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·A. Access 

With respect to access to the captioned parcels, the following 
instruments are relevant: 

1-Book 6475 Page 180 - Cassidy to Huber - 1997; 
2-Book 6475 Page 191 - Huber to Cassidy - 1997; 
3-Book 7007 Page 059 - Great Northern to Huber - 1999; 
4-Book 7007 Page 063 - Huber to Great Northern - 1999; 
5-Book 7300 Page 237 - Huber and Cassidy - Amendment to previous 
easements - 2000; and 
6-Book 9073 Page 276 - Aroostook Timberlands - Huber - 2003 

Prior to 1999, Huber owned a parcel of land in Millinocket that 
was north of a Cassidy Parcel. The Cassidy parcel extended 
southerly across Route 157. Huber decided to put a wood yard on 
its land next to the railroad tracks and Gardner put a chip 
plant on Huber's land. 

Items 1 and 2 were to provide access to the Huber parcel in 
Millinocket, Huber was to build the road, which it did, and 
Huber granted Cassidy the right to use the road and railroad 
crossing on Huber's land. 

In 1999, Huber decided it wanted to connect to Great Northern's 
'Golden Road' which resulted in Items 3 and 4. Item 3 conveyed 
to Huber the right to build and use a road over GNP's land in Tl 
RS to Huber's land in Grindstone, Tl R7, along with the right to 
convey the same rights to Cassidy. Item 4 conveyed to GNP the 
right to use the road running through Huber and Cassidy's land 
to Route 11/157 in Millinocket and was for the benefit of 'all 
lands now owned by Grantee .. .' . GNP owned the captioned parcels at 
that time. 

Item 5 amended the Items 1 and 2 and granted Huber the right to 
convey to GNP an easement over the road crossing Cassidy to 
Route 11/157. 

Items 6 conveyed to Aroostook a right of way over Huber's land 
southerly to 'Dolby'. It is not clear from the instrument if the 
parties intended the easement to run all the way to Route 11/157 
but Aroostook already had a right of way southerly from Dolby to 
Route 11/157 per Item 4. 

Aroostook conveyed the captioned parcels with the benefit of 
Item 6 and the easement over Cassidy was appurtenant to the 
parcels per Item 4. 

At this point, I believe we can insure access to the captioned 
parcels subject to the terms and conditions of the instruments 
creating the easements. 
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EASEMENT DEED 

BAaBARA 1- CASSIDY ofBan&or, Penobscot County, ~ne, 
. . 

ROS£~ C. F'L YNN. aJlt./a Ros.:l!c M. Flynn. orKeruicbwlkport. Yorlc CDWlty. 

CASSIDY TIM'IEIU.ANDS, LLC, a Maine lialited liability compmmr, 

n.EET_ BANK Of P.IAINE. I corporation wilh a place ofbusinL-S.. in Banp, 

PGlObeeot County, Maine., and !'tfARY JANE H ELFRJCH; as Co-Trvs!c-cs ndcr Artkle 

Il1•C1a of Ille Will of Jaae ~l SalllvH; 

FLEET BANK OF MAINE. a ~rion "'ilh a place of bllsiocss in Bangor, 

l'aiobsc.ot Co11nty, Maine and MARY .IANE H£Lf1UCH of Bangor. Maine, u Co-Tnut-

1ader Artkle Nla1b of !be Will of Jue M. Sutllna; and 

fL£.tT BANK_OF MAINE, a corpora1ion wilh 1 place: ofbusincn in B~cor, 

Pcnoblcol Co1a1ty; Maine and MARY JANE HELFRICH of Bangor, Maine. u Co-Tru1ttes. 

Ala Mary !an Hclfrid. ••dcr l•dcatnc ofTrvsc wftll. laoc M. Suurna dated 

Oeremhu lll, ICJ'TI, 

Pmlliss & Carlisle Management Co .. Inc.. P.O. Box 637, Bangor, Maine 04402-6037, ~by 

·pant to J.M. HlJBER CORPORATIQ_N, a New Ir:ney corpor.11ion with a mailing addms of 

900 South Main Sueec, Old T.oWn, Maine 04468 rHubcr") a l'IOft•CXClllSiVe righl of way ror all 

· puq>ascs of inJieSS and c&ress. and a DCM1-cxclu$ivc casement for u!ility services wi1hin a one 

hundred foot (100'} strip of land (''the lbsancnt S1rip'') mo~ puticutuly desc.ribcd in 

~hcdulcA). The ~Cllt Strip !(ads rrom lhepublic r~ lo:nown as Staeo Roulc0 ISI through . 

a portion of(jr11111ors' land in Millinocket (formerly Township A Range 7 W.E.L.S.). Penobscot 
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County, Maine described in th~ deed of Edythe Rice Dyer to Batban A. ~assidy, Cl al. dated 

December 4, 1981. alld recorded in Book 324S, Page: 187 oflhc Penobscot Cowity Registry of 

Deeds. 

. The c.isc~cn1s hereby gr:inted an: forJhc bctlclic of all lands of Huber in Millinodcet, · 
Penobscot County. ~jnc ('"the Bcneliucd Parcels"). whether now owned or he/tailer ~wRid" 

The utility ~ices ca.scmcnl ~·rcby 8J:111tcd shall include the riglits to conslnJct, repair 
and maint:i.in (acili1ics n«essary for lbc transmission ofcclephone commwiicatiom, cable 
tclevision..'declriciiy and cbta. &nd to clear ;ind dispose of interfering trees and olf\cr gni'Mh from 
lime 10 lime, with pemiiuion to emcr upon the Eascmmt Strip for purpo~ of pro11idins such 
utility sci'vices to the Bcneflllecj Parcels. FURTHER GRANTJNO to Huber, the powa to auign 
lo Bangor Hydro-Electric Compmy, iis $U<U$$0rs « wigns, in whole or in part. the forcgoinJ 
cascmcnu for purposa of providing c~tricity and tnnsmiuinc data to the Bellclillcd P~la. 

Hubct-'s ct1try on and·11$Cofthe Eaxmenl'Suip shall be SUBJECT TO thc (allowing 
COllditio_D&: . . . 

· (I) Huber's use of the rood. utility lines, aruhny llpJllJrtC!llllces thereto Wll be at the 
sole risk of Huber. · . . .' · · . '-

(2) Clrantors rese~c lhe righ( to conn«11o utility lines i0$talled by K11bet wilhin the 
fascm<nt Slrip ai Gr.11nors' sole cost and ""'Pense. Funlu:r re;setving to 1bc Gr:anton, in commoa 
wi1h Huber. the risht.10 post the E:isqncna Slrip 1o ivoid un.'IUthorized uu. · . 

. (l) 411 work done s001i be pcrronned wilh r=o~blcdisp3lch .un1il fully complcled, .ni 
Huber slull promptly restore all potti0ns of the G~tor's Lwl altered or damaged in coMcction 
with such construction, malnlcll3RCe and repair to a sishlly condition. free of rnision. All 
removal of merchantable 1imbc:r for initial cons1ruclion of1hc roads attd 111ility lines shall be 
subjc:<:l to the rcmis or :i slump:ii;c po:rmit of ro:ccnt dale b~1w,'m the p:ani.:s. Gr.inion 'rct:ain title 
to all 1imb<:r within !he E:ucmcnt Strip, :ind HubCr will·nol in lhc fu1ure n:movc mcrdl.uiublc 
timber or oilier forc:sc products severed from the Easc111cnt Strip without the prior.wriuen 
agr"1!lcnc of Granto rs or Grantors' land manager (Cllrrcntly l'rmliss &. 'Carlisle Management 
Co., Inc.). 

(4) 411 woric wilhin the Easement Strip sliall be in.accordance with all applic.able laws_ 
. codes. and ordinances. and performed ill a good an.d workmanlike manner. · : : ... 

(S) Huber will be responsible for pr~vidlng ongoing mainterwice and for s0 long ac 
Huber owns property bc:nelitted by this casement or for so long as Huber llSCS the road. Jr Huber 
nnsf cn all of the property and ceases to use the road. iii Obligations widef thia pancrapb shalt 
ra-minate, but shall run with lhc land. Provided, however, dW ihucceuot t.ndowncn to Huber. 
are POI using Ille right· of way, they shall not~ ohligciS to~ the right of way dtiriDa llM:h 
paiods or noausc. · : · . 
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. (6) Hlll>cr llball ootain cid miiwil!I iii full foit:e incl em.ct an 1ovcmnienta1 31'Pf'OYala 
and fuwlcial responsibility rcq~ia reqll~ "1 all •pplic~le laws ror coftslNClioo and 11$ 

orthc road &IJd uulity c:ascnicnes OD lbc Eascrnair Strip. . 

