BRUNSWICK TOWN COUNCIL
Agenda
October 4, 2021
Regular Meeting - 6:30 P.M.
Council Chambers
Town Hall
85 Union Street
MEETING VIA ELECTRONIC DEVICES
THIS MEETING IS BEING CONDUCTED VIA ELECTRONIC DEVICES
WITH TOWN COUNCIL MEMBERS PARTICIPATING FROM REMOTE LOCATIONS
THERE IS AN OPPORTUNITY FOR THE PUBLIC TO ATTEND THIS MEETING IN
PERSON, ALTHOUGH WE STRONGLY ENCOURAGE PARTICIPANTS TO USE THE
ZOOM PLATFORM. THE MEETING WILL BE LIMITED TO 20 PUBLIC
PARTICIPANTS, WHO SHOULD WEAR MASKS AND MAINTAIN SOCIAL
DISTANCING.
THE PUBLIC CAN VIEW OR LISTEN TO THE MEETING ON TV3 (Channel 3 on
Comcast)
or
VIA LIVE STREAM FROM THE TOWN’S WEBSITE
http://tv3hd.brunswickme.org/CablecastPublicSite/watch/1?channel=1
HOW TO SUBMIT PUBLIC COMMENT
Public Comments must be submitted through the Zoom platform by dialing +1 646 876 9923
and entering the Meeting ID number 864 9372 4783 and the passcode 930812 when prompted.
Please be advised message and data rates may apply. The Council Chair will make an
announcement when it is time for public comment.
Roll Call of Members
Acknowledgement of Meeting Notice
Pledge of Allegiance
Adjustments to Agenda
Public Comments/Announcements (for items not on the agenda)
MANAGER’S REPORT will be updated prior to the meeting
a) Absentee Ballots
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PUBLIC HEARING
145.

The Town Council will hear public comments on the following Junkyard and
Automobile Graveyard application, and will take any appropriate action. (Town
Manager Eldridge)
Junkyard and Automobile Graveyard
D/B/A: Brunswick Auto Recycling, LLC
117 Bath Road

146.

Shawn Letourneau
HEARING/ACTION

The Town Council will hear public comments regarding an amendment to section 1574 of the Municipal Code of Ordinances that would add a “No Parking” restriction on
the north side of Pleasant Street between Mill Street and Interstate 295, and will take
any appropriate action. (Councilor Kathy Wilson)
HEARING/ACTION

147.

The Town Council will hear public comments and consider an adjustment to the
Master Schedule of Revenues, Charges, Fees and Fines regarding fees charged at the
Graham Road Processing Facility, and will take any appropriate action. (Finance
Committee)
HEARING/ACTION
NEW BUSINESS
148.

The Town Council will consider reducing the hours at the Graham Road Processing
Facility to Saturdays only, from 8:00 am until 3:30 pm, on a recommendation from the
Finance Committee, and will take any appropriate action. (Finance Committee)
ACTION

149.

The Town Council will consider adopting “A Resolution Endorsing Segment A of a
Multi-Use Pathway along the Androscoggin River from the Swinging Bridge to the
Frank J. Wood Bridge”, and will take any appropriate action. (Town Manager
Eldridge)
ACTION

150.

The Town Council will consider a request from the Midcoast Regional Redevelopment
Authority (MRRA) for Tax-Increment Financing (TIF) funds in the amount of
$784,600, and will take any appropriate action. (TIF Committee)
ACTION

151.

The Town Council will consider setting a public hearing for October 18, 2021
regarding a proposed agreement with MaineDOT to proceed with the concept design
for improvement strategies contained in the Pleasant Street Corridor Study, and will
take any appropriate action. (Town Manager Eldridge)
ACTION
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152.

The Town Council will consider setting a public hearing for October 18, 2021, to
consider amendments to the General Assistance Maximums, and will take any
appropriate action. (Town Manager Eldridge)
ACTION

153.

The Town Council will consider appointments to the Town’s Boards and Committees,
and will take any appropriate action. (Appointments Committee)
ACTION

CONSENT AGENDA
a) Approval of minutes of September 20, 2021
b) Appointment of Fran Smith as Warden and Susan Karnes, Sara King and Joe Zrioka as
Deputy Wardens for the November
c) Approval of the Election Warrant for November
d) Approval of a Utility Location Permit (ULP) requested by Maine Natural Gas
The Council has the option to remove any item from the Consent Agenda to be considered
separately.

INDIVIDUALS NEEDING AUXILIARY AIDS FOR EFFECTIVE
COMMUNICATION SHOULD CONTACT
THE TOWN MANAGER’S OFFICE AT 725-6659 (TDD 725-5521)

To email Town Council: towncouncil@brunswickme.org
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Brunswick Town
Council Agenda
October 4, 2021
Council Notes and Suggested Motions
MANAGER’S REPORT
A memo from Town Manager Eldridge with further items will be provided prior to the
meeting.
a) Absentee ballots: Town Clerk Fran Smith will remind citizens that absentee ballots are
available in the Town Clerk’s office.
PUBLIC HEARINGS
145.

Notes: This is the required public hearing for the renewal of an Automobile
Graveyard and Junkyard application for Brunswick Auto Recycling, LLC, located at
117 Bath Road. This license is required by both the Town’s ordinance and state law.
There have been no special conditions set for this license in the past, and they have
passed an inspection by Dan Sylvain. A copy of a memo from Town Clerk Fran Smith
and the application are included in your packet.
Suggested Motion
Motion to approve an Automobile Graveyard and Junkyard application for Brunswick
Auto Recycling, LLC, 117 Bath Road.

146.

Notes: This is the public hearing for consideration of a “No Parking” amendment to
the north side of Pleasant Street between Mill Street and Interstate 295, section 15-74
of the Municipal Code of Ordinances. Councilor Kathy Wilson is sponsoring this item.
A copy of a memo from Town Manager John Eldridge and the proposed amendment
are included in the packet.
Motion to suspend the Councils Rules to allow the Council to vote on this item at this
meeting
Suggested Motion:
Motion to adopt an amendment to section 15-74 of the Municipal Code of Ordinances
that would add a “No Parking” restriction to the north side of Pleasant Street between
Mill Street and Interstate 295.

147.

Notes: The Finance Committee has completed their review of the fees charged at the
Processing Facility, as directed by the Town Council on July 19, 2021. Their memo
details a recommended amendment for a fee charged for residential brush, which
requires a public hearing. A copy of a memo from Finance Director Julia Henze, on
behalf of the Finance Committee, along with the proposed amendment to Master
Schedule of Revenues, Charges, Fees and Fines, and the public hearing notice are
included in the packet.
4

Motion to suspend the Council Rules to allow the Council to vote on this item at this
meeting.
Suggested Motion:
Motion to adopt a proposed amendment regarding lowering residential brush fees to
the Master Schedule of Revenues, Charges, Fees and Fines.
NEW BUSINESS
148.

Notes: The Finance Committee recently reviewed the operating costs and activities at
the Graham Road Processing Center at their September 13, 2021 meeting. The
Committee noted that the activity has dropped off considerably since the landfill
closed, and revenue from fees is not currently covering the operating costs for the two
days a week the facility is open. The Finance Committee voted to recommend to
Council that the facility only operate on Saturday, rather than its current Friday and
Saturday schedule. The Town Council discussed this at the September 20, 2021
meeting, and may choose to vote on this change to operating hours at this meeting. A
copy of a memo from Finance Director Julia Henze, on behalf of the Finance
Committee, is included in the packet.
Suggested Motion:
Motion to amend the operating hours of the Graham Road Processing Facility to
Saturdays only beginning _____.

149.

Notes: The Town of Brunswick has participated in the planning and construction of the
Riverwalk walking loop with the Town of Topsham and the Riverwalk Advisory
Committee for several years. A feasibility study has been completed, recommending
that the project be completed in separate segments. The Maine Department of
Transportation (MDOT) and the Riverwalk Advisory Committee support completing
segment A, from the Swinging Bridge to Bow and Cabot Streets, and ask the Town
Council to endorse proceeding with the preliminary design of Segment A of the
Riverwalk. In endorsing the project the Town Council recognizes that the Town of
Brunswick could be responsible for 100% of the preliminary engineering and related
costs should the Town decide not to proceed with the project without good cause. A
copy of a memo from Assistant Town Manager Ryan Leighton, the resolution and the
final draft of the feasibility study are included in the packet.
Suggested Motion:
Motion to adopt “A Resolution Endorsing Segment A of a Multi-Use Pathway along
the Androscoggin River from the Swinging Bridge to Bow and Cabot Streets”.

150.

Notes: The Midcoast Regional Redevelopment Authority (MRRA) is requesting Tax
Increment Financing (TIF) fund in the amount of $784,600, in accordance with the
Brunswick Landing TIF District and the Brunswick Executive TIF District
Development Programs and the Credit Enhancement Agreement (CEA) between the
Town and MRRA. The TIF Committee met on September 28, 2021, and unanimously
supported MRRA’s request. They recommend that the Town Council approve
MRRA’s request for FY 2022 funding at $784,600 with the enclosed resolution. A
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copy of a memo from Town Manager Eldridge, the resolution, MRRA’s letter of
request, and the paving schedule for Brunswick Landing are included in the packet.
Suggested Motion:
Motion to adopt “A Resolution Authorizing an Appropriation and Grant of Available
Tax Increment Financing Proceeds to the Midcoast Regional Redevelopment
Authority”.
151.

Notes: The Pleasant Street Corridor Study was completed in September of 2019
through the Town’s agreement with MaineDOT through the Planning Partnership
Initiative (PPI). The study collected existing data and conducted an analysis of
potential strategies to improve safety and congestion along the corridor. The project
included three (3) public hearings to guide the review process and assist in the
development of the project. To be eligible for funding, MaineDOT requires a letter of
commitment from the Town as well as a resolution indicating that the Town will
proceed with concept of the design. Staff is requesting that the Town Council set a
public hearing for October 18, 2021 to consider this commitment. A copy of a memo
from Town Manager Eldridge, a memo from Engineer Ryan Barnes, the draft
resolution and the draft Pleasant Street Corridor Study are included in the packet.
Suggested Motion:
Motion to set a public hearing for October 18, 2021 to consider sending a letter of
commitment and a resolution to MaineDOT indicating that the Town will proceed with
the design as shown conceptually in the Pleasant Street Corridor Study.

152.

Notes: The Town Council is asked to set a public hearing for October 18, 2021, to
change the current General Assistance Maximums. This is the annual adoption of the
limits, with changes to GA overall and housing maximums. Copies of a memo and the
current and proposed overall maximum levels are included in your packet.
Suggested Motion:
Motion to set a public hearing for October 18, 2021, to consider new General
Assistance Maximums.

153.

Notes: At this time the Appointments Committee will make nominations to fill
vacancies on Town Boards and Committees. Copies of the Committee’s report and the
corresponding applications are included in your packet.
Suggested Motion:
There is no motion required, only nominations and a vote of the Council.

CONSENT AGENDA
a) Approval of the minutes of September 20, 2021: A copy of the minutes is included in
the packet.
b) Appointment of Fran Smith as Warden and Susan Karnes, Sara King and Joe
Zrioka as Deputy Wardens for the November 2, 2021 Election: These are the
appointments for the November election.
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c) Approval of the Election Warrant for November 2, 2021: A copy of the warrant is
included in your packet.
d) Approval of a Utility Location Permit (ULP) requested by Maine Natural Gas:
Maine Natural Gas seeks authorization to install a new gas main along Harriet Way,
McLellan Street and Pine Street. A copy of a memo from Town Engineer Ryan Barnes
and the application are included in the packet.
The Council has the option to remove any item from the Consent Agenda to be considered
separately.
Suggested Motion:
Motion to approve the Consent Agenda.
Suggested Motion:
Motion to adjourn.
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REVISED MANAGER’S
REPORT -

Town of Brunswick, Maine
OFFICE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

Town Council

John Eldridge
Town Manager

September 30, 2021

Town Manager’s Report
October 4, 2021 – Town Council Meeting

Absentee Ballots (a)

Town Clerk Fran Smith reminds citizens that absentee ballots for the November 2nd election are
available from the Town Clerk’s office. There are two ballots – one state, one local. The state ballot
contains three questions – one citizen initiative, one bond issue, and one constitutional amendment.
The local ballot contains choices for council and school board. There are council and school board
seats in district three, district four, and at-large.

Project Updates (b)

Central Fire Station – The contractor continues to make progress on the construction. The project
schedule has been disrupted by materials shortages but we remain hopeful that the project will be
complete on time. To facilitate a large concrete slab pour, the contractor will begin working at 5:00
AM on October 5th and may not complete work until after 9:00 PM. As colder weather sets in, the
contractor is working to get the roof and walls secured.
Graham Road Landfill Closure – The contractor is nearing completion of the project. The majority
of the site has been loamed and seeded and looks remarkably different from the mound of trash
that existed in April. The contractor expects that work will be substantially complete by the end of
October.

Cedar Street Parking Lot – The contractor has resumed work in the parking lot. Lights have been
installed and most of the loaming and seeding is complete. Remaining work includes surface
paving, sidewalk paving, and general site clean-up. Surface paving is scheduled for the week of
October 11th. Regrettably, it may be too late in the season to begin the installation of the
landscaping promised to the neighborhood. We are still committed to making those improvements
and we appreciate the patience of the Cedar Street residents.

Merriconeag Parking Lot – Construction is underway of the parking lot that will accommodate
users of the Kate Furbish trails. The lot is located on Town-owned property, just outside of the rear
gate to the Landing. The site has been cleared and we expect Public Works crews will begin placing
material within the next two weeks.
Recreation Center Improvements – Work was slow getting started on the Recreation Center
improvements. We have also run into some unexpected plumbing issues. It now seems like the
work is moving as expected. You may recall, when completed these improvements will allow full

Memo to Town Council
September 30, 2021
Re: Manager’s Report – October 4, 2021

Page 2 of 2

use of the Recreation Center by connecting the front and rear portions of the building with a fire
rated corridor, and creating a separate space suitable for pre-school or child care, and improving
the space used for the New Mainers Welcome Center. We are pleased to report that Wayfair has
contributed furniture for use in the Welcome Center.
Traffic Alerts for the Week October 4th (c)

Old Portland Road – The contractor has completed the street paving. The contractor will be
returning to stripe the road next week. We understand that MaineDOT has ordered the signs that
we have agreed to install to create the previously announced four-way stop at the intersection of
Old Portland and Durham Road. As we don’t know when the materials will arrive, we do not have a
schedule for the sign installation.

Cedar Street Waterline and Reconstruction – The contractor continues construction of the Cedar
Street sidewalks associated with the project. We have been told the street paving will be completed
during the week of October 11th. As with any paving, this is weather dependent. Some of the street
reconstruction work was delayed due to the required scheduling of special flaggers as assigned by
the railroad.

ITEM 145
BACKUP

ITEM 146
BACKUP

Town of Brunswick, Maine
OFFICE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Town Council

FROM:

John Eldridge
Town Manager

DATE:

September 16, 2021

SUBJECT:

No Parking – Pleasant Street North Side

At the request of Councilor Wilson, attached is a proposed amendment to section 15-74 of the
Municipal Code of Ordinances that would add a “No Parking” restriction on the north side of
Pleasant Street between Mill Street and Interstate 295. Should the Council wish to proceed with
this amendment, it would need to schedule a public hearing and then adopt the amendment.
Councilor Wilson will address this amendment at the September 20th meeting.

Attachment

Memo Pleasant Street No Parking 091621.docx

Sec. 15‐74. No‐parking areas.
The following areas are designated as no‐parking areas:
Armory Street, west side, commencing at Weymouth Street and extending southerly to end.
Bank Street, both sides.
Baribeau Drive, westerly side, commencing twenty (20) feet north of the entrance of Mallard Pond, to
twenty (20) feet south of the exit to Mallard Pond.
Barrows Drive, west side, commencing at Columbia Avenue and extending south six hundred and ninety‐six
(696) feet, 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday.
Basswood Road, east side, commencing two hundred and forty (240) feet south of the intersection of
Wildwood Drive and extending southerly for sixty (60) feet.
Basswood Road, west side, commencing at Wildwood Drive and extending southerly to Aspen Drive.
Bath Road, both sides, commencing from the Brunswick/West Bath Boundary westerly to a point one
thousand (1,000) feet past Sawyer Road.
Bath Road, both sides, commencing at Cook's Corner and extending easterly three hundred (300) feet.
Bath Road (Route 24), both sides, commencing at Cook's Corner and extending westerly three hundred (300)
feet.
Bath Road, north side reverse direction loop located across from the main entrance to Brunswick Naval Air
Station, both sides, commencing at the east side entrance to the turn around and extending to the west side exit.
Bath Road, north side, commencing at Federal Street and extending westerly five hundred eighty (580) feet.
Bath Road, south side, commencing at Bowdoin College Campus Drive so‐called and extending westerly one
hundred forty (140) feet.
Bath Road, south side, commencing at Sills Drive and extending westerly forty (40) feet.
Bath Road, south side, commencing at Sills Drive and extending easterly one hundred fifty (150) feet.
Belmont Street, both sides, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly for eighty (80) feet.
Boody Street, both sides, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly four hundred ten (410) feet
Monday a.m. through Friday p.m. except holidays.
Bowker Street, south side.
Cedar Street, south side.
Center Street, both sides.
Church Road, east side, commencing at Pleasant Street and extending southerly to Paul Street, and on the
westerly side of Church Road commencing at Pleasant Street and extending southerly three hundred forty (340)
feet.
Cleaveland Street, south side.
Coffin Street, both sides.
College Street, both sides.
Columbia Avenue, both sides, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly to its intersection with
Oakland Street.
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Columbus Drive, both sides.
Columbus Drive, east side, commencing at the intersection of Cressey Road and extending southerly one
hundred twenty (120) feet.
Cressey Road, both sides.
Cumberland Street, north side, commencing at Cushing Street and extending easterly one hundred twenty
(120) feet.
Cumberland Street, north side, commencing at Cushing Street and extending westerly one hundred thirty
(130) feet.
Cumberland Street, north side, commencing at Maine Street and extending two hundred twenty (220) feet in
a westerly direction.
Cumberland Street, north side, commencing at Union Street in an easterly direction sixty‐five (65) feet.
Cumberland Street, north side commencing at a point of three hundred twenty‐five (325) feet from Maine
Street and extending westerly one hundred forty (140) feet.
Cumberland Street, southerly side, from Maine Street to Cushing Street.
Cushing Street, west side, commencing at Pleasant Street and extending northerly one hundred twenty (120)
feet.
Dunlap Street, south side.
Dunlap Street, north side commencing one hundred forty‐six (146) feet east of Maine Street for a distance of
twenty (20) feet in an easterly direction.
Dunning Street, south side.
Elm Street, south side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly three hundred seventy (370)
feet; and on the north side commencing one hundred eighteen (118) feet westerly of Maine Street and extending
westerly to Union Street.
Everett Street, south side.
Federal Street, east side, commencing seven hundred thirty‐five (735) feet north of the intersection with
Bath Road and extending north for four hundred and forty (440) feet.
Federal Street, west side, commencing at Bath Road and extending northerly to Green Street.
Federal Street, west side, commencing at Mason Street and extending southerly to Center Street.
Federal Street, west side, commencing at Center Street to a point three hundred eighty (380) feet extending
southerly sixteen (16) feet.
Federal Street, west side, commencing at Center Street extending southerly thirty (30) feet.
Federal Street, west side, commencing at School Street extending southerly three hundred seventeen (317)
feet.
Federal Street, east side, commencing at Bath Road and extending northerly three hundred sixty‐five (365)
feet.
Federal Street, east side, commencing at Jordan Avenue extending northerly to a point four hundred (400)
feet north of Franklin Street.
Federal Street, east side, commencing at Mason Street and extending southerly one hundred thirteen (113)
feet.
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Fitch Place, both sides.
Franklin Street, both sides.
Gilman Avenue, north side.
Green Street, both sides.
Grover Lane, north side.
Gurnet Road, (Route 24), both sides, commencing at Cook's Corner and extending southerly nine hundred
(900) feet.
Gurnet Road (Route 24), east side, within ten (10) feet from the edge of pavement, commencing at Princes
Point Road and extending southerly to the Gurnet Bridge.
Harding Road, both sides, commencing at Bath Road and extending southerly five hundred (500) feet.
Harpswell Road, east side, commencing at College Street and extending southerly to Bowker Street.
Harpswell Road, west side, commencing at Bath Road and extending southerly forty (40) feet.
Harpswell Road, westerly side, commencing at College Street and extending southerly to Hambleton Avenue.
Harriet Beecher Stowe School Access Road, north side, commencing at Spring Street extending westerly one
hundred (100) feet west of the intersection with Armory Street.
Harriet Beecher Stowe School Access Road Loop, north side, commencing at the western intersection with
the Harriet Beecher Stowe School Access Road easterly to the eastern intersection with the Harriet Beecher Stowe
School Access Road.
Harriet Beecher Stowe School Access Road Loop, south side, commencing at the western intersection with
the Harriet Beecher Stowe School Access Road easterly forty‐eight (48) feet.
High Street, south side, commencing at Union Street and extending westerly one hundred eighty (180) feet.
High Street, north side, commencing at Union Street and extending westerly to Cushing Street.
Jordan Avenue, north and south sides, commencing at Federal Street and extending easterly under the
railroad overpass to Wadsworth Road.
Jordan Avenue, south side, commencing at the intersection with the driveway to Edwards Field and
extending easterly to the intersection with Wheeler Park.
Landing Drive, both sides.
Lincoln Street, north side commencing one hundred (100) feet west of Maine Street and extending in a
westerly direction to Union Street.
Lincoln Street, south side commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly for a distance of forty‐three
(43) feet.
Longfellow Avenue, south side, commencing at Maine Street and extending easterly three hundred (300)
feet.
Longfellow Avenue, both sides, at its intersection with Coffin Street and extending westerly and easterly sixty
(60) feet from the intersection.
Longfellow Avenue, north side, commencing at Maine Street and extending easterly one hundred seventy‐
two (172) feet.
Magean Street, north side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly one hundred twenty‐five
(125) feet.
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Maine Street, east side, commencing at Bath Road and extending southerly to Longfellow Avenue.
Maine Street, east side, commencing at its intersection with Bath Road and continuing north twenty‐five (25)
feet.
Maine Street, east side, commencing one hundred eighty‐five (185) feet north of the intersection with Bath
Road and continuing north to the intersection with No Name Street.
Maine Street, east side, commencing one hundred (100) feet south of the intersection with the Maine
Eastern Railroad tracks and continuing north one hundred (100) feet to the Maine Eastern Railroad tracks.
Maine Street, east side, commencing at a point ninety (90) feet northerly from School Street and extending
northerly sixty (60) feet.
Maine Street, east side, commencing at School Street extending southerly ninety‐seven (97) feet.
Maine Street, north side, commencing at Pleasant Street and extending southerly one hundred fifty (150)
feet.
Maine Street, west side, commencing at Potter Street and extending southerly forty‐six (46) feet.
Maine Street, west side, commencing eighty‐seven (87) feet southerly of the intersection of Potter Street,
and extending southerly forty‐eight (48) feet.
Maine Street, west side, commencing two hundred twenty‐two (222) feet southerly of the intersection of
Potter Street, and extending southerly one hundred eighty (180) feet.
Maine Street, west side, commencing one hundred eighty (180) feet southerly of the intersection of Page
Street, and extending southerly one hundred eighty (180) feet.
Maine Street, west side, commencing at Pleasant Street and extending northerly thirty‐five (35) feet.
Maine Street, west side, commencing at McKeen Street and extending southerly one hundred ten (110) feet.
Maine Street, west side commencing at the Maine Eastern Railroad tracks and extending southerly to Potter
Street.
Maine Street, west side commencing at Noble Street and extending northerly sixty (60) feet.
Maine Street, westerly side, commencing at Boody Street and extending northerly for a distance of three
hundred twenty (320) feet.
Maine Street, east side, commencing at the intersection of Whittier Street and extending south to the
intersection of Atwood Lane.
Maquoit Road, easterly side, commencing at a point 0.13 miles southerly of the Maquoit Road, Mere Point
Road, and Maine Street intersection and extending southerly 0.15 miles.
Maquoit Road, both sides commencing at the entrance to the Brunswick High School and extending
southerly three hundred forty‐five (345) feet.
Maquoit Road, both sides commencing at the entrance to the Brunswick High School and extending
northerly three hundred thirty (330) feet.
Mason Street, both sides.
Market Lane, south side.
Marriner Road, both sides.
Merryman Lane, west side, commencing on the west side of Merryman Lane twenty (20) feet south of the
turnaround, thence northerly to the end of Merryman Lane, thence easterly across the end of Merryman Lane.
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McKeen Street, north side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly to a point opposite 21
McKeen Street.
McKeen Street, north side, commencing at Spring Street and extending westerly five hundred fifty (550) feet.
McKeen Street, north side, commencing at Spring Street and extending westerly to Stanwood Street.
McKeen Street, south side, commencing at Spring Street and extending westerly to 63 McKeen Street.
McKeen Street, south side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly five hundred twenty‐two
(522) feet.
McLellan Street, south side, commencing at the intersection with Harpswell Road and extending east one
hundred and forty‐five (145) feet.
Middle Street, east side.
Middle Street, west side, commencing at Pleasant Street and extending southerly forty (40) feet,
commencing at Elm Street and extending southerly to the southerly terminus of Middle Street, and commencing at
Elm Street and extending northerly three hundred twenty‐five (325) feet.
Mill Street, northerly side, between a point opposite Cumberland Street and a point opposite Swett Street.
No Name Street, east side, commencing at Bath Road and continuing northwesterly to Maine Street.
No Name Street, west side, commencing at Bath Road and continuing northwesterly thirty (30) feet.
No Name Street, west side, commencing one hundred fifteen (115) feet northwesterly of Bath Road and
continuing north to Maine Street.
Noble Street, north side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly fifty (50) feet, and north side,
commencing at the west side of the curb cut for the driveway to the Inn at Maine Street Station and extending in a
westerly direction twenty‐eight (28) feet.
Noble Street, south side.
Oak Street, north side, commencing at Union Street and extending westerly one hundred ninety (190) feet.
Oak Street, south side.
Old Bath Road, both sides, commencing from Bridge Road easterly to the Brunswick/Bath boundary.
Old Bath Road, both sides, commencing at New England Telephone Co., utility pole #148 and extending
westerly for a distance of six hundred (600) feet to utility pole #152, such starting point being five hundred (500)
feet, more or less, westerly from the junction of Old Bath Road and Baybridge Road.
Page Street, north side commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly thirty‐six (36) feet.
Page Street, north side commencing one hundred and eighty‐seven (187) feet west of Maine Street and
extending westerly twenty‐four (24) feet.
Page Street, north side, commencing at Spring Street, and extending easterly forty (40) feet.
Page Street, south side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly to Union Street.
Page Street, south side commencing at Union Street, westerly to Spring Street, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday.
Park Row, east side, commencing at School Street extending southerly to a point one hundred fifty (150) feet
north of the Cleaveland Street intersection.
Park Row, east side, commencing at Longfellow Avenue and extending southerly to the end of Park Row.
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Park Row, east side, commencing at Maine Street and extending southerly ninety (90) feet.
Park Row, east side, commencing one hundred fifty‐four (154) feet south of the intersection of Maine Street
and extending southerly to one hundred twenty‐eight (128) feet.
Park Row, west side, commencing at Fitch Place southerly to Longfellow Avenue.
Park Row, west side, commencing at School Street extending southerly forty (40) feet.
Park Row, west side, commencing one hundred fifty (150) feet south of School Street extending to a point
two hundred (200) feet in a southerly direction.
Pine Street, both sides, commencing at Bath Road and extending southerly and easterly to its intersection
with Bowker Street.
Pleasant Street, north side, commencing at the west side of the curb cut for the driveway to 76 Pleasant
Street, continuing westerly for forty (40) feet;
Pleasant Street, north side, commencing at Cushing Street and extending easterly one hundred ten (110)
feet.
Pleasant Street, commencing at Cushing Street extending westerly for a distance of forty‐five (45) feet.
Pleasant Street, south side, commencing at I‐295 extending easterly to Spring Street.
Pleasant Street, north side, commencing at Mill Street and extending westerly to I 295.
Pleasant Street, south side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly one hundred twenty (120)
feet.
Potter Street, north side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly one hundred eighty (180) feet.
Potter Street, north side commencing at Union Street and extending easterly thirty‐six (36) feet.
Potter Street, south side.
River Road, north side, commencing at Pleasant Street and extending westerly four hundred seventy (470)
feet.
School Street, north side, commencing at Federal Street and extending easterly forty (40) feet.
School Street, south side, commencing at Federal Street and extending easterly to Stetson Street.
School Street, south side, commencing at Maine Street and extending easterly to a point sixty (60) feet
easterly of Federal Street.
Sills Drive, easterly side, commencing at Bath Road and extending southerly to College Street.
Simpson's Point Road, west side, commencing at mean high water and extending northerly to Pennell Way;
and the east side, commencing at mean high water and extending northerly one hundred forty (140) feet.
South Street, south side.
South Street, north side from Maine Street extending easterly two hundred twenty‐four (224) feet.
Spring Street, east side, commencing at McKeen Street extending northerly to forty (40) feet south of Page
Street, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, and east side commencing forty (40) feet south of Page
Street and extending to forty (40) feet north of Page Street.
Spring Street, west side, commencing at McKeen Street extending northerly to Weymouth Street.
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Stanwood Street, east side, commencing at Pleasant Street and extending southerly to Hennessey Avenue;
on the west side, commencing at Pleasant Street and extending southerly to a point seventy‐five (75) feet
northerly of the tracks of the Maine Central Railroad and extending southerly to Hennessey Avenue.
Station Avenue, north side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly one hundred sixty‐four
(164) feet.
Station Avenue, south side, commencing at Maine Street and extending westerly two hundred fifteen (215)
feet.
Station Avenue, north side, commencing two hundred thirty‐nine (239) feet west of the intersection of
Maine Street and extending westerly one hundred and eighty‐two (182) feet.
Station Avenue, south side, commencing at Union Street and extending easterly forty‐five (45) feet.
Station Avenue, south side, commencing one hundred five (105) feet east of Union Street and extending
easterly one hundred seventy (170) feet.
Station Avenue, north side, commencing at Union Street and extending easterly sixty (60) feet.
Station Avenue, north side, commencing one hundred thirty (130) feet east of the intersection of Union
Street and extending easterly eighty (80) feet.
Stetson Street, west side.
Storer Road, both sides, commencing at Old Bath Road and extending northerly four hundred and twenty
(420) feet.
Swett Street, east side.
Town Hall Place, both sides.
Turner Street, north side, commencing at Webster Street and extending westerly to the end of Turner Street.
Union Street, east side, commencing at McKeen Street and extending northerly to one hundred twenty‐five
(125) feet north of Station Avenue.
Union Street, west side, commencing at McKeen Street and extending northerly to one hundred and ten
(110) feet south of the intersection with Cedar Street.
Union Street, east side, commencing at its intersection with Cumberland Street and extending southerly for
one hundred twenty (120) feet.
Water Street, both sides.
Webster Street, east side.
Webster Street, west side.
Weymouth Street, south side, commencing at its intersection with Union Street and extending west one
hundred (100) feet.
Weymouth Street, north side, commencing at its intersection with Union Street and extending west for
seventy‐five (75) feet.
Connecting ramp, both sides, from U.S. Route 1 to Bath Road, commencing at Cook's Corner and extending
northerly three hundred (300) feet.
An extension to the Lower Mall, west side, commencing at a point opposite the southerly sideline of School
Street and extending northerly one hundred (100) feet.
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(Ord. of 5‐2‐88, § 18; Ord. of 10‐3‐88, § 1; Ord. of 6‐5‐89; Ord. of 10‐21‐91; Ord. of 10‐19‐92; Ord. of 3‐21‐94;
Emergency/Regular Ord. of 6‐20‐94; Ord. of 8‐7‐95; Ord. of 9‐18‐95; Emergency/Regular Ord. of 11‐20‐95; Ord. of
12‐4‐95; Ord. of 11‐18‐96; Ord. of 4‐22‐97; Emergency/Regular Ord. of 6‐16‐97; Ord. of 10‐6‐97;
Emergency/Regular Ord. of 11‐17‐97; Ord. of 2‐2‐98; Ord. of 12‐7‐98; Ord. of 10‐18‐99(2); Ord. of 1‐18‐00(4); Ord.
of 3‐6‐00; Ord. of 5‐1‐00(3); Ord. of 6‐5‐00(2); Ord. of 9‐18‐00(2); Ord. of 11‐20‐00; Emergency/Regular Ord. of 2‐6‐
01(2); Ord. of 4‐2‐01(1); Ord. of 4‐2‐01(2); Ord. of 4‐17‐01; Emergency/Regular Ord. of 7‐16‐01;
Emergency/Regular Ord. of 12‐3‐01; Emergency/Regular Ord. of 12‐17‐01(1); Emergency/Regular Ord. of 12‐17‐
01(2); Ord. of 2‐19‐02(1); Emergency/Regular Ord. of 2‐19‐02(2); Emergency/Regular Ord. of 2‐18‐03(2);
Emergency/Regular Ord. of 6‐7‐04(2); Ord. of 3‐21‐05; Ord. of 12‐20‐05; Ord. of 1‐17‐07; Ord. of 7‐21‐08(2); Ord.
of 9‐2‐08(2); Ord. of 12‐1‐08(2); Ord. of 3‐23‐09(2); Ord. of 10‐5‐09; Ord. of 7‐26‐10(2); Ord. of 1‐24‐11; Ord. of 6‐
20‐11(2); Ord. of 1‐17‐12; Ord. of 1‐12‐13; Ord. of 4‐27‐15; Ord. of 7‐20‐15(2); Ord. of 2‐1‐16(3); Ord. of 2‐16‐16;
Ord. of 11‐6‐17; Ord. of 11‐6‐17; Ord. of 11‐18‐19(2))
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

John Eldridge, Town Manager

DATE:

September 16, 2021

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Julia Henze, Finance Director
On behalf of the Finance Committee

Finance Committee review of Processing Facility Fees

On July 19, 2021, the Town Council voted to direct the Finance Committee to review the fees at the
Graham Road Processing Facility by addressing how the fees were established, how the fees compare
to other municipal facilities, and how much of the operating cost is paid for through fees. The Finance
Committee was directed to return the report in time for the Town Council’s October 18, 2021
meeting.

