia.ca Tel. No. 902-424-4448). If a signed copy of the decision is required, 
please advise and will be provided.

Original Signed 
Kulvinder Dhillon 
HRWC-DRO
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Open Letter to:
The Honourable Stephen McNeil, Premier of Nova Scotia

Dear Sir;

As you can see from the copies of correspondence enclosed, Halifax Water is trying to shut down 
forest harvesting in the Halifax Regional Municipality (HRM). Halifax Water is trying to do this with 
exorbitant Stormwater charges (Ditch Tax) on forest land owners whenever they harvest their 
timber crop because their forest land slopes towards Halifax Waters ditches. If this is allowed it 
would be a Travesty of Justice.

This would be a Travesty of Justice because it would force private forest land owners in HRM to 
either let their timber rot, contributing to Global warming or harvest their timber. Timber that 
many private forest land owners have invested in and nurtured for years, if not decades. If they 
harvest their timber, the private forest land owners would be forced by HRM by way of Halifax 
Water to take their timberland out of forest production because if Halifax Water gets its way 
Halifax Water will indirectly expropriate their forest land by an exorbitant Ditch Tax or the 
exorbitant interest they charge to private forest land owners for the non-payment of the ditch tax 
(just like a credit card company).

In my 70 years of forestry experience and over 60 years of personally harvesting timber, I never 
thought I would have to explain:

• the difference between residential, retail, service business or industrial and forestry 
harvesting to the so called well educated personnel of Halifax Water.

• the forest dynamics of a freshly harvested forestry crop to still store storm water.
• The forest dynamics of a freshly harvested forest to immediately start growing a new crop 

of timber

RECEIVE
l» JUN 0 4 2018

Nova Scotia •••// 2
Utility and Review Board
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If Halifax Water succeeds in maintaining this horrendous Ditch Tax, Barrett Lumber Company (BLC) 
and other forest land owners in HRM will be forced to get out of forestry like BLC was being forced 
to start planning to do in 1974 because our forestry properties were starting to have property 
taxes more than the value of the annual growth of the timber. If this had continued BLC would 
have been forced out of forestry for it no longer would have been a viable business.

In 1974, the premier at that time, Gerald Regan saw the damage that creeping property taxes 
would have on the forest industry of Nova Scotia, so he established a forestry tax to replace the 
property tax for forest land. This foresight by Premier Gerald Regan has allowed forestry to grow, 
prosper and employ in Nova Scotia for the last forty plus years.

I ask you Premier Stephen McNeil, to have the same foresight as Premier Gerald Regan and 
exempt forest harvesting from HRM Ditch Tax. I also ask you to stop HRM from using Halifax Water 
to consciously or unconsciously destroy forestry in HRM with an exorbitant Ditch Tax on forestry 
land because the landowner harvested the timber (further information included with the attached 
documents).

If HRM succeeds with a Ditch Tax on forest land other municipalities will start doing the same and 
spell death of forestry in Nova Scotia, the backbone of much of rural Nova Scotia

Yours truly,
QctjJ. F-

David F Barrett
Corporate Secretary and Woodlands Manager 
Barrett Lumber Company

Enclosed: Copies of letters and pictures in relation to the Halifax Water Ditch Tax

Copies to: Nova Scotia Members of Parliament
Nova Scotia Members of the Legislative Assembly 
Mayor of the Halifax Regional Municipality 
Councilors of the Halifax Regional Municipality 
Various Forestry Associations of Nova Scotia 
Halifax Water 
Media

MEMBER OF
MARITIME LUMBER BUREAU (MLB)

FOREST NOVA SCOTIA (FNS)
WOOD PRODUCTS MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION OF NOVA SCOTIA (WPMANS) 

ATLANTIC BUILDING SUPPLIY DEALERS ASSOCIATION (ABSDA) 
ATLANTIC WOOD TRUSS FABRICATORS ASSOCIATION (AWTFA) 

CANADIAN WOOD TRUSS ASSOCIATION (CWTA)
CANADIAN FEDERATION OF INDEPENDENT BUSINESS (CFIB) 

CANADIAN HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATION (CHBA)
CANADIAN WOODLANDS FORUM (CWF)



Listing of Documents attached.

1. Copy of Letter to the Dispute Resolution Officer Dated March 28/2018 from David Barrett
2. Copy of the letter from Ian Miller RPF
3. Pictures of damage to subject property from hurricane Juan
4. Cop of the letter to dispute Resolution Officer dated July 27/2017
5. Copy of the BC presentation to URB Feb 16/2016
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Dispute Resolution Officer 
PO Box 51030 
Halifax NS B3M 4R8

RE: Barrett Lumber Companys (BLC) Objection of Halifax Waters' Exorbitant Storm Water 
Charge (Ditch Tax) on BLC Timber Property Account # 41043597.

A) The people who are classifying our harvested forest land for a Ditch Tax the same 
as retail, service business and industrial should go back to school for they are 
showing their ignorance of the dynamics of forestry. Newly harvested forest land 
still retains its root mat, moss, swamps, biomass etc with their water holding 
properties. Since forest land is totally different than retail, service business, 
industrial and commercial as far as applying the ditch tax is concerned, we believe 
it is absolutely necessary that the Nova Scotia Utility and Review Board engage 
forestry experts to determine if a ditch tax should be applied whatsoever to newly 
harvested forest land.