(7) Huber~ to indemnify~ hold ~10111 lumll~ liom 111)' c!Jims by . 
conincrors, subcontracton., 111~cn or work= for :any amounts cbimcd by them ror WC1rk 
and materials employed ~ the Easement Slrip. Huber will not suffg- or pctmit ;iny 
mechanic's or matcrialm311's lien to be tiled 1gainst 1hc land of the Granton, ror or purporting to 
be ior labor and milleri:ils supplied to, or at !he instance or, or for the: benefit of, Huber or any 
contra.ctor or sub<:ontr.lctor cmployc'll, or claiming to be employed by H~r. 

· (8) Huber .1¥fCCS to indemnify :111d s.:ive Qr311tors h:umleu from and ai;ainst all daims of 
whatever n:llure arising from any act, omis,sion, or ncgliiscncc of tlulx't, or Huber's in,·itcn, 
lasecs. conlr.ll:lol3. liccnsccs, ~gents. ornnployccs. or arising fJ?m WJy ~ccidcnt, injury, or 
~gc whatsoever nuscd to :iny p.:l"SOn or to the prnpt.'rty of :ioy pe<;OO occumng on .1llcl about 
the Easement Strip, except nothing mentioned herein sflall c:tcusc or exculpate Grantors or their 
invit<:es. IC$$C:C$, ~ntraetol'$, litellSl'CS. agents. or employees, from th~ir nci:lig.cnce. amt in such 
case the indemnilicaiion and hold harmless provided herein shall not apply. :ind GrantOn sl\;ll 
hold Huber h3"11less thet"efrom. In cases where" the panics hcteundcr ha''" a~=d IO indemnify 
and hold hannless one another for lhc:ir 011111 negligence: or lh;it of their invjlccs. Jcuecs. 
contractors. agents or eroployeCS: the indcmnif~ion and hold ha1T11lc:u provided hcn:in sh.>JI be 
mluccd ~Uibbly in accordOlllCc with Maine's law of conip;uative ncgli~cnc:e in c~istenccon 
Augiut IS. 199'1. 

· (9) · As furtha coruideraiion for the pant of the easements conwnccl bcrcin, HubcT 
.llJKG to pay any Tree Growtll 'll'ilhdrawal pc11alty a.ss0ci3ted with any d!Arl&c in Ille allhe land 
. DC:Qlpied bylhc EasemeotSlripR$ultini li1:im C'X~oCthe e2Scment ri"hts.and lt=by 
assigns to Grant ors (in eotntl!OJI. wilh Hubcund its .'11CC!'W)rs ~ assigns) for purposes of 
access to llllcls ofGr:inton,'for rorcst op:r:11ions, l:111d m:iNg,'m~'lll :111J any 011i,,. 1~wru1 
purposes anoci;Ucc.I wilh such op..'Nlioas.. D011-excfusi\'C rips of iilgrcu an.I q;n:ss (Cl\:.:r the 
ro:id lo be constructed by Hubi:ranJ tli~ priv:itc crossillJl to be nuainr.iin<d un.11.TaJunc 16 1291 

. Pri\~.c CrosSing Agrcqn911 bct•ro,'ll the a:iii!jC>f iUiil Ai'Oostook itailro;id O>mpnn): and J M · 
Huber C'orporalioo) and IOr 11til ity services o\'tt bnJ !t:is..'\I by H11bcr from D:.ni;or and 
Aroostook Rai!ro;id Comp.my ("'R:iil~') pursl.Wlt to :a 1~ 16.1997 l = A!;mmcnt relating 
lO blld of the R.:iilr~ adjKem to the E:lscm"1t Strip. This assi!!,l\lUCOl a m:lllc pursu:inl to . 

. hngi:aph 20 of~d Lease A8=mmt and pm~ph 12 of Slid Private Ctos.sini: Ai;sttm~ 
subject to the lcntl$ and limil:>liOI\$ rhe~in. Huber mnains the Less« unJc:r said Lc:ase 
Agreement wi1h the R:iilroad :111d· Applic.lllt Wldo:r Ille Private C1ossini; A~re~m~'Rt .mil docs not 
httcby assign, nor do Gr3111ors assum~. my obligatiom ofLem.-e or Applicant which are nol 
expressly sci fonh in this pangr:iph. except that Gr:u11on sh3Jl be responsible for all losses. 
damages, cosls, «pcnses, lillC"S. pen~hic:s or cloims for p<"rsonal injul)' :irising orO((':isioncd 
from QrJntors' use of1li.;- pri\·~rc mmin~ 31U! the lanJ kas..-J hy th.: Rlilr.iad.All u1ility ~nd 
un'i:~s ...-~~c111.:111s Gra111, .. 1 h,·n:by ar'' in cumm,111 witl11hc Gnntur3, lh.:ir h.:irs.11"ri«>nal • 
l\l'r.:s.•n1a1i11cs, succ~'UOl"S and GSsigns. MiuiiciP11I re:il ~'Sl:llc ta.~~, asscssc..t ai;ainst the 
Easement.Strip shall remain the rai;onsibitity orGrontors. · · 
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Huber, its succes:sors and assigns. shall have the right IO w ign lo othc~ in whole or in 
pm, my of !he foregoing riahts, privileges and cuements forlhc benefit of the Bcnalilted 
Parcels in ~ct, provided, howcvt:i. that anl.._ assignment of rightS shill noc extend to tho 
s~cr.alpubhc. . . . 

By its acccptilllcc oflhis eked. Huber wll l>c deemed ro coven.ant IOr it11:lt and its 
successors and assigns. to perform Huber's obliptions hem111dcr. Huber hczeby signifies assau 
to lhc aroreuid ~cqMion&, te«rY.ations. conditions, covenants and IJrCClllClllS and bcidly 
macs the assignmmt11111dcr p1r1graph 9 hamfby joinin& in the exeeution of this deed. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOP Onntora have lignod this deed u an lnstnlinCllt in!« seal a 
or~Jm.da.yor Ak,,t . 1991. 

·4of9-
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WftNESS: . CRAl'fORS~ 

~~NG"~ y,a.; kw a. P,, I~ 
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Tiicn pcrso113Jly appc3rcJ llw abo\·c-~m,-J ~vcrcU P. Ingalls. Mun;ii;ct orCossidy 
Timber!~ LL<;: anJ acbiowlcJgcd \he fon:going inslNrncnt to be his frw OICt and deed in &aid 
capacity, and lhc: &e,: act Ind deed of Cwidy Timbafands. llC. 

Scfon: me, 
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S~TE~E i . , .J. !iO(s County /!, 1U /'r . 1997 . 

'?,en JICn!C)llally ~Iha abovo-~cd f.t.,5J /fr• C.:f&"1s in hl!. capacity u · 
V.e~m.lt,j oU.. M. Huber Corpontfon. and 11eknowlcslgcd the f0ttgoin3 aceqirancv 

of the execution and accept:onceort/\c f<11qoini ID be •he free ad and deed in suid C11p:iciry 11l4 
the free act .ind deed of said Gr.antee. 

Before me, 

-9of~-
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Schedule "A" 

R.igfn-o(-Way Description 
to be granted to J.M. Huber Corporation 

A cenai~ 100 li>ot wide Right-of-Way mted on the northerly side of Route I i/157 approximately· . 
1675 feet castctly ofif$ inlcrscction with Rice Fann Roid, situated in the Town of Millinoclcd, 
CoW1ty of Penobscol, State of M~nc:, the centctlinc of which is dcscnDcc;I as rollows: 

RIGHT-OF-WAY "A-: BEGINNING al a poinc on the northerly sideline of Slate Route 111157, 
SOiid point being ioc.1tcd N S9"03'.W £. a dislallce of two-hundred IOny-dutt and seventy-fi>ur 
huruir~lhs (.?43.74) f~ fi'oia a $lone hishway mon11111<.'nt foWl<I :it hi,!lbway sution 126+60. fifty 
(S0.00) feet northerly or the baseliru:. as shown on "M:ilnc SIOl!e Highw.ay Commission Riglu:Of­
Way Map of Suro Highway "3is•, T"'l' A, Jbnge 7. Fcdml Aid Seooodaiy Project S-0315(2)", 
Sheet I of9, dated November 1954; rccoldcd in Pbn Volume 22. Page S4 oflhc Pcnobsco! COWlly 
Roads and Mapping Depanrnent, said poinl also located S 7~06'29" W, a di9uilce of fivc-huildicd 
scvmcy.four and ninety-six hlUldmllhs (574.96) feet &om a stone highway monumcnl found a& 

hii;hway $1arion 134~.Jl, fifty (S0.00) (lid southerly of the basclino, as ibown on said Righi-of­
Way Map: 

THENCE, N 29°16'2S" W, a distance of onc-llUl!drW (I 00.00) feet; 

THENCE, nonhcrty ~bng a ewvc: Co the righl. Mid curve having a !Wius of1w~hwidn:d c:iglueen 
and twenty-ono h!U\dn:dths (218.21) feet. ¥1 an: di~ or Onc>handn:d fony and sUly-t"liO 
h~ndn:dlhs (140.62) feet; . . 