At their September 13, 2021 meeting, the Finance Committee received information from staff on the
activities at the Processing Facility since April 1, 2021. This included a report on material volumes,
and financial results, as well as a survey of fees at other municipalities. The Finance Committee also
discussed the concerns expressed by Brunswick residents.

In reviewing the material volumes and financials, the Committee noted that activity at Graham Road
has dropped off considerably since the landfill closed, and revenue from fees is not currently covering
the cost of operating the Processing Facility two days per week. The Committee also noted a
significant reduction in commercial activity. The financial projections currently indicate that the
Processing Facility will require subsidy of approximately $15,000 per year.
In its review of the Processing Facility fees, the Committee focused on the fees for residential brush,
which is the most commonly heard complaint from residents. It was noted that while the current
$10/cy fee is not out of line with other municipalities, it is a significant change for Brunswick
residents. The Committee proposed to reduce the fee for residential brush to $5/cy, with a $2.50/cy
minimum.

Recognizing that the reduction in the residential brush fee will result in reduced revenue and the
need for an estimated additional $5,000 in subsidy each year, the Committee discussed the possibility
of operating the Facility only on Saturdays, and no longer on Fridays. The Finance Committee voted
to recommend this change to the Town Council.

The change in the residential brush fee represents an amendment of the Municipal Code of
Ordinances Appendix B – Master Schedule of Revenues, Charges, Fees and Fines, which requires a
public hearing. The Finance Committee recommends that the Council set a public hearing for
October 4, 2021.
Attachments:
Proposed amendment to Master Schedule of Revenues, Charges, Fees and Fines
Public Hearing Notice

APPENDIX B MASTER SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, CHARGES, FEES AND FINES
Reference

Date

Description

Amount

Chapter 13—Solid Waste
Sec. 13-30(b)

7/1/2018

Price of PAYT bags for refuse collection, 15-gal./33-gal.

$1.00/$2.00

Sec. 13-30(i)

1/1/2007

Fee for collecting all the household refuse which was not removed in
compliance with subsection after issuance of one order to remove and
one written notice of removal given

$100.00 up to 1 cubic yd.; $100.00 plus
cost per cubic yd. for > 1 cubic yd.

Sec. 13-40

5/15/2017

Annual commercial waste collector license application fee,
nonrefundable

$30.00

Sec. 13-41

5/15/2017

License to commercial waste collectors, per vehicle, per year

$90.00

Fee for above license issued between July 1 and December 31

$45.00

Sec. 13-55

10/18/2006 Annual residential disposal permit per vehicle/last three months of year

Sec. 13-56
Sec. 13-72

$5.00/Free

Annual commercial disposal permit per vehicle/last three months of year $25.00/$15.00
2/16/2021

Residential waste fees with annual permit (per -cubic yard)
Tree and brush waste/minimum charge

$10.00/$5.00

Waste wood and wood items/minimum charge

$10.00/$5.00 $5.00/$2.50

White goods (each)

$10.00

Tires (each)

$5.00

Electronic waste (each)

$5.00

Commercial waste fees with annual permit (per cubic yard)

Sec. 13-97

10/18/2006

Waste wood and wood items/minimum charge

$30.00/$15.00

Tree and brush waste minimum charge

$30.00/$15.00

Tires (each)

$5.00

White goods (each)

$15.00

Violation of this chapter first offense/2nd and subsequent offense, plus
cost and attorney fees

$500.00/$1,000.00

Town of Brunswick
Notice of Public Hearings
The Town Council will hold a public hearing on Monday, October 4, 2021, at 6:30 p.m. in the
Council Chambers of the Brunswick Town Hall, 85 Union Street, to consider the following:
The Town Council will hear comments regarding amending the fees for the Processing
Facility, and will take any appropriate action.
The text of the proposed ordinance is too extensive to be included with this notice. Anyone
having questions about the proposed ordinance or wishing to obtain copies of it should contact
the Brunswick Town Clerk's or Town Manager's Office during regular office hours during
regular office hours (Mon- Weds 8:30 am to 4:00 pm, Thursday 8:30 am to 5:30 pm, and Friday
8:30 am to 2:30 pm).
Meeting are currently being held in person and by ZOOM – more information on how to make
public comments can be found on the Town’s website under minutes and agendas
Frances M. Smith
Town Clerk of Brunswick, Maine
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

John Eldridge, Town Manager

DATE:

September 16, 2021

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Julia Henze, Finance Director
On behalf of the Finance Committee

Finance Committee review of Processing Facility Fees

On July 19, 2021, the Town Council voted to direct the Finance Committee to review the fees at the
Graham Road Processing Facility by addressing how the fees were established, how the fees compare
to other municipal facilities, and how much of the operating cost is paid for through fees. The Finance
Committee was directed to return the report in time for the Town Council’s October 18, 2021
meeting.

At their September 13, 2021 meeting, the Finance Committee received information from staff on the
activities at the Processing Facility since April 1, 2021. This included a report on material volumes,
and financial results, as well as a survey of fees at other municipalities. The Finance Committee also
discussed the concerns expressed by Brunswick residents.

In reviewing the material volumes and financials, the Committee noted that activity at Graham Road
has dropped off considerably since the landfill closed, and revenue from fees is not currently covering
the cost of operating the Processing Facility two days per week. The Committee also noted a
significant reduction in commercial activity. The financial projections currently indicate that the
Processing Facility will require subsidy of approximately $15,000 per year.
In its review of the Processing Facility fees, the Committee focused on the fees for residential brush,
which is the most commonly heard complaint from residents. It was noted that while the current
$10/cy fee is not out of line with other municipalities, it is a significant change for Brunswick
residents. The Committee proposed to reduce the fee for residential brush to $5/cy, with a $2.50/cy
minimum.

Recognizing that the reduction in the residential brush fee will result in reduced revenue and the
need for an estimated additional $5,000 in subsidy each year, the Committee discussed the possibility
of operating the Facility only on Saturdays, and no longer on Fridays. The Finance Committee voted
to recommend this change to the Town Council.

The change in the residential brush fee represents an amendment of the Municipal Code of
Ordinances Appendix B – Master Schedule of Revenues, Charges, Fees and Fines, which requires a
public hearing. The Finance Committee recommends that the Council set a public hearing for
October 4, 2021.
Attachments:
Proposed amendment to Master Schedule of Revenues, Charges, Fees and Fines
Public Hearing Notice
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Town of Brunswick, Maine
OFFICE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

Town Council

John Eldridge
Town Manager

September 30, 2021

Riverwalk Project - Brunswick
Multi-Use Path from the Swinging Bridge
to the Frank J Wood Bridge

The Town of Brunswick has been working for several years on the Brunswick portion of the
Riverwalk, a multi-use path envisioned to stretch along both sides of the Androscoggin River
between the Swinging Bridge and the Frank J Wood Bridge. Topsham completed its section of the
Riverwalk a few years ago. The path on the Brunswick side is a bit more complicated due to more
challenging topography, the existence of Route One and the Cabot Mill.

The Maine Department of Transportation (MaineDOT) and the Town recently completed a
feasibility study for the Brunswick portion of the project. The study was jointly funded by
MaineDOT (80%) and the Town (20%). The Riverwalk Committee has reviewed the feasibility
study and with staff is recommending that the Town proceed with the design of one segment of the
project – the portion between the Swinging Bridge and Cabot Street. The construction cost
estimate for this portion is $1,000,000. Of that amount, $120,000 is the design cost. Design and
construction costs are expected to be shared between MaineDOT (80%) and the Town (20%).

MaineDOT is asking for a demonstration of the Town’s commitment to proceeding with this portion
of the project. By that, MaineDOT would like a resolution of intent adopted by the Town Council.
That resolution contains an expectation that the Town will proceed to the construction phase.
Should the Town withdraw its commitment to the project without good cause, after the design is
completed, MaineDOT would expect the Town to reimburse MaineDOT for its costs of the design.
Attached are the following documents;
•
•
•
•

Memo from Ryan Leighton
Riverwalk Resolution of Commitment to Project
Riverwalk Committee Letter of Support
Riverwalk Project Feasibility Study

Town staff and members of the Riverwalk Committee will be at your meeting to address any
questions.
Attachments
Memo Riverwalk Report 093021

Town of Brunswick, Maine
OFFICE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

John S. Eldridge, Town Manager
E. Ryan Leighton
Assistant Town Manager
September 27, 2021

Riverwalk Funding Opportunity

In July 2012, the Town of Brunswick in cooperation with the Androscoggin Riverwalk Committee
submitted a Quality Community Program grant application to the Maine Department of
Transportation (MaineDOT) for Phases 4 and 5 of the 1.25 mile dedicated in-town
pedestrian/cyclist loop envisioned to connect the town of Brunswick and Topsham via the
Swinging Bridge and current Frank Wood Bridge. Phases 4 and 5 will provide the missing
connection between the Brunswick side of the Swinging Bridge and the Brunswick side of the Frank
Wood Bridge via a bicycle and pedestrian shared use path adjacent to Mill and Cabot Streets.

In August of 2017 the Town of Brunswick received Notice to Proceed from MaineDOT with the
preliminary design work for this portion of the Riverwalk Project. In June 2018 the Town and
MaineDOT discussed moving forward with a feasibility study with TY Lin International based on
their involvement with two other Maine DOT projects, the Frank Wood Bridge, and Maine Street
Bridge over Route 1 also known as the Pool Table. Considering both projects would have an impact
on the overall layout and design of the Riverwalk Project it was determined utilizing the same
consultant for all of three projects was appropriate.

In December 2018 the Riverwalk Project kicked off with members of MaineDOT, Town Staff, a
Representative of the Riverwalk Committee, and TY Lin. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss
efforts previously completed as well as the overall goals of the feasibility study and the level of
funding MaineDOT would likely be able to support.

The Riverwalk project was delayed for nearly a year due to the design and public process efforts
associated with the Pool Table project. Again, the outcome of the Pool Table project would
significantly impact the Cabot Street end of the Riverwalk Project. Progress on the feasibility study
resumed in November 2019. Throughout the next year, multiple meetings were held with the
project advisory committee as well as the Riverwalk Committee. In February 2021 a DRAFT report
was provided by TY Lin and reviewed by the project advisory committee and the Riverwalk
Committee resulting in a DRAFT report being finalized in May 2021.

At this point we request the Town Council accept the report and endorse staff working with
MaineDOT to proceed with preliminary design of the section of the Riverwalk from the Brunswick
end of the Swinging bridge along Mill Street to Bow and Cabot Streets. This will be considered
Segment A of the Riverwalk Project moving forward, as proposed in the attached feasibility study.
Once the Pool Table project is further along in design we will request permission to move forward
with Segment B which will provide the final connectivity with Cabot Street, the Pool Table, and the
Frank Wood Bridge.
Please contact me if have any questions.

TOWN OF BRUNSWICK, MAINE
TOWN COUNCIL
A Resolution Endorsing Segment A of a Multi-Use Pathway (the Riverwalk) along the
Androscoggin River from the Swinging Bridge to Bow and Cabot Streets
WHEREAS, for several years, the Town of Brunswick has participated with the Riverwalk Advisory
Committee and the Town of Topsham in the planning and construction of the Riverwalk: a 1.25 mile
Androscoggin Brunswick-Topsham walking loop (“Riverwalk”); and
WHEREAS, the Riverwalk project has been included in the Capital Improvement Program since 2010;
and
WHEREAS, the 2011 Master Plan for Downtown Brunswick & the Outer Pleasant Street Corridor
recommends support for the development of the Androscoggin Riverwalk, with pedestrian connections to
Fort Andross, Frank Wood Bridge, the Swinging Bridge and Topsham; and
WHEREAS, in 2017 the Maine Department of Transportation (“MDOT”) and Brunswick Town Council
approved an $80,000 project of a “Feasibility study and possibly the preliminary design of a multiuse
pathway along the Androscoggin River beginning at the Swinging Bridge, to Mill Street, Bow Street and
Cabot Street ending at Frank J. Wood Bridge”; and
WHEREAS, in 2021 the Androscoggin Brunswick-Topsham Riverwalk Feasibility Study has been
completed and recommends the project be completed in separate segments; and
WHEREAS, the MDOT and the Riverwalk Advisory Committee support completing Segment A from
the Swinging Bridge to Cabot and Bow Streets;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that in cooperation with MDOT the Town Council endorses
proceeding with preliminary design of Segment A of the Riverwalk from the Brunswick end of the
Swinging bridge along Mill Street to Cabot Street as proposed in the Androscoggin Brunswick-Topsham
Riverwalk Feasibility Study. In endorsing the project the Town Council recognizes that the Town of
Brunswick could be responsible for 100% of the preliminary engineering and related costs should the
Town decide not to proceed with the project without good cause.

Proposed to Town Council: October 4, 2021
Adopted by Town Council:

Androsocoggin
Brunswick-Topsham
Riverwalk
Brunswick Side
Existing Pedestrian/Bikeway
HIstoric Swinging Bridge

New 750’ Mill St.
10’w Bike/Ped Path with
safety, landscape & lighting
improvements

10’w Bike/Ped Path with
safety, landscape &
lighting improvements
New 10’w Bike/Ped brick path
with safety, landscape &
lighting improvements

Widened to 8’w Bike/Ped brick
path with added
bollards for safety

Sketch by
Anthony Muench
Landscape Architect
Brunswick Resident

*

2 Main Street, Suite 708, Topsham, ME 04086
www.AndroscogginRiverwalk.org

Androscoggin Brunswick-Topsham Riverwalk
Advisory Committee
2 Main Street, Topsham, Maine 04086

FROM: Androscoggin Brunswick Topsham Riverwalk Advisory Committee (ABTRAC)
TO: Brunswick Town Councilors
Introduction: The concept of a Brunswick Topsham Riverwalk evolved from the successful renovation in 2006 of the
Swinging Bridge, the pedestrian bridge that spans the Androscoggin River. The Riverwalk is planned to be a 1.25 mile
accessible walking and biking loop connecting the Towns of Brunswick and Topsham. The Brunswick side of the bridge
lands adjacent the intersection of Mill and Cushing Streets. Pedestrian safety will be greatly improved by this project.
The Topsham side of the Riverwalk was completed in 2012. All councilors are strongly encouraged to experience the
Topsham side if they have not done so.
Current Status: ABTRAC has been working for the past decade to complete the Brunswick side of the Riverwalk The
Riverwalk will cross the Androscoggin River on Maine Street, where the proposed replacement for the Frank Wood
Bridge will be built and then proceed in front of Fort Andross to Mill Street, and on to the Swinging Bridge. Planning
and litigation over the bridge replacement has caused a years long delay in the Riverwalk project. A second proposed
road project that impacts the Riverwalk is a possible reconfiguration of the “Pool Table” in conjunction with a deck
replacement for the overpass bridge that carries Maine Street over Route 1.
Moving Forward: ABTRAC believes that the best way forward is to divide the Brunswick portion of the Riverwalk
project into three segments. Please see the attached map. The segment that can be built first because it is not dependent
on other road projects runs from the Swinging Bridge along Mill Street to Bow Street. The others two segments are: The
“Pool Table” including the portion in front of Ft. Andross and the segment from the “Pool Table” project to the proposed
replacement bridge.
ABTRAC is asking the Town Council to formally request the Maine DOT to allocate funding for the design of the
Riverwalk-Mill Street segment into the next funding cycle. Our vision for this segment includes a full 10" width for the
pathway and an aesthetically pleasing barrier between path users and Mill Street traffic.
This segment of Mill Street is a significant portion of what forms a first impression of Brunswick to the traveling public.
Our vision for this segment includes privately funded outdoor art, possibly on viewing platforms over the river, similar
to the platforms over the river envisioned for the planned replacement bridge. The Public Art would be privately funded. The Riverwalk construction will be paid for with an 80/20 state/town funding mix. ABTRAC members anticipate
assisting the Town with its 20 percent match.
This is an important opportunity to create a facility that will enhance the well being of citizens from Brunswick, Topspham and the surrounding areas for generations to come. Help Brunswick reconnect to it’s Riverfront heritage with a
project that will also provide additional opportunities for healthy outdoor activity. Please show strong support for this
project to MDOT.
Josh Katz, BTRC co-chair for the committee
SUPPLEMENT TO PACKET FOR BRUNSWICK TOWN COUNCIL

DRA FT
May 1, 2021

Androscoggin Brunswick-Topsham
Riverwalk Feasibility Study

Illustration by Anthony Muench RLA
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
The Town of Brunswick and the Maine Department of Transportation
(MaineDOT) contracted with T. Y. Lin International (TYLI) to conduct
a feasibility study for the Androscoggin Brunswick-Topsham Riverwalk
beginning at the Swinging Bridge and ending at the Frank J. Wood
Bridge via Mill, Bow, Cabot and Maine Streets. The purpose of the
study is to create and widen a bicycle and pedestrian travel-way to the
recommended minimum 8-foot width to accommodate concurrent use
by bicyclists, pedestrians and people with disabilities. Guardrails
(separating vehicles from bicyclists and pedestrians), handrails, safety
bollards and detectable warning fields will be installed as required and
appropriate for optimum safety.

1.1 Study Area

Figure 1.1 shows the study area between the Swinging Bridge and the
Frank J. Wood Bridge.

1.2 Advisory Committee

The following Advisory Committee was formed to help guide the study.


Tom Farrell, Town of Brunswick



Ryan Leighton, Town of Brunswick



Jay Astle, Town of Brunswick



Ryan Barnes, Town of Brunswick



Josh Katz, Riverwalk Committee



Nate Howard, MaineDOT



Patrick Adams, MaineDOT



Tom Errico, T.Y. Lin International

1.3 Related Studies

The following studies were used in development of recommendations:


MaineDOT QCP 2014-2015 Application dated July 2012



Brunswick Maine Street Feasibility Study, MaineDOT



Frank J. Wood Bridge Replacement Project

1.4 Background Information

The MaineDOT QCP Application noted the following:


Describe the project(s) transportation value(s) and purpose(s):

Cyclists and pedestrians are challenged to travel to and from the Swinging Bridge and
the Frank J. Wood Bridge via Mill, Bow, Cabot and Maine streets. A safety

upgrade is necessary. Improvements proposed in this grant application will allow safe
passage and clear separation of cyclists and pedestrians from vehicular traffic along
intensely busy urban streets in a 1.25 mile loop running between Brunswick and
Topsham. It should be noted that this is from the application for the original project
and not all elements have been constructed.


fully accessible, dedicated in-town walking loop along both sides of the
Androscoggin River. The plan envisions a safe route along the
Androscoggin River that encompasses and enhances the Swinging
Bridge and the Frank J. Wood Bridge connecting Brunswick and
Topsham.

Describe why this project is important to your community and
region):

March 2007, building on the success of the rehabilitation of the historic
John A. Roebling designed Swinging Bridge, residents of Topsham and
Brunswick formed the Androscoggin Brunswick-Topsham Riverwalk
Advisory Committee. This Advisory Committee brings together the
Topsham and Brunswick communities to design, support, and create a
1.25-mile, 4-season, fully accessible, dedicated in-town walking loop along
both sides of the Androscoggin River. The plan envisions a safe route
along the Androscoggin River that encompasses and enhances the
Swinging Bridge and the Frank J. Wood Bridge connecting the two
communities.


Describe the potential positive impacts on the community,
including at a minimum improving safety, mobility, or
transportation in general, and the local/regional economy:

Phase 3. In Brunswick, construct a safe bike/pedestrian travel way along
Mill Street from Bow Street intersection with Route 1 entrance ramp to
the Androscoggin Swinging Bridge. Parts of the walkway will be widened
to provide overlooks. The walkway will be inside the guardrail to protect
pedestrians and cyclists from roadway traffic. Phase 4. In Brunswick,
wide sidewalks from Maine Street along Cabot and Bow streets to the
Route 1 entrance ramp. Project will include widening and clearly defining
Cabot Street sidewalk through Fort Andross parking areas and adding
green space as possible. Phase 5. In Topsham at 2 Main Street, create a
pocket park along river and stairway up to Frank J. Wood Bridge
(“Green Bridge”). The stairway will have two semi-circular river
overlooks. Access to the Green Bridge from the pocket park for wheelchairs, bicycles,
and strollers will be maintained on
Summer and Main Street sidewalks around the Priority Business Center, 2 Main
Street. Trails link historic and cultural sites, providing opportunities for community
festivals, events, and competitions. Interpretive signs along trails identify areas of
historical interest, such as buildings, river transportation, bridges, rail lines, and
native heritage. The trails also provide bike routes so that urban commuters can ride
their bikes to work or walk, which reduces smog emissions.

1.5 Purpose and Need

The purpose of the study is to create and widen a bicycle and pedestrian
travel-way to the recommended minimum 8-foot width to
accommodate concurrent use by bicyclists, pedestrians and people with
disabilities. The need is associated with creating a 1.25-mile, 4-season,
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Figure 1.1: Study Area
Priority Business Center
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2.0 PROJECT INITIATION AND DATA
COLLECTION



The Riverwalk Committee would prefer to carry the path along
the river. It is not likely due to an approximately one-story grade
separation behind the mill. The Committee will need to
document why we aren’t proceeding with this alternative.

2.1 Kick-off Meeting



Transitioning from bicycle lanes and sidewalks to a multi-use
path is a major design requirement. It is likely easiest to
transition at the signal at the Pool Table intersection area.



The Pool Table bridge project is looking at a roundabout, a new
ramp, combining streets, changing traffic flow, and adding a
Single Point Interchange (SPUI). These alternatives will change
traffic flow in the study area which needs to be considered
during any Route 1 road diet analysis.



The Town will need to write to MaineDOT after the study to
acquire funds.



MaineDOT is looking at about $400,000-$500,000 for the
project.

A Kick-Off meeting was held on December 11, 2018 and key discussion
items included:


The section of roadway was recently repaved and designed by
Wright-Pierce. They have cross-section data that can be
supplemented with LIDAR data.



The Committee was unsure of the available right-of-way
information available. MaineDOT will check what information
they have. Wright-Pierce may also have some available
information. TYLI will inquire with them.



The sewer pump station may have some equipment in the area.
The utilities can be found using Brunswick’s online GIS
database. Any design needs to consider impacts on utilities.

2.2 Project Survey / Base Mapping



The mill-and-fill project puts a moratorium on touching the
pavement. We can get a waiver to do shoulder work.



TYLI will look at what environmental information is available in
the area from the Frank J. Wood Bridge project.

The base map for the project was based on a review of available
information provided by the Town and available LIDAR survey from
the Frank J. Wood Bridge and Maine Street/Route 1 MaineDOT
projects.



Due to the proximity to the mill, Cabot Street may have historic
protections as well as the apartment buildings on the west side
of Bow Street.

2.3 Design Field Reviews / Review of Existing
Conditions



TYLI will get information on the drilling samples from the
Frank J. Wood project.

TYLI conducted a field review of conditions particularly as it relates to
roadway measurements as documented later in this report.



The “Pool Table” bridge feasibility project has the potential to
aid or hinder this project and needs to be considered in any
designs.

2.4 Environmental Field Reviews / Review of
Existing Data



The Town and the State will create minimum design
requirements.



10’ is the preferred width for a shared use path but special
constraints are understood for this project. The curb separation
standard needs to be clarified by MaineDOT. Standard best
practice is to separate the path from the road.



The Riverwalk Committee would prefer a barrier for the path.
MaineDOT will determine if the barrier needs to be crash
worthy. Federal guidelines say it doesn’t.



There is a possibility that Cabot Street and the Route 1 OnRamp will get combined into one road.

TYLI obtained information about the environmental resources in the
project area to identify potential impacts to natural resources. This will
assist with impact avoidance and minimization discussions and
decisions during the future design process; assist in identifying the
environmental permit requirements for federal, state, and local
authorities; and facilitate project planning and permitting discussions.
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3.0 Alternative Alignment Analysis
For the purposes of this feasibility study, the general path alignment
evaluated is along Mill Street, Bow Street, Cabot Street, and Maine
Street between the Swinging Bridge and ending at the Frank J. Wood
Bridge. It is assumed that this effort will investigate a location of the
Riverwalk parallel to Mill Street to the west and investigate various
options along Bow Street and Cabot Street depending on information
from the MaineDOT Maine Street Bridge Feasibility Study and design
plans for the Frank J. Wood Bridge project.

However, this left-turn lane is used by MaineDOT plows trucks and
other large vehicles, so a wider 11-foot lane is suggested. Assuming 11foot travel lanes and 4-foot shoulders, Route 1 could consist of a curbto-curb width of 41 feet compared to the existing 43 feet 7 inches.
Accordingly, the northerly curb line could be adjusted to gain 2.5 feet
for the path. The existing sidewalk is 5’6” wide, so the curb adjustment
may provide sufficient space for an 8-foot path without any widening
toward the river. To obtain the 10-foot preferred width, plus an
additional foot for a barrier (separating path users from Route 1 traffic),
it would require adjusting the location of the guardrail location about 3
feet towards the river.

At the Kick-Off meeting it was noted that ideally the Riverwalk
Committee would prefer to have an alignment that would follow the
river. Given significant constraints between the river and the mill
building and parking areas and the grade difference at the hydroelectric
dam wall, this alignment was eliminated from consideration.

3.1 Segment A – Swinging Bridge to Bow Street
Alternative 1

This alternative investigated reduction of lane and shoulder widths on
Route 1 to eliminate or minimize the need for retaining walls along the
path in accordance with MaineDOT’s HCP philosophy and flexible
design guidelines. Specifically, TYLI reviewed traffic volumes and safety
information and identified a possible roadway cross-section given the
Route 1 HCP 1 classification. This Alternative in essence investigated
travel lane width and shoulder width reductions that would minimize or
eliminate retaining structures along the slope to the Androscoggin
River. Detailed field measurements were obtained to evaluate the
feasibility of this alternative.
Narrowing Route 1 Roadway Pavement Cross-Section
The existing dimension of the Route 1 cross-section just north of
Cushing Street is (see Figure 3.1):


5’6” Sidewalk



3’6” Shoulder



12’4” Travel lane



11’3” Left turn lane



13’2” Travel lane



3’4” shoulder

MaineDOT requires a typical roadway section based on the Priority
Classification for Route 1 which is providing 4-foot shoulders and 11foot travel lanes. It may be possible to have a 10-foot left-turn lane.
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Figure 3.1: Existing Roadway Dimensions
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Eliminating the Route 1 Left-Turn Lane

The key concern with eliminating the left-turn lane on southbound
Route 1 is the impact a shared through/left lane would have on mobility
and safety. Intersection turning movement volumes are not available.
However, MaineDOT conducted Automatic Traffic Recorder counts
on Cushing Street and Route 1 in August 2019. Those counts are
presented to the right and indicates Route 1 has a daily volume of
approximately 29,000 vehicles and Cushing Street has a daily volume of
1,800 vehicles. The heaviest two-way peak hour volume on Cushing
Street is 164 vehicles between 3:00 and 4:00 PM. The corresponding
two-way volume on Route 1 is 1,982 vehicles. The magnitude of traffic
on Route 1 would warrant the need for a left-turn lane for a very low
level of left turning traffic. Assuming a 50/50 distribution (half of the
164 vehicles) and the 60% is originating from the north, the peak hour
left-turn volume is estimated to be approximately 50 vehicles. This level
of traffic would easily warrant a lane and therefore elimination of the
left-turn lane is not recommended.

Conclusion: Given limited available excess pavement on Route 1, the cost
to adjust the curb location and the desire to maintain a left-turn lane for
movements onto Cushing Street, Alternative 1 is not recommended.
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Alternative 2

This Alternative assumes no changes to the Route
1 (Mill Street) roadway pavement configuration and
thus assumes the path will be located north of the
existing Route 1 curb line (the sidewalk will be
widened). Just north of the Swinging Bridge the
Androscoggin River gets very close to the road (see
cross-sections). It will be difficult to construct a
10-foot path and barrier along Route 1 without the
need for a retaining structure. Accordingly, a
retaining structure that is approximately 45 feet in
length will be required.

Figure 3.2: Recommended Path Alignment

Figure 3.2 illustrates the path plan view location
and details. Figure 3.3 depicts cross-section details
along Route 1.
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Figure 3.3: Cross-Sections (see Figure 3.2 for location)
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3.2 Segment B – Bow Street/Cabot Street to
Maine Street

Two alternatives were evaluated from a cost perspective. Alternative 1
assumes the recommendation from the Maine Street Bridge Feasibility
Study is constructed and thus the cost is only for adding the path.
Alternative 2 assumes the Maine Street Bridge Feasibility Study
recommendation is not implemented and the path is constructed under
existing conditions on Bow and Cabot Streets.