B) The people who are making their decisions on Ditch Tax by way of the Halifax 
Water satellite imagery of May 13/2015 are also showing their lack of knowledge 
of the dynamics of forestry, for they do not know or do not want to know that 
when a hardwood tree is cut down in the winter, when most of the trees energy 
from the previous year growing season is stored in the root systems, these same 
trees grow new hardwood stems up to four feet high during the following summer 
growing season with new softwood growth to follow. In other words, the satellite 
imagery would be completely different in September 2015 than it was in the 
Halifax Waters May 2015 imagery. Just as Halifax Waters May 13/2015 satellite 
imagery shows the new forest cover on the areas that we harvested after 
Hurricane Juan. If Halifax Water wants to know how fast vegetation grows back in

http://www.barrettlumber.com
mailto:barrett@barrettlumber.com
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Nova Scotia they only have to ask their own employees in vegetation control on 
the side of the highways. They should also ask the Department of Transportation 
and Nova Scotia Power on how quickly vegetation grows back. Halifax Water 
should at least ask the forestry experts of the Department of Natural resources 
about the forestry dynamics of a newly harvested forestry site.

C) The people who are making decisions to charge a Ditch Tax on BLC forest land 
because mother nature blows down seed trees (the life blood of a future forest) 
are showing bias by trying to destroy a future for forestry in HRM. What is the use 
of leaving seed trees if Halifax Water is going to charge an exorbitant ditch tax if 
they blow down.

D) The people who are making these decisions of charging a ditch tax because we 
harvested the blowdown and unstable trees after Hurricane Juan (pictures 
enclosed) thereby eliminating a great forest fire risk. These people also do not 
have any knowledge of forest dynamics. Is Halifax Water saying that if our 
forestry property off of Rivendale Drive burnt because we did not eliminate the 
forest fire danger, Halifax Water would not send us a Ditch Tax bill but because we 
harvested the property to eliminate the fire danger Halifax Water is sending us a 
Ditch Tax bill?

E) The people who are making their decisions to charge BLC the Ditch Tax do not 
know or do not care that it takes at least 40 years to grow a studwood crop and up 
to 100 years to grow a sawlog crop in the other words if HRM does not consider 
the dynamics of forestry it would cost BLC $3000 per year compounded at 5%m 
therefore costing BLC $380,000 up front to have a studwood crop and $8,200,000 
up front for a 2x10' crop. This would not be sustainable for no bank or individual 
would loan money for forty to one hundred years with no guarantee of a return 
due to fire, spruce bud worms, other forest insects, hurricanes, HRM tax increases 
etc. These people do not know or care about forest dynamics. Since 2015 Halifax 
Water are still billing BLC each year a Ditch Tax even though the forestry dynamics 
of this property has changed.

F) Halifax Water is stretching the taxation rules like "city slickers" are known to do to 
rural taxpayers. They are billing a Ditch Tax by zoning not by use like HRM forestry 
taxes. To be credible the only time they should charge a Ditch Tax on forest land 
is, if and when the use of the forest land has changed, be it residential, retail, 
service business or industrial.
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G) Never in my 70 years of Forestry experience and over 60 years of personally 
harvesting timber did I expect to be called upon to try and teach the why and 
wherefores to so many so called educated people of Halifax Water that Forestry 
harvesting is completely different than residential, retail, service business or 
industrial, could this be they have "city slicker" and "elitist" attitudes where they 
believe that their opinions are right even though they do not have a 
clue about forest dynamics.

Yours Truly,

David F Barrett
Secretary and Woodlands Manager 
Barrett Lumber Company

Enclosed: Copies of letters and pictures in relation to the Halifax Water Ditch Tax

Copies to: Premier of Nova Scotia
Nova Scotia Members of Parliament
Nova Scotia Members of the Legislative Assembly
Mayor of the Halifax Regional Municipality
Councilors of the Halifax Regional Municipality
Various Forestry Associations of Nova Scotia
Halifax Water
Media

MEMBER OF
MARITIME LUMBER BUREAU (MLB)

NOVA SCOTIA FOREST PRODUCTS ASSOCIATION (NSFPA)
WOOD PRODUCTS MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION OF NOVA SCOTIA (WPMANS) 

ATLANTIC BUILDING SUPPLIY DEALERS ASSOCIATION (ABSDA) 
ATLANTIC WOOD TRUSS FABRICATORS ASSOCIATION (AWTFA) 

CANADIAN WOOD TRUSS ASSOCIATION (CWTA)
CANADIAN FEDERATION OF INDEPENDENT BUSINESS (CFIB) 

CANADIAN HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATION (CHBA)
ANADIAN WOODLANDS FORUM (CWF)





s’ ' ‘ •: Cave Ssjvsa c'bsrreti©barreit •.urriber.cor/i 
Sf-3> ■: FW: your submission to NS URS 

l;-:.-:: March 31,2016 at 122 PM 
oljarreft@eastfinfc.ca

PfO«n: ten Miller R^feMl.ier®ris.syr:oatico.cal 
Te: Dave Barrett.
Sisfejeet: your submission to NS URB 