THENCE. N 07°38'SS" E. a distance of iwo-hwtdn:d lifty-ni~ ml ninety.-cigh1 hWldrcdlh$ · 
(259.981 feet; 

THENCE. nonhaly along a curv~ to the !cl\, '3id c:vrve hllving a ndius of two-thoi,isand nine:. 
hwidn:d scventy-tlvce and eighty-she hundn:dlhs (2973.86) feel. an m: distance of ~undrcd 
ninety-nine and fony hlllldredths (399.40) feel; 

THENCE, N OO"Ol'·W W. a disun= of seven-hundred ninciy-ninc and twcnty~ght, hullj)n:dths 
(799.28) feet; 

THENCE, northerly ;ilon:; ~ ~urvc: to the kft. l:lid curve having 1 radius or eighl-hWldml ninc:t) .. 
one ;and ninety-one hundredths (8?1.91) feet, 0111 an: dist:incc of forty-two and lifty~ghl bllll<hdtlls 
(42.58) fcct IO a point in Ille gcncr.illy soulhaly line. o( land now or formerly of Bangor and 
Aroostook Railroad, described in a deed dated Septmiber 12, 1906 and m:xin:led'in Book 764, Page 
336 of the Penobscot County Rcgis!ry of Deeds, s:iid point being loeatcd N os•s9'is- E. a distance 
oC ano-thous;nd cil)lu-hundm! fifty-six anil thlnccn huadn:dlha (1'56.13) feet tom said SIOllc 
ll\Oll\lmcll1.found at sbllon l2~. fifty (50.00) feci nocthcrty of the bNdinc, s.id poilll also being 
located N 2Cl"OO'tS" w, ·a di.slancc or OQH""'•nad li!l-hlmdnld fifty-dwoci llld ~-tix ! 
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bandtedLlti ( 16$3 .36) fed fiatrl "said sf.oQc IMO\lmcnt locslcd autalion 13"~3. ti fly (S0.00)(~ · . 
IOllCbcdy o(thc baseline; . 

IUG!fl'-Of-WA Y "C-: BEGJNNINo II 1 poi!it In the g~fy ncinhC!y line ohbove mauioac:d 
laod ofBilll&Pr l&ld Arwsloot ~~ ~d point being located N Q2°J2'3S" E. 1 distance oftwo­
lhou$and' ~hundted. tUncty•$eVell ~d fifty-«te 'hundicdlhs (2397.SI) rm &om said stone 
mon11111a1t found at station 12~.filly (S0.00) feet norlhcrly of~ ~line, $.lid point also being · 
located N l7° 14'SS" W, ~ diS!mlcc of tWo-thol&Ulld two-hundrcc1 one :ind 1CVcnty-sbt hw\Clrcdths 
(2201.76) feet fii>nt said stone monW11ciil klc:atcd al st3tion l.34-t68.JJ, fiRy (S0.00) feet southerly 
of tlu: bale line; · · 

THENCE. nonhc:isterly along a curve to tile ri11ht. said ciarvc h:ivins a radius oftw·hundn:d 
1weo1y-1wo ;ind twcnty•fOll( hoodredths (222.24) feet. an are distance of eig111y: rive and ihiny­
cwo hundmllhs {8S.l2) feet. thC long chord of said c11rve bearing N 24°36'so· E, a dislance of 
eighty-four and ei~1y hundredlhs (84.80) fcct; · · 

THENCE, N JS"36'4S" E, adistanccof ooo-hundrcd (100.00) ft':C1; 

THENCE, nonhedy along a curve to the ien. said cur.e having a ~ius ofl\fo-hurulrcd nRy· . 
SC\'cn anJ lhiity·l"'O hundr001hs (2S7.3?) feet, an ;ire Jist:111cc of onc-hundml J~·cnty-cii;hf :ind 
f~y-cight ( 178.48) f~-t; · 

THENCE, N 04°07'~" W, a disWICc ort"A·cnty-<!ight and .iniy hundredths (28.60) fM to a . 
point on lhe solllherfy line ofland now or ronnc:rty or J.M. Huber C6'p0ra11on, described. in ~ 
deed dmcd Muth 22. 1984 and rminlcd in Penobscot County Rccistry ofDeeds Book lSOS. 
Page 354, said point bcina loated N 0.S"OS'SO" E; 1 distance ofi...~vand sevcn-h1111dtcd 
sixty~ and thirty-four ~tlas (2761.34) fed 6ont said Slone moriummt found at staaion 
126+60, fifty (SO.O)-ft:et OOrtbedy~fthe baseline. s:aid poilil.llso bcini loa!~ N 11•.ca'JO"" W; 
• distance ortwo-tlloawld five-hundred dcvcn ancJ scvelllCU\ bundrl!llChs (251 1.17) feet from 
said stone monument located 11 sllUion 134~8.33. fifty (SO.O) feel so .. hcrly of !he baseline. . . 

Din:crions are hued ftom Grid No11h, dctmninc'CI for this survey by. locaiion of contrcl points · 
shown on a plan colitled '"Topographic Plan of a Site Soulh of Bangor &. Aroostook Rllilro3d in 
Grindstone, M:tln'c lbr Huber Corpora1iOQ", dated November, 1 99~. prepan:<l by James W. ·5cwa11 
Company of Old Town, M~inc. 

The above description, prepared by A.E. Sturgeon llld Company. is based on limitcJ rc=h and 
fu:lclworlc. ThisdcKription is not the ll'Sull of a Sta11d:lrd Bound'tf}' Suryey. 
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EASEMENT DEED 

~K6475 PGl·9·1 

J. 1\1, HlJBER CORPORATION, a N~ Jmey corporaiioo with & lllailins addl'IU of 

900 Soll1h Main S~t. Old Town. ~lino 04468 ("Huber'") h«eby gnnis lo llARBAitA A. 

CASSIDY of&ngor, Penobscot Couniy, Maino. 

ROSELLE C. FLYNN, :i/'JJa Roselle M. Fl)'nn. ofK~bWlkpon, Yorlt C0\1111)', 

Ma.inc. 

CASSIDY Tl:\IBERLA~DS, LLC, a M~ne limircd liability oompany; 

Fl.EET BANK OF MAINE, a corpor.ition with.;a place of business in Bangor, 

Penobscot County, M:Unc, and MARY JANf. llELFRJCH, a.s Co-Trusicu 11nder Article 

Eicbtb ortbe Will of Jane M. Sulllvais; 

~"LEET BANK OF MAINE. a corporation wilh ;a place ofbu.sincss in B;ini;or, 

Penobsco t County, Maine and MARY JANE lf£LYRJCK of Bangor, Maine, as Co-Truatea 

11adrr Anicle Nlatb of the WUI or JauM. Satuvaa; and 

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, a coq>0~1ion with a pl;icc ofb11Jincss in Bantor. 

Penobscot County, ~nc and MARY JANE HELFRICH ofBangor, Maine, u Co-Tnsiea, 

flbl• IM&Jy Jane Htlfrfdll lllCder l11deattltt ofTriut with Jan.e M .• Sulllvn d•l~ 

Dttunbrr 2(), 1978 

(all colle<1ively rc:fmed to hacinaflcr as "Grantees} ha.ving a l!Wling address of e/o 

Pmuisa &. C<1rlislc M2Mgement Co .• Inc:.. P.O. Box 637, Bangor, Mallie 044()2~37 •. a llOn-

exclusive rishtofway for 1U p11rposcs or incrcss and cpcss, and a non-exclusive casnienl for 

u1ility •CfVic" within a one h.undrcd foot (JOO') auip of land ("tho Ea.cmcnt S1rlp") more 

partkularly described in Schedule A. The Ea.scment Slrip I~ through• portion o(Gnntor'a 

land in Millinocket (formerly Township A, Range 7 Wl!LS) Penobscot Couniy, Maine u 

. ··-··-···------......-···-··· .. ··- ·---·-· 
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d.o:sciibcd in adcol frol?I Stcboato GnzilOad.ltcd Much 22, 191-4 and recorded ia Boolr. 3SO$, 

Paac 3S4 oflbc Peaobx:IX County R~stzy ofDeecb. 