Final details on access to Bow Street properties and the side of
Fort Andross were not determined during the Maine Street
Feasibility Study. Driveway crossings of the path are likely, and
that design should also favor the safety of path users versus
vehicles.

Figure 3.4: Alternative 1 Path Alignment

Alternative 1: With the Brunswick Maine Street Bridge Feasibility
Study Recommended Concept

The Brunswick Maine Street Bridge was initially funded as a deck
replacement in MaineDOT’s 3-Year Work Plan. In 2018, the feasibility
study was initiated by the Bureau of Planning at the request of the
Bridge Program to evaluate mobility issues and to consider
transportation improvement alternatives on or adjacent to the Maine
Street Bridge over Route 1 in downtown Brunswick. Alternative A6 Simplified Maine Street/Cabot Street Intersection with a New Signal at
Mason Street was recommended and assumed the Route 1 Southbound
On-Ramp is combined with Cabot Street to create one eastbound
approach. A traffic signal was also added at Mason Street to allow the
southbound left-turn movement to pass more easily. Figures 3.4 and
3.5 depict the A6 Alternative and that concept plan and includes the
provision of a 10-foot path located within the reconfigured Fort
Andross Mill parking lot. Some details are noted as follows.


The area at the corner of Bow Street and the Route 1
Southbound On-Ramp is constrained. The A6 plan includes
changes to this merge area such that space is created for
construction of the path around the corner.



The path terminates at Maine Street, where a signalized crossing
is proposed. The crosswalk and signal timing shall account for
bicycles.



The layout of the parking spaces will need to consider vehicle
overhang impacts to trail users. Appropriate separation is
suggested.



It is suggested that the parking lot driveway crossings of the
path be designed for optimal safety of path users. A raised path
is suggested.
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Figure 3.5: Alternative 1 Path Alignment
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Alternative 2: Without the Brunswick Maine Street Bridge
Feasibility Study Recommended Concept

Figure 3.6: Alternative 2 Path Alignment

Alternative 2 assumes the path is constructed in the location of the
existing sidewalk along Bow and Cabot Streets. See Figures 3.6, 3.7
and 3.8 depict Alternative 2 conditions. The following should be noted
with this Alternative:
•

The path is assumed to be 10 feet wide.

•

Improvements are required at the corner of Bow Street and the
Route 1 southbound On-Ramp. This will require modification
to the Waterfront Maine Brunswick LLC parking area.

•

On-Street parking is eliminated.

•

Existing utility poles may impact the effective width of the path
and relocation may be required.

Figure 3.7: Alternative 2 Cabot St. Cross-Section
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Figure 3.8: Alternative 2 Path Alignment
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Frank J. Wood Bridge Project
Figure 3.9 illustrates the preliminary design plan for the
project, the limit of work ends prior to the Cabot Street
intersection. The project will be providing two 5-foot
shoulders and 6-foot sidewalks on both sides of the bridge.
Bicyclists traveling from the proposed Riverwalk will cross at
the signalized Cabot Street intersection to access the
shoulder/bike lane.

Figure 3.9: Frank J. Wood Bridge Plan

Proposed Riverwalk
location approaching
Maine Street
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES
The following documents environmental resources obtained from
Town and State online resources. These include a review of historic,
state conserved land, and plant and animal habitat.

4.2 State Conservation Land

As noted in Figure 4.2, there are no state conservation lands located
within the study area. The nearest conservation land is the 250th
Anniversary Park located across Maine Street at Cabot Street.

4.1 Historic

According to state data, there are three properties in the vicinity of the
project that are eligible for historic designation (see Figure 4.1 and
appendix). These properties include:


2 Bow Street – Cabot Mill Tenement



18 Bow Street



Fort Andross

Figure 4.2: Conservation Land

Figure 4.1: Historic Resources
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4.3 Plant and Animal Habitat

No know endangered plant or animal habitat were identified in the
project area. See Figure 4.3

4.4 Wetlands

Figure 4.3: Plant and Animal Habitat

No know wetlands were identified in the project area.
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4.5 Property Ownership

Figure 4.4 depicts property lots according to Town of Brunswick
information. From the Swinging Bridge to Bow Street properties along
the path alignment are owned by State and Municipal entities. A
summary of each lot ownership is provided as follows:


Lot 128 – MaineDOT



Lot 170 – Brunswick Sewer District



Lot 172 – MaineDOT



Lot 132 – Taggart Realty, LLC



Lot 148 – Waterfront Maine Brunswick, LLC



Lot 133 – Waterfront Maine Brunswick, LLC



Lot 145 – Town of Brunswick



Lot 146 – MaineDOT

Figure 4.4: Property Ownership
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5.0 ALTERNATIVE COST ANALYSIS
TYLI developed planning-level cost estimates for recommendations
(including highway and trail and potential right-of-way costs) according
to concept level plans. Cost estimates were prepared for the path
segments identified previously.

5.1 Segment A – Swinging Bridge to Bow Street

The Town requested that a cost be estimated for widening the path to
10-feet in the constrained section, where it is assumed to be 8-feet wide.
The 2-foot widening would add $35,000.00 to the project cost (which is
not included in the table to the right). Given that the cost to widen the
path to 10-feet is only $35,000.00, it is recommended that the project
include this and the total cost for Segment A is $1,032,237.13.

Segment A - Swinging Bridge to Bow Street
Description

Item #

Quantity

Say

Unit Price

Cost

Common Excavation

203.20

295.24

300

$ 30.00

$9,000.00

Gravel

304.10

306.30

325

$ 45.00

$14,625.00

403

101.06

110

$ 214.54

$23,599.40

Perm. Conc. Barrier

526.321

65.00

65

$ 299.35

$19,457.75

G.R. Double Faced

606.1302

793.00

793

$45.75

$36,279.75

Chain link Fence

607.16

825

825

$34.10

$28,132.50

Mech. Stab. E. R. Wall

677.2

4550

4550

$ 73.71

$335,380.50

Curb Type 3

609.31

793

793

$ 15.00

$11,895.00

Drum

652.33

45

45

$ 65.00

$2,925.00

Cone

652.34

100

100

$ 20.00

$2,000.00

Construction Signs

652.35

400

400

$ 15.00

$6,000.00

MOTCD

652.36

80

80

$ 250.00

$20,000.00

Flagger

652.38

1800

1800

$ 27.00

$48,600.00

Pavement

Sub Total

$557,894.90

30% Contingency

$167,368.47

Mobilization

659.10

$72,526.34

Construction Total

$797,789.71

Preliminary Engineering 15%

$119,668.46

Right-of-Way

$0

Construction Engineering 10%

$79,778.97

Project Total

$997,237.13

Page | 18

TOWN OF BRUNSWICK/ MAINEDOT | RIVERWALK TRAIL FEASIBILITY STUDY

5.2 Segment B – Bow Street/Cabot Street to
Maine Street

Alternative 1 – Riverwalk Abuts Maine Street Bridge Feasibility
Project

Alternative 1 – Riverwalk Abuts Maine Street Bridge Feasibility Project
Description
Item #
Common Excavation
203.20
Gravel
304.10
Pavement
403
Curb Type 5
609.34/35
Pavement Marking
627.744
Drum
652.33
Cone
652.34
MOTCD
652.36
Flagger
652.38
Sub Total
30% Contingency
Mobilization
659.10
Construction Total
Preliminary Engineering 15%
Right-of-Way
Construction Engineering 10%
Project Total

Quantity
362.963
259.2593
85.56
24
160
15
35
30
250

Unit Price
$ 30.00
$ 45.00
$ 250.00
$ 65.00
$ 3.75
$ 65.00
$ 20.00
$ 250.00
$ 27.00

Cost
$10,888.89
$11,666.67
$21,388.89
$1,560.00
$600.00
$975.00
$700.00
$7,500.00
$6,750.00
$62,029.44
$18,608.83
$8,063.83
$88,702.11
$13,305.32
$30,000.00
$8,870.21
$140,877.64
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Alternative 2 – Separate Path Project
Description
Item #
Common Excavation
203.20
Gravel
304.10
Pavement
403
Vertical Curb Type 1
609.11
Term. Curb Type 1-8'
609.238
Curb Type 5
609.34/35
Reset Curb Type 1
609.38
Pavement Marking
627.744
Drum
652.33
Cone
652.34
Construction Signs
652.35
MOTCD
652.36
Flagger
652.38
Sub Total
30% Contingency
Mobilization
659.10
Construction Total
Preliminary Engineering 15%
Right-of-Way
Construction Engineering 10%
Project Total

Alternative 2 – Separate Path Project
Quantity
Say
723.70
750
499.26
550
194.44
200
640
640
12
12
23.55
24
50
50
156
160
45
45
100
100
250
250
65
65
700
700

Unit Price
$30.00
$45.00
$200.00
$40.00
$350.00
$65.00
$35.00
$3.75
$65.00
$20.00
$15.00
$250.00
$27.00

Cost
$ 22,500.00
$24,750.00
$40,000.00
$25,600.00
$4,200.00
$1,560.00
$1,750.00
$600.00
$2,925.00
$2,000.00
$3,750.00
$16,250.00
$18,900.00
$164,785.00
$49,435.50
$21,422.05

$235,642.55
$35,346.38
$30,000.00
$23,564.26
$324,553.19

* This estimate assumes the Maine Street Bridge project is not completed.

5.3 Total Cost Summary


Alternative in conjunction with Maine Street Bridge
Project – $1,174,000.00



Alternative without Maine Street Bridge Project –
$1,357,000.00
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separation behind the mill. The Committee will need to
document why we aren’t proceeding with this alternative.

6.0 PUBLIC OUTREACH
6.1 Advisory Committee Kick-Off Meeting

A Kick-Off meeting was held on December 11, 2018 and key discussion
items included:


The section of roadway was recently repaved and designed by
Wright-Pierce. They have cross-section data that can be
supplemented with LIDAR data.



The Committee was unsure of the available right-of-way
information available. MaineDOT will check what information
they have. Wright-Pierce may also have some available
information. TYLI will inquire with them.



The sewer pump station may have some equipment in the area.
The utilities can be found using Brunswick’s online GIS
database. Any design needs to consider impacts on utilities.



The mill-and-fill project puts a moratorium on touching the
pavement. We can get a waiver to do shoulder work.



TYLI will look at what environmental information is available in
the area from the Frank J. Wood Bridge project.



Due to the proximity to the mill, Cabot Street may have historic
protections as well as the apartment buildings on the west side
of Bow Street.



TYLI will get information on the drilling samples from the
Frank J. Wood project.



The “Pool Table” bridge feasibility project has the potential to
aid or hinder this project and needs to be considered in any
designs.



The Town and the State will create minimum design
requirements.



10’ is the preferred width for a shared use path but special
constraints are understood for this project. The curb separation
standard needs to be clarified by MaineDOT. Standard best
practice is to separate the path from the road.



The Riverwalk Committee would prefer a barrier for the path.
MaineDOT will determine if the barrier needs to be crash
worthy. Federal guidelines say it doesn’t.



There is a possibility that Cabot and the Route 1 On-Ramp will
get combined into one road.



The Riverwalk Committee would prefer to carry the path along
the river. It is not likely due to an approximately one-story grade



Transitioning from bicycle lanes and sidewalks to a multi-use
path is a major design requirement. It is likely easiest to
transition at the signal at the Pool Table intersection area.



The Pool Table bridge project is looking at a roundabout, a new
ramp, combining streets, changing traffic flow, and adding a
Single Point Interchange (SPUI). These alternatives will change
traffic flow in the study area which needs to be considered
during any Route 1 road diet analysis.



The Town will need to write to MaineDOT after the study to
acquire funds.



MaineDOT is looking at about $400,000-$500,000 for the
project

6.2 Advisory Committee Working Session

A status meeting was held on November 22, 2019 to discuss progress.
Discussion items included:


In the area from the Swinging Bridge to Bow Street changes to
the Route 1 cross-section are not feasible. Accordingly, a section
of the path will require a retaining structure. This was
specifically discussed in terms of field measurements and traffic
conditions.



Reviewed the draft recommendations for the Maine Street
Bridge Street Feasibility Study. Specifically, the path alignment
was presented.



It was noted that the path will terminate at Maine Street and
bicyclists headed to Topsham would need to cross at the
signalized intersection.

Pre-meeting workshop 7:01 – 7:29 p.m.:
TY-Lin engineer, Tom Errico, walked us through his Power Point
presentation of the preliminary Riverwalk plan. He will forward
Nancy E. Randolph a pdf of the presentation. Some key points of
discussion were:
1. The estimated cost of the plan is $1,280,000 (rough estimate and no
lighting is included).
2. The current curb-line along Mill Street will need to be maintained.
The plan calls for a reduction of the path width from 10’ to 8’ for an
estimated 100’ (Tom Errico will confirm the exact distance) along
Mill Street. This is due to the limited real estate between Route 1
and the Androscoggin River and the cost of a retaining wall. Nancy
E. Randolph stressed the need to maintain the 10’ width for the
entire length of the path. Tom Errico agreed to provide a cost
estimate to do that. Patrick Adams noted that the 8’ width meets
national standards.
3. The plan calls for the path to follow the current location of the
sidewalk along Cabot Street.
4. The plan does not include any details or cost for the connection to
the new/rebuilt FJW Bridge.
5. None of the path cost is included in the Main Street Bridge
project (Pool Table). In fact, much of the current Riverwalk plan
might need to be modified if the Pool Table project is changed from
the currently preferred option.
6. The estimated timeline is for a draft by July, Town
Council/Riverwalk Committee approval in August & September
leading to final plans by October.

Our Committee thanked all the guests who
participated in the meeting. Regular Meeting
Josh Katz called the meeting to order at 7:29 p.m.

6.3 Riverwalk Committee Meetings to present
the Draft and Final Recommendations.
May 27, 2020 Zoom Meeting (Notes provide by the Riverwalk
Committee)

Present: Co-Chairs: Nancy E. Randolph & Josh Katz, Secretary: Don
Gower Members: Tom Farrell, Bill Brillant, Mellissa Fochesato, Rick
Wilcox & Pam LeDuc Guests: Ryan Barnes, Tom Errico, Patrick
Adams, Nate Howard and Martin Rooney Absent: Members: Alison
Harris & Dot Riendeau Advisory Member: Tony Muench

Minutes: The April 22, 2020 minutes were unanimously accepted as
presented. (Nancy E. Randolph motioned and Melissa Fochesato
2nd).
Old Business:
I. Discussion of the Feasibility Study Draft Report:
1. Increasing the width to 10’ for the entire length is our only open

question at the moment.

2. Tom Farrell informed us that MDOT might be limiting any

Bike/Ped projects $400,000 to $500,000 next year. This
would seriously increase our fundraising need. Tom Farrell
will follow-up on this concern. Nancy E. Randolph suggested
we contact Senator Angus King for some federal support of
the project.
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3. MDOT has taken over the design work from Ty-Lin for the

Maine Street Bridge (Pool Table) project. This, and expected
2021 budgeting issues, could affect the final plan and how it
relates to our project.
4. Tom Errico suggested we have a fall back plan to
complete the walkway in sections. He recommended
focusing on the Swinging Bridge to Cabot Street
section.
5. No EPA study cost has been included with the project.
6. Tom Farrell brought up a question about the need for
public input. Other than lighting there is limited opportunity
for input. We will review this as needed along the path to
approval.
7. The RTP Grant proposal is still on the table. However, we might
not have the final plan ready by the September 25, 2020 deadline.
Second Meeting Pending

6.4 Town Council Meeting
Pending
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ITEM 150
BACKUP

Town of Brunswick, Maine
OFFICE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

Town Council

John Eldridge
Town Manager

October 4, 2021

Tax Increment Financing (TIF) Committee Meeting Recommendation

The Tax Increment Financing (TIF) Committee met on September 28, 2021 to consider the
Midcoast Regional Redevelopment Authority (MRRA) request for FY 2022 TIF funds. Steve
Levesque, MRRA’s Executive Director, provided an update on economic development activities at
Brunswick Landing, MRRA’s Capital Improvement Plan for FY 2022, and an overview of the MRRA
request.

The TIF Committee reviewed MRRA’s request, asked questions about the status of discrete
projects on the Landing and the proposed use of the TIF funds for capital projects. The Committee
members present, Councilor Watson, Councilor Watkinson, and Councilor Mason unanimously
supported the request and recommend that the Town Council approve MRRA’s request for FY 2022
funding at $784,600.

Attached is MRRA’s request, a detailed paving schedule, and a proposed resolution to
authorize the appropriation and payment of TIF revenues to MRRA in accordance with the
Brunswick Landing TIF District and the Brunswick Executive Airport TIF District Development
Programs and the Credit Enhancement Agreement (CEA) between the Town and MRRA.
I look forward to discussing this recommendation with you.

/Attachment

TOWN OF BRUNSWICK, MAINE
TOWN COUNCIL
A Resolution Authorizing an Appropriation and Grant of Available Tax
Increment Financing Proceeds to the Midcoast Regional Redevelopment Authority
WHEREAS, the Midcoast Regional Redevelopment Authority (“MRRA”) is a public municipal
corporation created by the Maine legislature for the purpose of assisting with the successful
redevelopment of the properties located within the boundaries of the former Brunswick Naval Air
Station (“BNAS”); and

WHEREAS, The Town of Brunswick designated two tax increment financing (“TIF”) districts to
assist with the redevelopment of BNAS: (1) the 146-acre Brunswick Executive Airport II Municipal
Development and Tax Increment Financing District (the “Executive Airport District”); and (2) the
542- acre Brunswick Landing II Municipal Development and Tax Increment Financing District (the
“Brunswick Landing District”) (and collectively the “TIF Districts”), in March 2013, and the State of
Maine Department of Economic and Community Development (“DECD”) issued conditional
approval of the TIF Districts on March 29, 2013; and

WHEREAS, the Town adopted Development Programs for both TIF Districts in July 2013, and DECD
granted full approval of the two TIF Districts and the Development Programs for both TIF Districts
on October 24, 2013; and
WHEREAS, the Town adopted amendments to the TIF Development Programs on June 20, 2016,
and DECD granted approval of the Development Program Amendments on September 14, 2016;
and

WHEREAS, on September 22, 2016 the Town and MRRA executed a Credit Enhancement
Agreement (“CEA”); and

WHEREAS, the Development Programs and the CEA require that MRRA request, and the Town
approve, TIF funding for projects and other uses MRRA wishes to fund; and

WHEREAS, The Town Council established a committee (“TIF Committee”) to review MRRA’s TIF
funding requests; and

WHEREAS, on September 28, 2021 MRRA representatives appeared before the TIF Committee to
request $784,600 out of the total projected available funds of $933,748 in the Base Redevelopment
Project Account for tax year 2021-22; and
WHEREAS, with the understanding that payments will be made in two installments after the
October and April tax payment dates, the TIF Committee is recommending that MRRA’s request for
$784,600 for tax year 2021-22 be approved, to be used towards public infrastructure projects and
eligible aeronautical uses in the Airport TIF District;
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the sum of $784,600 is appropriated and granted to
MRRA for use in MRRA’s public infrastructure projects and the reimbursement of taxes for
aeronautical uses in the Airport TIF District .

Proposed to Town Council:
Adopted by Town Council:

October 4, 2021

MRRA
PJ~
~ Ii.I m
........
Midcoast Regional
Redevelopment Authority

June 28, 2021

Mr. John Eldridge
Town M anager
Town of Brunswick
85 Union Street
Brunswick, Maine 04011
Subject: Request for FY 20 22 Tax Increment Financing Funds
Dear John:
On beh alf of the Board of Trustees of the Midcoast Regional Redevelopment Authority and consistent
w it h the provisions of the development program and the fin ancing mechanisms of t he tax increment
f inancing programs for the Brunswick Executive Airport TIF District and the Brunswick Landing TIF
District, I am respectively requesting that the Brunswick Town Council authorize $706 1 600 from the
projected FY 2022 TIF District Development Fund contributio ns to support M RRA's FY 2022 Capital
Improvement Budget (describ ed below) and 100% of the development f unds paid by eligible
aeronautical uses in the Airport TIF District, which is estimated to be $78,000, for a total r equest of
$784,600.

FY 2017 CIP Expenditures

Five years ago, the Brunswick Town Council approved a tax incr ement fi nancing package that included
an investment in the upgrade of three sanitary sewer pump stations. In August of 2018, the Economic
Development Administration awarded a grant of $615,000 t o provide a match for t his renovation and
upgrade project. In December of 2019, MRRA received three bids for construction. The lowest bid
was $242 1 900 above budget. Negotiations with EDA conclud ed in April of 2020 with a supplemental
grant from EDA of $121,450 wh ich matched loca l sources to fully fund the project. Construction began
last November, and construction is expected t o be completed by August 311 2021 .

FY 2020 CIP Expenditures

Two years ago, t he Town Co uncil approved the use of TIF Funds totaling $597 1 800 t o sup port the FY
2020 Capital Improvement Plan and $95,100 t o support aeronautical uses in t he airport district for a
total of $692,900. Among other projects MRRA completed the rebuild and expansion of the termina l
bu ilding parking lot, the in stal lation a new automated air break switch to serve the upgrade of
electrical service from Central Maine Power to the Brunswick Landing Electric Utility, upgraded the
info rm ation technology syste m for M RRA, the demolit ion of t hree buildings in preparation for th e
const ruction of a new 55,000 sq uare foot professional medical office building for Martin's Point
Hea lthca re, and set aside $174,000 toward t he grin ding and repaving of Admiral Fitch Avenue,
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sc heduled for 2023. Work on the $2,222,200 rehabilitation of the south apron on the airport began in
September of 2020 and is expected to be complete by the end of August.
FY 2021 CIP Expenditures

Last year, the Counci l approved TIF funds totaling $661,300 to support investments in the street capita l
improvement plan, buildings, the electrical system, replacement of two vehicles and match dollars to
support a successful EDA Grant of $642,266 to upgrade the HVAC system at Tech Place.
The TIF fund s provided by the Town leve raged $1,334,000 in funds from the Federal Aviation
Administration, the Economic Development Administration, the State of Maine and MRRA's capital
re serves.
FY 2022 CIP Expenditures

On June 23, 2021, the MRRA Board of Trustees adopted the attached FY 2022 Seven Year Capital
Improvement Program which included the use of TIF funds totaling $706,600 to support the following
capit al improvement projects:
FY 2022
Revenue

United States Government

FAA Military Airport Funds
Econom ic Development Adm inistration Grant

$150,000
$2,237,200

State of Maine
State of Maine Department of Transportation Funds

$518,400

Town of Brunswick
Brunswick Tax Increment Financing Revenue

$706,600

MRRA Capital Reserve Funds (Brunswick Landing and BXM)

$441,200
$65,000

Own Source
Electric Utility Capital Reserve Fund
Total

$4,118,400

Program

Airport Improvement Program
Runway repaving
Airport Equipment Maintenance Program
Capital repairs to Brunswick Executive Airport hangar and snow
removal equipment

$166,700

$60,000

Airport Lighting
Repair/Replace runway and taxi-way lighting

$100,000

fage 2 of- +

Building Improvements
Capit al im provements, repairs to MRRA owned buildings.
MRRA owns 42 buildings w ith 720,070 square feet of space.

$120,000

Allagash Walking Trail

Construct a walking trail adjacent to Allagash Drive from
Katahdin Drive to Adm iral Fitch Avenue including the
constru ction of two wooden bridge crossings.

$25,000

Street Reconstruction and Repair

There are 9.59 miles of paved roads at Brunswick Landing.
Grind and resurface Admiral Fitch for $750,000 using reserved
money from FY 2019 through FY 2023. In FY 2019, there was
$125,000 put into a Paving Reserve, another $174,000 in FY2020
and $150,000 in FY 2021 . Resurface Orion and Merriconeag in FY
2025 for $680,000 using FY 2023, 2024 and 2025 funds. Repave
Burbank and Pegasus for $400,000 in FY in 2027. Repave
Seahawk and Neptune (East) in 2027. See attached paving
schedule.

$470,200

Electric Vehicle Charging Stations
Install two electri c vehicle charging stations; one at t he Airport
Terminal Building and a second at Tech Place for FY 2022, and
four stations in FY 2026.

$50,000

Wayfinding Implementation
Implement new wayfinding and signage program at Brunswick
Landing.

$25,000

Commerce Drive

The project would fund the constru ction of Commerce Drive in a
permitted but unconstructed six lot industrial subdivision just
off of Orion Street at an estimated cost of $1.23 mill ion. This
would open up 19.84 acres of new development opportunities.

$1,232,800

Access Road from Bath Road to Katahdin Drive
This new access roadway extension would connect Kathadin
Drive at the north end of Brunswick Landing to Bath Road. The
project would be funded in a partnership between the
Econom ic Development Administration, MaineDOT and MRRA
for total project cost of $1.56 million.

Vehicle Replacement and Equipment
Replace Director's Vehicle

$50,000
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Water Distribution System
The water distribution system at Brunswick Landing includes
approximately 75,000 linear feet of water mains ranging in size
from 6-inch to 18-inch, and includes approximately 190 hyd rants,
and 310 gate valves ranging in size.

$50,000

Elect rica l Dist ribution Syst em

Since the t ransf er of utility systems from th e Navy to MRRA in
September 2011, MRRA has been operating the electrical
transmission and dist ribution system at Brunswick Landing. The
system consists of about 4 miles of dist ribution lines, 4 new pole
mounted 600-amp rec losers, approximat ely 55 primary voltage
transformers, and other associated components. The primary
distribution voltage on campus is 34.5KV. The primary service to
th e Brunswick Landing campus is from Central Maine Power's
Cooks Corner substation. In 2014, MRRA completed an
evaluation of the electrical distribution syst em that provided
guidance on the development of this cap ita l im provement
program.

$65,000

Street Lights
Financing of streetlight replacement of low-pressure sodium
lights with more energy efficient LED lights.
Total

$140,000
$4,11 8,400

On behalf of the Board of Trustees, I wou ld like to express our deep appreciation of the support of the
Town of Brunsw ick in support ing these TIF fund s t o support investment in crit ical infrastructure at
Brunswick Landing that w ill support our ability t o attract and retain new employers and promote
econom ic growth for t he regio n.
We look forward to discuss ing these project s w ith you and the Brunswick Town Council.
Thank you for your consideratio n.
Since re ly,

A-> tC) fa

----

Steven H. Leve~
Executive Direct or

cc.

MRRA Board of Trustees
Jeffrey K. Jordan, Deputy Dir ector, MRRA
Julie Henze, Finance Director, Town of Brunswick
Sally Costello, Eco nomic Development Direct or, Town o f Brunsw ick
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Midcoast Regional Redevelopment Authority
Road Way Condition Report
October 2020
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Notes on Road Width
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Two lane main road (wider width
measurement); one lane - right
turn lane (narrow width
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Notes on Road Width
Measurements

360

30.80

Width measurements represents
single southeastern bound lane
only
$17,789.38 Width measurements represents
single northwestern bound lane
only
$29,167.36
$9,853.20 Two lane main road (wider width
measurement); one lane - right
turn lane (narrow width
measurement)
$10,098.00 Two lane main road (wider width
measurement); one lane - right
turn lane (narrow width
measurement)
$51,901.85

$53,893.50 The northwestern end of the road
ends in a parking lot area
$125,918.07 Measurements do not include
sidewalks
$23,441.20
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Notes on Road Width
Measurements
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begins in a parking lot area
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sidewalks (or at least what I
perceive are sidewalks; this one
was difficult to figure out)
Intersection
$20,217.93 Measurements do not include
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FY 2023
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FY 2025
FY 2026
FY 2027
FY 2028

Left Blank Intentionally

Historic Contributions to
Street and Roadway
Reserve
FY 2019
FY 2020
FY 2021

$944,179.01 Admiral Fitch and Orion
Merriconeag
Reserve Allagash
Allagash and Burbank
Pegasus and Katahdin
Purington and SeaHawk
Neptune, Pelican, Venture, Sewall,
Atlantic and Schooner
$2,934,756.85
$377,719.76
$302,122.93
$382,450.53
$279,755.23
$323,746.29
$324,783.09

$150,000
$174,000
$150,000
$474,000

FY 2022 (total project cost)

$944,179.01

Net of Reserve

$470,179.01
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ITEM 151
BACKUP

Town of Brunswick, Maine
OFFICE OF THE TOWN MANAGER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

Town Council

John Eldridge
Town Manager

September 30, 2021

Pleasant Street Corridor Study
Implementation Recommendations

In 2019, the Town entered into an agreement with MaineDOT under the Department’s Planning
Partnership Initiative (PPI) program to conduct an analysis of the Pleasant Street corridor. This
initiative resulted from public hearing input on proposed intersection improvements that were
proposed for the Mill/Stanwood and Pleasant Street intersection. TY Lin was selected as the
consulting traffic engineer for this study.

Three public hearings were held throughout the course of the study, with the final public hearing
held in July 2021. Although TY Lin’s efforts have recently been extended to include the potential of
a two-way Pleasant Street between Stanwood and Maine Street, the remainder of the study is
complete. Neither TY Lin, MaineDOT or staff believes the two-way study will significantly impact
the recommendations identified in the remainder of the report.
As the result of the public hearings and subsequent review with TY Lin and MaineDOT, we believe
the three intersection projects (Mill/Stanwood, River, and Church) would produce the greatest
public benefit and should be the highest priority. The priority order for those intersections would
be as listed. While we would like to make all of the improvements recommended in the study, we
are recommending these as priorities so that they could fit within a MaineDOT work plan and
future funding availability.

Given the importance of the Pleasant Street corridor, the several attempts at improvements and
significant public input over the years, we are recommending that the Town Council conduct one
final public hearing prior to the adoption of a resolution expressing the Town’s commitment to
implementing the report recommendations. Given the nature of the MaineDOT funding cycle, we
urge the Council to set the public hearing for its October 18th meeting.
Copies of the following documents are attached:

• Memo from Ryan Barnes Town Engineer
• Draft Resolution Expressing Commitment to Intersection Projects
• Pleasant Street Corridor Study (excluding two-way in-town analysis)

Attachments
Memo Pleasant Street Report 093021

Town of Brunswick, Maine
OFFICE OF THE TOWN ENGINEER

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

John Eldridge, Town Manager

Ryan Barnes, Town Engineer
September 24, 2021

Pleasant Street Corridor Study Project Summary

The below memo represents an update on the Pleasant Street Corridor Study including a history of
the project and the public process completed. The memo also includes possible funding
opportunities we have been made aware of to begin implementing the recommended projects
outlined in the study.

Background

The Town of Brunswick purchased the former Cumberland Farms Property at the corner of Mill
Street and Pleasant Street in 2014. The purchase was made to facilitate the expansion of the
intersection as proposed in the Transportation Feasibility Study associated with the Development
of the Naval Air Station Brunswick completed by Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. for the MaineDOT.