Dave:
I read over the information that you serif to the URB. The criteria that they use to 
determine "impervious surfaces" work well in an urban setting, and there are 
instances where they can work in a "forest land setting". However, where 
impervious surfaces are the result of nature leaving exposed bedrock, ;t does not 
appear logical that he landowner should have to pay an increased tax.
Your points regarding the forest acting as a sponge to absorb precipitation and 
regulate any runoff are also very good.
if you were to follow up with URB or others, I would build the case on the natural 
forest floor (impervious sections and much larger sections of naturally occurring 
absorbent material and soil. .
You may want to present a motion to the next CiF AGM on this topic, In which CiF 
could be asked to support your concerns to the URB, DNR. Environment, union of 
municipalities, city of Halifax etc.

Ian Millar R.P.F.
Executive Director RPFANS

Phone: 902 897 6863 ' ' ■

mailto:oljarreft@eastfinfc.ca






July 27, 2017

Dispute Resolution Officer 
P 0 Box 51030 
Halifax, NS 
B3m 4R8 2 (c// $

DearSir/Madam:

Subject: Account #579471 -335 Rivendale Drive - ESR #19657 

Account # 582229 - ESR #19658 
Account # 581666 - ESR # 19659

Contact information : David F. Barrett

We made an appeal presentation to the Nona Scotia Utility and Review Board (NSUARB)on February 16. 
2016, a copy of this appeal presentation is attached. In the final Paragraph of this appeal we asked "to 
please exempt private forest land from the storm water charge ", for various reasons that we have 
included in the appeal presentation. We have not as yet had a reply to our appeal to the Public Utilities 
Board. This present appeal is to request the Public Utilities Board to exempt private forest land from the 
storm water charge.

Attached is the following information in regard to appeals in regard to our properties since 2014:
1) E-mail to Halifax Water dated April 10,2014 with attachments appealing the storm water charge 

on 13 properties.
2) Letter dated March 20,2015 from Halifax Water where they exempted 10 of the 13 properties we 

appealed in our e-mail of April 10,2014
3) 3 letters from Halifax Water in which they rejected on the balance of the 3 properties that were 

included in our appeal e-mail of April 10,2014, copies enclosed as follows:
March 30, 2015 - Account # 579471 - PID 41043597 - ESR #19657 
March 23,2015 - Account # 582229 - PID 40010514- ESR #19658 
March 23, 2015 - Account # 581666 - PID 00529248 - ESR # 19659

4) e-mail April 10,2015 to Halifax Water from Keith Barrett
5) e-mail April 29, 2015 to KEITH Barrett from Halifax Water.
6) e-mail May 4,2015 to Halifax Water from Keith Barrett.
7) Letter dated February 3,2016, received February 10,2016 to Keith Barrett from Halifax Water 

regarding meetings held with Halifax Water on August 5, and 11th, 2015 and in response to Keith 

Barrett's e-mail of May 4,2015
8) February 16,2016 - Appeal and presentation to NSUARB
9) We attended a Stakeholder meeting in regard to Stormwater credits September 27,2016 at

Corporate Secretary 
Woodland Manager 
Cellular 902-452-8137

Spryfield

& A,



10) Keith Barrett called customer service on Jan. 31, 2017; also April 3, 2017; April 24,2017; and 

again on June 28, 2017 in regard to the fact that we had not as yet received a reply to our appeal 
to the Nova Scotia Utility and Review Board on February 16, 2016 as referred to 1st paragraph 

above and listed under item 8 above. At each of these phone calls, we requested a reply to our 
appeal to NSUARB and was informed that someone would get call me. On June 29, 2017 Mark, 
McGonnell of Halifax Water called and when Keith Barrett spoke to him on June 30, 2017 he said 
that they had no record of an active appeal. He did state that there was a process that an appeal 
thru a Dispute Resolution Officer.

11) E-mail to Keith Barrett from Mark McGonnell dated June 30, 2017 which outlines the process to 
forward a appeal to the Dispute Resolution Officer.

Description of outcome that we believe would be fair:

" EXEMPT PRIVATE FOREST FROM THE STORMWATER CHARGE"

Please call me at 902-452-8137 if you like to discuss or require any further information. I look 
forward to your reply to this appeal

Yours Truly,

David F. Barrett 
Corporate Secretary 
Woodlands Manager
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Nova Scotia Utility and Review Board
3rd Floor, 1601 Lower Water Street, Halifax NS

RE: Ditch tax (Storm water charges) of $3000 per year on a 76 hectare Forestry Parcel owned by
Barrett Lumber Company (BLC)

M07147 - HRWC Application

Mr Chairman - Members of the Utility Review Board

My name is David F Barrett of 2 Maplewood Court Beaver Bank. Tonight I am speaking on behalf of my 
brothers Keith, Hugh and I who together own BLC.

The reason I am here tonight is to ask you to stop Halifax Water from either intentionally or 
unintentionally destroying forestry in Halifax Regional Municipality (HRM) by treating private forest 
land the same as a retail, service businesses or industrial.