The easements heldy granted ille forlhc bcncfitora11 lands or GtWca in.MUlinockct, 
Penobscot County, t.Wnc ("the Be11c:li1tcd Parcel1'j, wllcthcf now owned or hm:ancr ;icquircJ. 

. The: utility suviccs cucment h~c:by granted shall include the rights to canstiuel, repair 
. . and maimain facililies necessary for the transmission ortc!cphcnc: commuoicalions. c:ablc. 

television, clcclricity and data. and IO cle:u-and dispose of inJc1fering 1tcn and othc:r growth from 
time IO time, with ptm)i5Sion to enter upon th~ Easement Strip for purpo~ ofprov"idini such 
ullliiy SCNic:c:s to the Bene: lined Parcels. FURTI !ER GRANTING to Grantees. the power to 
aS5ign IO Bangor Hydro·E~tric Comp:uty, its succCS$01'S or auisns. in whole or in part. the 
foregoing ea5emenls for purposes of providing ch:ctricity :ind tr.wmining JaL1 to the Bcnefiued 
P~ls. . 

Grantees• entry on and use oflhc Enscmenl Strip sh3ll b.: SUBJECT TO the following 
condi1ions,; · 

(I) Use ofthe·road, uiility l(nca, 3Z1<l OlllY appurtcn:inc~'S thcf'cto sh3ll be at the sole risk of 
Grantcci;. 

· (2) Grantor re-serves lhc ri&ht to eonocct to utility lines inslalled by Gr.antce$ within the 
Easement Slrip .at Gnnlor·s sole i:ost and clipcnso. Further ~ng ID Grantor, in commoll 
with Gn.ntces. the right to posl the Easement Strip to avoid unauthorized use. 

· (3) All "'Olk done shall be~ wilh IQSOnX>ledisp11cb lllllil fully mmplctcd. IDd 
Gnnicc:s sh3U promptly restore il1l portions of the Gr.inlOr's lmd ahcrcd Cl(" d:umgcd in 
connection with ~h corutnx:lion, mainlc1l311CC and repair to a sii:hlly COllditioa.. li'Cll ofc:rosion. 
GnntOI' retains tillc: to all timber within the Easc:rncnt Strip, :ind G11111lccs will nol in the rubln: 
remove: mc:rch:ultiblc timber or other forest products SC\'ctcd tram lhc EIS<.Tl\Olt Strip without 
the prior writtc:n agrcauent ofGr.uiror. 

· (4) Al! work within lhc ~cmi:nt Sllip ·sl\111 be in accordance with all 1ppllable taws, 
c:odes, ~d ordinances. :i!ld performed in a good and worlananlilrc manner. 

(S) Gr211rce.s !!hall oblain 111d maintain in Ml fon:e and effect all iovcmmcntal .approvals 
and financial responsibility rcqwrcmcnts required by all applic:ible l•ws for Grantee$' 
construction a.nd use of the~ and utilily eucmcnlS on the E:is.:mcnt S_lrip. 

(6) Q:lnrces agree 10 indemnify and bold Huber lwmless fijim any cl;aims by G1'i111tees' 
.con1rac1ors, subcontr.ictors, m3tcri;iJmen 01 worl<ers for any :amoun1S claimed for wosk :ind 
materials employed upon the E~mcnl Stnp. Gr:1111ccs will not suffer orpcm:iit :my meclwlic's 
orm•tcrialm:ui's lien lo be tiled against the las1d of the Orantor, for or purporting to be for labor 
and materials supplied lo. or >1 lhe instance of, or for the bcntfil of, Grantees or any contracior or 
subconlractor employed. or claiming to be employed by Gramccs. 
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{7) Gr.11111.oes :ii;n:.:s IO ind~mniry and nvc: Gr:in1or harmless from .111d against :>II claims 
orwh;itcvcr na11m: arising from 311y :ict. omission, or negligence of Gnntccs. or Grantccs's 

'in\•i1~. kssc:cs. c:onlractOfS. liccn.sccs, :agents, orcmployceJ, or arising from any ac:c:idcnt, 
injury, or damage: whatsoever caused lo any pctSon i>r to die property of any person occumng·

00 and about 1hc Easement Suip, c~cept nothing mentioned hercio shall ncuse or exculpate Gramor 
•. or its invitees. lessees, contr.tctors, licensees, agents, or employees, from its-negligence, and in 

s11eh C'1SC the indemni lication and hold harmless provided hmin shall not apply, illid Gran tor, 
sh;ill hold Gran1c.: ham1kss dicrcrrom. ln c:t.1ts when: the p:111IC$ hcn:undcr~vc agm:d 10 
indcmniry anJ hold hamtkss one ano1hcr far their own negligence or lhal of their invitees, 
lcssa."S, con1r.1e1ors, agents or employees, the indcmriilication and hold harmless provided hcmn 
shall be reduced cquilably in accordance wi1b Maine's law of compai.tivc negligence: in · 
e:.istmcc on August IS, 1997. 

All utility and access ~cmcnb gr:ullc:d hereby are in common with the Gr.intor. its 
succ~'$SOrs and assi~-ns. Mtmicipal R:ll c.s1a1e b.Xt.s assessed againsl Ille E:llcment Strip shall 
m113in th<: rcspo11sibility of Gran1or. 

Gr:inlccs, lhcir successors and assig11s, shaJI have the right to assign IO others. in whole ot 
in p~ any of the foscgoing rights, privileges and easements for the benefit of the Benefitted 
Parcels, or any ponion thereof, in Millinoclccl, provided, however, th2t any assignment of rights 
shall not ~lend lo 1111: general public. 

By thci~ acceptance ofthil deed. Grantees shall be dcc:med lo coveaant for lhcmselves,· 
aiuS their successors and assi~ to pcrfann Otantces's obligatiom hm:undcr. Tut GrUtc:es 

· hcn:by signify assenr to &he aforesaid citccpiions, reservations, conditions, covenants and 
apccments by_joining in the: cxcculiOJI of this deed. . · · 

IN WITNESS Wli WOF Gnrttor ha taused this deed to be signed by 

Gr<t.J fk, Co{f?r • i~duly aullloriicd officei; u an insuumcnt undeneal, u of this /) 14 
ilayof ,41c~rs1 .1997. 

Wl'INESS: 

/ 

GRANT OR: 

J.M. HUBER CORPORATION 

By./; ·a Jt. 
1'1amc: ~ M. (411t:U 
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Then pcnona]ly appeanxi die lboYe-~ · (i..,...A fl! • C, ff ;~~ in h~ 1rOl'CSM! 
· c:apacily, and llCknowlcdged the foregoing instnameot 10behil_1hlc K1 'lnd dcc:d in Wd u~cy 

and the free act sid deed orJ.M. Huber Corpor.1liOC1. 

Before me, 

/ 

NMlc: 1,.i;l/,il,.. U. H11~C111 
~ 
~rtomcy-at·bw 
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.. 411/vd Pf!W-

FLEET 8AJl.1< OF MAINE, in its Capacity 
is Co-Trusr~ ll'blo Mary J~ Helfrich 
under Indenture ofTruSI wi1h J:inc M. 

Sullivan~.&E978 
By:cb i .h · 

{ 
· N;JIJIC": s·. w . 'PA n1..1 ~K-

c2jlxny: p 1-r.. 0 : 
i 

(rich. o-T cc t/blo Mary 
Jane Hcl un4er lnd~niun: of Trust with 
J~c M. Su lliv;ind;u~'d D«cmbcr 20. 1978 
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100 Foot Wide Right-of-Way 
lo be conveyed lo 

C&s.5idy Heirs~ olhcn 
. by 

1.M. HubcT Corporanon .. 
Millioocket_ Penobscot County, Maine 

- _, • ......_ __ ! __ • - · . - -· 

A catain 100 foot wide Righl-of·W3)' l~ing northerly from lhc 10lllhaty line of land now~ 
fom1crly of J.M. Huber Corporation IO tho: southc::iscerly line of lhc Banp and Aroostodt Raiboad 

. Right-«'· Wiy from Midioockcl lo Grindstone:, the centerline of salcl"IOO f9')t wide Righi-of. Way 
is de=icn"bc:d ;i.s rollowf: . . . . 