Following the purchase of the property the Town requested that the MaineDOT design and
construct improvements to the intersection to reduce congestion and improve safety along Mill
Street and Pleasant Street. The project was entered into the MaineDOTs work plan, and the project
began in 2017. The MaineDOT completed a preliminary design of the intersection and presented
the below concept to the Town at a public hearing in November of 2017.
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Several residents expressed their concern that the proposed alignment would make it difficult for
vehicles turning left from Stanwood Street to merge with the free-flowing traffic from Mill Street to
access River Road and the businesses on the north side of Pleasant Street. The Town and
MaineDOT agreed to install a temporary signal on Mill Street to evaluate the impacts of signalizing
the Mill Street approach. The result of this evaluation would be the basis for determining if the
approach would be signalized in the final design of the project.
The MaineDOT installed reviewed the results of the temporary traffic signal and determined that it
posed an unacceptable safety risk for traffic on Mill Street. The temporary signal was removed in
June of 2019, and it was determined that a traffic signal would not be added to the final design of
Mill Street. The final public hearing was held in August of 2019, MaineDOT presented two possible
projects. Option 1 included the previous design without the inclusion of a traffic signal, Option 2
included prohibiting left turning traffic from Stanwood Street. Neither of the options presented
were well received by the public present at the meeting.
Following the meeting Town Staff and officials from the MaineDOT met to discuss possible ways to
move the project forward. It was determined that the best path forward for both the Town and
MaineDOT would be to complete a more holistic review of the entire Pleasant Street corridor to
determine how best to accommodate all users of the corridor.

Project History

The Town entered into an agreement with the MaineDOT through the Planning Partnership
Initiative (PPI) to complete the Pleasant Street Corridor Study in September of 2019. The scope of
the project included collecting existing data and conducting an analysis of potential improvement
strategies to improve congestion and safety along the corridor without widening Pleasant Street.
The study reviewed and make recommendations on access management, frontage roads, changes to
lane configuration, additions to the roadway grid, traffic demand management, traffic signal
modifications, bicycle and pedestrian access, and the impacts of the proposed improvements to
level of service and safety.

Two proposals were received, and TY Lin was selected to complete the study. The project included
three public hearings held on September 9, 2020, February 22, 2021, and July 29, 2021. The public
meetings were used to guide the review process and assist in the development of the project and
included the following recommendations:

1. Pleasant Street/I-295/Route 1 – Roundabout
2. Pleasant Street/Church Road – Addition of left turn lanes, crosswalks, and signalizing
the northern leg
3. Pleasant Street (Church to 144 Pleasant) – Installation of center island to prevent left
turning vehicles.
4. Pleasant Street/River Road – Addition of left turn lanes and crosswalks
5. Pleasant Street (River to Stanwood) – Addition of two-way center left turn lane
6. Pleasant Street/Mill Street – Reconstruct to include two left turn lanes onto Mill Street and
two right turn lanes off Mill Street, with a dedicated turn phase for Stanwood Street.
7. Five possible connector roads
8. Review of possible two-lane conversion of the one-way portion of Pleasant Street.

The projects listed in bold above are those that would likely be the most impactful to the corridor
and would potentially be eligible for funding through the MaineDOT.
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Next Steps
Two-Way Conversion Study
Recognizing that several downtown planning efforts both for the Town and MaineDOT could be
impacted by the outcome of the two-way conversion study, Town Staff has negotiated with
MaineDOT to complete the two way conversion study as part of this current project. The
conversion study is currently anticipated to be completed by the end of 2021.

Intersection Improvement Projects
Town Staff recently met with representatives from the MaineDOT Planning Office to review the
recommended projects and discuss what funding mechanisms may be available to begin
implementing the projects. At the meeting the three intersection projects listed above were
discussed and MaineDOT indicated willingness to participate in the funding of the projects through
a phased approach. Based on the study completed the priority order of the projects would be:
1. Pleasant Street/Mill Street
2. Pleasant Street/River Road
3. Pleasant Street/Church Road

To be eligible for funding, MaineDOT requires a letter of commitment from the Town as well as a
resolution indicating that the Town will proceed with the design as shown conceptually in the
Pleasant Street Corridor Study. Project agreements with the state require that construction be
completed within 10 years of the agreement, or the Town will be responsible for all costs incurred
for the project. These projects will require a 20% match from the municipality, a summary of the
anticipated costs for the three projects is summarized below, please note that these number include
design and construction, but do not include right of way acquisition.
Location
Church Road
River Road
Mill Street
Total

Fed/State (80%)
$ 880,000
$1,040,000
$1,680,000
$3,600,000

Town (20%)
$220,000
$260,000
$420,000
$900,000

Total
$1,100,000
$1,300,000
$2,100,000
$4,500,000
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TOWN OF BRUNSWICK, MAINE
TOWN COUNCIL
A Resolution Endorsing the Pleasant Street Corridor Study Recommendations
and Proceeding with Intersection Improvements at Mill Street, River Road, and Church Road
WHEREAS, for decades, Pleasant Street, especially the section between Interstate 295 (I-295) and Mill
Street, being Route One, has been and continues to be heavily trafficked, often resulting in substantial
traffic congestion; and
WHEREAS, the intersections of Pleasant Street with Church and River Roads, along with the
intersection at Mill and Stanwood Street, have had minor improvements over the years; and
WHEREAS, in 2014, the Town purchased the former Cumberland Farms parcel located at the corner of
Pleasant Street and Mill Street to facilitate improvements to the Stanwood and Mill intersection; and
WHEREAS, following public hearings in 2019, the proposed improvements to the intersection at Mill
and Stanwood Street were not considered adequate to accommodate pass-through and local traffic; and
WHEREAS, in response to comments raised at the public hearings, MaineDOT proposed conducting a
study of the entire Pleasant Street corridor with the goal of producing comprehensive recommendations
for the corridor; and
WHEREAS, the Town and MaineDOT entered into a Planning Partnership Initiative (PPI) to complete a
more comprehensive review; and
WHEREAS, the Pleasant Street Corridor PPI, including potential future project funding, has been
included in the Town’s Capital Improvement Program since 2020; and
WHEREAS, in 2021 a draft report containing recommendations for the corridor was produced by the
Town’s consulting traffic engineer, TY Lin; and
WHEREAS, based on the comments received during a July 2021 public hearing on the draft report and
recommendations, the Town and MaineDOT have determined that improvements to the Stanwood and
Mill intersection, including improvements to Mill Street, along with intersection improvements at River
and Church Roads, are the highest funding priority; and
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that in cooperation with MaineDOT, the Town Council
endorses proceeding with the preliminary design of the intersection of Pleasant Street/Mill Street,
Pleasant Street/River Road, and Pleasant Street/Church Road. In endorsing the project, the Town Council
recognizes that the Town of Brunswick could be responsible for 100% of the preliminary engineering and
related costs should the Town decide not to proceed with the project without good cause.

Proposed to Town Council – October 4, 2021
Adopted by Town Council -

Prepared for:

Town of Brunswick and
Maine Department of Transportation

D R A FT
FINAL REPORT

P L E A S A N T S T R E E T CO R R I D O R T R A N S P O R TAT I O N S T U DY
JULY 22 2021
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The Town of Brunswick in collaboration with the Maine Department of
Transportation (MaineDOT) is undertaking a transportation study of
Pleasant Street from the I-295/Route 1 area to Maine Street. The study
objective is to conduct an analysis of potential improvement strategies to
improve congestion and safety along the corridor without significant
widening of Pleasant Street. The study will review and make
recommendations on access management, frontage roads, changes to lane
configuration, additions to the roadway grid, traffic signal modifications,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and the impacts of the proposed
improvements to level of service and safety.

Study Area
The study area, as depicted in Figure 1.1, includes Pleasant Street from the
I-295/Route 1 area to Maine Street. The Study includes the Church Road,
River Road/Webster Street, Mill Street/Stanwood Street, Union Street and
Maine Street intersections.

Existing Conditions Summary
An evaluation of existing transportation conditions was performed and
determined the following:
There are several High Crash Locations in the study area including:


The Lombard Street, Mill Street and Cushing Street intersections. And
the roadway segments between Church Road and Lavallee Avenue and
Webster Street to Summer Street.

Several of the study area intersections have mobility issues including:



o



Movements on Pleasant Street operate with long delays and
are related to lanes that are shared with turn movements.
Vehicle queues are very long on the eastbound Pleasant Street
approach during the PM Peak Hour.

Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street
o



Figure 1.1 Study Area

Pleasant Street/Church Road
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Pleasant Street/Union Street
o

All movements operate with little delay and vehicle queuing is
not problematic.

Pleasant Street/Maine Street

This intersection has movements that operate at failing levels
of service. Additionally, the eastbound Pleasant Street vehicle
queue is extremely long.



From a SimTraffic modeling perspective, this intersection
operates at acceptable levels of service. The Mill Street rightturn movement does have a long queue. The simulation does
indicate that the vehicle flow rate is constrained by poor
operating conditions at the River Road/Webster Street

There are no formal bicycle facilities within the study area.

Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street
o

intersection. Accordingly, greater delay would be expected if
that constraint was eliminated.

o

Some delay and queueing are modeled on Maine Street, but in
general the intersection operates at an acceptable level of
service.

Pleasant Street (Route 1) is classified as Other Principal Arterial with a
Highway Priority Classification of 1 and is a highway of statewide
significance carrying local, regional and statewide traffic.

Purpose and Need Statement
The purpose of the proposed action is to develop a transportation system
that will accommodate both local and regional traffic to improve safety,
mobility and accessibility for all modes of transportation. The
recommended alternative will most effectively mitigate safety and
congestion issues at study area intersections without significant roadway
widening. The recommended alternative will improve accessibility to and
from Maine Street and adjoining neighborhoods. It will be supported by
reasonably available local, state, and federal funding.

Public Outreach
This study included several opportunities for public feedback at three
public meetings and directly communicating with Town staff. A brief
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summary of these meetings are provided as follows with all public
comments noted in the Appendix.

2. Draft Study Objective / Purpose

Study Team Meetings

4. Performance Measures

There were several Study Team meetings during the conduct of the study.
The Study Team comprised of the following:

3. Study Scope of Work
5. Existing Conditions Summary

Martin Rooney MaineDOT

6. Alternative Concepts

Ed Hanscom

MaineDOT

7. Schedule

Steve Landry

MaineDOT

8. Public Feedback

John Eldridge

Town of Brunswick

Ryan Barnes

Town of Brunswick

Public Meeting #3

Ryan Leighton

Town of Brunswick

Pending

Matt Pelletier

Town of Brunswick

Alternatives Analysis

Tom Errico

T.Y. Lin International

Shawn Davis

T.Y. Lin International

The following provides a summary of impacts and costs associated with
the improvement alternatives presented in Section 4. As a corridor study
versus an intersection study the recommendations are not mutually
exclusive.

Public Meeting #1 September 9, 2020
This was a virtual meeting and involved limited attendance. The purpose of
the meeting was to present the purpose and scope of the study. It was
intended to be an initial meeting to gain feedback on concerns and
suggestions for improvements.
Agenda
1. Introductions

4. Performance Measures

Pleasant Street/I-295 Ramps/Route 1
Only one alternative was considered, and it consists of implementing a
roundabout.

Roundabout
Traffic Operations / Safety




5. Existing Conditions Summary
6. Schedule
7. Public Feedback

Public Meeting #2 February 22, 2021
This was a virtual meeting and involved excellent attendance. The purpose
of the meeting was to present future base line conditions and present
some improvement concepts for feedback.
Agenda
1. Introductions
Page | 3



Bicycle safety would be improved with the calming effect of a
roundabout.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $5,100,000.

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Recommendation

2. Draft Study Objective / Purpose
3. Study Scope of Work

Bicycle and Pedestrian

Level of service – Capacity and mobility are not issues at this
location. The intersection currently operates at good levels of
service and would operate well with a roundabout. High vehicle
speeds are the greatest problem.
Reduction in crashes – This location is not a High Crash Location,
but construction of a roundabout would be expected to provide
safer conditions.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – no impacts are expected.
Number of lots impacted – no impacts are expected, although
access will be impacted to some properties.
ROW acquisition – no right-of-way acquisition is required.

Environmental Resource Impact


A review of significant plant, wildlife, water, and historic resources
were reviewed. Nothing of significance was identified as a
potential concern.



The construction of a roundabout is not an immediate need and
should be a consideration in future planning efforts and
development plans in the intersection area.

Pleasant Street/Church Road
Two alternatives were reviewed and consisted of adding turn lanes on
Pleasant Street and a roundabout. The roundabout was eliminated due to
impacts and its inability to provide acceptable mobility. Both included
constructing a connector road to McDonald’s and Amato’s as a fourth leg
to the traffic signal.

Intersection Safety and Capacity Improvements with Left-Turn Lanes
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – Acceptable levels of service will be provided.
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved,
particularly with access management improvements and
construction of Connector Road 1.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted - 0
Number of lots impacted - 4
ROW acquisition – 4,200SF +/- (7 feet maximum widening of ROW)

Environmental Resource Impact


A review of significant plant, wildlife, water, and historic resources
were reviewed. Nothing of significance was identified as a
potential concern with the exception of the stream behind
Cumberland Farms, which is not expected to be significantly
impacted.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Intersection improvements include replacement of the traffic
signal and thus pedestrian conditions will be improved. Little
improvement in bicycle conditions is expected.
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Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $1,100,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Recommendation
Based upon the impacts of a roundabout and that it does not fully improve
mobility at the intersection, the widening alternative is recommended.

Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street

Recommendation
Based upon the impacts of a roundabout and that it does not fully improve
mobility the intersection widening alternative is recommended.

Pleasant Street/Stanwood Street/Mill Street
Two alternatives were reviewed and consisted of adding lanes/capacity to
the intersection and a roundabout. The roundabout was eliminated due to
its inability to provide acceptable mobility.



Intersection Safety and Capacity Improvements with Left-Turn Lanes
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – Acceptable levels of service will be provided.
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved,
with reduced congestion and the provision of turn lanes.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted - 0
Number of lots impacted - 10
ROW acquisition – 6,000 SF +/- (7 feet maximum widening of
ROW)

Environmental Resource Impact


A review of significant plant, wildlife, water, and historic resources
were reviewed. Nothing of significance was identified as a
potential concern with the exception of impacts to Riverside
Cemetery property.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Intersection improvements include replacement of the traffic
signal and thus pedestrian conditions will be improved. Little
improvement in bicycle conditions is expected.

Level of service – Acceptable levels of service will be provided.
This alternative also assumes traffic from Stanwood Street to River
Road will not have to merge with Mill Street southbound traffic
(traffic on Mill Street will be stopped).
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted - 0
Number of lots impacted - 9
ROW acquisition – 17,000 SF +/-

Environmental Resource Impact


There are some historic properties in this area that will need
review. Additionally, any widening on or near Mill Street will need
to consider impacts to the Androscoggin River.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


A crosswalk will be added to the Mill Street approach and the
traffic signal was assumed to stop all conflicting traffic.
Accordingly, pedestrian improvements are expected.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $2,100,000

The planning-level cost estimate is $1,300,000.

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.
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Two-Way
Traffic Operations / Safety




Level of service – Minor increases in delay can be expected, but
speeds would be expected to be reduced. Intersection capacity
can be expected to be reduced at the Stanwood Street/Mill Street
and Maine Street intersections.
Reduction in crashes – Crashes at Cushing Street would be
expected to be improved by eliminating lane change
opportunities.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – No impact.
Number of lots impacted - No impact.
ROW acquisition – No impact.

Environmental Resource Impact


There are some historic properties in this area that will need
review.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Improvement would be expected due to lower traffic speeds.

Cost


A cost was not estimated given this Alternative is recommended
for future study.

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Cost


Two alternatives were reviewed and consisted of a two-way conversion
and maintaining one-way flow and eliminating one travel lane and adding
a bike lane.

Intersection Safety and Capacity Improvements with Added Lanes
Traffic Operations / Safety

Two alternatives were reviewed and consisted of adding turn lanes on
Pleasant Street and a roundabout. The roundabout was eliminated due to
impacts and its inability to provide acceptable mobility.




Pleasant Street/Stanwood Street to Maine Street

Recommendation
Based upon the impacts of a roundabout and that it does not fully improve
mobility the intersection widening alternative is recommended.

One-Way Enhanced
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – No change in level of service is expected.
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved
due to slower speeds.

Land Use Impact


Number of buildings impacted – No impacts.

Pleasant Street Corridor Transportation Study | Draft Final Report




Number of lots impacted – No impacts.
ROW acquisition – No impacts.

Environmental Resource Impact


There are some historic properties in this area that will need
review.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Significant improvement in bicycle conditions is expected with the
introduction of a bicycle lane.

Cost







The planning-level cost estimate is $850,000.

Purpose and Need
The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Westminster Street Connector Road “2”
Traffic Operations / Safety


Recommendation
Based upon the analysis it is recommended that the One-Way Enhanced
Alternative be implemented. A detailed Two-way Conversion Study should
be considered in the future. If the Stanwood Street/Mill Street
intersection is improved, those improvements would not be significantly
impacted by a potential two-way conversion and the safety/capacity
enhancements would be necessary to ensure the intersection works with
the introduction of traffic on westbound Pleasant Street.

Little improvement expected.

Cost

The planning-level cost estimate is $250,000
The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Impacts to the stream behind the properties will need to be
evaluated for impacts and permitting.

Bicycle and Pedestrian



Purpose and Need


Environmental Resource Impact

This connection would have some safety and mobility benefits by
providing relief to the River Road intersection and provide
alternatives to property access.





Number of buildings impacted – none
Number of lots impacted - 2
ROW acquisition – 6,500SF

Environmental Resource Impact


Impacts to the stream behind Westminster Street will need to be
evaluated for impacts and permitting.

Section 4.6 presents the location of connector roadways that may offer
relief to congested intersections, provide improved alternatives for access
to businesses on Pleasant Street and provide bicycle routing options. A
summary of each and associated benefits, impacts and cost are
summarized below.

Bicycle and Pedestrian

Westminster Street Connector Road “1”

Purpose and Need

Traffic Operations / Safety


This connection would have significant safety benefits and would
shift traffic volumes from the two noted restaurants to a newly
constructed driveway opposite Church Road.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – 1
Number of lots impacted - 4
ROW acquisition – 22,500SF
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Some bike connectivity improvements would occur.

Cost



The planning-level cost estimate is $350,000
The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Paul Street Connector Road “3”
Traffic Operations / Safety


This connection would have safety and mobility benefits for
providing connectivity between Church Road Stanwood Street and
providing access opportunities to businesses.

Land Use Impact



Number of buildings impacted – 2
Number of lots impacted - 6

ROW acquisition – 20,000SF

Environmental Resource Impact


Nothing of significance was identified as a potential concern.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Bicycle routing options would be improved.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $1,000,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Turner Street Connector Road “4”
Traffic Operations / Safety


Land Use Impact

New Roadway Connections

This includes construction of a new roadway from Cumberland Farms to
the rear of McDonalds and Amato’s.







The new roadway would be expected to reduce traffic volumes
turning from Stanwood Street to Pleasant Street southbound and
thus would help to relieve congestion. It would particularly provide
a direct routing from Stanwood Street to and from River Road and
thus minimize problems with merge movements from Stanwood
Street to River Road. Land Use Impact
Number of buildings impacted – 3x
Number of lots impacted - 4
ROW acquisition – 14,000SF

Environmental Resource Impact
 Nothing of significance was identified as a potential concern
Bicycle and Pedestrian


Bike connectivity would be enhanced.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $750,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

River Road Connector Road “5”
Traffic Operations / Safety
 The short roadway would connect the Dunkin Donuts parking lot

and River Road and would improve safety and traffic flow between
River Road and Stanwood Street/Mill Street.

Land Use Impact



Number of buildings impacted – 0
Number of lots impacted - 1
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ROW acquisition – 4,900SF

Environmental Resource Impact
Nothing of significance was identified as a potential concern with the
exception of impacts to Riverside Cemetery property.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Little improvement is expected.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $250,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Recommendations
All of the connector roadways have transportation benefits and should be
considered for implementation. We would suggest the following ranking
from an implementation perspective.
1. Turner Street Connector Road 4
2. Westminster Street Connector Road 1
3. River Road Connector Road 5
4. Paul Street Connector Road 3
5. Westminster Street Connector Road 2
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2.0 EXISTING TRANSPORTATION CONDITIONS
2.1 Existing Transportation Studies
The following studies were reviewed for relevant information.





Transportation Feasibility Study – Redevelopment of the Naval
Air Station Brunswick.
Master Plan for Downtown Brunswick & Outer Pleasant Street
Corridor.
Brunswick Bicycle & Pedestrian Improvement Plan.
MaineDOT Preliminary Design Plans WIN 21910.00 – Route 1
(Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street).

2.2 Traffic Volumes
Intersection Turning Movement Traffic Volumes
Intersection turning movement counts were conducted by MaineDOT or
T.Y. Lin International (TYLI) at key locations in the study area. MaineDOT
has a traffic count policy that restrict the collection of traffic volumes
during off-season time periods. In November of 2019, MaineDOT
authorized collection of traffic data at the Pleasant Street intersections
with Maine Street and Union Street (non-Route 1). However, locations
along Route 1 (Mill Street/Stanwood Street, River Road/Webster Street,
and Church Road) were not counted. TYLI utilized older intersection
turning movement volumes and adjusted those volumes according to
automatic traffic recorder counts (ATR) conducted by MaineDOT in 2019.
The following summarizes the location and dates of counts.






Pleasant Street/Maine Street (Tuesday November 12, 2019)
Pleasant Street/Union Street (Tuesday November 12, 2019)
Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street (Wednesday August
10, 2016 and adjusted with 2019 ATR)
Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street (Friday July 21, 2006
and adjusted with 2019 ATR)
Pleasant Street/Church Road (Friday June 21, 2006 and adjusted
with 2019 ATR)

The Existing Weekday AM, and PM peak hour volumes are depicted in
Figure 2.1.
Figure 2.1 Existing Peak Hour Traffic Volumes
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Hourly Traffic Volume Variation
The bar chart summarizes peak hour traffic volume variation within the
study area from 6AM to 8PM. The data was obtained from the MaineDOT
Automatic Traffic Recorder counts conducted in 2019. A few observations
include:






Pleasant Street volumes are consistently high from about 8AM
until 6PM. There is very little variation over the day.
Stanwood Street does exhibit peaking characteristics with a
distinct peak at 8-9AM and 4-5PM.
River Road also exhibits volume peaks. There is a distinct peak at
7-8AM. The afternoon has a steady volume from 3PM to 6PM.
Union Street south of Pleasant Street has volumes that increase
from 8AM and peak around noon and drop off at 6PM.
Church Road volumes peak from 7-8AM and peak in the afternoon
from 2-3PM, although volumes continue to be high until 5pm.
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Roadway Federal Functional Classification
Functional classification is the process by which public streets and
highways are grouped into classes according to the character of service
they are intended to provide based on mobility (arterials provide much
mobility) and access to the highway (local roads provide much access, but
much less mobility). Classifications include Principal Arterial Interstate,
Principal Arterial Other Freeways and Expressways, Other Principal
Arterials, Minor Arterials, Major/urban Collectors, Minor Collectors and
Local Roads.
Pleasant Street (Route 1) is classified as Other Principal Arterial with a
Highway Priority Classification of 1. Church Road, River Road, Union Street
and Pleasant Street east of Mill Street are Major Collectors with a Highway
Priority Classification of 2. Maine Street is classified as a Minor Arterial. All
other study area streets are classified as local roads.
Figure 2.2 shows the Federal Functional Classification of roadways in the
study area.

Figure 2.2 Roadway Functional Classification
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Annual Average Daily Traffic Volumes
Annual Average Daily Traffic Volumes (AADT) for 2019 were
obtained from MaineDOT as depicted on Figure 2.3. AADT is
the total volume of vehicle traffic on a roadway for a year
divided by 365 days. AADT is a useful and simple
measurement of how busy a road is. Pleasant Street
consistently carries about 26,000 vehicles per day between
the I-295/Route 1 ramp area and Mill Street/Stanwood
Street. The volume drops off significantly east of Stanwood
Street where the 2019 AADT was 5,210 vehicles. In terms of
side street traffic (non-Route 1), Church Road has the highest
volume with an AADT of 7,600 vehicles followed by River
Road (5,580 vehicles), Stanwood Street (5,210 vehicles) and
Union Street south of Pleasant Street (4.230 vehicles).

Figure 2.3 2019 Annual Average Daily Traffic Volumes
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2.2 Safety
Crash data was obtained from MaineDOT for the most recent
three-year period (2017-2019). MaineDOT has established criteria
for High Crash Locations (HCL) where an intersection or roadway
segment has 8 or more crashes and a Critical Rate Factor (CRF)
greater than or equal to 1.0 over a three-year period. The CRF is
a comparison of the study locations with other comparable
locations in the State. Figure 2.4 summarizes the High Crash
Locations for intersections and roadway segments for the threeyear period 2017-2019. A summary of each HCL location is
presented as follows (the crash diagrams are based on 2016 to
2018 data).

Figure 2.4 High Crash Locations
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Pleasant Street – From River Road/Webster Street to Lombard Street
This roadway segment had 19 crashes between 2016 and 2018 with a
Critical Rate Factor of 2.36. Most crashes involved turning movements
entering and exiting adjacent land uses. The most common pattern is
associated with lane change maneuvers likely to avoid a vehicle waiting to
turn. Crashes occurred between 8AM and 5PM in daylight. There was no
seasonal crash pattern, but 10 of the 19 crashes occurred in 2017.
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Pleasant Street/Cushing Street
This intersection had 16 crashes between 2016 and 2018 with a Critical
Rate Factor of 4.18 (a very high CRF). Most crashes are related to left-turn
maneuvers from the far right lane on Pleasant Street attempting to turn
onto Cushing Street. There were two crashes involving pedestrians
crossing Cushing Street. The crashes occurred between 8AM and 6PM in
daylight. There was no seasonal pattern and crash rates were steady over
the reported three-year period.
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Pleasant Street/Church Road to Lavallee Avenue
This intersection had 47 crashes between 2016 and 2018 with a Critical
Rate Factor of 4.54. As noted, most crashes involved left-turning vehicles
from the McDonald’s restaurant. Crashes occurred from 6AM to 6PM with
a higher frequency on a Friday. There is a slight increase in crashes in June
and July, but in general crash rates are steady throughout the year.
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Pleasant Street/Lombard Street
This intersection had 20 crashes between 2016 and 2018 with a Critical
Rate Factor of 2.09. Most crashes involved left turns from Pleasant Street
onto Lombard Street. Crashes occurred between 7AM and 6PM and almost
all occurred in daylight. There was a spike in crashes in 2017 (11 crashes)
and had no seasonal pattern.
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Pleasant Street/Lombard Street to Pleasant Street
This intersection had 31 crashes between 2016 and 2018 with a Critical
Rate Factor of 2.90. Many of the crashes involved westbound Pleasant
Street left-turns into abutting developments. Crashes occurred over most
of the day and evening with most in daylight. Most of the crashes occurred
in 2017 (15) and 2018 (10).
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Crashes
A review of MaineDOT data indicates there were three pedestrian crashes
(graphics directly below). One crash occurred west of River Road and two
occurred at the Cushing Street intersection. There were three bicycle
crashes reported in the study area (graphic below to the right). Two bicycle
crashes occurred between River Road and Mill Street, and one occurred
just east of Mill Street.
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2.3 Traffic Mobility
Intersection Capacity Analysis
The standard used to evaluate traffic operating conditions of the
transportation system is referred to as the Level of Service (LOS). This is a
qualitative assessment of the quantitative effect of factors such as speed,
volume of traffic, geometric features, traffic interruptions, delays, and
freedom to maneuver.
Level of Service provides a measurement of the delay experienced at an
intersection because of traffic operations at that intersection. In general,
there are six levels of service: Level of Service A to Level of Service F. The
highest, Level of Service A, describes a condition of free-flow operations
where the effects of incidents are easily absorbed. Level of Service B
describes a state in which maneuverability and speed limits are beginning
to be restricted by other motorists although level of comfort is still high. In
Level of Service C, experienced drivers are still comfortable, but
maneuverability is noticeably restricted. Level of Service D brings noticeable
congestion and driver comfort levels decrease. In Level of Service E,
roadway capacity is reached, and disruptions are much more prevalent –
driver comfort has declined. Finally, Level of Service F is the results of
volumes greater than roadway capacity with congestion and possible
stopped conditions. MaineDOT has determined that Levels of Service A-D
are acceptable conditions for intersections.
The measures of delay for each Level of Service rating for unsignalized and
signalized intersections are found in Table 2.1.
Table 2.1
Level of Service Criteria
LOS Signalized Intersection Unsignalized Intersection

SimTraffic computer models were used to analyze the study intersections.
For SimTraffic, the Trafficware version 10 standard output was used, based
on 5 runs of 60 minutes of simulation. It should be noted that the analysis
is based upon an optimized signal timing scenario as intersections are
currently being retimed. The results are seen in the Table 2.2.
Table 2.2
Existing Intersection Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM
AM
PM 95th%
th
Delay LOS Delay LOS
95 %
Queue
(sec/
(sec/
Queue
(feet)
veh)
veh)
(feet)
Pleasant Street/Church Road

B

32.8

C

49

72

Webster Right

8.8

A

16.1

B

*

*

Overall

14.2

B

90.0

F

Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street
Pleasant EB Left

23.3

C

35.5

D

434

738

Pleasant EB
Through

15.3

B

20.1

C

295

533

Pleasant EB Right

12.5

B

16.6

B

*

*

Stanwood Left

18.6

B

28.4

C

155

284

Stanwood
Through

20.6

C

31.0

C

*

*

Stanwood Right

13.7

B

24.2

C

*

*

Mill Left

18.5

B

17.4

B

102

206

Mill Through

16.2

B

21.8

C

*

*

Mill Right

10.6

B

18.3

B

238

497

Overall

15.9

B

24.5

C

7.8

A

71.5

E

176

1221

Pleasant EB Right

5.0

A

66.5

E

179

1217

Pleasant WB Left

64.6

E

51.8

D

345

292

Pleasant WB
Through

15.4

C

16.8

B

326

282

Church Left

29.8

D

29.4

C

167

203

Pleasant Street/Union Street

Church Right

6.8

A

22.4

C

60

149

Pleasant Left

6.7

A

8.7

A

89

117

Overall

16.8

B

43.4

D

Pleasant Through

6.3

A

8.9

A

*

*

Pleasant Right

5.2

A

6.6

A

93

104

Union NB
Through

8.3

A

7.8

A

68

77

Union NB Right

4.2

A

3.7

A

*

*

Union SB Left

8.0

A

8.7

A

*

*

Union SB
Through

8.1

A

7.7

A

58

90

Overall

6.2

A

7.7

A

Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street
Pleasant EB Left

46.7

D

253.7

F

261

2105

Pleasant EB
Through

16.9

B

182.9

F

258

2114

≤10 sec

≤10 sec

B

10–20 sec

10–15 sec

Pleasant EB Right

10.6

B

168.7

F

*

*

C

20–35 sec

15–25 sec

Pleasant WB Left

29.8

C

33.4

C

119

134

D

35–55 sec

25–35 sec

10.2

B

9.6

A

246

144

E

55–80 sec

35–50 sec

Pleasant WB
Through

F

>80 sec

>50 sec

Pleasant WB
Right

7.4

A

8.3

A

61

87

River Left

21.0

C

35.2

D

150

164

River Through

15.7

B

28.0

C

78

84

River Right

9.0

A

13.2

B

*

*

Webster Left

18.7

B

31.2

C

*

*
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19.1

Pleasant EB
Through

A

Queue represents the distance of vehicles waiting at the stop bar for the
light to change. Most commonly reported is the 95th percentile queue, in
other words the queue that will not be exceeded 95% of the time. A vehicle
length of 20 feet can be used to visualize the queues. While it does not
impact the level of service directly, it is another measure of the
effectiveness of the intersection.