With forest land we harvest a crop from 40 to 100 years while retail, service business and industrial are 
used everyday. I was shocked when in 2013 we received a ditch tax from Halifax Water of $3000 per 
year for our 76 hectare forestry property which has been growing timber for BLC since 1926 and family 
relatives before that -1 thought someone had made a great mistake.

The 76 hector forestry parcel in question was destroyed by Hurricane Juan in 2003 (picture enclosed). 
During the following 10 years mostly after we harvested the blown timber from our neighbors Forestry 
properties. These neighbors had provided BLC saw logs to process for up to 80 years. BLC harvested this 
76 hectare timber lot for a number of reasons.

- to eliminate the danger of a large forest fires like HRM had in Mineville and Spiyfield because 
the dead, dried out trees from Hurricane Juan were not harvested. A number of homes were lost to those 
fires.

- to salvage our families 80 plus years investment in this forestry property.
- to help sequester the large amount of carbon (trees) rather than have them rot and release all that 

carbon into the air.
- to provide a base for a new forest crop to grow. Every ton of wood a forest grows releases 1.07 

ton of oxygen and removes 1.47 tons of carbon.

Upon appealing for over 2 years to Halifax Water we finally receive on February 10,2016, just 7 days 
before this hearing, a reply - copy enclosed.

http://www.barrettIumber.con
mailto:barrett@barrettlumber.com


How anyone with a straight face can compare forest land with retail, service business or industrial is 
beyond my comprehension. For forestry takes 40 years to grow a studwood crop and 100 years to grow a 
2x 10 sawlog crop. In other words, besides the dangers of forest fires, spruce budworm attacks etc., we 
would have to finance $380 thousand up front to have a studwood crop and $8.2 million for a 2x10 
sawlog crop just to pay the storm water charge besides property taxes etc.

Instead of Halifax Water billing BLC, BLC should be billing Halifax Water for the storm water 
management our timberland provides to Halifax Water.

- For our forest helps fight flooding, for a forest is like a great sponge
- For our forest helps slow the water flow by reducing the surface runoff.
- For our forest helps fill the groundwater.
- For our forest helps fill the underground aquifers while sustaining watershed stability and resistance
- For our forest helps provide mulch with its water saving qualities
- For our forest helps act as a natural reservoir, treatment plant and stormwater management system.
- For our forest helps pump water into the air by way of its leaves, needles etc
- For our forest helps accept the runoff of adjacent roadways
- For our forest helps mitigate pollution from highway spills etc

What we ask URB to do for all privately owned forest land:

1. recognize that private forest land owners do more stormwater control than the land produces, in fact the 
forest land owners provide relief to the storm water infrastructure.
2. recognize that private forest land is completely different than retail, service businesses and industrial 
land.
3. recognize that private forest land owners provide Nova Scotia with many other free benefits besides 
stormwater control (see Appendix A).
4. recognize that Halifax Water shouldn't have the power to destroy private forestry in HRM (my lifes 
work).
5. recognize that satellite imagery is wrong as it relates to forestry and does not work on freshly harvested 
forest or forest blow downs (pictures enclosed)
6. recognize that private forest land should be billed for what it is used for, not the zoning.
7. recognize that the misrepresentation of forest land by satellite imagery has the potential of destroying 
forestry in HRM by Halifax Water.
8. recognize that satellite imagery taken before the leaves are out on private forestland in the spring will 
give false readings (Halifax satellite inS^f^^^4nd BLC picture taken in the ftrftSr 2015 enclosed).
9. recognize that rock outcrops are a fact of nature and has nothing to do with private forest land 
disturbances.
10. recognize that trees blown down by hurricanes or other large wind storms are a fact of nature and and 
has nothing to do with forest land owners disturbing the forest land.
11. recognize that most of the red (satellite imagery) is in that part of our timberland where the drainage 
does not go into any Halifax Water Facilities (Halifax Waters map enclosed).
12. recognize that the stormwater drainage if any goes into the swamps that are owned by BLC on an 
adjacent timberlot.
13. recognize that a beaver dam on BLC's adjacent property also helps mitigate stormwater flow.
14. recognize that a forest landowner should not have to pay a ditch tax when someone establishes a 
subdivision adjacent or down stream from a forest lot.
15. recognize that a forest landowner should not be penalized because the local planning committee zones 
forest land commercial (1986 Beaver Bank Plan).
16. recognizing that for over 30 years BLC has leveled ruts that forestry harvesting equipment make. This 
leveling is done during the dry time of the summer thus making sure the natural drainage system works 
even better between cradle hills.
17. recognize that the interest rate that Halifax Water charges for stormwater is usury. Halifax Water is a 
utility not a credit card company.
18. recognize that Halifax Water can put a lean against our timberland without going through the courts.
19. recognize that HRM Fire departments were able to stop the Kingswood fire because BLC had a 
graveled ditch forest extraction road in front of that fire.



20. recognize the thousands of HRM residents who use BLC forest extraction roads for recreation (copy 
enclosed).
21, recognize that BLC spends thousands of dollars each year to maintain and upgrade our 40 miles of 
forest extraction roads for public use and fire protection.
21. recognize that the more private forestry land owners that keep their land in forestry, the less 
stormwater management our municipalities have to do.
22. if Halifax Water wants to charge private forest land owners with a stormwater charge then Halifax 
Water has to pay private land owners for the stormwater services they provide to Halifax Water.