BEGINNING at Q point Oft the so11ihcrty line of 1211.J now or formcrfY or J.M. Huber C~ion. 
dcscnbcd ill a deed dated M:uth 22. 1984 ;inJ ra;ordcd in Book 3$0,, PQgc 354 oflhe Pcnobscol 
County Rcgisuy of Decdll. Said point being localed N OS"OS'W .E, a dfstMcc of two-thousand 
sevm-lntndRcf si:icty-onc and thirty-four hWldrcdlhs (2761.34) ' fbet ftQ!l\ a .si.one highway 
IDODllmCnt found al highway station 126+«1. fifty (50.00) feet northaly of lhc baseline; .., shown 
on "Maine Sl.3lc HJihwaY Commission Righl-i>f-Way M;ip of Slate Hiiltway •J IS". Twp A. R.vigc 
7, Fed=! Aid Sc:oodaiy Project S-031S(2)9. Sheet I of9, daled November 1954. ra:olded in Plan · 
VoTwnc 22, Pagc:S4 of. !he Penobscot County R•):islry of Dci.'\11, $;iid poiru :also loc~i..'d N 
11•-'&'JO" W. ;a dis.r;in~or1wo-tho.)us:md fh-c-hunilr,'\I .~wm :ind ..._ .... ~lllC\.'11 htin.Jn.'llths (.l.~ l l.17j 
fed froni a st11111: h~1w:1y m00u1111.'11l found ~ • ii;lwrJy ~;nilln l).l~Jl. fi tly (S0.00) f1.'l.1 
soUlhcrly of the b;oseline. ;is sho"'1l on S3id R;sflt-otWay Mop; 

nIENCE, N 04°07'45" W. a di.-tvic.C of \J\m:.h\lndm1 fotty-lwo and fony-eia:hl huodmllhs 
(342.48) feel; · 

THENCE. nonbcrty along a curve to the kit, said CUM! haviili I 13dillS or u.n:e.thouwld IWo­

hllJ\d.rcd 6fly-nine and lhirty·four hwidtcdths (32.59.J-4) feel, aa an: distance of th=~ 
n~·ninc and fifty hundredths (399.SOJ feet; 

n!ENCE. N 1 1 °09'05~ W,a di~ofliflyancl mnc1yhwxllcdths(S0.90) feel; 

TllENC'E. nonhwc:s1crly ;ilonl:· a curve lo the lcR, Solid cwvc b;iving a r:>Jius or lwo-hundn:d 
eighty-four and seventy-six hundm!lhs (2U. 76) fcct, an an: ili$lllncc of two-h\llldRd lhiny-fivc illld 
filly-cigh1 (23S.S8) feet to a point. in an cxisling gravel ro:id: 

THENCE. N S8"33"0S'" W, along ornt:Jr lhc cicisiing gr;ivc:l roll.Cl, 11 di&t:incc:offony-six and forty­
ninc hundn:dlhs. ( 46.49) feet; 

THENCE. llOl\hw~tcrly along a cwvc lo the risJ!I, ~id curve having 1 r:adius of lhn:c-hwtdrcd 
nin1.'ty-1Jm,c :ind sevc111y hundredth~ (l9J.70) Ri:I, 111 llre disbnce of onc-bundl'<:d forty-<igh1 and 
iwcnty-IWo hundredlhs ( 148.22) feel; 

. ·- ... - ·---- ---- -
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· THENCE, N 36°58'50" W. along or near the centcdinc of said gravel co.id and .cros.sini Sclioodic 
Streillll, so alled. a disl3ncc of onc-hlllldRd ninety-nine md twency-rourliundnod!hs (199.24) f~ 

THENCE. nonhwcstedy along 0( n=. lflc centalinc or said pd road and a curve lo the right. 
said <:lltYc having a radius of four-hundred seventy-silt and slxry~fo11r hundredths (476.64) fed, an 
arc distance oftwo.huru:lrcd forty-four al1d fQrty-nine hlltldn:dtbs (244.49) (cct; 

TIIENCE, N 07°3S'2S- W, along or near !he centerline of said p-avcl road. a distan<:c: of four· 
bundRd lhiny and eii;Jtty-Jivc hundredths (4J0.8S) feel; · · 

THENCE. llOnh\Veslcrly along a curve to the left, said cwvc having a radius oflhtce-dious.anct livo­
hWldrcd twenty-eight and twClll)'-seven hund(cdth$ (3528.27) reca. an arc disiance or onc-hWldrcd 
ninccy-ninc a11<fnincty·li~c hur.drcdlhs (199.9S) feel; · 

THENCE. N 10°SO't.;• W, along or ~:ir the «nlctlinc of s:iid !,'l:l\'CI ro3d. 3 distance: of 011<> ' 
th1>usauJ si.l·l1uudrcJ fil\y-ninc :inJ sixty-two hw1Jn:Jths (lt>S9.62) fwt; 

THENCE. no.Jthwestedy along or ne:ir the ctn!etlinc of said gravel road and a curve to the left, said 
cwvc Mving a radiu$ of seven-hundred eleven and for1Y-cighl hundredths (7 t 1.48) feet, :in an: 
disuncc of lhree-htmdrcd lhiny-two w l{liny-six hwidRdlhs (332.36) feet to a point located N 
01• 1 s·o3• W. 3 disl.'lnce of 5i.-MhouS3nd eight-hundred fony-two (684?.00J f1:et ftom SOiid Slone 
nll\nuni.."Rt found al st:at ion t:U••bO, lilly {S0.00) r~-ct nonhcrty of the biu..'linc. s;iiJ point .also 
locu1,...i N '""O.NS" W, :a di$la!Ke of si1t·lho~ six-hundml ninety-Ii~ and twc:nty-(our 
hundrcllths (6695.24) fcc1 livm ~id stone tno11wncnt located at mtion 134+68.JJ, tifty (S0.00) feet 
Jocllberly oflhc baseline; · ' 

TilENCE, N 37°36'10" w. along or near Ilic «'lllerlinc of Aid gmel road. a diuance of forty-nine 
(49.00) feet., more or IC$$, IO the soulhca.ucrly linc at Iha Bangor and Aroostook Railroad R.ight-ot-
W;;y leading .&ont Millinoclcct nol1licaslcrly to Grindstone. · 

Din:c1ions are b3S<d &om Grid Nc!nh, cktcmincd for Ibis SlllVC)' by location of comrol poinlS · 
shown~ a plan entitled "Topo~bic Plan of a Sicc South of.Bangot 4' Anlostoolt Railroad in 
Grind.$1onc:, M:linc for Huber Corpo131ion", dated Novcmbc:J-, 1994', pn:paied by 1-W. ~ 
Company of Old To~ Maine. 

. . 
. Tho above d=rijl1iort. piq>arod by A.E. Sturgeon and Company, is based on limited rcscardl and 
fiddwolk, This ~ption is not the R:SU!t of• Standanl Boluldaiy Slln'C)'. .. 

18?4S-I 

PENOS!:CO T. SS RECEIVED 

ICNl AUG 28 A Cf: 30 

jU»o.-1: 8~ 
RECISTERt:° 

.. 

-·------·-

r 
i' 
i: ,. 
i 
i 

' 
J 
l 

1 
I 
i 

~. 

! • I 
r 



BK 7007PG059 

Gkl:.\ T SOIU!!ER~ l'\N:.R. I~. I~ ~bsicli~ry of 130 \\':\ TER I SC'ORPO.R:\ rE01. 
a Dcfa\\3rc cotpur.llion Ii.wins 3 plac~ ot' busin.:ss in Millinnck,·t. 1\1.:iinc ~nd a m1iling .>ddr(S.' of 
1 0;~ C'cntrJI Slr.-cf. l\hJlioo,·hr. 1\IJinc 0-1~6~-.?100 (rhc "Gra1>1or"> h..-rcby s r'1nts to ..:1:.1!· 
I~ rtlt:R CORl'OR,\ TI0.'1 a 1'.·w Jersey corpuuiion lla\·iny a pla.;.: of busrnc~• in OIJ T.mn. 
,; Jmc .1nd a n>J1li11i; i1JJ1c>s of970 S.iuth :\IJin Strccl. Oki T1ll\n, :\IJlllC 0-l~ <>S (the "Gr;in11·e">. 
3 pcrpc1113I non·c~du~l\c rii;ht of "~Y for all purpuscs of inl!tC$S and C!Jrcss 11<·i1hin :I,,,,,. hu11dr,-J 
r;.,, ( I IJ•)., strip ofland (the .. f:as,'ll1cn1 Strip") for 1he GolJ,'11 R,1;id fatcnsion. s.i.callcd. b.:111~ 
111•lfl.' p.iniculariy dcscrib,...J in S.:hcJuli: ..\ a11ad1cd hereto ~nJ m.1Jc a r•n ""'"''' The Ea~cnicnt 
Strip f.,ads lhr\JU!Jh a pllllion \JfGr.mor·s land in T0"-1\.<hip I R~nsc H \\'ELS. p,.,.ohs~11f 
(',mn1y. !\lain.:. as shown in Sch.:dul~ A. a11d ;a.< 1kscrib.:d in a deed from Gr..,.JI :-.:1inlw111 
S~koo~a Curpvration to G1a111or, dJlcd Dcc<:1uher l '>. I Cl') I. and n:cord•'tl in the Pcnoh;;w1 
foun1r Roi;i-<t'Y ;if D~ctls in Ouok ~%<>. P:ii:c I~~ 