Webster Through

Pleasant Street/Maine Street
Pleasant Left

10.9

B

10.7

B

72

99

Pleasant Through

2.8

A

11.5

B

96

120

Pleasant Right

4.6

A

4.5

A

82

78

Maine NB
Through

19.3

B

18.1

B

140

172
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Maine NB Right

4.4

A

6.0

A

80

130

Maine SB Left

22.2

C

31.9

C

144

220

Maine SB
Through

19.2

B

23.0

C

82

183

Overall

13.1

B

15.6

B

Pleasant Street/Church Road
Movements on Pleasant Street operate with long delays and are related to
lanes that are shared with turn movements. Vehicle queues are very long
on the eastbound Pleasant Street approach during the PM Peak Hour.

Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street
This intersection has movements that operate at failing levels of service.
Additionally, the eastbound Pleasant Street vehicle queue is extremely
long.

Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street
From a SimTraffic modeling perspective, this intersection operates at
acceptable levels of service. The Mill Street right-turn movement does
have a long queue. The simulation does indicate that the vehicle flow rate
is constrained by poor operating conditions at the River Road/Webster
Street intersection. Accordingly, greater delay would be expected if that
constraint was eliminated.

Pleasant Street/Union Street
All movements operate with little delay and vehicle queuing is not
problematic.

Pleasant Street/Maine Street
Some delay and queueing are modeled on Maine Street, but in general the
intersection operates at an acceptable level of service.

2.4 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities
There are no formal bicycle facilities within the study area. Figure 2.5
depicts pedestrian facilities in the study area including sidewalks and
crosswalks.

2.5 Existing Intersection/Roadway Conditions
A field investigation of the study area roadways was performed and the
following documents existing conditions. Figure 2.6 depicts existing
roadway widths at key locations.
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Figure 2.5 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Pleasant Street/Church Road

Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street

The intersection of Pleasant Street and Church Road is a four-way
signalized intersection. Eastbound Pleasant Street has four lanes
consisting of one through-left lane, one through-right lane, and two
departure lanes. The width of said approach is approximately 63 feet
wide. Westbound Pleasant Street is also four lanes: one through/left lane,
one through/right lane, and two departure lanes, and is 55 feet wide.
Church Road consists of three lanes, one left turning lane, one right
turning lane, and one departure lane. The width of all three lanes on this
approach is 100 feet. Cumberland Farms has a driveway opposite Church
Road. Sidewalks are located on both sides of Pleasant Street, as well as
along the eastern edge of Church Road. There is no on-street parking in
the area. No crosswalks are present on any of the approaches of this
intersection.

This intersection is a four-way signalized intersection. Eastbound Pleasant
Street is comprised of four lanes with a through/left lane, a through/right
lane, and two departure lanes. The width of this approach is 61 feet.
Westbound Pleasant Street has five lanes including a right-turn lane, a
through lane, a through/left lane, and two departure lanes. All which
accounts for a total width of 60 feet from curb to curb. Southbound River
Road consists of three lanes: a through/right lane, a left-turn lane, and a
departure lane. The width of the southbound River Road approach is 91
feet. Webster Street has two lanes, and a width of 32 feet. Sidewalks are
provided on both sides of Pleasant Street, whereas River Road has one
sidewalk at the edge of the through-right lane, and Webster Street has no
sidewalks. Crosswalks are present on eastbound Pleasant Street, River
Road, and Webster Street. Pedestrian phases are activated by a
pushbutton. No on-street parking is permitted.
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Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street
This intersection is a four-way signalized intersection. Eastbound Pleasant
Street contains four lanes: a through/right lane, a left-turn lane, and two
departure lanes. All four lanes account for a width of 60 feet. Southbound
Mill Street consists of three lanes including a channelized right-turn lane, a
through/left lane, and a departure lane. The approach has a total width of
101 feet. Northbound Stanwood Street has three lanes with a
through/right lane, a left lane, and a departure lane. The width of
northbound Stanwood Street is 52 feet. Sidewalks are provided on both
sides of Pleasant Street, both sides of Stanwood Street, and the western
side of Mill Street. One crosswalk is available at this intersection, and it is
located across Stanwood Street. Pedestrian phases are activated by a push
button. Immediately east of this intersection, Pleasant Street becomes a
one-way roadway with sidewalks on both sides and on-street parking is
permitted along the northern side of the roadway.

Pleasant Street/Union Street
This intersection is a four-way signalized intersection. Eastbound Pleasant
Street has two lanes with a through/right lane, and a through/left lane,
and a width of 41 feet. Both northbound and southbound Union Street
consist of two lanes, and both are 34 feet wide. The two departure lanes
west of the intersection on Pleasant Street have a width of 40 feet from
curb to curb. Sidewalks are present on both sides of all four approaches
except for southbound Union Street which solely has a sidewalk on its
westward edge. Crosswalks are present on all four approaches. The
pedestrian phase is exclusive activated by a push button. On-street
parking is permitted on the south side of eastbound Pleasant Street
approach as well as the northern edge of Pleasant Street directly after the
intersection.

Figure 2.6 Existing Roadway Widths

Pleasant Street/Maine Street
This intersection is a four-way signalized intersection. Pleasant Street is
comprised of three lanes: a right-turn lane, a through/left lane, and a leftturn lane. The width of all three lanes is 50 feet. Southbound Maine Street
has four lanes: a through lane, a through/left lane, and two departure
lane. The width of this approach is 90 feet. Northbound Maine Street
consists of four lanes including a through/right lane, a through lane, and
two departure lanes all adding up to a width of 86 feet. Sidewalks exist on
both sides of all three approaches. Crosswalks are present on the Pleasant
Street and southbound Maine Street approaches. On-street parking is
permitted on both sides of the southbound Maine Street approach.

Page | 20

Pleasant Street Corridor Transportation Study | Draft Final Report

2.6 Access Management Conditions
Existing access management deficiencies within the study area were
generally identified following a review of Brunswick and MaineDOT
standards. An assessment of existing driveway conditions was performed
and consisted of reviewing: the number of driveways for each property; the
width of driveways; the spacing of driveways; and how close driveways are
to intersections (corner clearance). The purpose of access management is
to provide vehicular access to land development in a manner that preserves
the safety and efficiency of a transportation system.
MaineDOT Standards
Entrance Spacing Standards
Table 2.3 defines entrance spacing standards according to speed limits.
Table 2.3: MaineDOT Entrance Spacing Standards
Posted Speed (mph)

Entrance Separation (ft)

25 or less

Not applicable

30

Not applicable

35

Not applicable

40

175

45

265

50

350

55 or more

525

Given that all roadways in the study area have regulatory speed limits of
less than 40 mph, this standard does not apply. I would note that
maintaining reasonable separation is appropriate. Some driveways on
State Road have little separation.
Arterial Corner Clearance
The minimum corner clearance for an entrance onto Arterials must be 125
feet.
Number of Entrances
Except for forestry management and farming activities, lots on Arterials will
be limited to one two-way or two one-way entrances. Most lots comply with
this standard.
Entrance Width
If 30% or less of the traffic projected to use the proposed entrance will be
larger vehicles, the width of a two-way entrance within the highway right of
way must be between 22 and 30 feet inclusive. If more than 30% of the
traffic projected to use the proposed entrance will be heavy vehicles, the
width of a two-way entrance within the highway right of way must be
between 30 and 42 feet.
Town of Brunswick Standards
Minimum Distance between Curb Cuts
(1) Except as otherwise provided in this Subsection, curb cuts along a street
into a development that will generate over 500 vehicle trips per day, as
determined by Institute of Traffic Engineers (ITE) standards, shall be spaced
in accordance with the minimum distance shown as follows.
Minimum Distance Between Curb Cuts Speed Limit Along Street Frontage
(miles per hour) Minimum Distance (feet)
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20mph 85 feet
25mph 105 feet







30mph 125 feet
35mph 150 feet
40mph 185 feet
45mph 230 feet
50mph 275 feet

(2) The Review Authority may approve development with curb cuts that do
not comply with the minimums in Table 4.8.2.A above on making any of the
following findings, provided that the street Level of Service within 200 feet
of the proposed curb cut is not reduced: a. It is demonstrated that the
development would have an equal or lesser number of vehicle trips per day
than any existing use or use that has occurred on the property during the
past five (5) years. b. The development would reduce the number of curb
cuts that currently exists within the minimum distance. c. The development
would consolidate curb cuts for one (1) or more adjacent parcels. B.
Common Driveways
(1) Driveways on adjoining lots may be combined as common driveways
where necessary to reduce the number of curb cuts and/or provide safe
road access points. (2) Where common driveways serve lots in separate
ownership, an access agreement, approved by the Review Authority, shall
be executed and recorded in the Cumberland County Registry of Deeds. The
access agreement shall provide that the common driveway may not be
dedicated to the Town unless the owners bring it into compliance with
applicable Town street standards. (3) Common driveways shared by lots in
residential developments may be unpaved. (4) Common driveways serving
two (2) or more lots in separate ownership shall be named in accordance
with Section 14‐28 (Streets) of the Brunswick Code of Ordinances, as
amended.
Table 2.4 presents existing driveway conditions.
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Table 2.4 – Existing Driveway Conditions
Lot/Business
Condition
A 2 Z Grow Supplies
Number of Curb Cuts (2),Curb Cut Widths (East to West: 62', 85')
Pleasant St/ Nana's Attic
Curb Cut Width (48')
Pleasant St/ Nana's Closet to Enterprise
Distance Between Curb Cuts (7.5')
Enterprise
Number of Curb Cuts (2)
Hacienda Pancho Villa
Number of Curb Cuts (3), Curb Cut Width (furthest from establishment, 38')
Hacienda Pancho Villa to Cumberland Farms
Distance Between Curb Cuts (11')
Cumberland Farms
Number of Curb Cuts (2), Curb Cut Width (East side curb cut, 40')
Cumberland Farms to Aroma Joe's
Distance Between Curb Cuts (135')
North Edge of Pleasant Street
Aroma Joe's
Curb Cut Width (43')
McDonald's
Curb Cut Width (46')
McDonald's to Amato's
Distance Between Curb Cuts (110')
Amato's
Curb Cut Width (38')
Travelers Inn
Curb Cut Width (34')
Travelers Inn to New England Touchless Car Wash
Distance Between Curb Cuts (66')
Pat's Pizza, Armed Forces Center, & ABC Antiques to Dunkin' Donuts & Subway Distance Between Curb Cuts (45')
Modern Pest Services
Number of Curb Cuts (2), Width of Curb Cut (Western Entrance, 35')
US Post Office
Curb Cut Width (33')
Pleasant St/Chevrolet & Mazda
Number of Curb Cuts (3), Curb Cut Widths (East to West: 40', 35', 45')
Pleasant St/ Mazda to Sherwin Williams
Distance Between Curb Cuts (125’)
Pleasant St/ Sherwin Williams
Curb Cut Width (35')
Bodwell Motors
Number of Curb Cuts (2), Curb Cut Widths (50', 90')
Brunswick Ford
Number of Curb Cuts (4), Curb Cut Widths (three from East to West, 44', 38', 20')
South Edge of Pleasant Street
Relax Inn
Number of Curb Cuts (2), Curb Cut Width (East to West: 33', 64')
Shell
Number of Curb Cuts (2)
O'Donoghue's, Primo, & Glass Vaporizers & E-Juice
Curb Cut Width (39')
Brunswick Diner
Curb Cut Width (40')
Wash N' Clean
Number of Curb Cuts (2)
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MaineDOT Deficient Standard
Width and more than 1 driveway
Width
Spacing of driveways
More than 1 driveway
Width and more than 1 driveway
Spacing of driveways
Width and more than 1 driveway
Spacing of driveways
Width
Width
Spacing of driveways
Width
Width
Spacing of driveways
Spacing of driveways
Width and more than 1 driveway
Width
Width and more than 1 driveway
Spacing of driveways
Width
Width and more than 1 driveway
Width and more than 1 driveway
Width and more than 1 driveway
More than 1 driveway
Width
Width
More than 1 driveway
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2.7 Vehicle Speeds
The Brunswick Police Department collected speed data on Pleasant Street
near Cushing Street in October of 2020. The following graphic depicts the
results and as noted the 85th% speed is 8mph above the post speed limit
and the Police Department categorizes this roadway as a High
enforcement rating street.
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3.0 Alternatives for Consideration
Alternatives to be evaluated were identified through a collaborative
process with Town and MaineDOT staff and discussed at the November 16,
2020 Study Team meeting and introduced at the February 2021 Public
Meeting. Alternatives included:

Connector Roadways
Five connector roads were investigated to improve accessibility to
businesses and provide relief to intersections by offering alternative
routing options. The Connectors include:


No-Build
This includes no substantial changes to existing conditions.

Pleasant Street/I-295/Route 1 Roundabout
The NASB Feasibility Study recommended the installation of a roundabout,
and this was evaluated further in this study. Figure 4.2 illustrates the
concept.

Pleasant Street Roadway Configuration (I-295/Route 1 to Mill
Street/Stanwood Street)
To address both safety and mobility deficiencies in the corridor three (3)
general lane configures were considered.




Five lane section with Center Two-way left-turn Lane
Five lane section with combination of turn lane and raised median
Four lane section with median and U-turn provisions

Given the substantial impacts to properties the focus of improvements was
intersection based and presented at each location.

Pleasant Street/Church Road
For this intersection two general improvement alternatives where
evaluated, a roundabout and adding turn lanes on Pleasant Street (see
Figures 4.3 and 4.4).

Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street
For this intersection two general improvement alternatives where
evaluated, a roundabout and adding turn lanes on Pleasant Street (see
Figures 4.5 and 4.6).

Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street
Additional intersection capacity is needed to mitigate severe congestion
and accordingly, additional lanes were investigated. This alternative
included providing two lanes northbound and southbound to and from Mill
Street. Figure 4.7 depicts this alternative. Roundabout configurations were
also evaluated to determine their feasibility.
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Turner Street Connector is similar to Connector “E” from the NASB
Study and includes extending Turner Street from Lombard Street
to Stanwood Street.
Westminster Street Connector “A” is similar to Connector “B” to
Westminster Street from the NASB study and was included as it
may provide access/egress relief for McDonald’s and Amato’s.
Westminster Street Connector “B” is similar to Connector “C”
from the NASB study from Westminster Street to River Road.
Paul Street Connector is similar to Connector “D” from the NASB
study and is included because it is expected to have not only traffic
benefits but bicycle routing benefits. It should be noted that use of
the RR line is no longer an option for a path given the presence of
Amtrak and their facility.
River Road Connector consists of a roadway from the rear parking
area of Dunkin extending to River Road.

Figure 4.8 illustrates the Connector Roadways.

Pleasant Street (Mill Street/Stanwood Street to Maine Street)
Two improvements alternatives were investigated, converting Pleasant
Street to a two-way street and a second alternative maintaining one-way
flow and eliminating a travel lane for bicycle facilities and added on-street
parking. Figures 4.10 through 4.16 present the concepts.

Access Management
A review of existing driveways was performed and recommendations on
changes, including closing, combining, relocating, sharing were identified.
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4.0 Future Traffic Volumes and Analysis
4.1 Future Base Condition (No-Build)
In accordance with MaineDOT guidance 2039 future traffic volumes were
estimated by increasing 2019 volumes by 10% which was based upon the
State Travel Demand Model. Figure 4.1 presents the 2039 AM and PM
traffic volumes. A SimTraffic analysis was performed for the study area
intersections and Table 4.1 presents the results. As noted, all study area
intersections will operate at failing conditions with the exception of the
Union Street and Maine Street intersections.
Table 4.1
2039 No-Build Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM
AM
PM 95th%
Delay LOS Delay LOS
95th%
Queue
(sec/
(sec/
Queue
(feet)
veh)
veh)
(feet)
Pleasant Street/Church Road

River Through

16.9

B

36.6

D

128

117

Pleasant Through

2.8

A

14.0

B

106

128

River Right

13.9

B

17.5

B

*

*

Pleasant Right

5.3

A

5.5

A

88

85

Webster Left

20.4

C

37.2

D

*

*

6.6

A

7.7

B

92

118

D

117

75

Maine NB
Through

Webster Through

25.5

C

36.9

Webster Right

14.0

B

23.8

C

*

*

Maine NB Right

1.8

A

3.5

A

38

69

Overall

22.7

C

137.1

F

Maine SB Left

10.7

A

15.1

B

101

147

Maine SB
Through

7.0

A

9.4

A

51

99

Overall

6.9

A

9.2

A

Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street
Pleasant EB Left

68.4

E

101.2

F

1023

1279

Pleasant EB
Through

32.8

C

52.2

D

789

1181

Pleasant EB Right

31.4

C

49.2

D

*

*

Stanwood Left

77.0

E

264.9

F

194

179

Stanwood
Through

23.6

C

179.0

F

264

1060

Stanwood Right

13.7

B

164.9

F

*

*

Pleasant EB
Through

8.3

A

171.0

F

210

1684

Pleasant EB Right

5.7

A

170.9

F

204

1679

Mill Left

30.0

C

55.5

E

854

1411

Pleasant WB Left

200.1

F

39.5

D

915

256

Mill Through

33.2

C

50.6

D

*

*

Pleasant WB
Through

43.7

D

14.1

B

873

264

Mill Right

42.0

D

90.0

F

1190

1210

Overall

47.5

D

105.6

F

Church Left

43.7

D

50.9

D

226

495

Pleasant Street/Union Street

Church Right

8.7

A

60.7

E

117

255

Pleasant Left

7.0

A

10.4

B

112

132

Overall

30.6

C

87.9

F

Pleasant Through

7.8

A

10.0

B

*

*

Pleasant Right

6.4

A

6.9

A

116

125

Union NB
Through

8.6

A

7.3

A

71

81

Union NB Right

3.9

A

3.8

A

*

*

Union SB Left

8.8

A

7.8

A

*

*

Union SB
Through

8.9

A

7.2

A

68

87

Overall

7.3

A

8.1

A

B

12.7

B

80

105

Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street
Pleasant EB Left

71.9

E

368.9

F

568

2263

Pleasant EB
Through

32.8

C

291.8

F

568

2274

Pleasant EB Right

17.1

B

242.6

F

*

*

Pleasant WB Left

35.3

D

41.9

D

140

142

Pleasant WB
Through

12.0

B

11.4

B

147

154

Pleasant WB
Right

8.4

A

8.6

A

73

100

River Left

29.0

C

50.9

D

213

230
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Figure 4.1 2039 Peak Hour Traffic Volumes
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4.2 Pleasant Street/I-295 Ramps/Route 1
In an effort to calm traffic and manage turning movement volumes, a
roundabout is proposed at this location (Figure 4.2). A level of service
analysis was performed, and Table 4.2 presents the results. As indicated
the intersection is projected to operate at an acceptable level of service in
2039. It should be noted that moderate delay is estimated for the Route 1
northbound approach.
Table 4.2
Pleasant Street/I-295 Ramps/Route 1
2039 Build Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM AM 95th% PM 95th%
Delay
LOS
Delay
LOS
Queue
Queue
(sec/veh)
(sec/veh)
(veh)
(veh)
I295 EB
7.6
A
11.5
B
2.8
5.9
I295
WB

0.2

A

0.3

A

0.2

0.3

Route 1
NB

17.5

C

34.0

D

3.2

5.2

Overall

4.9

A

7.9

A

Figure 4.2 Pleasant Street/I-295 Ramps/Route 1 Improvements
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Roundabout

4.3 Pleasant Street/Church Road
Two improvement alternatives were investigated and consisted of
providing turn lanes on Pleasant Street and a roundabout configuration.

Intersection Safety and Capacity Improvements with Left-Turn Lanes
Figure 4.4 presents the improvement concept and generally consists of
providing left-turn lanes on Pleasant Street and formalizing a connection
to Cumberland Farms, McDonald’s and Amato’s. Traffic volumes were
modified to account for traffic by the noted businesses. Following this
change the intersection would be expected to see reduced congestion (see
Table 4.3). In conjunction with the improvements, raised islands would be
installed on Pleasant Street restricting access and thus mitigating safety
problems.
Table 4.4
Pleasant Street/Church Road
Left Lanes on Pleasant and Connector Road
2039 Build Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM
AM
PM 95th%
th
Delay LOS Delay LOS
95 %
Queue
(sec/
(sec/
Queue
(feet)
veh)
veh)
(feet)
Pleasant EB Left
46.1
D
49.8
D
158
242

A roundabout intersection configuration was investigated and as noted in
Table 4.5, some movements will operate poorly. Figure 4.3 was prepared
to depict the approximate impact area assuming a two-lane roundabout.
Based upon both property impacts and poor operating conditions, a
roundabout was eliminated from consideration.

Table 4.5
Pleasant Street/Church Road
Roundabout
2039 Build Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM
AM
PM 95th%
th
Delay LOS Delay LOS
95 %
Queue
(sec/
(sec/
Queue
(veh)
veh)
veh)
(veh)
Pleasant EB
9.7
A
10.9
B
3.4
4.9
Through
Pleasant EB Right

11.2

B

13.3

B

4.5

6.9

Pleasant EB
Through

23.6

C

23.9

C

322

417

Pleasant WB Left

11.7

B

13.4

B

4.6

5.7

Pleasant
Through/Right

22.5

C

23.6

C

315

404

Pleasant WB
Through

14.2

B

17.1

C

6.4

8.3

Pleasant WB Left

43.5

D

49.7

D

221

147

Church Left

23.5

C

103.4

F

4.4

16.0

Pleasant WB
Through

20.6

C

22.4

C

311

368

Church Right

13.2

A

31.2

D

1.8

5.3

Overall

12.9

B

22.0

C

Pleasant WB
Through/Right

21.8

C

26.2

C

334

390

Church
Left/Through

38.3

D

40.8

D

242

277

Church Right

6.9

A

12.8

B

117

146

Connector
Left/Through

30.4

D

31.5

C

126

153

Connector Right

7.8

A

8.5

A

46

41

Overall

24.8

C

26.0

D
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Figure 4.3 Pleasant Street/Church Road Roundabout Coverage Area
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Figure 4.4 Pleasant Street/Church Road Improvements
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4.4 Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street
Two improvement alternatives were investigated and consisted of
providing turn lanes on Pleasant Street and a roundabout configuration.

Intersection Safety and Capacity Improvements with Left-Turn Lanes
Table 4.6 presents the improvements anticipated with adding left-turn
lanes on Pleasant Street (see Figure 4.5). Traffic analysis assumed
Connector Road 4 on Stanwood Street is constructed. As noted, the
intersection will operate at acceptable levels of service with the added
capacity.
Table 4.6
Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street
Left Lanes on Pleasant and Turner Connector Road
2039 Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM
AM
PM 95th%
th
Delay LOS Delay LOS
95 %
Queue
(sec/
(sec/
Queue
(feet)
veh)
veh)
(feet)
Pleasant EB Left
35.3
C
41.1
D
47
123

Based upon both property impacts and poor operating conditions, a
roundabout was eliminated from consideration.
Table 4.7
Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street
Roundabout
2039 Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM
AM
Delay LOS Delay LOS
95th%
(sec/
(sec/
Queue
veh)
veh)
(veh)
Pleasant EB Left
13.5
B
18.0
C
5.3
Pleasant EB
Through

PM 95th%
Queue
(veh)
9.2

*

*

*

*

*

*

Pleasant EB Right

13.9

B

20.1

C

6.0

11.5

Pleasant WB Left

9.5

A

13.7

B

3.7

6.6

Pleasant WB
Through

*

*

*

*

*

*

Pleasant WB
Right

9.9

A

14.9

B

4.3

8.1

River Left

51.5

F

26.7

D

10.2

3.8

*

*

*

*

*

*

Pleasant EB
Through

13.5

B

16.8

B

224

264

Pleasant EB
Through/Right

14.1

B

17.5

B

221

262

Pleasant WB Left

28.4

C

37.2

D

10

38

River Right

12.0

B

11.0

B

0.9

04

Pleasant WB
Through

16.1

B

18.0

B

315

488

Webster Left

15.2

C

22.7

C

0.4

0.9

*

*

*

*

*

*

Pleasant WB
Through/Right

17.4

B

22.2

C

255

466

Webster Right

11.0

B

14.6

B

0.0

0.1

River Left

27.9

C

36.7

D

101

152

Overall

15.5

C

17.3

C

River
Through/Right

31.9

C

34.5

C

121

159

Webster
Left/TH/Right

12.2

B

11.8

B

119

72

Overall

17.4

B

20.7

C

Webster Through

Roundabout
A roundabout intersection configuration was investigated and as noted in
Table 4.7, some movements will operate poorly. Figure 4.6 was prepared
to depict the approximate impact area assuming a two-lane roundabout.
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Figure 4.6 Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street Roundabout Coverage Area
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Figure 4.5 Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street Improvements

Page | 31

Pleasant Street Corridor Transportation Study | Draft Final Report

4.5 Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street

Mill Right

4.0

A

Two improvement alternatives were investigated and consisted of
providing additional vehicle capacity and a roundabout configuration.

Overall

16.5

B

Intersection Safety and Capacity Improvements with Added Lanes
Table 4.8 presents the improvements anticipated with providing two leftturn lanes from Pleasant Street to Mill Street and two right-turn lanes from
Mill Street to Pleasant Street (Figure 4.7). As noted, the intersection will
operate at acceptable level of service with the added capacity.
Table 4.8
Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street
Double Left and Right Lanes
2039 Build Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM
AM
PM 95th%
th
Delay LOS
Delay LOS
95 %
Queue
(sec/
(sec/
Queue (feet)
veh)
veh)
(feet)
Pleasant EB Left
12.7
B
18.3
B
182
260
Pleasant EB Left

19.6

B

26.2

C

215

263

Pleasant EB
Through/Right

22.3

C

26.7

C

340

369

Stanwood Left

21.9

C

22.4

C

97

132

Stanwood
Through/Right

25.1

C

27.6

C

114

136

Mill Left/Through

17.8

B

20.3

C

109

67

Mill Right

5.0

A

5.0

A

94

124

Mill Right

3.4

A

4.0

A

94

104

Overall

13.5

B

16.5

B

Roundabout
An evaluation of the roundabout alternative was performed to determine
feasibility from a level of service/capacity perspective. The configuration
consisted of the following and conceptually depicted on this page.




Pleasant EB: Left Lane and Through/Right Lane
Stanwood: Left Lane and Through/Right Lane
Mill: Right By-Pass Lane and Through/Left Lane

A capacity analysis was conducted for the 2039 PM peak hour condition
and as noted in Table 4.9 movements from Stanwood Street will fail.
Accordingly, a roundabout configuration was eliminated.
Table 4.9
Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street
Roundabout
2039 Build Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
PM
PM
PM 95th% Queue
Delay
LOS
(veh)
(sec/veh)
Pleasant EB Left
18.9
C
10.7
Pleasant EB
Through/Right

9.7

A

4.1

Stanwood Left

145.1

F

13.0

Stanwood
Through/Right

29.7

D

3.3

Mill Left/Through

4.2

A

0.2

0

A

0

Mill Right
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Figure 4.7 Pleasant Street/Stanwood Street/Mill Street Improvements
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4.6 New Roadway Connections
Figure 4.8 conceptually illustrates the location of connector roadways that
may offer relief to congested intersections, provide improved alternatives
for access/egress movements to businesses on Pleasant Street and provide
bicycle routing options. A summary of each is provided as follows:

Westminster Street Connector Road “1”
This includes construction of a new roadway from Cumberland Farms to
the rear of McDonalds and Amato’s. This connection would have
significant safety benefits and would shift traffic volumes from the two
noted restaurants to a newly constructed driveway opposite Church Road.
It should be noted that topography does limit space for the roadway and
impacts to parking areas is likely. It is unlikely a full connection to
Westminster Street can be constructed. This road will also include
land/business acquisition. Assuming only right-in/out movements would
be permitted from McDonalds and Amato’s traffic volumes would be
expected to increase at the Church Road intersection. The analysis
included in Section 4.3 accounts for the increased traffic volume.

Westminster Street Connector Road “2”
This includes connecting Westminster Street to River Road. It would
provide additional relief to the Pleasant Street/River Road intersection and
allow vehicles to access the River Road traffic signal. This road has
challenges in respect to property impacts near River Road.

Paul Street Connector Road “3”
Connector 3 has traffic benefits but also for bicycle routing use. It should
be noted that use of the RR line is no longer an option for a path given the
presence of Amtrak and their facility.

Turner Street Connector Road “4”

This includes extending Turner Street from Lombard Street to Stanwood
Street. The new roadway would be expected to reduce traffic volumes
turning from Stanwood Street to Pleasant Street southbound and thus
would help to relieve congestion. It would provide a direct routing from
Stanwood Street to and from River Road and thus minimize problems with
merge movements from Stanwood Street to River Road. Property
acquisition would be required to construct this road.

River Road Connector Road “5”
This short roadway would connect the Dunkin Donuts parking lot and River
Road and would provide safety and traffic flow benefits between River
Road and Stanwood Street/Mill Street. Parking lots would need to be
reconfigured with this road.
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Figure 4.8 Proposed Connector Roads
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4.7 Pleasant Street between Mill/Stanwood and Maine Street
Two improvements alternatives were investigated, converting Pleasant
Street to a two-way street and a second alternative that maintains oneway flow and eliminates a travel lane for bicycle facilities and added onstreet parking.

4.7.1 Two-Way Conversion
Figure 4.9 presents 2039 traffic volumes during the AM and PM peak
hours. Note that these are approximate estimates and detailed travel
demand modeling will be needed for future studies. A level of service
analysis was performed at the Pleasant Street intersections with Stanwood
Street/Mill Street, Union Street and Maine Street. Table 4.10 notes that
significant degradation in level of service is not expected. Figures 4.10
through 4.12 present the Two-Way concept.
Table 4.10
Pleasant Street Two-Way Conversion
2039 Level of Service Comparison
Scenario
AM
AM
PM
Delay
LOS
Delay
(sec/veh)
(sec/veh)
Pleasant Street/Mill Street/Stanwood Street

PM
LOS

2039 No-Build
2039 Build
(two lanes to and from North)

47.5
14.5

D
B

105.6
18.1

F
B

2039 Two-Way Pleasant

19.5

B

26.4

C

2039 No-Build

7.3

A

8.1

A

2039 Two-Way Pleasant

12.9

B

17.1

B

2039 No-Build

6.9

A

9.2

A

2039 Two-Way Pleasant

13.1

B

23.8

C

Pleasant Street/Union Street

Pleasant Street/Maine Street

Based upon the feasibility analysis detailed study should be programmed
to evaluate design level details and impacts with a comprehensive public
engagement process.
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Figure 4.9 2039 Two-Way Peak Hour Traffic Volumes
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Figure 4.10 Two-Way Alternative Concept
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Figure 4.11 Two-Way Alternative Concept
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Figure 4.12 Two-Way Alternative Concept
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4.7.2 One -Way Street Modification



An evaluation of changing or repurposing the lanes on Pleasant Street to
allow for a bicycle lane, calm traffic speeds and increase on-street parking
by converting parallel spaces to diagonal was investigated. Figures 4.13
through 4.16 illustrate the concept. Tables 4.11 and 4.12 present level of
service information at the Union Street and Maine Street intersection. The
following describes the details of the concept and pros/cons of the change.
From a traffic capacity perspective, eliminating one travel lane will
have little impact on traffic mobility. Left-turn lanes will be
provided at Cushing Street and Union Street and the Maine Street
approach will provide a single left/through lane and a dedicated
right lane (or the approach can remain unchanged, and the bike
lane would be terminated). As noted, the intersections will
operate with little delay.
 A buffered bicycle lane will be provided on the east side from the
Mill Street/Stanwood Street intersection to Maine Street. Some
narrowing of the bike lane/buffer will be required where the leftturn lanes are provided
 The provision of diagonal parking was investigated in the area of
the Post Office. Figure 4.15 depicts a cross-section where Pleasant
Street is about 40 feet wide. The concept proposes parallel parking
on both sides and changing the parking to diagonal parking on the
Post Office side of the street would not add parking supply, as one
bank of parallel parking would need to be eliminated. Accordingly,
parallel parking is recommended.
Table 4.11
Pleasant Street/Union Street
One-Way Single Travel Lane
2039 Build Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM
AM
PM 95th%
th
Delay LOS
Delay LOS
95 %
Queue
(sec/
(sec/
Queue (feet)
veh)
veh)
(feet)
Pleasant EB Left
2.3
A
6.8
A
37
80

In conjunction with the change curb extensions are proposed at
some crosswalk location to improve pedestrian safety and help to
calm traffic speeds.