Other comments:

A) The last time BLC went before a board like this it cost BLC $52,000.00. That was a time when 
lawyers charged $200/hr. now they charge more than $500/hr plus at the same time forestry is in a 
depression not a recession with mills shutting down and studwood prices decreasing 15 to 20% in the last 
nine months.

B) BLC faced the same dilemma in 1974 as we are facing with the stormwater charge. At that time 
property taxes in Nova Scotia were becoming higher then the annual growth of forest land. The 
government of the day made a forestry tax instead of a property tax. For the last 40 plus years because of 
that charge BLC has been able to continue to invest in forestiy with both employment and community 
involvement.

In closing I ask you to please exempt private forest land from the stormwater charge. If in your wisdom 
you can not or you will not, please allow BLC and any other private landowners, to bill Halifax Water for 
the storm water services we provide Halifax Water. It would be with great sadness if we have to 
liquidate our forest holdings (my lifes work) because of Halifax waters policies.

Yours Truly,

David F Barrett 
Woodland Manager 
Barrett Lumber Company

MEMBER OF
MARITIME LUMBER BUREAU (MLB)

NOVA SCOTIA FOREST PRODUCTS ASSOCIATION (NSFPA)
WOOD PRODUCTS MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION OF NOVA SCOTIA (WPMANS) 

ATLANTIC BUILDING SUPPLIY DEALERS ASSOCIATION (ABSDA) 
ATLANTIC WOOD TRUSS FABRICATORS ASSOCIATION (AWTFA) 

CANADIAN WOOD TRUSS ASSOCIATION (CWTA)
CANADIAN FEDERATION OF INDEPENDENT BUSINESS (CFIB) 

CANADIAN HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATION (CHBA)
CANADIAN WOODLANDS FORUM (CWF)

CANADIAN ASSOCIATION OF FAMILY ENTERPRISE (CAFE
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Halifax Regional Water Commission
450 Cowie Hill Road. P.O. Box 8388 RPO CSC. Halifax. Nova Scotia B3BC 5M1 phone 902 490-4820 fax 902 490-4808 

February 3,2015

KEITH BARRETT .
BARRETT LUMBER 
224 BEAVER BANK ROAD
BEAVER BANK NS B4E1J7 .

Me: Stormwater Billing - 3 Pronertsies - 335 Rivendale (Accoenfr §79471), 611 WlMgafe
(Accomuat 582229), Mwv 102 Fletdaer Lake (Account 581666)

We are writing in response to your questions and comments from a meeting on August 5,2015 at 450 
Cowie 1-211 and a site meeting at 335 Rivendale on August 11,2015 which are considered a Notice of 
Objection as referenced in subsection 7(6) of the Halifax Regional Water Commission Regulations 
(‘Regulations”) as approved by ‘the Nova Scotia Utility and Review Board ("the Board"), effective 
May 1,2015.

On March 23, 2015 and March 30,2015 letters and attached maps (evidence) showing the direction 
of stormwater flow from the above captioned three properties to Halifax Water infrastructure were 
provided to Barrett Lumber.

A meeting was held on August 5, 2015 at the Halifax Water office at 450 Cowie Hill Road. The 
purpose of this meeting was to answer questions and discuss stormwater billing issues related to 
these three properties. These comments and questions and our response to each, are as follows:

Comment 1: The stormwater charges for 335 Rivendale are significantly higher than the other two 
properties.

Halifax Water Response: Halifax Water explained that customers receiving stormwater service are 
billed based on the use of their land being either Residential or Non-Residential as dictated in Section 
7 of the Rules and Regulations. Residential properties are billed a uniform rate ar.ti Mon- 
Residential properties are billed based on the amount cf impervious area measured through satellite 
imagery.

property >'??* RJvenaa.e :: urueti as Commercial (ih.i-r.'rider-tia!) tite stormwater charge
is on the rm-.oan. :ri R.pi. \ty: are? me?surf'd through SrteUj s r.ngery. The other two
properties a?*e zoned Residential and are billed a uniform charge as dictated by.the Rubs and 
Regulations. ‘

Comnnenit 2: Barrett Lumber leases a portion of 33§ Rivendale as a cellular tower site. Barrett’s 
needs to know the portion of the bill applied to the leased land.

Halifax Wafer Response: We are unable to provide you with a breakdown of the charges for leased 
land. This is a matter between Barrett’s and the lessee of the cellular tower site.



CommeHjf 3: Barrett Lumber did not indicate that they disagreed with the March 23,2015 and March 
30, 2015 letters and attached maps. Barrett Lumber is appealing the stormwater charges for the three 
properties for the following reasons:

1. HW (andHRM) were trying to put forestry operations out of business,
2. It is no longer sustainable to run forestry operations in HRM due to taxes and fees, and
3. Forestry lands should be exempt from the stormwater charge.

Halifax Water IResponnse: Halifax Water’s mandate is to provide services in a manner that complies 
with the Public Utilities Act. Halifax Water rates for stormwater service distinguish between 
residential properties, and ICI (Institutional, Commercial, Industrial). No distinction is made 
between different types of commercial uses, so commercial forestry operations are treated the same 
as retail, sendee businesses, and industrial.