Tl:c ~il~cmc1tt ~ hcr.:by sramcJ arc tor the bcn.:lit .if(i) all lands no"· 1mn,•J b)' llubcr. and 
all land~ winch OIJv hcrealkr be aci uircd b lluh•'I'. in the St.11c of!llainc, anJ (11) all LmJ;;;;•w 
own,'d in common by llarbara A Cas~idy and tho~c: 011cr cut.11n grantors in an l'.ascni,·nt Oc,'tl 
frum ~arbar.:i ,\ Ca~~idy cl al~. 10 Grantee: d;ucd ,\llb'll~I IS. I CJ<l7, and r«ord.:d in s:iid Rc~istry • .I y, J. 

ofD•'Cd> in llo11k 6-175, l'il!lc 180 as anicnd.."d by~ Arncnd~nt to E:s.<~nwnt o.,cJ dettd-~<Ji{W~· 1r" 
- ••• ,. IQ~ lo be recorded in said Rci:istry of D•'<.'11$ (hcrcin:iller che "C: a.'"idy 
Owners"). and all lands which may hereafter be acquired in common by chc: Cassidy Owners, in 
the Sratc of ~binc (cullcc1i»cly, 1bc .. l;l.:ncliu.:d P~ccls"), and Huber is c~prc.ssly grar.1.-d the 
right to auign to rf\e C as~idy Owners, in whole or in pan, :iny of the rigllls, pri»ilci;cs and 
cucm.:nis fl.rein tcranlcd 

The: ri!;jhrs in 1hc Ea~cmcnc S1rip arc hereby conveyed s11bjccc 10 Che followinll l.:tms 3nd 
condi1i1.1ns: 

(I) lkforc Joy mad is construc1 .:J within 1hc Ea~.:m~nc Strip, GrJn!or •11d Grantee 
must a!;jrcc upon (i) whidi pany will be rcspoiuiblc for ob1Ji11in~ any po:rmit~ Jnd ~pplic.llions 
'"quired by l:iw, Jn<! ( ii) the contnctor ... 1io sh.111 construcc chc 11.lJd GtJnlcc shJll p.1y fur th<: 
co.>c o(lhe cons1ruction of Che road. Alkr th; road h~ btcn con,.1ruct.:d, GrJnlor and GrJnl~c 
shall mccc a1 1he offices of 1hc Grant<c on cite first business day of April of each yc:ir to discuss 
rile maintcn.incc .,.hich h.~ been p.:rfonncd on the ro.ul O\'CI' tht p:is1 opcr:itini; period (which 
shall b<.: ,from April to April of each year) and to agree 11po11 chc following ma111:rs for 1he 
upcon1ing annual operating period: 

(a) Che maint~n•ncc which is ncccss:iry for lbc road and which pmy sh.all be 
responsible for perfonning the mainccnancc for the roJd; p,rovided ho\>·(~. 1ha1 lhc Gran1cc $hall 
hJ.-e the ril!ht, in ics sole dccctminacion. lo be the party responsible fot performing such 
maintenance; •nd 

(b) the estimated costs of such maintenan~; and 

---··-·---··-- · -- -·-· ... - ~--. ··--- ··· ···----·-····- .. 
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(c) • blldjjtt ror payi11g (or sucll maintC11aJ1cc costi. which bud Met s!WI aJloutc 
I cstim ccn Grantor and Gtanccc end other usen ofche road, if 
applicable. and set the dates upon which sue ocatc costs are to be paid by cac!t p•ny: 
pr1cid.sl1..!l1~~. lh11 either p;wy may elect to discontinue its uss of the road for •nv !""'.1.11 
t>pcr~ting period. ind if such..in election is ~de, the 113rty making such dc-ccion sh~ll f\Qt h;i,·c an 
t>~ahor1 to pay fur any maintc'flance costs fur the ol!$Cillln¥ period rn 9ucslio11 

(21 Granlc<''s use of1he road and any appurtenances !hc1'elo shall~ at the sole ri$kof 
Gr-inh.'C 

(J) Granror resctvcs, in common wirh Grantee. th" ri.t1hl H> post 1hc Easement Strip 10 
l\Oid un;iuthoriz~-d use 

(~) Gr.intur $hall retain title to 11l 1imbcr '"ithr11 the E.ucmcnc Strip, and Gr.ni ce "'ill 
n111 rcmo,·c n1c1'han11blc limber or Other fur~st produclS s~,·cml !tom the l!ascn1cn1 Strip 
wi1h1>ul the pnur wrnM1 ~grccmcnt of Gra11111r. 

(SI Grillucc aivccs 10 indemnify Grantor and hold Gr~ntor hrmlcss from al!d ai;iinst 
all cl~ms of whatever nature lriring from~y Jct, omission, or nci;lii;ence ofGr•nlce, or 
Granlce·s ili.i tccs, lc:ssc<:S, contraciors, liccnsees, agcnu. or employees. or arising from ;iny 
atci1!cnt, injury. or da.ma~c howsoever CllJ~ 10 any person or to the property o.f &ny person 

·occurring on or about the Easement Strip. c.-ccpt that norhing mentioned llcrcin shall c~cusc or 
cxculp;ue Grantor or its in,irccs, lecuccs, contracrors, 'cens«s, a!icnts, or employees I/om itJ 
suh: negligence .. and in such cue the indcmnifiation oind hold h<lmllcn provided llcrcin shall not 
apply. :ind Gram:or shall hold Grantee ha."lr.!css therefrom. In os.:s where tile rartic'.S h(rcundCT 
h;1"r: agrc-.:d to irukmnify and hold harmkss one anoO.cr for thor own ncslii;cnce or that o.fthcir 
in•itccs. 1.es~<:S. con:r3C10l'S. ficensces. •gcnrs. or employte$, if both panics arc •t fault. the 
indcn1nifkarion and hold harmks$ pro,isions herein contained shall be mluced equitably in 
xcordan..-e \\1th ~bine·s law of;omparative negligence in existence 011 µ11 .~... &· , 1999. 

(6) The access C01Sc'!l1cnts !jfanted hereby s~ll be in common with the Gr;ui1or, ~$ 
succc:<.«Jrs and assi~ns. Rc~I cS1a10 r:ixcs :issosscd :isainsr t~c C:ascmcnl Strip sh.II remain tbe 
rc$punsibilily of the Grancor. 

(7) Grantee, ics successors and assigns. shall have the ri~hl lo •»ii:;n to its •i;cn1~. 
in•itc:<:s. cuntracwrs, and uthcrs. in wh<.11;: or in part, any of the liircso ins ri.!jhts. pri•i lciscs .1lld 
e3<c111c111s fo r chc bencfu of the Bcncfi11cd l'arcd; or i ny poniun tlicr•'\>f. ~r(!\i1lcd ho\,tnt. that 

· ·· · · ·in• and snail be Sltb·cct It> Granto(s a ro•·al, v.hich shall 
QS\[ bt: unrr3sc>nahl)· d·~' 1yod or wiehh~. and provided 
not c'1cnd ro the gcn~-ral public. 

Guntcc. for it:sclf and its successors and assii;ns, hereby sii;nilics itS ;issent to the aforesaid 
condirions, co\'enancs and ai;1rxmen1s contained herein by joinini; in the cxc-cution of this 
Eas.:mcm Deed. 
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IN WITNESS :'!'REOF, the Grantor and Grwcc have cxcculcd 1his Eascmc11t Deed 
UO(lhc~dayo( llfQ.LC c .1999. . . 

WITNESS: GREAT NORTHERN PAPER. INC. 

WITNESS· 

Sf,\ TE Of ~IAINE 
C11un1y of r~nob5~01 

eflu!l.Jc14. tf.Qt{~[}b 
Name: ~trcia. A. McKcasuc 
Title: Vi'1: PresidClll 

Th¢n ~rsonally appeared chc a.bove·n.un(d Marcii A. McKcajj\lc. Vice Prcsidcn1 of 
GREAT f'ORTHER.N PAPER. INC. and admowlcdg~d 1ho: forcyoing insuumcnt lo be her free 
act and deed and the fr.:c act ind deed ofGllEA.T NORTHERN PAPER. INC. ..~ --.. .. 