Pleasant EB
Through/Right

11.2

B

19.1

B

187

273

Union NB

9.1

A

7.9

A

90

104

13.4

B

11.8

B

66

112

10.9

B

15.1

B

Through/Right
Union
Left/Through
Overall
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Table 4.12
Pleasant Street/Maine Street
One-Way Single Travel Lane
2039 Build Level of Service and 95th Percentile Queue
AM
AM
PM
PM
AM
PM 95th%
Delay LOS
Delay LOS/ 95th%
Queue
(sec/
(sec/ Delay Queue (feet)
veh)
veh)
(feet)
Pleasant EB
9.2
A
14.9
B
126
191
Left/Through
Pleasant EB Right

2.8

A

3.5

A

83

98

Maine NB

8.9

A

11.3

B

98

140

Maine NB
Through/Right

5.8

A

7.2

A

43

90

Maine SB
Left/Through

8.6

A

15.8

B

111

181

Maine SB
Through

5.9

A

8.9

A

55

128

Overall

7.6

A

11.7

B

Through
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Figure 4.13 One-Way Modification Alternative Concept
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Figure 4.14 One-Way Modification Alternative Concept
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Figure 4.15 One-Way Modification Alternative Concept (Bike Lane Continues to Maine
Street

Page | 42

Pleasant Street Corridor Transportation Study | Draft Final Report

Figure 4.16 One-Way Modification Alternative Concept (Bike Lane Terminates Prior to
Maine Street)
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4.8 Access Management
In conjunction with improvements at the Church Road and River Road
intersections raised medians are suggested to address safety issues and in
conjunction with the construction of connector roads that will provide
alternative access/egress opportunities. Ideally these raised islands would
be constructed with the implementation of the connector roads.
As documented in the existing conditions section there are several
driveways within the study area that do not meet design standards as it
relates to spacing, width, distance to a major intersection and having too
many driveways. Based upon a review of existing conditions it is suggested
that the following access management improvements be considered.



















Reduce the number of driveways at #184/Antiques
Eliminate one of the three driveways at Goodwin’s Chevrolet
Establish driveway entrance and provide defined sidewalk along
frontage at SBSIGNS
Establish driveway entrance and provide defined sidewalk along
frontage at Garden Supplies
Establish driveway entrance and provide defined sidewalk along
frontage at Autometrics
Narrow driveways at Bodwell
Eliminate/ Establish driveway entrance and provide defined sidewalk
along driveways at Pancho Villa
Eliminate driveways at former Tucker Auto
Narrow Relax Inn Driveway
Close the westerly driveway at Salvation Army
Establish driveway entrance and provide defined sidewalk along
frontage at Shell including narrowing driveways
Close driveway at Barbeque Restaurant
Establish driveway entrance and provide defined sidewalk along
frontage at O ’Donoghue’s
Establish driveway entrance and provide defined sidewalk along
frontage at Brunswick Diner
Close driveway at Modern
Organize frontage at HOPE
Close easterly driveway at Bilodeau Insurance
Organize Sunshine Center Laundry
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5.0 Alternatives Analysis /Recommendations
The following provides a summary of impacts and costs associated with
the improvement alternatives presented in Section 4. As a corridor study
versus an intersection study the recommendations are not mutually
exclusive. Planning-level cost estimates included design and construction
engineering but does not include cost for right-of-way acquisition.

5.1 Pleasant Street/I-295 Ramps/Route 1
Only one alternative was considered, and it consists of implementing a
roundabout.

No-Build
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – The intersection operates at an acceptable level
of service.
Reduction in crashes – this location is not a High Crash Location.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – no impacts.
Number of lots impacted – no impacts.
ROW acquisition – no impacts.

Environmental Resource Impact


No impacts.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


No change in conditions and therefore pedestrian and bicycle
conditions remain less than desirable.

Cost


N/A

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to enhance safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met. Although significant
safety and congestion are not documented.

Roundabout
Traffic Operations / Safety


Level of service – Capacity and mobility are not issues at this
location. The intersection currently operates at good levels of
service and would operate well with a roundabout. High vehicle
speeds are the greatest problem.
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Reduction in crashes – This location is not a High Crash Location,
but construction of a roundabout would be expected to provide
safer conditions.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – no impacts are expected.
Number of lots impacted – no impacts are expected, although
access will be impacted to some properties.
ROW acquisition – no right-of-way acquisition is required.

Environmental Resource Impact


A review of significant plant, wildlife, water, and historic resources
were reviewed. Nothing of significance was identified as a
potential concern.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Bicycle safety would be improved with the calming effect of a
roundabout.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $5,100,000.

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Recommendation


The construction of a roundabout is not an immediate need and
should be a consideration in future planning efforts and
development plans in the intersection area.
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5.2 Pleasant Street/Church Road
Two alternatives were reviewed and consisted of adding turn lanes on
Pleasant Street and a roundabout. Both included constructing a connector
road to McDonald’s and Amato’s as a fourth leg to the traffic signal.

No-Build
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – The intersection operates at an unacceptable
level of service and improvements are needed.
Reduction in crashes – The nearby McDonald’s driveway is a High
Crash Location and safety improvements are needed.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – N/A
Number of lots impacted – N/A
ROW acquisition – N/A

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Cost






No improvement.

Cost


N/A

Purpose and Need


The alternative would not be expected to improve safety and
mobility for all users and the Purpose and Need is not met.

Roundabout
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – Some movements will continue to operate at an
unacceptable level of service.
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be improved in conjunction
with access management improvements and implementing
Connector Road 1.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – Not determined.
Number of lots impacted - Not determined.
ROW acquisition - Not determined.

Environmental Resource Impact


No determined.
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This alternative would be expected to improve safety and mobility,
although traffic congestion would not be fully mitigated. The
Purpose and Need is not met.

Intersection Safety and Capacity Improvements with Left-Turn Lanes
Traffic Operations / Safety



No impact.

Bicycle and Pedestrian

A cost was not estimated given this intersection does not fully
mitigate congestion and has significant property impacts.

Purpose and Need

Environmental Resource Impact


Little improvement in conditions is expected.

Level of service – Acceptable levels of service will be provided.
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved,
particularly with access management improvements and
construction of Connector Road 1.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted - 0
Number of lots impacted - 4
ROW acquisition – 4,200SF +/- (7 feet maximum widening of ROW)

Environmental Resource Impact


A review of significant plant, wildlife, water, and historic resources
were reviewed. Nothing of significance was identified as a
potential concern with the exception of the stream behind
Cumberland Farms, which is not expected to be significantly
impacted.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Intersection improvements include replacement of the traffic
signal and thus pedestrian conditions will be improved. Little
improvement in bicycle conditions is expected.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $1,100,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Recommendation
Based upon the impacts of a roundabout and that it does not fully improve
mobility at the intersection, the widening alternative is recommended.
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5.3 Pleasant Street/River Road/Webster Street
Two alternatives were reviewed and consisted of adding turn lanes on
Pleasant Street and a roundabout.

No-Build
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – The intersection operates at an unacceptable
level of service and improvements are needed.
Reduction in crashes – No improvement in safety at High Crash
Locations would occur.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – N/A
Number of lots impacted – N/A
ROW acquisition – N/A

Environmental Resource Impact


No impact.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


No improvement.

Cost


N/A

Cost


Purpose and Need


This alternative would be expected to improve safety and mobility,
although traffic congestion would not be fully mitigated. The
Purpose and Need is not met.

Intersection Safety and Capacity Improvements with Left-Turn Lanes
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – Acceptable levels of service will be provided.
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved,
with reduced congestion and the provision of turn lanes.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted - 0
Number of lots impacted - 10
ROW acquisition – 6,000 SF +/- (7 feet maximum widening of
ROW)

Environmental Resource Impact


Purpose and Need


A cost was not estimated given this intersection does not fully
mitigate congestion and significant property impacts.

The project would not improve safety and mobility and the
Purpose and Need is not met.

A review of significant plant, wildlife, water, and historic resources
were reviewed. Nothing of significance was identified as a
potential concern with the exception of impacts to Riverside
Cemetery property.

Bicycle and Pedestrian
Roundabout
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – Some movements will continue to operate at an
unacceptable level of service.
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – Not determined.
Number of lots impacted – Not determined.
ROW acquisition – Not determined.

Environmental Resource Impact


Not determined.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Little to no improvement.
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Intersection improvements include replacement of the traffic
signal and thus pedestrian conditions will be improved. Little
improvement in bicycle conditions is expected.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $1,300,000.

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Recommendation
Based upon the impacts of a roundabout and that it does not fully improve
mobility the intersection widening alternative is recommended.
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5.4 Pleasant Street/Stanwood Street/Mill Street
Two alternatives were reviewed and consisted of adding lanes/capacity to
the intersection and a roundabout.

No-Build
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – The intersection operates at an unacceptable
level of service and improvements are needed.
Reduction in crashes – This location is not a High Crash Location,
but any safety problems would not be mitigated.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – N/A
Number of lots impacted – N/A
ROW acquisition – N/A

Environmental Resource Impact


No impact.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


No Improvement.

Cost


N/A

Purpose and Need


Cost


A cost was not estimated given this intersection does not fully
mitigate congestion and significant property impacts.

Purpose and Need


This alternative would be expected to improve safety and mobility,
although traffic congestion would not be fully mitigated. The
Purpose and Need is not met.

Intersection Safety and Capacity Improvements with Added Lanes
Traffic Operations / Safety




Level of service – Acceptable levels of service will be provided.
This alternative also assumes traffic from Stanwood Street to River
Road will not have to merge with Mill Street southbound traffic
(traffic on Mill Street will be stopped).
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted - 0
Number of lots impacted - 9
ROW acquisition – 17,000 SF +/-

Environmental Resource Impact


The project would not improve safety and mobility and the
Purpose and Need is not met.

There are some historic properties in this area that will need
review. Additionally, any widening on or near Mill Street will need
to consider impacts to the Androscoggin River.

Bicycle and Pedestrian
Roundabout
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – Some movements will continue to operate at an
unacceptable level of service.
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – Not determined.
Number of lots impacted – Not determined
ROW acquisition – Not determined.

Environmental Resource Impact


Not determined.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Little to no improvement.
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A crosswalk will be added to the Mill Street approach and the
traffic signal was assumed to stop all conflicting traffic.
Accordingly, pedestrian improvements are expected.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $2,100,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Recommendation
Based upon the impacts of a roundabout and that it does not fully improve
mobility the intersection widening alternative is recommended.
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5.5 Pleasant Street/Stanwood Street to Maine Street
Two alternatives were reviewed and consisted of a two-way conversion
and maintaining one-way flow and eliminating one travel lane and adding
a bike lane.

No-Build
Traffic Operations / Safety



Level of service – Congestion is not a problem in this section, but
speeds are high.
Reduction in crashes – The Cushing Street intersection is a High
Crash Location and safety improvements are needed.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – No impact.
Number of lots impacted – No impact.
ROW acquisition – No impact.

Environmental Resource Impact


No impact.

Environmental Resource Impact


Bicycle and Pedestrian


No improvement.

Cost


N/A

Purpose and Need


The project would not be expected to improve safety and mobility
for all users and the Purpose and Need is not met.

Two-Way
Traffic Operations / Safety




Level of service – Minor increases in delay can be expected, but
speeds would be expected to be reduced. Intersection capacity
can be expected to be reduced at the Stanwood Street/Mill Street
and Maine Street intersections.
Reduction in crashes – Crashes at Cushing Street would be
expected to be improved by eliminating lane change
opportunities.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – No impact.
Number of lots impacted - No impact.
ROW acquisition – No impact.
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Improvement would be expected due to lower traffic speeds.

Cost


A cost was not estimated given this Alternative is recommended
for future study.

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

One-Way Enhanced
Traffic Operations / Safety



Bicycle and Pedestrian


There are some historic properties in this area that will need
review.

Level of service – No change in level of service is expected.
Reduction in crashes – Safety would be expected to be improved
due to slower speeds.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – No impacts.
Number of lots impacted – No impacts.
ROW acquisition – No impacts.

Environmental Resource Impact


There are some historic properties in this area that will need
review.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Significant improvement in bicycle conditions is expected with the
introduction of a bicycle lane.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $250,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Recommendation
Based upon the analysis it is recommended that the One-Way Enhanced
Alternative be implemented. A detailed Two-way Conversion Study should
be considered in the future. If the Stanwood Street/Mill Street

intersection is improved, those improvements would not be significantly
impacted by a potential two-way conversion and the safety/capacity
enhancements would be necessary to ensure the intersection works with
the introduction of traffic on westbound Pleasant Street.
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5.6 New Roadway Connections
Section 4.6 presents the location of connector roadways that may offer
relief to congested intersections, provide improved alternatives for access
to businesses on Pleasant Street and provide bicycle routing options. A
summary of each and associated benefits, impacts and cost are
summarized below.

Westminster Street Connector Road “1”
This includes construction of a new roadway from Cumberland Farms to
the rear of McDonalds and Amato’s.

Traffic Operations / Safety


This connection would have significant safety benefits and would
shift traffic volumes from the two noted restaurants to a newly
constructed driveway opposite Church Road.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – 1
Number of lots impacted - 4
ROW acquisition – 22,500SF

Environmental Resource Impact


Impacts to the stream behind the properties will need to be
evaluated for impacts and permitting.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Little improvement expected.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $850,000.

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Westminster Street Connector Road “2”
Traffic Operations / Safety


This connection would have some safety and mobility benefits by
providing relief to the River Road intersection and provide
alternatives to property access.

Environmental Resource Impact


Bicycle and Pedestrian



The planning-level cost estimate is $350,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Paul Street Connector Road “3”
Traffic Operations / Safety


This connection would have safety and mobility benefits for
providing connectivity between Church Road Stanwood Street and
providing access opportunities to businesses.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – 2
Number of lots impacted - 6
ROW acquisition – 20,000SF

Environmental Resource Impact


Nothing of significance was identified as a potential concern.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Bicycle routing options would be improved.



The planning-level cost estimate is $1,000,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Turner Street Connector Road “4”
Traffic Operations / Safety





The new roadway would be expected to reduce traffic volumes
turning from Stanwood Street to Pleasant Street southbound and
thus would help to relieve congestion. It would particularly provide
a direct routing from Stanwood Street to and from River Road and
thus minimize problems with merge movements from Stanwood
Street to River Road. Land Use Impact
Number of buildings impacted – 3x
Number of lots impacted - 4

ROW acquisition – 14,000SF

Environmental Resource Impact
 Nothing of significance was identified as a potential concern
Bicycle and Pedestrian


Bike connectivity would be enhanced.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $750,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

River Road Connector Road “5”
Traffic Operations / Safety
 The short roadway would connect the Dunkin Donuts parking lot

and River Road and would improve safety and traffic flow between
River Road and Stanwood Street/Mill Street.

Land Use Impact




Number of buildings impacted – 0
Number of lots impacted - 1
ROW acquisition – 4,900SF

Environmental Resource Impact
Nothing of significance was identified as a potential concern with the
exception of impacts to Riverside Cemetery property.

Bicycle and Pedestrian


Cost

Number of buildings impacted – none
Number of lots impacted - 2
ROW acquisition – 6,500SF
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Some bike connectivity improvements would occur.

Cost

Land Use Impact




Impacts to the stream behind Westminster Street will need to be
evaluated for impacts and permitting.



Little improvement is expected.

Cost


The planning-level cost estimate is $250,000

Purpose and Need


The project would be expected to improve safety and mobility for
all users and the Purpose and Need is met.

Recommendations
All of the connector roadways have transportation benefits and should be
considered for implementation. We would suggest the following ranking
from an implementation perspective.
1. Turner Street Connector Road 4
2. Westminster Street Connector Road 1
3. River Road Connector Road 5
4. Paul Street Connector Road 3
5. Westminster Street Connector Road 2
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6.0 Public Involvement

Public Meeting #2 February 22, 2021

This study included several opportunities for public feedback at three
public meetings and directly communicating with Town staff. A brief
summary of these meetings is provided as follows with all public
comments noted in the Appendix.

Agenda

This was a virtual meeting and involved excellent attendance. The purpose
of the meeting was to present future base line conditions and present
some improvement concepts for feedback.

Study Team Meetings

9. Introductions

There were several Study Team meetings during the conduct of the study.
The Study Team comprised of the following:

10. Draft Study Objective / Purpose

Martin Rooney MaineDOT

11. Study Scope of Work
12. Performance Measures

Ed Hanscom

MaineDOT

Steve Landry

MaineDOT

John Eldridge

Town of Brunswick

Ryan Barnes

Town of Brunswick

Ryan Leighton

Town of Brunswick

Matt Pelletier

Town of Brunswick

Tom Errico

T.Y. Lin International

Public Meeting #3

Shawn Davis

T.Y. Lin International

Pending

Public Meeting #1 September 9, 2020
This was a virtual meeting and involved limited attendance. The purpose of
the meeting was to present the purpose and scope of the study. It was
intended to be an initial meeting to gain feedback on concerns and
suggestions for improvements.
Agenda
1. Introductions
2. Draft Study Objective / Purpose
3. Study Scope of Work
4. Performance Measures
5. Existing Conditions Summary
6. Schedule
8. Public Feedback
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13. Existing Conditions Summary
14. Alternative Concepts
15. Schedule
16. Public Feedback
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APPENDIX
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Public Meeting Notes/Comments
EMAIL COMMENTS NOVEMBER 2020 – PUBLIC MEETING #1
I just looked at the video of the meeting on 9/29. Probably you all did as
well. Here's what I got from it: TY Lin will be doing a comprehensive, if
traditional, study of the options for making the entire Pleasant St corridor
(295-Maine St) safer, more accessible and less congested. The whole
presentation took about 20 minutes. Comment was invited; but not a
single call or email came in. Ryan and Bill Eldridge were both
quite disappointed given the turnout for the last public meeting. They
both said they'd be reaching out to interested parties. Did they contact
you, Jared, for our thoughts? They are looking for initial comment before
10/23 (the day after our next meeting). I don't know what to say, except
to share with them the information we received as part of our own public
input sessions. I'd highlight it in bullet points, rather than the more
complex story map, I think. I didn't take notes at the sessions so I can't
report exactly what I heard, except that people expressed a)frustration at
not being able to safely cross Pleasant St between Cushing and River Rd.;
b)experience that the intersection of Church and Pleasant is unsafe; c)and
was there concern about getting across Pleasant St closer in to Maine St? I
hope someone has either better records or a better memory than I do. Is
there anything we can offer to help the study and establish the Committee
as a valuable resource in planning? Thanks. Annee

Hi Ryan,
I recently watched the first meeting for the Pleasant St. Corridor Study and
am emailing to provide comment.
The intersection of Mill, Pleasant and Stanwood has weak connections for
pedestrians. I'd like to see crosswalks on all four sides of the intersection,
especially, on Pleasant St in front of the police station.
Similarly, River Rd, Webster and Pleasant could be enhanced by having
crosswalks on all sides. Right now, it's really inconvenient for walkers.
The presenter mentioned the possibility of reducing the number of
driveways by encouraging shared driveways. I think that's a great idea and
hope it will be further considered.
Regards,
William Steinbock
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Hello Ryan,
It was a pleasure speaking with you the other day. As I mentioned, I am
the president of the Northwest Brunswick Neighborhood Association. Our
members will be following this study closely, but today I am writing as an
individual resident of our downtown neighborhood.
Getting to Route 1 S from Maine St. and from our neighborhood is clearly a
mess. The left turn from Cushing St. to Mill St. can be a nightmare, and the
other routes are incredibly inefficient and send unnecessary traffic through
downtown or through other residential neighborhoods.
Making Pleasant St. a 2-way street is no simple matter, however. We are
all aware that when the massive volume of vehicles on Rte. 1 North that is
turning left onto Mill St. has to wait for a red light at the police station
intersection it backs up severely at high volume times. How far will it back
up if it has to wait for another red light while a newly created southbound
lane of Inner Pleasant St. clears? I know that this has been the major
impediment to creating 2-way traffic on Pleasant St. in the past.
I think the worst possible approach to a 2-way Pleasant St. would be to
have it start at Union St. I am trying to think of any advantage to that. I
suppose it would take some volume off Maine St., but it would move that
volume to Union St., a residential street that would become a major
artery. In addition, it would send a great many cars through the residential
neighborhoods between Maine St. and Union St. That would be terrible
for our neighborhood which extends from Mill St. to the railroad station.
I appreciate your efforts to solve this important problem. A workable
solution will require some very creative thinking.
Sincerely,
Courtney Neff

Page | 54

Pleasant Street Corridor Transportation Study | Draft Final Report

Hello Claudia,

I'd be interested to hear.

I don't follow your thinking re those one-way side streets. Those streets
already receive a lot of traffic heading to and from Maine St., and they are
not very wide. Gilman St. is only 22 feet wide, Lincoln are Cumberland
Streets are about 27 and 28 feet wide, respectively. With parking allowed
on one side as it is, two cars could not pass each other if they were 2-way
streets.

Claudia

My major concern is that if Pleasant St. were a 2-way street from Union St.
to the police station, it would send a large number of vehicles from Maine
St. to Union St. via Gilman St., Cumberland St., Elm St. and perhaps several
other side streets to get to outbound Pleasant St.. All of this traffic would
be added to Union St., another residential street.
If the decision is eventually made to make Pleasant St. two-ways, I think
that it would be much better to put that traffic burden on the massive
intersection at Pleasant St. and Maine St. rather than directing traffic
through our neighborhood or any other residential neighborhood. I do not
see that Maine St. Intersection as a major obstacle to our traffic
engineers.
Having said that, I do not foresee them solving the mess that 2-way traffic
on Inner Pleasant St. would create at the Stanwood intersection. As you
know, there is a massive volume of northbound vehicles on Outer
Pleasant St. trying to turn left onto Mill St. Currently, they have a red light
to allow Stanwood St. to empty and for southbound vehicles on Mill St. to
go straight onto Stanwood St. and to turn left onto Pleasant St.. With a 2way Pleasant St., they would have to wait through another red light for
outbound Pleasant St. to empty. I think northbound Rte. 1 (Outer Pleasant
St.) could back up to the I 295 offramp in the summer. This should be
interesting.
Courtney

Yes, Courtney, it is beyond complicated.
So...why do you think two ways from Union out is a bad idea?
To me it seems to
1. be consistent with the one way side street pattern downtown between
Union or Federal and Maine.
2. to not overburden the T intersection of Pleasant and Maine
3. to offer a means of escape for most of us in NWBNA
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Dear Ryan et al:
I own a 17000 SF congregate care facility on the corner of Union and
Cumberland, with 25 seniors, ages 65 to 97. Already this summer we have
noticed that Union Street is becoming a pass through with cars and trucks
going faster and louder than ever before. Speed is not controlled well at
all.
The residents chose the location because of the neighborhood and the
ability to walk freely downtown and to feel a sense of community and
safety.
I am fearful of increasing or directing traffic towards Union and
Cumberland and its effect on safety for pedestrians and the quality of
downtown living.
I agree with Courtney that creative and well rounded solutions are needed
here to protect the culture of the Brunswick downtown neighborhoods.
My thanks,
Amy McLellan
207-671-9033 (cell)
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Thanks Ryan,
Answer # 2 especially clarifying - confirms instinctive but amateur
guesses. That's an area I have driving experience with on Pleasant and
those stops for turners would be top of my hazard list, with lane changing
second. With that in mind, relocating the River Intersection further West
could help.
Answer #3 makes sense, but worth some initial consideration. A
perpendicular connection of River to Pleasant places that intersection
further West - i.e. at a spot with fewer stops, lane changes, etc., which is to
say, at the West side of the auto sales property (auto dealer swaps West
slice of property for new roadway and acquires East slice of property from
abandoned roadway. Yes would need a light. Also likely to be expensive
in terms of new pavement, infrastructure, potential drainage issues - who
knows? I think it's a reach, iffy for achieving stated goals, but could make
sense depending on what traffic engineers conclude and if it marries up
with other goals for managing that particular area on that side of Pleasant
and for safe commercial development going forward.
Claudia

Claudia – I received your voicemail I am working remotely today and
tomorrow, and unfortunately your phone does allow calls from my cell
which is programmed to have a blocked out going number. I will do my
best to summarize your questions below and provide the answers that I
can. Please feel free to let me know if you have any additional questions:
1.Where is the new fire station going to be accessed from? All personnel
and fire/ems equipment will be accessed Pleasant Street from Webster
Street at the existing signal. There is a small visitor parking lot located on
Pleasant street to the west of Webster Street but it will be restricted to
right in and right out only.
2. Is the angle of the River Road intersection causing the high crash
location between Webster Street an Lombard Street. I don’t have a copy
of the collision diagram for this location but the accident patterns at all
HCLs will be analyzed to determine if there are ways to mitigate the
crash patterns. Typically links between intersections become HCLs
because of: Turning Movements into and out of driveways,
Improper/unsafe lane changes, Rear end collisions attributed to traffic
stopping to turn into a driveway
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3. Would the scope of the work include reviewing the possibility of
Relocating the River Road intersection to be more perpendicular to
Pleasant Street. Options for parallel connection, interconnections, and
relocations will be reviewed. Relocating River Road would be challenging
primarily because it would create an additional access point that would
likely require a signal and could create additional accident patterns.
Have a great day
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Dear Ryan, Sorry for the last minute submission of my comments.
I want to start by confirming that my comments do not reflect a
consensus of MPIC since we haven't met recently, but it does reflect
recommendations in the Downtown and Outer Pleasant Street Corridor
Master Plan adopted in 2011.
- have the Town work with MDOT to change the signs on I-295 to direct
traffic to direct traffic going down the coast to Exit 31 and the Coastal
Connector and direct traffic to Exit 28 to visit "Historic Downtown
Brunswick."
- work with MDOT to design an enhanced gateway with consideration
being given to Pleasant Street gateway recommendations included in the
NASB Transportation Study completed in 2011.
-evaluate scenarios developed through the NASB traffic study and Gateway
One study, such as roundabouts or parallel roads from Church Road to
River Road and from River Road to Stanwood Street.
-reduce number of curb cuts.
-improve sidewalks, crossings and signalization.
-increase the number of pedestrian crossings.
-restore inner Pleasant Street to two-way traffic.
I and others brought many of these recommendations up at the public
meeting held pre-Covid 19.
And my takeways from the online meeting:
This subject and data sharing for this kind of project does not lend itself to
an online meeting unless participants can see the maps, graphs, etc.
clearly. Such as having them available online for people to see.
I'm disappointed that Tom or someone didn't mention ideas that were
brought up at the public meeting. It may have stirred some people
listening to call in.
You need better notice and coverage of this topic. It's very important and I
heard you and Tom and John wonder, "Where are the angry mobs we had
before?" (Or something to that extent.) I can't remember receiving notice
of it. And I was surprised that MPIC received the flyer by email after the
meeting. Maybe I missed any advance notice. If so, I'm sorry.
I would suggest an article in the Times Record, which will be shared with
the PPH and Coastal Journal, of course.
It is too bad that the Downtown Town Councilor seat is vacant.
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Good luck. I'm looking forward to calling a meeting of MPIC to go over this
study with you and TYLin.
Thanks,
Margo
Margo Knight 207-798-4600 (h) 207-319-5767 (c)