Forestry lands could be exempt from the current stormwater charge if they do not contribute 
stormwater into a system owned by HRWC. This is not the case with the land in question, therefore 
it is receiving a service.

At a site meeting on August 11,201-5, David Barrett asked for a copy of the impervious area map for 
the property at 335 Rivendale. This map is included with this letter.

In closing, stormwater from your property flows into a Halifax Water stormwater system as indicated 
in the March 23, 2015 and March 30, 2015 letters, you are therefore receiving stormwater service 
from Halifax Water and you are therefore required to pay the Stormwater Charge.

We draw your attention to subsection 7(8) of the Regulations, which provides as follows:

“Any person who disputes a decision of the Commission under subsection (7) may 
refer the matter to the Board for resolution.”

Contact information for the Board is available on the Board’s website at www.nsuafb.ca.

Section 7 of the Regulations is attached for ease of reference. The entire Regulations are available on 
the Halifax Water website at www.halifaxwater.ca.

Yours truly,

Charles Lloyd, P.Eng.
Manager, Environmental Engineering, Halifax Water

Attachments: Section 7 of the Regulations
335 Rivendale - impervious area map

http://www.nsuafb.ca
http://www.halifaxwater.ca


Halifax Regional Water Commission

Thefollowing is an excerptfrom Halifax Regional Water Commission’s “Schedule of Rates, Rules & 
Regulations for Water, Wastewater, and Stormwater Services:, Effective May 1, 2015, approved by 
the Nova Scotia Utility and Review Board. The entire document is available on ow website at 
www.hdlifaxwater.ca.

Rates for Stormwater Service

7.(1) Bills for Stormwater Service, other than those charges for a specific one time Service, shall 
he issued on a semi-annual or annual basis, and levied based on Impervious Area.

(2) Effective My 1, 2013 HRM shall pay annually to the Commission for the fiscal year 
commencing April 1, 2013, for Stormwater Service associated with the HRM owned Street 
Right of Way (ROW) the amount of $3,561,766, which amount is pro-rated from July 1,2013 
to be $2,671,324 and calculated based on the Impervious Area within the HRM owned ROW. 
Effective April 1,2014 HRM shall pay annually to the Commission for Stormwater Service 
associated with the HRM owned Street Right of Way (ROY/) the amount of $3,881,408.

(3) Noii-Residentia! customers shall pay a Site Generated Flow Rate of $0,133 per m2 of 
Impervious Area on and after July 1, 2013, and $0,149 / per m2 of Impervious Area on and 
after April 1,2014, Impervious Area being measured through satellite imagery.

(4) Residential customers shall pay a uniform charge of $29.86 for 2013/14 pro-rated to begin 
effective July 1, 2013 together with a uniform charge of $33.39 in 2014/15, which uniform 
charge shall be based on average Impervious Area for Residential properties, as calculated 
from satellite imagery.

(5) Properties that are within the Commission’s service area that do not receive Stormwater Service 
from the Commission will be exempt from the Site-Generated Flow portion of the charge.

(6) Any person who objects to not being exempt from the Site-Generated Flow portion of the 
charge under subsection (5) may file a notice with the Commission setting out die reasons for 
the objection and the relevant facts on which that person relies, such Notice of Objection to be 
accepted by the Commission by way of email, letter, facsimile, telephone or in. person.

(7) On receipt of a Notice of Objection the Commission shall, with all due dispatch, vaiy or 
confirm, in writing, its original decision, the onus being on the Commission to show, based on 
engineering or other evidence, that the properly in question receives Stormwater Service.

(8) Any person who disputes a decision of the Commission under subsection (7) may refer die
matter to the Board for resolution. ' . .

http://www.hdlifaxwater.ca


APPENDIX A
And Other Supporting Documents

I would like to point out that here in Beaver Bank where we have most of our timber holdings, 
some of the many benefits BLC and other private timberland owners provide all of Nova Scotia 
for free. I had hoped the next generations of Barretts could continue this policy of trying to keep 
our timber holdings in timber production and not be forced to liquidate.

A few of the benefits:

1. "GUIs of the Planet"
- Forests are one key source of breathable air. They provide oxygen, an essential element

to life.
- Every ton of wood that a forest grows releases 1.07 tons of oxygen.
- On average one tree produces nearly 260 lbs of oxygen each year.
- Two mature trees can provide enough oxygen for a family of 4 per year.

' - One acre of forest produces enough oxygen for 18 people to breath for a year.

2. Sequesters Carbon Dioxide
- Every ton of wood that a forest grows it removes 1.47 tons of carbon and can store that 

carbon for centuries.
- One acre of mature trees absorbs the amount of carbon dioxide produced when you 

drive an average car 26,000 miles in a year.
- Forest provides jobs and efficient building materials that store carbon.

3. "The Lungs off our Land”
- A forest helps to stabilize and cool the climate in general, helping to regulate regional 

temperatures, by releasing water vapor into the air through leaves
- A forest absorbs odors, pollutant gases such as carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxide, 

ammonia, sulfur dioxide and ozone.. a forest filters particulate matter which causes respiratory 
irritation and illness. Trees do this by trapping particulates on their leaves and bark. In other 
words trees act as filters to clean the air of dust etc that we breathe. A single tree can absorb 10 
pounds of air pollution per year.