STATE OF MAINE 
C0unty of Pcnobsco1 

B~r.o•cm• c ( ~ #-;,·. r ... . ~. .. .. ~ ..• -\, .. 
J/ , lft • / 

~-.:·li{); ·='i· ·.-·· 'l''. ~ · .••. _ .... 
Notify Public ")\ 
Print N:une: ~ f. ,, l..J''t:': 
My Commission Expires: < " · l f 

I 

00.M ,,_ I k . 1999 

Tb.:n person.illy appeared thcabovc-namcd __.k~ 1 A , J ( c. J t:~..> Ii : c. {,. r .J_ 1 
of 1. M HUBF.R CORPORATION and acknowledged 1hc furcg11ing instrument 10 be his fm: act 
and tlccd and th~ li.:c act :ind deed of J. M. HUBER CORPORA l'ION. 

J 

Ocfoxc me.. /"·· . '" \ 

-~---=-..;;....:"-~·___,~::-;~~~::A./;_: 
Notary Public .__ 

· Pril\t Name: ____ _ 
My Commission Expires: __ _ 

aonn.e s. CottOI\, NOU.""t ri...f)t•C 
State ol M~.,,. 

Mv Comntiics~n £apue1 31231,···. 

J 
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EASF..\IEIU OEEO 

J . 1\1. II l'B(R CORPORATION. a New Jersey corpo1a1ion havins 1 pl:icc orbuiincu 
in Oki To.-n, :\loin~ and a m3iling atldrcss of900 South .\1:iin S1rc.:1. Old To1>n, M~inc <J.1461 
(Ilic "Cnn1or") hereby grants to GRF.AT NORT!IER:'i PArt:H. 11'\C. (a sul>~idiary o( 
110\\',\ TER J,'\C"ORl'OR,\ TED). a O.:law;irc C<Jlpumion Mvin1: a pl.1cc nfbu~incS$ ill 
1'lillt1111ckc1. M~inc and :i m:iilin!( :iddrcssof 10~4 Ccntroll Srrcct. l\lillinockC1. !1.t.iioc 0~~6l-~IC>O 
(the "Grantrr"). :i pcrpc1u:\I nnn-c.~clusil·c rii;ht ofw~y for all purpu$CS ofin!jJCl'll and Clo\fCS~ 
within a one hundrctl fiall (I OIYJ ~trip ofland (rhc .. Easement SI rip") (or tile Golden R11ad 
l;;.\lt'l1s111n, ~l•·c:ilkd, anti ri>r. n •.· • ,.on '""'c"fin Mitlonu,kct, l\fainc. bcini; m111c panrciilurly 

c>i:rohcll in Sch,'<luk ,\ :itl:ichcd hwctCI ;inll m;idc 1 pan lk:1cul. t ascm~nt St11p lc~d~ 
thruu~h a p1inil>n ui'Granior·.~ l;intl in .\lillinockcC (forn:crly Town~hip I Ranye 7 \\'Ii.LS). 
Ptn.ibmll C"uu111y. 1-binc. as dcmibcd irt a dt:ed from .<it<1~1n ro Gnintor. dated .\farch :z:. I 9Jl4, 
anJ rccurdcd in rhd'cnnhmn Counry Rcgislry o( Dcclls in £luuk J.SO!i. P.<ii;c J 54. through the 
area lc~scd 10 Grantor in a Lease Agreement between B~n~ur and Aroos1ook Cump~ny and 
Gtanl•lr, tlat~d June 16. 19'>7 (hcrdnallcr ref cued lo as the "BAR. Lca.~c .. ). rhroui;h rhc ~~scmcnl 
strip ~c.mibcd in an E.i.scmcnt o.-cd (rnm Gr~nror 10 Bubara A. Canidy Cl Iii., d&1cd Augu.CI 15. 
1'><>7. and r1:cordcd in said Rcyis1ry ofDc~s in Book 6475. ~e l'>I, and throu11h the cascnicnc 
strip dc~rnl>cd in an Ea~cn1cm D<~d from B.irbara A. Cassidy cl 1ls .• 10 Grancor d;ih:d 1\ugm1 I\ 
l'l97. and recorded in S'•id ){cgistry ofDc<-ds in Book 6·l75, P:ai;c 1!10 as am.:ndcd b)' 1n 
Amc11~111.·ni to E:ascmcnr o.-.:d dated , I~ 10 be recorded in said RciP~try of . 
On'tls lhcrcinaflcr rcfcri.-d to ii.I Ille "(';issidy EascmcnO. (!. C:fJ£U(<(( ¥1<f·;., 

The casements hcrd1y gr.inf•'tl ;i.rc for the benc:li t of all lands now own<d by Gr~ntcc: ind 
al! QOO~ which may n.,rcaOr r by •rqui •al by Gr•n:cc. in the Sr ate DI M'11n<: {lh.: "Oenc111r<ia 
iiinas') -

Thc rii;ht~ in 1hc E:i.<cmcnc S1rip i re bcn:by conveyed subjcc110 the followin11 terms and 
cnnditmns 

( I ) Od iirc ;uir mad i~ constnmcd wi1hin 1h.: f:ascmcnc Strip. Gr;u 1111r 3nd Ciraul•c 
mu.: :igrcc upun (i) \\hi.:.h p~tly will be r.:spousiblc for ,itlt~inin!( any 1icr111i1s anr.l •rrlic:1liuns 
rc11u1r.'IJ l'ly law. ~ml (ii) cite C••ntm:rnr who shall "ms1ruc1 Ilic ru;id Gr31 llm shall pay tilr 1hc 
CUSI uf 1h..: -~>n•lruciiun or lhc luau. 1\lkt lh<: toad has been C\lnSlrucred. GrQnlOI' and GrQnt•'l;' 
$hall mc"1 at1hc olliccs of rile Gran1or on the f11s1 busin~s day of April of c~ch yc3r10 discuss 
1hc maintenance which has been performed on rhc road O\-Cr tile paSI opcr3ting pcriod (•1hich 
shall be from April lu ,\pr1I of each year) Ind 10 al!feC upon the following maucrs for 1hc 
upcomin11 annual opcratin!I period: 

(3) the: m:iinrcnancc which is necessary for 1hc roid and which piny shall be 
ruporuiblc for pcrf'orming rhc main1.:rwi~ for 111t: road; p19vjdcd b(lwc11er, lhll lhe Gran111r 
ttwves the ri11hc, in iu iole determillacion, 10 be Che party responsible for pct{onnins sud! 
m&inccnance-, &net 

(b} the es1inu1cd cosis of such main1cnancc; Uld 
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(c) 1 budget for paying for Rich llllin1cnanc.e COJIJ, which budget shall allocate 
the cJtima1cd maintCOWlCC cost~ bdwc:cn Guntor and Grvitcc: and othCf us.crs of 1hc road. if 
applicable. and sd the dates upon which such allocated cosu uc to be paid by each JW1y; 
11!.l'vidcd howeyer. that crther party may elect to d~ntinuc itJ use of1hc road for any anllllal 
opcrotini; period. and if such an election is made. the pany mikin" such election sh.111 no1 have an 
ohli~a1iun to pay for any maintenance cosrs for the o~ra1in11 period in question. 

(2) Gtaniec's use of the road ind any utility lines and any appurtenances thereto shall 
be al the sole risk ofGtalllCC. 

(JI Granter rcse1Vcs the right to connect to •nY utility lines installed by Grantee within 
the Easement Strip 11 Grantor's sole cosc and expense. Grantor furthtr re$Cl'VeS tl>c ript. in 
common "ith Gr3nlcc. subject to the right~ of1hc 11ran1ors under the Cassidy Easement. to post 
lh.: E...:mcnc S1np to avoid unauthorized use. 

(~I Granier shall rc1a.in title to all 1imbcr within lhc E15cmc:nl Strip, Mid Granlee will 
no11cmovc me?rth3ntablc timber or other fo1cs1 products severed rrom the E.tscment Sttip 
1•;itllou1 1ht prior writt•-n agn:c:men1 of Granror. 

CSJ Gr.1J11cc agrees to indcmr.ify Gr.m1or and hold Grantor llam1fcss from and against 
all c~iiut~ ufwl~tc•·cr na1u1c ari$in11 from any 1ct .omi~-.i11n, or nc11figcncc ufGr.nl•-c. ur 
Grontu"s in•·it•'l!i, k'SSccs. comrae1on..liccnsccs, ai;cnts, or employees. or arisinii from any 
acci1k-n1, injury, nr llam:tge fmwsoi:•-cr caus•'tl 10 VIY person or to the prop•'flY o( any pi:rson 
O«llrill!l lln or :1bout lhe Easement Strip. except that 1101hing mcr11ioncd herein sh:ill l!llcusc or 
,.,.culp:uc Gr.1n1or or its in•·itC•'S. lcssccs. cc>ntractors, licensees, ai;cnts. or •"mplO)"CC.S from ics 
nq:li~cncc. and in such c.isc the indcmnilkirion and hold honnlcss providt:d her.in sltall no1 
arrly. and Gr3fllor sh01ll hL>ld Gr.inl•-c ham1li::1i therefrom In cases whcrc- thc p;ini.:.< hcre?Under 
h:t•« agrc~ to ind.:mn;fy and hold ~rml.ss one 1J11>thcr fur lh•-ir 0'4'11 n<:i;fii;cncc or t.hu of their 
in,i1ccs, lc~.sc:cs. contnclurs. licc1•<l"CS. a~cnts. or cn1ployccs, irbvth panics arc .it fauh. the 
ind.'f1111ilica1ion and huld harnilcss rnwi.\~111s hl:rcin contilincd shall be n.-.Juccll cquic.ihly in 
ac1:01dJ11cc v.ith Maine's law of comparaci•-.: ~Klh:cncc in c:xislcncc on l!.rt .:,·,, 1~. , 199~. 