Hello Ryan,
First I want to thank you for installing the flashing pedestrian crossing
lights on Pleasant St. near the Cushing St. intersection. When the town
held the bike and pedestrian safety meetings, we reported that for several
reasons that was a dangerous spot for pedestrians to cross, and the town
responded.
When I watched the first public meeting of the Pleasant St. Corridor Study
Group, I was not surprised that there are an excessive number of accidents
at the corner of Pleasant and Cushing St. I suspect speeding on Pleasant
St. is a contributing factor. In addition, the view of approaching cars in the
left lane of Pleasant St. is obscured by cars parked In front of Tess'
Market. It would be great if that could be improved.
Also on Cushing St.--Please consider adding stop signs on Cushing St. at
the corner of Cumberland St. just like we have at Union and
Cumberland. Too many drivers treat Cushing St. like a drag strip, and I
think that would help to slow traffic. There is a lot of activity near that
intersection with the strip mall and cars heading to Pleasant St. and Mill
St. Also, many young kids live on the west side of Cushing St. They cross
Cushing St. all the time walking to Maine St., and the school bus stops at
the corner of High St. and Cushing St. Cushing St. is largely a residential
street in a residential neighborhood. It should be made as safe as possible
and not treated as a thoroughfare.
Thanks for your consideration,
Courtney Neff
19 High St.
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Dear Ryan et. al.
I saw my friend Dan Catlin at the Tontine Friday morning. He has ideas
about business access, combined entries, potentials for feeders, on outer
Pleasant. Even a few measured steps in those directions here and there
will make a big difference in Dan's opinion. I've sent Dan and Mike Lyne
your link. I strongly recommend including Jim Howard and Ted Crooker
along with others of their colleagues. If you need e-mails I can send
addresses to you.
Regardless of whether any among these currently own property on
Pleasant, they have - every one of them - thought long and hard about the
traffic-related constraints to investing on Pleasant Street. They really
know the ground.
I want to stress the reality that Brunswick needs to expand its tax base
and Pleasant offers some opportunity for that. The goal should be to
encourage safe connectivity and business development. Moving vehicles
at major speed through and out of town is antithetical to those other
goals. Moving traffic AND developing business can be a complimentary
project.
A successful approach of Pleasant will require some new thinking - and I do
believe that traffic engineers at MDOT are getting there. You must help
with advocacy for Brunswick.
Claudia
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EMAIL COMMENTS PRIOR TO PUBLIC MEETING #2
Dear Ryan,
Thank you for the letter you sent regarding the 2nd meeting. This, sadly, is
the first that I am learning about the project. I have several comments and
concerns which focus on the area near Spring Street. We have some
particular issues that have not been mentioned (I watched a recording of
the first meeting).
1. Traffic still moves too fast. It was noted in the study that we have a
daily average of about 6000 cars a day. While that is comparatively low,
we have an inordinately large proportion of trucks and multi-axel vehicles
coming in and out of Spring Street making deliveries and purchases at
Hammonds. We also expect the completion of the new parking lot on
Cedar Street. Traffic speeds up as vehicles begin the descent toward Maine
Street. We often hear squealing brakes and air brakes as drivers attempt
to make the turn onto Spring. I expect that will be greater when the
parking lot opens.
2. We have noticed a change in building vibration. While large trucks have
long caused our house to vibrate, we think it has gotten worse since the
gas lines have gone in. In fact, we are requesting that you consider a
vibration impact study on buildings as part of the research. Setting up
seismometers are an important aspect of measuring ways to improve
safety for traffic and especially for residents. Many homeowners have
recently invested in our neighborhood. We have improved and added to
the visual appearance of driving into our town. Multi-axel vehicles create
vibrations that are, on average, 4 times greater than cars. The cause for
these vibrations can be remediated by addressing the roadway along with
the traffic. This could potentially save the integrity of the houses on this
stretch of Pleasant Street and possibly save lives.
3. The crosswalk added at the intersection of Cushing Street is almost
useless. Speeding cars do not even notice it. Better signage may help.
Please feel free to contact me if you would like to learn more. In fact, I’d
like to further discuss having the vibration measured in our house.
Sincerely,
Gail Gross
Gail Gross, LEED GA
Gail Gross Design and Interiors
215.990.0243
207.844.3244
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gailgross@msn.com
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Hello Mr Barnes and thank you for sharing the video of the first public
meeting on September 29. It was informative and useful, and prompts me
to offer some comments.
I've lived in the same house at 58 Pleasant Street for 73 years near where
Spring Street and Cushing Street intersect Pleasant. This area of Pleasant
is one way traffic, inbound towards Maine Street. I'm writing to strongly
ask that you do not convert that section of Pleasant street (from Mill to
Maine) to two way traffic.
I remember, and my family remembers, how miserable it was to get out of
our driveway onto Pleasant when it was two way. Many times one of my
parents had to walk into the street and stop traffic with hand signals so we
could proceed on to Pleasant. It was frustrating to say the least. This was
resolved many years ago, but please do not convert that section of
Pleasant to two way traffic as part of this study.
It was notable in the video you shared that the TYLIN consultant
commented on the high number of crashes that occur at the intersection
of Cushing and Pleasant and also the crashes from left turns out of
McDonalds onto Pleasant. Changing Pleasant to two way traffic would
only increase the likelihood of crashes at Cushing and Pleasant as well as
increase the time and difficulty of Pleasant Street residents to get onto
Pleasant.
Thank you for the opportunity to offer my feedback.
And would you please reply with the links, phone numbers and other info
about the upcoming meeting on February 22. That way I won't have to
type in all those characters from the letter I received.
Janet McGraves
58 Pleasant Street
Brunswick
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Hello,
My name is Linsay Lee. I have lived on the corner of Pleasant Street and
Summer Street for almost a year now. I drive up and down Pleasant Street
on a daily basis to commute to and from work. When I saw that there was
an opportunity to comment on the safety of Pleasant Street I had to
contribute because my husband and I have found 2 major safety issues
regarding this street.
First, our driveway is along Summer Street. Traffic stopped at the light at
the intersection of Pleasant and Stanwood Street builds up and blocks
Summer street, despite there being a sign saying not to block the
intersection. This wouldn’t be that big of a deal except when traffic builds
up, if we have to cross traffic, and someone gives us room to pass through,
we can’t see oncoming traffic and they can’t see us. We have to inch into
the intersection so that we don’t get hit on the front of our vehicles.
Second, I am concerned with the excessive speeds and lane changing
occurring on Pleasant Street between the light at Standwood and I-295.
During my morning and evening commute, it is not uncommon for me to
encounter other commuters traveling 45-55 MPH on Pleasant Street
between the lights at Stanwood Street and Church Road. On top of high
speeds, people make excessive lane changes to get down Pleasant Street
as fast as possible. If someone has to cross traffic to turn into a business,
it’s very dangerous! On my way home from Bangor yesterday I was
extremely close to a collision. I was heading up from I-295 to our home on
the corner of Pleasant and Summer Street. Just after the light at Pleasant
and Church, someone in the left lane was trying to cross traffic and turn
into McDonald’s. I was traveling in the right lane. A man in the left lane
went to make a lane change to avoid stopping and waiting behind the
person turning into McDonald’s. I was in his blind spot and he almost hit
me. I had to brake and swerve to avoid the collision. The road is so
congested, adding high speeds and impatient people making lane changes,
getting to and from I-295 safely is a challenge.
I hope that this message is taken into consideration. Thank you so much
for taking the time to hear my concerns.
Linsay Lee
I'd like to suggest that the town consider eliminating, or severely
restricting left hand turns onto and from Pleasant St. If several safe
locations are made for changing direction with lights, this should not
present a problem for businesses and will greatly improve the flow of
traffic and safety.
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Another possibility is changing to one lane in each direction with a wide
median containing cutouts for left turns.
Doug Benner
263 Hacker Rd
Brunswick
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Hi,
I am writing with a comment on the conditions on Pleasant Street. I have
noticed that the lane marker arrows on the street where Pleasant Street
intersects with Maine Street are very faded, and it's difficult to tell which
lane is which as you approach the intersection. Having lane marker signs
on the stoplight would make it much easier to tell in advance what lane
you need to be in, and cut down on people drifting or changing lanes at
the last minute as they approach the light.
Thank you,
Hilary Martin

More of a point than a question: Pleasant street is one way in the final
section leading to Maine Street, this was not always the case. Restoring it
to two-way the entire length would do a great deal to alleviate traffic at
the turntable between the green bridge and the route 1 overpass.
Secondarily, it would benefit the businesses and organizations now on the
one-way section--as people unfamiliar with the area would be more easily
able to get to those locations. I believe the advantages would well offset
the challenges of modifying the intersection where the one-way now
begins at the Police Station.

Art Boulay, MBA, CMC
President / CEO
+1 (207) 373-9301 x1
aboulay@strategictalentmgmt.com
www.strategictalentmgmt.com
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To Whom It May Concern:
My husband and I are Brunswick citizens and live over in the Cooks Corner
area with our two young sons. We use Pleasant Street on a regular basis
and are eager to see an upgrade that would make the street more driverfriendly. Our suggestion is to restrict left-hand turns on the busy section of
the street that is shared with Route 1 by replacing multiple intersections
with roundabouts/traffic circles and creating a barrier between the two
middle lanes, similar to route 1 in Bath. By doing this, it would force people
to use the roundabouts to change direction and prevent cross-traffic turns,
thereby ensuring two lanes of flowing traffic in both directions.
While on the subject of road safety, we hope one of the next projects will
involve the Cooks Corner intersections. Obviously, we also use this area
daily and are concerned with the lack of crosswalks and sidewalks/bike
paths. Specifically, Old Bath Road (from the Lowe's intersection) is not
currently pedestrian-friendly and could greatly benefit from some
upgrades. This road is used to access the town bike path and there are
frequently people recreating in the area; the bridge over Route 1 on Old
Bath Road is especially frightening for both pedestrians and motorists
(there is no shoulder).
Please feel free to bring our ideas about Pleasant Street to the meeting on
Feb 22nd. I hope you are the right point of contact for this second concern,
if not please forward.
Thank you,
Steph and Josh Arkels
110 Storer Road
Brunswick, ME
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Greetings Ryan,
My wife and I have recently moved to Brunswick and built a new house on
Rugosa Way, off Church Street. I am a landscape architect and regional
planner, and have an interest in the Pleasant Street Corridor Study, both as
a professional in this field, but also as a local resident. The announcement
that appeared in the Midcoast Beacon for the upcoming public meeting
scheduled for February 22, 2021 caught my attention. I looked on the
Town website for the Preliminary Recommendations but couldn't find
them.
Can you send me a PDF of the recommendations, or a website reference
to where they are located? Thank you!
I understand that the study has a primary focus on traffic flows and safety,
as it should, but as the principal corridor to enter the beautiful downtown
area of Brunswick, Pleasant Street merits additional study from a visual
aesthetic perspective as well. Hopefully, a portion of the corridor
improvements will address those issues too. (I am reluctant to make
comments until I am better informed.)
Thanks for the work you are doing during this challenging time of the
pandemic.
Best regards,
Brian Houseal
#52 Rugosa Way
Cell: #518-477-0741
Side walk coming in to. Brunswick. From church. Rd For walking is not
good for a elder person
Also the new car wash side walk area as. Cars leaving over side walk Ice on
side walk from cars leaving the area. Sliperey walk
Thanks. Holland Low. 10 church. Rd
Hello, Pleasant St. is an unsafe road. A long time ago the highway(295)
was supposed to go directly to Bath but a few local businesses wanted
customers to drive by their businesses so the highway ended at Pleasant
St. and resumed after Maine St. With state and federal funding the
highway could be built over(pillars/ columns)Pleasant St to make it one
with the Portland and Bath highways.
Thanks, Jim Coffin
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FEBRUARY 22, 2021 PUBLIC MEETING # 2 Q&A TRANSCRIPT
•

Anonymous Attendee 06:28 PM

What will be done to address the blatant disregard for the 25 mph speed
limit between Stanwood Street and Union Street?
•

Anonymous Attendee 06:45 PM

A roundabout is not a good solution to lowering traffic speed, and may
exacerbate the problems, especially with newcomers (e.g., tourists). A less
expensive and equally effective solution may be to install a speed
detection/driver informing signal, and a camera to photograph speeders'
license plates for ticketing them. Have you considered this alternative?
•

Anonymous Attendee 06:48 PM

Will your team undertake a visual aesthetics assessment in concert with
the bike paths and pedestrians? A more beautiful gateway corridor can
also slow traffic.
•

Michael Heath 06:51 PM

How would the new fire station affect these plans at River Rd
•

Anonymous Attendee 06:51 PM

Would the Church Road option include the ability to turn left from
Cumberland Farms, or go directly across Pleasant St to Church Rd?
•

Anonymous Attendee 06:54 PM

Stanwood Mill/Pleasant St intersection might be a candidate for a traffic
roundabout; have you considered one? The intersection option presented
will be a huge expanse of pavement and roadway.
•

eric 06:58 PM

Can you expound on the safety concerns at Cushing and
Pleasant? Pedestrian or car collisions? I didn’t see any visuals for inner
Pleasant. What would the adjustments for traffic look like down to Maine
St? It sounds like you mentioned something about two-way traffic on
Pleasant. What would the impacts be for this sort of traffic adjustments on
inner Pleasant?
•

•

jay5 07:05 PM

Any to put in a bypass from mill street to river rd behind dunkin

Kristin von Donop 06:30 PM

Will you conduct a vibration impact study on homes as part of the
research, using seismometers to measure the impact on our homes
between Stanwood and Cushing St? We notice a difference since the gas
line was installed.
•

I’m really encouraged by seeing this. Can you give some idea of the kinds
of obstacles that could be encountered?

Peggy Brown 07:03 PM
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•

Catherine Ferdinand 07:07 PM

How much space would be needed for a roundabout at Stanwood/Mill St.
to replace the lights?
•

Kristin Jhamb 07:07 PM

any thoughts about beuatifying that area as well?
kristin jhamb
•

Margo Knight 07:07 PM

I'm dissapointed that there isn't a diagram for two-way innter Pleasant
Street. I'd like to see that you've actually looked at that option.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:08 PM

please discuss potential for roundabout at pleasant/Stanwood/Mill Sts
•

Kristin Jhamb 07:08 PM

beautifying!! I can spell!
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:10 PM

Were there any discussions of how this corridor could access or be a
feeder from/to the East Coast Greenway coming from Freeport or feeding
on/off the Androscoggin Path
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:10 PM

In the traffic study we saw that 25k motorists per day were turning left
onto Mill Street, with only 5k cars heading to Maine Street - as a
downtown business owner I’d like to ask why we’re not sending more
traffic to downtown brunswick with better signage? I understand
congestion concerns, but perhaps a ‘Business’ vs ‘Express’ designation
might help bring more qualified tourists looking to spend money in
Brunswick this summer. we need it.
•

•

Anonymous Attendee 07:11 PM

One of the best actions to restore UnPleasant Street to a Pleasant Street is
to have many more street trees.

Candace Kanes 07:06 PM

I live on Sage Hill -- the only acess is off Mill Street. If Mill Street is 4 lanes,
it seems like it will be nearly impossible to get in and out of Sage Hill to
head either direction on Mill.
•

Will there still be a way for people to acess businesses that are along
pleasant street from pleasant street.

Anonymous Attendee 07:11 PM

•

jfenty 07:15 PM

It seems to me that if southbound 295 traffic will be directed to use the
Mill Street corridor, adding a second direction to Pleasant Street would
cannabilize traffic from that route and create turbulence at the Stanwood
/Mill intersection.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:15 PM

On your suggestion of getting two lanes headed south off of mill street,
how would people make left turn off of stanwood street on to pleasant
street heading south without creating problem with vehicles going south
off of mill street.
•

Greg Farr 07:15 PM

2questions \comments
1) have you considered the impact of the changes during the high tourism
months
2) traffic coming off and on River Road is significant. The Mill Road plan
would likely make getting there from Stanwood much worse \ more
difficult.
•

Louise Rosen 07:17 PM

There was a time when 295 had signage directing traffic seeking Rt. 1 N to
the Coastal Connector. This signage was taken down and instead it
suggests there is a "Coastal Route 1" accessible by taking the exit to
Pleasant, falsely directing traffic to Pleasant and Mill Street. Before
ANYTHING is done, the Coastal Connector signage on Rt. 1 should be
restored and a new traffic analysis done. So much of what is being
presented here is based on inaccurate assumptions and misleading data.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:18 PM

Why make two lanes from southbound Mill Street to Pleasant Street?
Having the added lande makes the pedestrian crossing pretty long. Also,
more lanes can resulting in higher speeds entering Pleasant Street.
•

kimbodwell 07:18 PM
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Good Evening Jim Bodwell From Bodwell Motors 169 Pleasant street, we
feel that currently numerous motorists use are parking lot as a turnaround after leaving Cumberland farms . They also use are parking lot as a
connecter road from Pleasant to Church rd. I think it is very important that
the town/state buy the Prompto Quick lube and turn Churh rd into a 4 way
intersection allowing the cumberlands farm customers to turn towards
town or get on Churc road.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:19 PM

I previously heard that there was talk of putting a sign on 295 that takes
people north via the Topsham connector rather than bringing them
through Brunswick. Would this be an option for lessening impact into
downtown?
•

Ellen Maling 07:20 PM

Has anyone asked about a middle turning lane... for the cluster of
businesses around Dunkin Donut.
•

Candace Kanes 07:20 PM

To be more specific on Sage Hill -- it's a dead-end street. No choice but Mill
Street to get in or out. AND, it's very close to Stanwood-Pleasant
intersection. FYI
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:20 PM

You mentioned that inner Pleasant Street could accommodate 2 way
traffic. Would this be without any road widening? How would this affect
essential parking?
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:20 PM

What's the price tag for this planning process!
•

Louise Rosen 07:21 PM

There is no city or town in N. America that has separated itself from their
waterfront that hasn't regretted it. The Swinging Bridge and the Walking
Path have become real benefits to the community. You are proposing
increasing the separation from the river, when the modern, informed,
smart approach would be to increase access to the waterfront.
•

Jennifer Daigle 07:21 PM

For the round-about option, how will the new Access Road and Pleasant
street intersect? It appears another intersection will be required for what
is now two 2-way streets. Are there any changes being considered for
where the I-295 on-ramp currently spilts from Pleasant street in front of
the Irving Station?
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•

Beth Soma 07:23 PM

You are speaking of adding turning lanes into McDonald’s and
Amatos. Does this mean you will be widening Pleasant street?
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:23 PM

Is there any discussion, on keeping inner Pleasant a one way, but with a
bike lane (and a single lane of traffic)?
•

William Steinbock 07:25 PM

Thanks for making the slides available for review prior to the meeting.
First, i want to voice support for converting Pleasant from Stanwood St. to
Maine St. into a two-way street. It's a good idea.
2nd, I'm concerned that the River Rd, Webster St. and Pleasant St and
Pleasant/Stanwood/Mill intersections do not feature 4 crosswalks. This
creates significant barriers to people using the sidewalks and does not
meet the goal of improving safety, mobility and accessibility for all users. I
strongly encourage 4 crosswalks rather than 3.
Separately but related, I hope the town will not pursue any decisions that
would further widen Pleasant St or Stanwood, including building new turn
lanes unless the widening is for a separated multiuse path. Widening
Pleasant for expanded car use will likely lock it in a pattern of strip style,
auto-oriented development, hostile to other users for years to come.
The proposal for connector roads is interesting but I see it as an
opportunity to prioritize the safety of people not
•

William Steinbock 07:26 PM

not traveling in cars. These connector roads could be spaces dedicated to
walkers, joggers, cyclists, etc. If that is not possible, the connectors should
feature a wide multi-use path alongside them. Also, if Connector Road 1
can't be connected to Westminster, it seems inappropriate to ask tax
payers to fund a road the will primarily benefit McDonalds and Amatos
Finally, I'd like to learn more about the costs of building a roundabout vs.
maintaining the current configuration. The reason for constructing this
appears to be t that people are speeding as they exit I-295. I wonder
whether maintaining the current configuration and requesting the
police post an officer in that area to issue speeders tickets wouldn't be a
simpler and more cost effective solution.
Thanks!
•

could be a substantial improvement in safety for those having to make the
double-loop merge to head south onto route 1-definetely in favor of this
concept
•

At Mill, If you allow one one southbound from downtown, could you sync
it with the left turns from Stanwood (also one lane) to minimize the impact
on the Pleasant /Mill north-south traffic.
•

Great information tonight; comment on the roundabout at the south end
where 295 begins/ends: as a resident and frequent traveller of this
corridor I would also advocate not only the benefit of traffic calming but it

Louise Rosen 07:29 PM

You can't change the signage on 295? It was here when I moved to
Brunswick 15 years ago. So you want to carry out this process based on
inaccurate info?
•

Louise Rosen 07:29 PM

The Coastal Connector was deisgned to be expanded.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:31 PM

Does the fact that inner Pleasant St. is primarily residential impact the
planning process?
•

Michael Heath 07:31 PM

is there any discussion about bike lanes on Pleasant St itself, if connector
routes are not implememented? Its very difficult to bike there now.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:33 PM

As a resident who lives on Pleasant Street, I am concerned that a two-way
street on Pleasant would increase traffic and create congested roadways
that would impact pedestrian safety and general peace in the
neighborhood.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:33 PM

Direct traffic away from Pleasant St in Brunswick to the Coastal Connector
and bury Rt 196 at the 201 intersection in Topsham to expedite traffic.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:33 PM

Would this proposal for Mill and Pleasant St make assessing Mill St from
Cumberland more difficult?
•

Tom Barter-BDA 07:26 PM

Joel Smith 07:27 PM

Catherine Ferdinand 07:33 PM

Regarding potential sidewalk improvements - are the locations of existing
utility poles a constraint that limits the options or can those be relocated?
•

courtneyc.neff 07:35 PM
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How realistic are connector roads 3 and 4 that go through commercial
buildings?
Courtney
•

Louise Rosen 07:39 PM

What a sad commentary on the attitudes of those in charge that what was
historically "Frenchville" is regarded as disposable. Another set of moves
to devalue and marginalize District 6. You could create an "emerald
necklace" that would include Davis Park and other greenspace in town and
be a shining example of informed planning. Instead, you seem to be
defaulting to a 1950s mindset.
•

Amy L. Barriault 07:43 PM

I am in favor of looking at all scenarios that protect the pedestrian and
bicycling ways from River Rd to Pleasant and from Cushing across Mill St to
the bridge.
•

Louise Rosen 07:43 PM

It's not about national bike routes, it's about local people who want to
commute.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:44 PM

comment...I disagree that you should veer cyclists away from a certain
road, such as Pleasant. Any update to roads should keep in mind
commuter bike traffic, and should ENCOURAGE biking, which could cut
down on auto traffic.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:44 PM

Where would you enter this new, proposed, two-way section of inner
Pleasant street?
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:46 PM

Would it be possible to encourage exiting the downtown area and Maine
Street via route 1 to Mill Street rather than through the residential area of
inner Pleasant St.?
•

Louise Rosen 07:46 PM

What a sad commentary on the attitudes of those in charge that what was
historically "Frenchville" is regarded as disposable. Another set of moves
to devalue and marginalize District 6. You could create an "emerald
necklace" that would include Davis Park and other greenspace in town and
be a shining example of informed planning. Instead, you seem to be
defaulting to a 1950s mindset.
•

Anonymous Attendee 07:47 PM
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Aggressive violation of speed limits in Brunswick is rampant, especially on
Pleasant and Maine Streets and Bath Road. Better traffic calming measures
are needed. What other actions can be undertaken short of speed mats?
•

Amy L. Barriault 07:49 PM

I own property on Pleasant St am not in favor of a two way on lower
Pleasant and would encourage you to put a flashing light reminding people
of the speed limit. People fly down this street. Adding two ways will
further complicate the traffic pattern at Cushing and Pleasant St risking
people's safety.
•

Louise Rosen 08:02 PM

Brunswick always says that - "nothing's been decided". The reality is
always something else.
•

Kristin von Donop 08:03 PM

We are not in favor of two way traffic on Pleasant St
Chat
•

From Kristin Jhamb to All Panelists: 06:45 PM

No offense-but this is also one of the ugliest stretches in Brunswick.
•

From RLS to All Panelists: 06:59 PM

Im really impressed so far. I wont be able to stay for the full meeting and
don't have a question, but wanted to let you know that i'm so pleased by
Tom's presentation and the ideas presented, e.g. the ideas of connector
roads, 2-way on Pleasant street, traffic calming at the west entry of
Pleasant street, and enabling multi-modality transportation (e.g. bikers
and pedestrians also). Very nice, thanks much I hope some of this will be
possible
Im missing that connector road I think I saw prototyped once behind Pat's
pizza and Dunkin, giving relief to on/of turning on pleasant street there.
•

From Ellen Maling to All Panelists: 07:06 PM

One question... if it hasn't been asked already. What is the plan for
managing traffic from the new fire station?
•

From Sam to All Panelists: 07:07 PM

please discuss potential for roundabout at pleasant/Stanwood/Mill Sts
•

From Joel Smith to All Panelists: 07:12 PM

Love these options. Would like to see a return to two-way street on
pleasant by downtown. We often see people going the wrong way
(southbound) on that stretch.

I’ve seen great benefits of both back of business connectors and also
reducing driveways (which also helps bike and pedestrian interaction).
•

From Bruce Talbot to All Panelists: 07:21 PM

Bruce Talbot here. My wife is owner of Tess Market and we see cars every
day ....every day...every day.. did I say every day...going wrong way every
day. Also left turns to Cushing St. every day. Fortunate no one has been
killed. Need to think about changing Pleasant St. to two way traffic from
Maine St. all the way out . Feel this would slow traffic down coming down
Hill on Pleasant St. and alleviate congestion downtown for people headed
south.
•

From Kat to All Panelists: 07:22 PM

would a two way conversion on Pleasant street widen into the properties
near spring street. what amount of widening would the 2 way conversion
entail?.
•

From jay5 to All Panelists: 07:24 PM

the corridors are a great plan. roundabout will bottle neck traffic
•

From Bruce Talbot to All Panelists: 07:30 PM

Also those of us who own businesses on this part of Pleasant Street
between Maine and Stanwood/Mill Streets will have better access for our
customers. Ultimately two way traffic for the entire length will bring better
traffic flow in and out of town as well as emergency vehicles.
•

From Janet to All Panelists: 07:31 PM

Top of pleasant st to maine st if 2way it will be inpossable for people to get
out of their driveways.Standwood/mill sounds better
•

From Louise Rosen to All Panelists: 07:51 PM

"We have a situation", we sure do. So the plan is to add a mega fire station
to the mix and then just open out every bit of access you can?
•

From Mitchell Brown to All Panelists: 07:53 PM

Louise's comments make a lot of sense.
•

From Ken Lloyd to All Panelists: 07:55 PM

applause to Louise
•

luann gagne 07:59 PM

i agree with Kathy 100%
•

From Mitchell Brown to All Panelists: 08:03 PM

As a property owner on inner Pleasant Street, I strongly disagree with
creating a two-way road.
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•

From Audra Fenty to All Panelists: 08:04 PM

I have 2 young kids and live on pleasant street. I appreciate Janet's
feedback about being a youth on Pleasant St. when it was two-way. This is
my concern for the safety of my children.
•

From Daniel Ankeles to Mitchell Brown, All Panelists: 08:06 PM

Thank you everyone for your thoughtful feedback.
EMAIL COMMENTS DURING OR AFTER PUBLIC MEETING #2
Hi Ryan,
Thanks for facilitating the meeting earlier this week. I appreciated all the
ideas and information. I was thinking more about the "signage" discussion
with the idea of diverting drivers from going through our notorious
"Unpleasant Street".
Not knowing the history and the obstacles that seem to be present, could
one option/scenario for the planners could consider would be a simple
addition to northbound signage to say, "For Bath and points North, use
exit 31" or for "Freeport and southbound traffic use Exit 31B."
If we can get more cars diverted, everyone wins. Google maps
automatically defaults the traffic through Pleasant street, so we could
organize a guerilla campaign to report road construction in the area to
move folks to the 4-minute detour to avoid the traffic!
Thanks,
Ellen
207 319 3704
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Good evening Ryan
Shaun Hogan here, town resident at 53 Safari Drive in the southwest
corner of town. I just finished watching the recording of the Pleasant
Street Corridor Public Forum from the other night and had a few thoughts I
wanted to share with Mr. Errico…

outer Pleasant onto US-1 south, it can be brutal there, particularly during
the tourist season with people flying off the highway at 50 mph all the way
up until the abandoned gas station (where everyone knows the police
regularly post up). A couple ideas for calming measures at this stretch of
road even if the traffic circle doesn’t get implemented. I think signs placed
somewhere along the approach to the jug handle like the “CROSSING
TRAFFIC” flashing warning signs below could be beneficial:

- I-295 Access via River Road: I heard Counselor Wilson mention a few
times that at one time access to I-295 via exits onto and off of River Road
had been considered but I didn’t hear much elaboration beyond that. I’m
curious to know if it is beyond the scope of this feasibility study to
reexamine that possibility and if not, is that something that can be looked
into as a potential traffic volume solution? Hard to say how River Road
residents would react to such a proposal but if they desire easier access to
the highway, that may be a better option than navigating outer Pleasant
Street. Also, it seems a lot of the traffic utilizing outer Pleasant Street is
BIW related. A 3rd way to access the highway for BIW folks may relieve a
lot of congestion on outer Pleasant Street. Again, how would that impact
traffic on River Road? Just a thought I’d be interested in learning more
about.
- Signalizing Southbound Traffic Off Mill St. to outer Pleasant Street: We
tried that a year or so ago and the volume of traffic that backed up down
Mill St. and US-1 was super bad; particularly when BIW let out in the early
evening hours. Maybe the extra turning lane on Mill St. combined with
reduced left turn traffic off of Stanwood would help but I’d sure hate to
see us revert to that daily traffic jam down US-1.
- Connector Roads: Major support for all 4 proposed connector roads;
excellent idea – would love to see it happen. I have no objection to tax
dollars being used to give rear access to Mickey D’s and Amatos if it helps
reduce accidents and congestion on outer Pleasant St.
- No Left Turn Off Of Stanwood If Connector 4 Built: Someone mentioned
eliminating left turns off Stanwood onto Pleasant if a connector road to
Webster was built. I think that’s a fantastic idea.
- Traffic Circle At Jug Handle/End Of Outer Pleasant St.: I strongly support
the idea of a traffic circle as envisioned. Having lived around the world
while in the military, traffic circles are very common everywhere but in the
US. Americans seem to have an allergy to them. As a driver ed teacher, I
see a lot of unnecessary apprehension in my students that has probably
been instilled in the kids via their parents. That said, I’d rather instruct my
students through a traffic circle any day over navigating that deadly jug
handle. As a resident who almost daily navigates the movement from
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the hill in a poor visibility location, it’s a soup sandwich. Some suggestions
to consider: work with the property owner to get the dumpsters moved
back, cut down some of the vegetation if possible, make the railroad
crossing back to the 2nd telephone pole on the right a no parking zone, see
what can be done about the other obstructions that create blind spots,
and consider making the dashed line in the middle of the road solid from
the railroad crossing back to the second telephone pole (won’t discourage
all from making a lane change at that location but may discourage some).

(I-95 South Prior to Merge w/ I-395 in Waterford, CT)
Another idea could be to create an extended shoulder outcropping prior to
the jug handle so police officers could safely post up in a location prior to
the 35 MPH signs. One of the things we used to do back when I was a
police officer was simply park an unmanned marked unit on the side of the
road at various times during a shift. Just seeing the cruiser slows people
down. Just a couple ideas anyway. Right now, posting up by the gas
station doesn’t discourage speeders early enough.
- Bicycles On Outer Pleasant Street: I’m not a fan, keep ‘em on the
connector roads.
- Cushing and Inner Pleasant Street Intersection: I take my students to this
intersection every day multiple times a day. The road test examiners take
kids there all the time and a whole lot of them fail at this exact
location. The below picture doesn’t do this intersection justice – it’s worse
than it appears because the Google camera rides up high. A major
problem is a lack of visibility. There are dumpsters, vegetation, guard rail,
various signs, and parked cars all blocking a motorists view. By law, drivers
turning left must turn into the nearest lane closer to the bank (even
though most do not and go closer to the dentist office). However, with
Pleasant St. drivers changing lanes towards Cushing as they come down

- Inner Pleasant Street One-Way/Two-Way Conversion: Tough one
here. Pros and cons for sure. I agree that a two-way conversion will calm
traffic and provide another way to get out of downtown. From a safety
perspective, I see people turning onto Pleasant St. off Maine St. routinely
only to see them panic once they realize three lanes of incoming traffic are
heading right at ‘em and peel off into the 7-11 parking lot. Not sure if this
is because people have poor maps, bad GPS, are idiots, or a combination of
all 3. I do know however it happens with alarming frequency. If two-way
traffic relieves some of the Mill St. traffic, that would be good as well. I
think less traffic on Mill St. would be ideal. If you keep it one-way, I’d like
to suggest short dashed white lines be used to guide motorists making the
left turn onto Maine St. and help keep motorists in the proper lane. Every
multi-lane turn should use these dashed white lines and why Brunswick
stopped using them a few years back is beyond me but motorists benefit
from that visual cue. Hell, if Topsham can do it (and they do), so can
Brunswick. This conversion decision may be the toughest of them all – if it
works you’re a hero, if not well… not so good.