4. Water Buriioieirs aaad Flood Control
- A forest contains the necessary mechanisms for clean healthy filtered water.
- A forest fights flooding for its like a great sponge. The forest slows the water flow by 

reducing the surface runoff, refining the groundwater and underground aquifers while sustaining 
watershed stability and resistance.

- A forest provides mulch with its water saving qualities.
-A forest promotes regular rainfall.
- A forest acts as natural reservoirs, treatment plants and stormwater management 

systems.



5. Healthy living
- A forest provides society a healthy atmosphere of shade, greenery, activity and 

tranquility be it visual, physical or spiritual.
- A forest provides both food and shelter to humans, animals, birds etc.
- A forest reduces pollution.
- A forest provides a wind break.
- A forests root network stabilizes huge amounts of soil
- A forest reduces ultraviolet radiation levels and noise (USDA Forestry Service)
- A forest uses Phytoremediation to clean up a contaminated environment. Trees can - 

either sequester the toxins away or degrade them to make them less dangerous such as sewage, 
roadside spills or contaminated runoff.

- A forest provides a great places for recreation, only some of which axe pointed out in 
the Barrett Lumber Company Family Forest Stewardship Agreement - excerpt below.

Some of the Recreational Uses of BLC Timberlamds umder the 
Barrett Lumber Company ?s 39 year old Family Forest Stewardship Agreement

1. Cross Country Skiing
2. Sleighing
3. Tobogganing
4. Fishing
5. Boating
6. Canoeing
7. Kayaking
8. Hiking
9. Jogging
10. Horseback riding
11. Bird Watching
12. Swimming
13. Picnicking
14. Berry Picking
15. Family Camping

16. Family Campfires
17. Nature Walks
18. Walking for enjoyment and health
19. Walking Dogs
20. Admiring Fail colors
21. Boy Scouts, including group camping
22. Girl Guides, including group camping
23. Cadet Movement, including group 

camping
24. Sitting by a lake or brook for peace of 

mind
25. A beautiful place to bring guests from 

away at any time of the year
26. Dog Sledding



BarfetS: LyroSaer Coinrapamy - Family Forest Stewardship Agreemraeimt

THIS AGREEMENT DOES NOT GIVE PERMISSION TO OPERATE AN OHV ON ANY LAND CONTROLLED BY BARRETT LUMBER COMPANY (BLC) 
THIS AGREEMENT DOES NOT GIVE PERMISSION TO USE THESE LANDS FOR ANY COMMERCIAL PURPOSE.

THIS AGREEMENT is made In duplicate this _ _day of_
. (Day) * (Month) (Year)
BETWEEN Barrett Lumber Company, 224 Beaver Bank Road, Beaver Bank, NS B4E1J7

Name . 

Town _ Postal Code _ Phone

Visit ounivebsite at 
http^/wvwJaarrettlurnber.corn 

Phone: 8S5-2330 
after hours: 865-2309 

email: dfbarrett@eastlinlc.c3

WHEREAS BLC has had problems with' some of the general public: 
*L Stealing wood and Christmas trees
2. Dumping garbage
3. Abandoning old cars
4. Having drinking parties
5. Leaving beer bottles and Utter
6. Damaging woodland equipment
7. Not giving log trucks, etc. the right-of- way
8. Parking in such a way as to block the road or access to lakes *
9. Doing extensive damage to roads during spring break-ups or soft 

weather

■10. Tearing up roads, fields, and newly-planted trees with snowmobiles, 
four-wheel drives, two and throe wheel vehicles

11. Leaving gates open
12. Driving around locked gates
13. Breaking lodes .
14. Giving .keys to irresponsible people
15. Not constructing fires properly and/or using improper wood for fires
16. Driving nails Into trees *
17. Using trees fortarget practice *
NOTE: We are having a problem with porcupines

____ _ BLC has
must pay mileage

AND WHEREAS, BLC spends between $10,000 and $25,000 per kilometre to build woodland roads, plus a large expenditure on the upkeep of the same, 
been forced to gate these roads. Maintenance of gates and keys costs an additional $10,000 peryear. If you become locked in behind a gate, you must 
and time for someone to come and let you out
Both parties agree to abide by ail conditions and stipulations-contained herein. This Agreement will terminate on March 31,2020. However, it may be -terminated at 
anytime by BLC. This long-term Agreement can only be a success if you give your continued vigilance and support .... , . _ .. - ■ -----
BLC hereby grants to the above person the right to use its forest access roads for recreational activities (except OHV use or commercial use) under the following
conditions. The key-holder must....
1. Not be a part of the problems listed above (1-17) and inform us so 

we wfll be able to continue your privileges. Please call BLC during 
working hours at 8S5-2330. After hours call David Barrett at home 
at 865-2309.

2. Rememberthat many of these roads pass over private land. 
Respect signs indicating land ownership. Land can change hands; 
permission from one owner does not give permission from other 
owners.

3. Be careful - subdivisions are now expanding deep into the woods.
4. Obey the 20 km/h speed limit; dower when dusty. The speed limit 

Is 5 km/h when passing by people, horses, dogs, and woodpiles. 
Mud splashed on logs will ruin saw blades.