Pleasant Street Corridor Transportation Study | Draft Final Report

Thanks for a terrific presentation Mr. Errico. Very informative and some
terrific ideas. I look forward to seeing what comes of this at the next
meeting.
V/r
Shaun Hogan
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Ryan,
I understand you are heading up the effort related to fixing up outer
Pleasant Street. I have a comment, having entered Brunswick via this route
since about 1956.
This has developed over the years into an ugly and (if I can believe the
newspaper article) unsafe road, and it’s a shame that it’s the entrance to
Brunwick which is, generally, an attractive and welcoming town.
I suggest on the very outer portion of the highway leading into Pleasant
Street that sculpture installations and a gateway be added.
If you ride Amtrak near Hamilton, NJ you can see a wide range of modern
and traditional sculptures that are, I think, put there by the Grounds For
Sculpture, which is located nearby. It’s a long, linear installation, and the
physical space of it reminds me very much of that long drive in from the
highway exit until you begin to hit gas stations and a hotel and the Thai
restaurant (possibly the former Thai restaurant at this point) at the
entrance to Pleasant Street. Such an installation would have to be
developed over time for sure. Is there percentage for art money available
in Maine?
A gateway — maybe in conjunction with a roundabout or maybe in some
other format is also needed. You don’t really have the sense at any point
that you’ve arrived in Brunswick… it’s hard to know when you’ve arrived.
You just kind of eventually meld into the strip mall melee, and somehow it
dawns on you that you’ve made it to town. A gateway would be good, and
it would distinguish Brunswick positively from many Maine towns and
cities (think of Augusta, for example) that also greet all people arriving
with a strip mall ambience.
Regarding the traffic situations: Obviously critical, and obviously need
attention. I am not a traffic engineer so I’m not going to try to second
guess this but I applaud the effort. I am a bicycle rider, and surely I’d never
dare attempt that road, so if there are provisions that can be made to
make it safe for all users — so much the better. I think we do have
sidewalks everywhere along Pleasant Street, so that’s a step in the right
direction.
Best wishes,
Jeanette MacNeille
2 Brookside Drive, Topsham, ME 04086
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John:
Would you please send this along to the appropriate party.
I owned 113-115 Pleasant Street from the mid 1980's until 2020 and
operated my business from that location. In the 80's truckers would park
on Route 1 and meander over to the Miss Brunswick Diner for breakfast.
Those days are gone.
A few thoughtsThe Pleasant, Stanwood and Mill intersection- historically I have been
supportive of the roundabout design for this intersection. I understand
from more recent conversations that due to the high Route #1 volume and
relatively low Stanwood volume that this design is not feasible. I trust that
this is true. There have been several attempts to mitigate issues at this
intersection. The current approach and signage works the best.
Lombard should be one way in off Pleasant with traffic being directed from
Lombard to Turner to Webster and the traffic light.
Turner Street west of Webster along property for the station should be
improved or made allowances for the former Grossmans and other
buildings; so as in the future all businesses in this section will have access
to the traffic light at Pleasant and Webster.
The Pleasant and Webster Street intersection, the site of the new fire
station; I'm sure the FD plan for controlling the signal will work. It better.
Pleasant Street Inbound there should be a third lane created from a
portion of the land on the southwesterly corner {site of the new station].
The newly created land will be a dedicated turning lane. The middle lane
dedicated inbound. The left lane for left onto River Road as well as
continue inbound.
Outer Pleasant Street- I support a roundabout. This will help with traffic
calming and a start to improving the visuals.
The Town needs to enforce it's Design Standards. When Tim Horton was
built as per the design it was impossible to access heading outbound; an
impossible left hand turn. When the existing Dunkin had the same
standard the buildout was lacking.
I appreciate your attention to this information.
Very truly yours,

Flaherty Realty
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Thanks for this evenings meeting.
It may be beyond tonight’s discussion , but is there consideration of the
increase of spring st across to Cushing st on to rt 1 to bath from the park
and ride being built on cedar? Weaving traffic now is problematic .
Thanks for adding this to your pile.
Michael
Hello Ryan,
I thought that was an excellent meeting, but I don't think my question
was answered. Like John Perreault, I think the connector road from
Stanwood to Webster would be a big help, but is it realistic? Can you just
take several existing businesses right in the path of the proposed
connector by eminent domain? I thought that was reserved for major
projects essential to the general welfare (highways, airports, etc.)
Thanks,
Courtney
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Hi Ryan,
Sorry, I tried calling in but had to try a few times and then it seemed to be
winding up so I hung up. (I haven't had to call in to a zoom meeting before
and first try put the passcode in too early and then was confused...my own
damn fault.) I did hear you make a comment on the TV3 website stream
that there was one more and that nope, there wasn't...so I'm guessing that
was me. Sorry about that. Sending my main comment and a link to my
stream-of-conscious thoughts on the presentation itself in case there's
anything else worth passing along and trust you'll take care of what needs
to be communicated further.
My main comment (really a question but I don't need a specific answer,
just a situation to consider) is to ask if Pleasant Street can be made 2 way
but to not allow left turn traffic from Maine Street and how that might
impact traffic flows. So basically, heading towards Topsham, traffic could
still only go straight, but if you were heading towards Harpswell you could
turn right (and obviously side streets between Maine Street and
Mill/Stanwood could turn either direction) - how would that impact the
traffic flow and the decision for whether there should be 2-way traffic or
not?
Since I wasn't on the zoom, I was posting real time commentary onto
Facebook (should be public so feel free to push along if you think it'd be
helpful for folks) - first post was 6:45pm so a bit after the start, though if
you hover over the "Xtime ago" stamps you can see what time it was I was
making a specific comment and how it relates to what was being
presented. You can find that
here: https://www.facebook.com/RunToWin/posts/10159400035873832
Thanks for coordinating tonight's public meeting, I found it really
informative. I'll look for a public replay link tomorrow to share around to
relevant folks. Copying Dan and Kathy on this email (thanks to you two as
well; I found both your comments and questions helpful and appreciate
them.)
Regards,
- Blaine

Page | 75

Pleasant Street Corridor Transportation Study | Draft Final Report

Hi there, I was finally able to watch the meeting that took place on 2/22, I
hope I'm not too late. Regarding some of the options discussed 1. Roundabout @ 1-295 & Route 1 - I think this is a great idea to help slow
down traffic, also, a great spot for it as well.
2. Church Road suggestion - good
3. River Road suggestion - good
4. Stanwood/Mill - I don't love the 2 lanes, but I think that Kathy Wilson
kind of covered this, and I agreed with her.
5. Connector Road 1 - good
6. Connector Road 2 - no
7. Connector Road 3 - good
8. Connector Road 4 - good
I also wanted to comment on making it more pedestrian friendly. My
family and I live on Androscoggin Street, off of River Road, and I will never
be walking down Rt. 1 to Pleasant Street. There are too many risky drivers,
and I definitely don't want there to be a Beth Condon situation. I know
that there are a lot of rules regarding graveyards, but is there any way to
connect the canoe launch to the little road off of River Road, and then
have it loop by the river next to the graveyard? It would be great to have
the old train track used in a way to transport people over the road as well
(but that is a lot to ask). Please see the picture below for the suggested
River Walk.
Thank you! I appreciate whatever happens!

-Maggie Moynihan
207-730-3245
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Dear Ryan, Ryan, Margo, Art, Deb, and Catherine,
This is to request the gathering of data from major users of inner
Pleasant Street to inform the conversation regarding the one-way or
two-ways conundrum.
Here's a draft list of study respondents to which you could
add. These institutions and businesses are NOT likely to advocate
for a solution out of concern of offense. In one instance they don't
want to annoy customers, in another they don't want to get sideways
with Town Management or the Town Council.
Even so, the traffic pattern on inner Pleasant Street impacts their
work multiple times every day as they negotiate our traffic system in
and out of Brunswick in their varied size (some rather large)
vehicles. I'll bet dollars to donuts they would respond to a call asking
for input on a few questions - (following the list are proposed
questions to which you could add, but keep it short).
RESPONDENTS:
Hannaford deliveries
Restaurant deliveries including beers
Ambulance services
Fire department
Police department
Postal Service
UPS
Concord Trailways
School bus routes
Snow removal vehicles
Trash collections
Hotels and hospitality (deliveries and out of town customers)
etc.
SURVEY QUESTIONS:
What is the impact of the one-way portion of Pleasant Street upon
your work or delivery of services?
If you use Pleasant Street to enter downtown, how do you leave
downtown?
What would be the impact to your work or service of changing the
one-way portion of Pleasant Street to two-ways?
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Would such a change be beneficial? please be specific. Would
such a change be deleterious? please be specific.
I think it's important to get the debate beyond the 'it'll be noisy near
my house' and 'I can't back out of my driveway' issues, however
important those may be, and to get a focus on how the system
works. Householder worries are often not in proportion to the actual
impact of a change and many can be managed with driveway or
other improvements. Pleasant Street is overdue for traffic calming
features in any event.
Claudia Knox
721-0141

ITEM 152
BACKUP

ITEM 153
BACKUP

MEMORANDUM

TO:

Town Council

FROM:

Appointments Committee

SUBJECT: Report for October 4th Appointments
DATE:

09/20/2021

The Appointments Subcommittee of the Brunswick Town Council met and voted to supported
the following slate of nominees:
•

Emilie Schmidt appointed to the Recreation Commission with a term to expire on
07/01/2024.

Town of Brunswick
Application for
Appointment to Board/ Commission/ Committee

9/1/2021

Emilie Schmidt

Full Name: _______________________________________________Date________________

9103815375

11 Colonial Drive

For Office Use Only
___________ Date App.
Received
___________ Date App.
Entered
___________ Appointed

Street Address: ______________________________________Home Phone #_______________

9103815375

7

Emilie_schmidt@icloud.com

Cell/mobile Phone #: ________________E-mail Address: _______________________________I live in Council Dist. #: ______
I wish to be considered for appointment to the:

Parks
and Recreation Commission
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
(NAME OF BOARD/COMMISSION/COMMITTEE)
Check one or both:

FULL MEMBERSHIP STATUS:

TERM BEGINS:

______________

_____

TERM EXPIRES:

______________

and/or

ASSOC/ALT MEMBERSHIP STATUS:

immediately

X
_____

7/2023

Yes

Do you or any relative currently serve on any Town Board/Commission/Committee? ______ If so, please state name of
Board/Commission/Committee, the number of years of service, and the relationship to this applicant:

0
TBD
Comp
Plan Update Committee
_________________________________________# of Years ______Date term exp. ____________Relationship ______________
Your occupation:
__________________________________________________________________________________________________

Physical Therapist- self employed

Employer:__________________________________________________ Work Telephone #:________________________________
List any civic organizations to which you belong:

Comprehensive Plan Update Committee

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Note any prior experience knowledge, or abilities that you have which would contribute to the activities of the
board/committee/commission:
I have worked in the sports-medicine arena for over 20 years and have had the opportunity to live in many communities due to being a military spouse. Through those experiences, I have observed how many different regions approach parks and recreation and believe I have good ideas for the future
development and maintenance of the programs within Brunswick.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Yes

Have you previously served on a Town board/commission/committee? _________ If so, please list the
board/commission/committee and years of service:

current member Comprehensive Plan Committee

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________
SIGNATURE
PLEASE COMPLETE THE QUESTIONS ON THE BACK OF THIS APPLICATION.
Applicants may submit a cover letter and resume with the application form.
Applications should be returned to the TOWN CLERK'S OFFICE, 85 Union Street, Brunswick, Me 04011.

You will be contacted to set up an interview with the Appointment Committee.
It is the intent of the Town to televise proceedings of Boards/Commissions/Committees
PLEASE NOTE: This completion of this application allows a person to be considered for a Town
O:\TownClerkWeb\fillable form\Application For Board 12 2013 DRAFT.DOC
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Board/Commission/Committee, but does not guarantee placement on a Board/Commission/Committee.
APPLICANT – PLEASE COMPLETE THE QUESTIONS BELOW

Parks and Recreation Commission

Board/Commission/Committee Applying For: ____________________________________________________________________

remainder of term

Term Length: _______________________
1. Do you have any questions about what the Board/Commission/Committee does or on its charge?

Not at this time

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
2. Do you have any practical experience or formal education that would be relevant to the Board/Commission/Committee?
I am a licensed physical therapist, athletic trainer, and strength & conditioning coach with over 20 years of sports medicine experience as well as participation in various parks and recreation activities in multiple states across the country giving me a unique perspective.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
I have worked and volunteered in youth sports, collegiate athletics, professional sports, as wells military morale/welfare/recreation departments.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Since moving back to Brunswick in 2019, I have volunteered as a youth soccer coach for BYSL.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
3. Why would you like to be on the Board/Commission/Committee?
I was raised in Brunswick and was a participant in many parks and rec programs growing up. Through these experiences, I developed a love for community participation and sports which ultimately lead me down my career path.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
I know how important these programs are to a community. After being away for almost 25 years due to schooling and my husband's military career, we made the decision to return to Brunswick to raise our son so that he would have the same exposures and opportunities that I had in my youth.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Coming back to Brunswick, I see the many opportunities that the community has to offer both the young and the old. I also see some areas that I believe could be expanded to invest in our community's future. I believe my exposure to other cities and towns across the country provides me with a unique
perspective that will hopefully add additional diversity of thought and insight to the commission.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
4. Are you aware of the time involved and would you be able to attend most of the meetings?

Yes I have spoken with commission members about the time commitment.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
5. Do you have any conflict of interest that might involve either a direct financial gain or other gain?

No

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
6. Do you have anything you would like to add?
Thank you for your consideration. I am excited to be considered for this position and to hopefully become more involved in the community to help further the growth of Brunswick Parks and Recreation.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
PLEASE REVIEW THE TOWN OF BRUNSWICK BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES APPOINTMENT
POLICY PRIOR TO SUBMITTING THIS APPLICATION. YOU MAY VIEW THE POLICY AT
http://www.brunswickme.org/departments/town-clerk/boards-committees/ OR OBTAIN A COPY FROM THE TOWN
CLERK’S OFFICE.
O:\TownClerkWeb\fillable form\Application For Board 12 2013 DRAFT.DOC
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Draft
BRUNSWICK TOWN COUNCIL MINUTES
September 20, 2021
Executive Session-6:15 P.M.
Regular Meeting- 6:30 P.M.
Council Chambers
Town Hall
85 Union Street
Councilors Present: W. David Watson, Stephen S. Walker, Dan Jenkins, John M. Perreault,
Christopher Watkinson, Kate Foye, Kathy Wilson and Dan Ankeles.
Councilors Absent: James Mason
Town Staff Present: John S. Eldridge, III, Town Manager; Susan Karnes, Deputy Town Clerk;
Julie Henze, Finance Director; Jay Astle, Public Works Director; Matt
Panfil, Director of Planning and Development; Sally Costello, Economic
Development; Phil Potenziano, Brunswick Superintendent of Schools;
and TV video crew.
Chair Perreault opened the meeting and acknowledged the meeting had been properly noticed.
Executive session to discuss a Personnel Matter per 1 M.R.S.A. §405(6)(A).
Chair Perreault moved, Councilor Watson seconded, to go into executive session to discuss
a Personnel Matter per 1 M.R.S.A. §405(6)(A). The motion carried with eight (8) yeas.
Chair Perreault resumed the meeting and lead the Pledge of Allegiance.
Adjustments to Agenda: (ADDED) Item #145 To discuss a pay adjustment for Town
Manager.
Public Comments/Announcements (for items not on the agenda) (This item was discussed 6:35
p.m.)
Darren Wallach, 13 Intrepid St. (Circle),
Denise Lynch, 12 Intrepid St. (Circle),
Susan Vertrees, 14 Intrepid St. (Circle)
Mark Sturgeon, 19 Intrepid St. (Circle)
All spoke about a proposed housing development on Brunswick Landing. Chair Perreault,
Councilor Watkinson, Councilor Ankeles, Councilor Wilson, Mr. Panfil and Mr. Eldridge spoke
in response. Mr. Panfil encouraged any interested parties to email comments to him by October
6, 2021, in order to publish in packet for the October 12, 2021 Planning Board meeting. He also
informed all that this is a public meeting for anyone to attend (virtually or in person).

Town Council Minutes
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MANAGER’S REPORT (These items were discussed 7:15 p.m.)
a)
b)
c)
d)

Financial update
Airboat Noise
Traffic Alerts
Project Updates

Manager Eldridge provided these updates.
NEW BUSINESS
139.

The Town Council will be provided with an update on a school facilities plan by Phil
Potenziano, the Brunswick Superintendent of Schools, and will take any
appropriate action. (Brunswick School Department) (This item was discussed 7:17
p.m.)

Mr. Potenziano introduced this item along with Sarah Singer (School Board Member) and Kathy
Cogan (CHA Architecture).
Councilor Ankeles asked a question, to which Ms. Singer and Mr. Potenziano responded.
Councilor Watkinson, Manager Eldridge, Councilor Wilson, Councilor Watson, and Councilor
Ankeles spoke and asked questions regarding this item, to which Mr. Potenziano, Ms. Singer and
Ms. Cogan responded.
140.

The Town Council will consider an amendment to the “Emergency Ordinance to
Address the Public Health Emergency Resulting from COVID-19”, and will take
any appropriate action. (Councilor Kathy Wilson) (This item was discussed 7:45
p.m.)

Councilor Wilson introduced this item.
Councilor Foye asked questions, to which Councilor Wilson and Chair Perreault responded.
Councilor Watkinson and Chair Perreault spoke regarding this item.
Councilor Wilson moved, Chair Perreault seconded to the Motion to adopt the proposed
amendment to the “Emergency Ordinance to Address the Public Health Emergency
Resulting from COVID-19” on an emergency basis. The motion failed with five (5) nays.
Councilors Watson, Walker, Jenkins, Watkinson, Foye, were opposed.
141.

The Town Council will consider a request from the Maine Coast Rowing
Association (MCRA) to enter a lease to allow the Association to construct a dock at
the Water Street Boat Launch parking lot, and will take any appropriate action.
(Town Manager Eldridge) (This item was discussed 8:16 p.m.)

Town Council Minutes
September 20, 2021
Page 3
Manager Eldridge introduced this item.
Scott Bailey, Maine Coast Rowing Association member, spoke regarding this item.
Councilor Walker, Councilor Watson, Councilor Wilson, and Chair Perreault asked questions, to
which Mr. Bailey and Manager Eldridge responded.
Councilor Foye And Councilor Ankeles spoke regarding this topic.
Chair Perreault moved, Councilor Watkinson seconded, motion to enter into a lease with
and authorize the Maine Coast Rowing Association (MCRA) to construct a separate
dock at the Water Street Boat Launch, and for MCRA to accept responsibility for
all costs associated with the designing, permitting and construction of the dock. The
motion carried with eight (8) yeas.
142.

The Town Council will consider setting a public hearing for October 4, 2021,
regarding an amendment to section 15-74 of the Municipal Code of Ordinances that
would add a “No Parking” restriction on the north side of Pleasant Street between
Mill Street and Interstate 295, and will take any appropriate action. (Councilor
Kathy Wilson) (This item was discussed 8:31 p.m.)

Councilor Wilson introduced this item.
Councilor Wilson moved, Councilor Jenkins seconded, to set a public hearing for October
4, 2021 regarding an amendment to section 15-74 of the Municipal Code of Ordinances that
would add a “No Parking” restriction to the north side of Pleasant Street between Mill
Street and Interstate 295. The motion carried with eight (8) yeas.
143.

The Town Council will consider the Finance Committee’s recommendation to adopt
an amendment to the Town’s Investment Policy, and will take any appropriate
action. (Finance Committee) (This item was discussed 8:36 p.m.)

Councilor Ankeles introduced this item.
Ms. Henze spoke regarding this item.
Councilor Ankeles moved, Councilor Foye seconded the motion to adopt the proposed
amendment from the Finance Committee to the Investment Policy. The motion carried
with eight (8) yeas
(A copy of the adopted policy will be attached to the official minutes.)
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144.

The Town Council will receive recommendations from the Finance Committee
regarding the Graham Road Processing Facility’s hours of operation and fees and
consider setting a public hearing for October 4, 2021 to adjust the fees charged at
the Processing Facility, and will take any appropriate action. (Finance Committee)
(This item was discussed 8:40 p.m.)

Councilor Ankeles introduced this item.
Chair Perreault asked a question, to which Councilor Ankeles and Director Astle responded.
Director Astle, Ms. Henze, Chair Perreault, Councilor Ankeles, and Manager Eldridge spoke
regarding this item.
Councilor Walker pointed out a typo in the fee schedule in the packet.
Councilor Ankeles moved, Councilor Wilson seconded, to set a public hearing for October
4, 2021 for a proposed amendment to Master Schedule of Revenues, Charges, Fees and
Fines regarding a reduction to the residential brush fee, with a discussion and perhaps
action regarding the operating hours of the processing facility. The motion carried with
eight (8) yeas.
145.

The Town Council will consider a five percent (5%) pay adjustment for Town
Manager (Chair Perreault) (This item was discussed 8:48 p.m.)

Chair Perreault introduced this item.
Chair Perreault moved, Councilor Walker seconded, to give the Town Manager a pay raise
of 5%, retroactively to January 1, 2021. The motion carried with eight (8) yeas.
CONSENT AGENDA
a) Approval of the minutes of September 9, 2021
Chair Perreault moved, Councilor Watkinson seconded, to approve the Consent Agenda.
The motion carried with eight (8) yeas.
Councilor Watson moved, Councilor Walker seconded, to adjourn the meeting. The motion
carried with eight (8) yeas.
The meeting adjourned at 8:51 p.m.
PLEASE NOTE: THESE MINUTES ARE ACTION MINUTES. THE ENTIRE
MEETING CAN BE VIEWED AT WWW.BRUNSWICKME.ORG.
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Susan Karnes
Deputy Town Clerk
September 27. 2021

October 4, 2021
Date of Approval
___________________________
Council Chair

CONSENT AGENDA - B
NO BACK UP MATERIALS

CONSENT AGENDA - C
BACK UP MATERIALS

TOWN OF BRUNSWICK
Warrant for Municipal Election
November 2, 2021

COUNTY OF CUMBERLAND, ss}
TOWN OF BRUNSWICK
}

TO ELIN M. GOULD, RESIDENT OF THE TOWN OF BRUNSWICK, CUMBERLAND COUNTY,
MAINE:
YOU ARE HEREBY REQUIRED, in the name of the State of Maine, to notify and warn the voters of the Town
of Brunswick, Districts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 of the following:
Absentee Ballot Processing will be posted on the State Election of Notice
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED, that on November 2, 2021, a Municipal Election will be held in the Town of
Brunswick, at the following voting place, the Brunswick Junior High School, 65 Columbia Avenue for all voters to
vote for the offices indicated herein:
The following offices will be determined:
• Councilor for Districts 3, 4 and At large
• School Board for Districts 3, 4, and At large
Dated at Brunswick this 4th day of October 2021
___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

___________________________________

ATTEST:

________________________(Town Clerk)
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TOWN OF BRUNSWICK
RETURN OF WARRANT
County of Cumberland, ss}
Town of Brunswick }
I certify that I have notified the voters of Brunswick, in all Districts of the time and place of the Municipal
Election and processing of absentee ballots by posting attested copies of the within warrant at the following
locations, each being a public and conspicuous place within the indicated District:
District 1
District 2
District 3
District 4
District 5
District 6
District 7

Mid Coast Hospital
Parkview Medical Center
Brunswick High School
Sunshine Laundry
Recreation Center
Little Dog Coffee Shop
Warming's Market

On ____________________, which is at least 7 days prior to Election Day.
(Date)
Dated at Brunswick this _____ day of October, 2021.

______________________________________________
Elin M. Gould, Resident of the Town of Brunswick
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Town of Brunswick, Maine
OFFICE OF THE TOWN ENGINEER

MEMORANDUM
TO:

John Eldridge, Town Manager

FROM:

Ryan Barnes, Town Engineer

DATE:

September 23, 2021

SUBJECT:

Utility Location Permit Application, Permit # ULP-21-11
Maine Natural Gas
4” Gas Main install – Harriot Way, Pine Street & McLellan Street

Attached, for presentation to the Town Council is an application for a Utility Location Permit
received from Maine Natural Gas.
Maine Natural Gas seeks authorization to install a new gas main along the following streets:
 Harriet Way – Harpswell Road to Dead End – 650 feet
 McLellan Street – Harpswell Road to Pine Street – 2050 feet
 Pine Street – McLellan Street to 400 feet east along Pine Street – 400 feet
The project will add approximately 3,100 linear feet of gas main and provide access to 64 additional
customers.
Brunswick Engineering Department has no objection to these underground utility lines as
proposed, providing it is approved subject to the following conditions:
1.
2.

The final location governed by the utility location permit is subject to adjustment, as
determined necessary by the Town Engineer, to provide adequate clearance from any
underground facilities located by field verification by each utility.
All work is subject to compliance with the Town’s Street Opening and road restoration
requirements.

Town of Brunswick
Public Works Department

Application for Utility Location Permit
DATE September 15, 2021

Permit Number: _ULP-21-11______________
(to be provided by Town)

The Maine Natural Gas
(Name of Utility)

and _____________________________________
Joint Utility Name (if applicable)

duly authorized under the laws of the State of Maine to construct, maintain and
operate a natural gas distribution system.
(Type of Utility)
within the Right of Way of highways within the State, hereby applies, pursuant to Title 35A M.R.S.A., Section
2503, and 17-229 C.M.R. Chapter 205, for a Location Permit for the following installation in the Town of
Brunswick.
Provide a Brief Description. (Attach both a general location map and a detailed plan of the installation indicating
the exact utility location with offsets for centerline or edge or right of way provided.):
Name of Street:
Starting Point:
Name of Street:
Starting Point:




Harriet Way
Harpswell Road
McLellan Street
Harpswell Road

End Point:

16 Harriet Way

End Point:

Chamberlain Ave.

Maine Natural Gas proposes to install a 4” High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) gas main starting at the
intersection of Harpswell Road and Harriet Way. The main will run on the north side of Harriet Way in
the grass to avoid utilities and underground electrical. The main will loop clockwise around 75% of the
cul-de-sac ending at 16 Harriet Way.
A 4” high density polyethylene (HDPE) gas main will tee off of the main on the north side of Harpswell
Road at the intersection with McLellan Street. The main will run eastward along the sidewalk on the
north side of McLellan Street before shifting to the southern end of the roadway. From there, the main
will run approximately 150’ to the East into the intersection of Pine Street. The main will run down the
middle of Pine Street to the intersection of Chamberlain Ave.

Minimum Depth of Cover

36”

(if applicable)

Maximum PSI

60

(if applicable)

“Any person, firm or corporation owning property which abuts the public way described above and claiming to
be adversely affected by this proposed location, may file a written objection with the Town of Brunswick Public
Works Dept, 9 Industry Rd, Brunswick, ME 04011, stating the cause of said objection within fourteen (14) days
after the publication of this notice. The written objection must be served by delivery in hand or by registered
certified mail”.

The text of this application  will  will not be published*: Publish Date: _______N/A___________________
Name of Newspaper: _____________________________
Signature of Utility: ________________________________
J:\ENG\ME\MaineNaturalGas\20661-MNG-DesignSupport\20661\20661I_Brunswick-Mains\04-HarrietWay\Permitting\0.HarrietWay_PineSt_McLellanSt_UtilityLocationPermit.doc
Form No. ULP-01 - Rev. Date: 8/31/2001

Print Name and Title: __Joseph Gauthier, P.E.

Lead Supervisor - Gas Engineering________________

*If publication is chosen, the entire application above the double line is to be published. Submit completed
applications to the address provided above in the objection statement.
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PROPOSED GAS MAIN EXPANSION
SUMMARY OF UTILITY COORDINATION
Pine St., McLellan St., Harriet Way

UTILITY AND NAME OF
UTILITY CONTACT

Brunswick Sewer District
Robert Pontau

DATE OF
PHONE
MEETING OR
NUMBER
CONVERSATION
Sent email 8/31/2021
207-729-0148

Sent email 8/31/2021
Brunswick & Topsham Water
District
T.C. Schofield

207-729-9956

Sent email 8/31/2021
Consolidated Communications
Martin Pease

Central Maine Power
Richard Adams

No response as of 9/15/2021.
207-721-8006

Sent email 8/31/2021

Town of Brunswick
Ryan Barnes

9/1/2021: BSD responded that McLellan and Harriet layout look
good. However, Pine Street appeared to be too close to the existing
VCP sewer pipe that is 15’ deep. Rob Pontau requested 8’ of
separation as a minimum and asked about relocation on the other
side of the street. Wright-Pierce met with BSD onsite on 9/7/2021 to
review the location of the existing sewer main. After the existing
sewer main was marked out, Wright-Pierce and MNG shifted the
proposed gas main into the middle of the travel lane to maintain a
minimum of 8’ of separation from the existing sewer main.
9/1/2021: BTWD responded that Pine Street appeared to have
adequate separation but had concerns with minimum separations on
McLellan and Harriet Way. Wright-Pierce met with BTWD onsite
on 9/7/2021 to review the layout of the proposed main. After the site
visit, BTWD had no concerns with the layout of the proposed main.
No response as of 9/15/2021.

207-442-8018

Sent email 8/31/2021

Comcast
Kendall Blodgett

IDENTIFICATION OF ANY MAJOR CONCERNS AND HOW
EACH WILL BE ADDRESSED.

No response as of 9/15/2021.
207-729-2623

Sent email 8/31/2021 207-725-6654

No response as of 9/15/2021.
JN 20661
GAS MAIN EXTENSION
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Jaime Wallace
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Rob Pontau <rpontau@brunswicksewer.org>
Wednesday, September 1, 2021 10:52 AM
Jaime Wallace
Jennifer Nicholson
Re: Maine Natural Gas - Brunswick, ME - Pine St., McLellan St., Harriet Way - Utility
Coordination

Hi Jaime,
The plans look good, with the exception of Pine Street. Our line in that area is an old VCP pipe that is 15' deep. 8' of
separation would be the absolute minimum. I'm not sure I see that in your plan. Can you relocate to the other side of
the road? Perhaps we should meet in the field. What do you think?
Rob
Robert A. Pontau Jr., PE
Assistant General Manager
Brunswick Sewer District
www.brunswicksewer.org
All emails associated with the Brunswick Sewer District are considered public information and are subject to the State of
Maine Freedom of Access Act.
On Tue, Aug 31, 2021 at 11:32 AM Jaime Wallace <jaime.wallace@wright-pierce.com> wrote:
Good Morning,

On behalf of Maine Natural Gas, Wright-Pierce is requesting your review of the attached preliminary drawings for the
proposed gas main extensions on Pine Street, Harriet Way, and McLellan Street in Brunswick. Please confirm location of
existing utilities shown on the plans as well as any potential conflicts with the proposed layout. We ask that we receive
this information back from you no later than Tuesday September 7, 2021.

Please let me know if you have any questions or if there is immediate concerns that need to be discussed.

Thank you for your time,
Jaime

1

Jaime Wallace, PE
Wright-Pierce | Lead Project Engineer
direct 207.798.3744 | office 207.725.8721
To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
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Jaime Wallace
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

TC Schofield <tschofield@btwater.org>
Wednesday, September 1, 2021 2:57 PM
Jaime Wallace
Joseph Gauthier; John Blais; Engineering Department
Re: Maine Natural Gas - Brunswick, ME - Pine St., McLellan St., Harriet Way - Utility
Coordination

Jaime,
There seems to be adequate separation between the proposed gas main and the water main on Pine Street, but we
have concerns about the separation on McLellan and Harriet. The main on McLellan is only about 1-2 feet into the road
from the edge of the sidewalk, leaving about 4 feet of separation between our main and the new gas main. Our main on
Harriet is very close to the edge of the pavement, leaving about 3 feet of separation as proposed.
TC
T.C. Schofield, PE | District Engineer
Brunswick & Topsham Water District

PO Box 489
Topsham, ME 04086
(207) 729-9956
www.btwater.org

On Tue, Aug 31, 2021 at 11:32 AM Jaime Wallace <jaime.wallace@wright-pierce.com> wrote:
Good Morning,

On behalf of Maine Natural Gas, Wright-Pierce is requesting your review of the attached preliminary drawings for the
proposed gas main extensions on Pine Street, Harriet Way, and McLellan Street in Brunswick. Please confirm location of
existing utilities shown on the plans as well as any potential conflicts with the proposed layout. We ask that we receive
this information back from you no later than Tuesday September 7, 2021.

Please let me know if you have any questions or if there is immediate concerns that need to be discussed.

Thank you for your time,
Jaime

1

Jaime Wallace, PE
Wright-Pierce | Lead Project Engineer
direct 207.798.3744 | office 207.725.8721
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