5. Not using vehicles when the roads are soft (frost is coming out, wet 
weather, non-gravelled roads, etc.). Because of soft roads, locks 
wfll be changed from March 1**to April 3Qto eachyear.

6. Exercise extreme caution for themselves and others, especially 
during hunting and trapping season. We do not give permission to 
hunt ortrap on BLC lands; it Is the law of NS which we do not 
dispute.

7. Respect any signs that may be erected such as: No Hunting, 
Workers Ahead, etc. No rifles to be used within 1300 feet of a 
forestry operation. Shotguns, 600 feet

8. Use only rope and dead wood if a lean-to is made. NO NAILS. To 
be dismantled each time you leave if plastic is used.

9. Not construct tree stands using nails. There is no problem If tree 
stands are built without nails.

10. Not use our trees for target practice.
11. Not trap within one kilometre of homes.
12. Know where the gates are located before using our lands.
13. Keep gates locked at all times - for both directions of traveL

14. Watch out tor second gates, windfalls, narrow bridges, washouts,

people or vehicles working, roads that are off limits for vehicles or 
that have barriers on them, fire ponds, stream crossings, grave! 
pits, railway trades, etc.

15. Not make extra keys or lend keys.
16. Realize that this is a family key until son or daughter is woridng or 

has a vehicle of their own, at which time they must obtain their 
own Agreement

17. Ensure that their son or daughter adheres to this Agreement
18. No parties - family camping is allowed.
19. Not permit swimming without parental supervision or lifeguard on 

duty.
20. Not use our roads or property far any illegal activity (deer jacking, 

drinking & driving, etc.)- Marijuana is becoming a problem.
21. Not use the roads after dark far parking - no lovers’ lane.
22. No marijuana planting.
23. Obey campfire rules: No bonfires; only small cook tires. Have a 

bucket of wafer within 5 feet of the tire; the tire must be ringed 
with stories; no tire Is to be further than 20 feet from water; fires 
are to be made with dead wood no longer than one faot long. 
Mako sure fire is out when you are through with it Permission is 
only granted for BLC properties. If this privilege Is not adhered to, 
all privileges on BLC land wfll be revoked.

24. Remember that people, horses, dogs, and forestry equipment 
have the right- of- way over all other vehicles.

25. Expect and respect other users.
26. Get written permission for swimming from BLC when wood roads 

are cloced during a provincial tire ban. There maybe a charge for 
this permit.

27. Remove your dog’s excrement from the roads or within 200 feet
of a watercourse or lake, if it begins to contaminate lakes or 
streams, "scooping" will become necessary everywhere on all 
BLC woodlands. •

Only responsible people can be permitted to use our roads and woodlands. As an indication Of your responsibility and commitment to this agreement, we insist on £ 
$30 donation to a chanty of ybur choice (Boy Scouts, Girl Guides, Churches, Salvation Army, etc). There Is also a $20 charge to cover our expenses Oceys mans 
mailings, etc.). A replacement key or an extra key costs $25. Extra maps are $5. v J H ’

Gate Name '
1 Cantei Gate
1A Rivendaie Gate - no key
2 Windsor Junction Gate - land sold
3 Greenforest Gate - Frank Davis own lock
4 Fenerty Lake'Gate
4C Feneriy Strip - no key .
5 Pennington Gate
6 RossIeyRoad Gate
7 Beaver Bank Lake Gate (double pin - Boy Scouts; may be a triple

pin AT&T)
8 • Sandy Lake Gate
9 Roy Nicholson Gate
10 Peters Road Gate •

Name
Warren Peters Road Gate (Rented property - own loclc) 
Cameron Lake Gate 
Holland Road Gate
Grand Lake (Lands & Forests) - DNR own lock 
Beamish Gate (Beamish has own lock)
Elmsdale Lumber Gale - Old Mines Road own lock 
Voyageur Way Gate - Second Lake 
Johnson Gate - East Uniaclce Road 
Ash Lake Gate at Anahld Drive 
Hat Lake Gate (Vernon Kynock own loclc)

.and any other gates teat may be erected.

_for Barrett Lumber Company (BLC)----- —--------------------------—.------ ---------------------------------- - iw Mcu.cuLumua ouiupeuy
l hereby agree to the Move terms and conditions and I also waive, on behalf of myself and any other person l may bring onto properly covered by this 
Agreement, all claims for injury and damage to our persons or property incurred while on property owned by BLC and others, arising from any reason or cause 
whatsoever. Arty use by me shall not create a public right-of-way or easement over these said lands. I acknowledge that if any of the above conditions are 
violated, ail pnvileges for trespass on BLC land will be revoked and all keys must be returned to BLC.

‘Signed. Please send my. donation to

Dear SItfMadam:
Since 1978, Barrett Lumber Company Limited (BLC) has had in place a program whereby anyone requesting permission to use our woods roads is required io make a 
donation to a local charily or volunteer group of their choice. The enclosed cheque is a result of this policy and comes to you through BLC. Please acknowledge the 
donation by sending a receipt to:

Mailing addressName (please print) • Phone
Revised April 2014

mailto:dfbarrett@eastlinlc.c3
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