(b) Alf access and utility ~ascmcnu ¥ranl•'tl hl:rcby shall be in common with the 
Gr3ntllr, its succl:!'sors and oissi~ns and olhC?rs Real cmtc 1 .. •cs assessed 3i;ains1 the Easement 
Srrip .th31l remain th~ rc~poruibility of the Gramor. 

(7) Gr:.t11tcc, iu successors 3nd assigns. shall have the rii;ht to assii;n 10 its a1;:en1s. 
;nvitccs. contrmors, and others, in whulc or in part. any of the forci;oini: rii;hts. pri•ilci;es a.nd 
cHcm~nts for th.: benefit of the Bcndittcd P111ccls Of 1111y porth•n thereof. "'"'id'd howcycr. tllll 
any assi!!Jlni.:n1 ofrigh1s stlall be in writing and shall be suhj~110 Granier'> approval, which shall 
not be unrcasunabty d.:l;ly,..i or withheld, and provided forthcr that any a~ynmcnt ofrii;hts shalt 
not c~1cnd to Ille gcnc:raf pubUc. · 
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(8) The tishrs ho:ro:in 11ran1cd 10 Gr:intec. ils succCs$ors and .ls.<it:ns. wi1h rCl'fl.:CI lo 
the portinn ofrhc F.a«mcnl Srrip silw1ed wi1hin lhc areas CO\'crcd by the.BAR Lt~~ and 1hc 
C'as:sidy IZaMlmcnl shall be subject 10 all of the icrms. co...,nancs and conditioM contai11cd in the 
B.J,R lc•s.: and ihc Cusidy E3sc111C1lt. Grantee agr•'CS lo ind,·mnity Grantor and hold Grantor 
harmless rrom and as•illlit all .:faims, lo&scs, damages and expenses (ill(luding reasonable 
auorncys foes) o(whatcvcr nalurc ui&inll from any breach by Grantee. or Gran1ec's invitee.~ 
lessees: conrra.iors, liunstes, ascn1t, or employees, of any of chc terms. covenants or condi1ion1 
of the BAR lease or chc Cassidy E<lscment. 

Grantee. for i1sctf ind irs sui:cessors and assigns, h~cby signilics ics usenc to chc afor~id 
condition~. covc11an1s and illlrcenitnis contained herein by jnining in the eitcwtion or1his 
Eucrn.:n1 Dc..d. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, :he Gran1<>r anJ G1anicc h.ive executed thu Easement Deed 
as o(th.: ..LJL day of 1.1.,..,,..,. , 1999. 

WITNESS; 

STATE OF MAINE 
County .if Pcnobscof 

J.M HUBER-CORPORATION 

~; .. ~·~-_((f Jf-__ _ 
Tide· v.,, ,;,.,.;, iJt...+ 

GREAT NORTHERN Pr\PER. l!liC 

s8-Llu1~1 ~ /(fl(c~·~'~L_ 
Name· :Ji3rc1.a A. McKca11ue J 
Title: Vice PresNknt 

.... v~>l~a ...,.,_t... ........ lta ___ . 199'> 

Th~n pcrsonallyop11carcd the ;ibove-namcd h•t•· .! (.,1 l:u. u:" P, t r.'.L.~ 
orl.M. HUBER. CORPORATION and acknowledged ii.., 1orc11oing instrument 10 be his lrcc.~a.._ 
and deed and the fr« aa and deed of J.M. HUBER CORPORATION. -' '· 

l 

Bcfotcmc. 

'"&-.: .) J) 'On• 
N 01 ill)' Public 
PrintN.im~-..,..~--~~~~~ 
My Commission Expires:_ 

. -- .......... -- -··--- · ·~ ····- . , ... ··- .. . 
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STATE OF MfllNE 
Counry or rcnublQlt 

Thl!n pctsonally appeared thl above-named M11ci1 A. McKnKUe, Vice l'fciidcnt or 
GRloAT NORTHERN PAPER, INC. end ackno\\iedged the forqioin11 in1trument to be her free 
act and deed and the (rcuct 111d deed orGR.EAT NORTHERN PAl'ER, INC. 

Before me. c 
, 1f})a11:0~-) $.{ ..• 

Notaiy Public 
Print Nam~. Shar<?n ~- Doe 

. . . My-Comm1ss1on Expires 
My Commmoon E•p1res Septbmbcr 20. 

2004 
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02- 29-2000 ~ 04t02p 

~J'/K9tt l&Mi'NN. Om.!. 
MHO 

EASEMENT DEED AND AMENDMENT 

This Euemcnt Deed and Amendmcct is llllldc as of the 28th day oC February, 

2000, by and among 

.J.M. llUBJ:R CORl'ORATIOH a New Jc.racy corporation with a mailing address ot 
970 So11th Main Street, Old Town, Maine 04468, hereinafter 110mctimc1 referred ta a.a 
"Huber"; 

and the following owners in common, hereinafter aomctimca collectively referred to u 
·cass.idys": 

. -
8ARllARA .A. CA881DY, 0£ Bangor, Penobscot County, Mllinc; 

ROSELLE c. Fl,Yl'm, also known as Rosi:llc M. Flynn. of KcnnebUnkport, Yvrk 
County, Maine; 

CASsmy TIMBERLANl>S, LLC, a Maine limltcd liability company, with a mailing 
addreaa of c/o Pierce Atwood, One Monument Square, Por1land, Maine 04101; 

CA881DY LARD COKPAKY, a Mlline corporation with a malling address oC c/o 
Ro:iclle C. Johnson, RR 3, Box 1587, Kennebunkport, Mlllne 04046; 

P'LJZT BAXK 07 JitAilfB, a corporation with a place ofbua.i.neea in Portland, 
Cumberland County, Maine, and RALPB I. LANCASTER. .JR.., of Falmouth, 
Cumbcrla.od County, Maine, as Co·Trust•H or the Rll1ld11UT Tnat utabllahed 
UDd.er Article ~ o! the llrlU ol Joan Cualdy Stetaon; 

n.En llA1'K <ll' llAJlO!:, a corporadon with a place o!businesa in Bugor, 
Penobscot County, Maine and llJ\KY' .rAlfB BELnUCll, whose mailing address ia c/o 
Prentiaa & Carlisle Management Co., Ice., P.O. ~ 637, Bango", Maine 04402--0637, 
aa Co·TnlatcH 11A.dar A.rttote m&l&tll of the WW or .Jane II. 8ullhan; 

l'LEl:r BAR or MA.DfB, a corporation with a place of buaincu in Bacgor, 
PenobllCl)t county, Maine, and KARY .JAM& DLJ'RICll, whoae mailing address ia c/o 
Prentiss & Ca.rlilll.e Management Co., Inc., P.O. Box 1137, Bangor, Maine 04402-0637, 
aa Co-Truteaa Vader Article Nhlth of th• Wlll or .J'aae II. &uJliTall~ and 

l'l.Bn BAR or ~.a corporation with a place of business in Bangor, 
Penobscot County, Maine and JIARY .JARS HELFRICH, whose mailing address Is c/o 
Prentiss & Carlisle Management Co., Inc., P.O. Box 637, Bangor, Maine 04402·0637, 
aa Co-Tntete .. f/b/o Kuy .Jaae Holfdch Wlder In.danture or Traet with Jane M. 
Sullina dated Decemller 20, 1978. 

( Huber and Cauidys arc someUmcs also collectively referred t o herein aa the 
"Parties"!. 

- l . 

/'\ 



BACKGROUND: 
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l:1r~/ llt•l.cri.;,_..,,.~ .. 1__.,., 
l'IUlfl 

Huber is the owner of a certain parcel of real elltate in MilliniKkct (formerly 
Township l, Range: 7 W.E.L.S.), Penobscot County, Maine: depicted in pan on a 
March l, 1999 plan entitled MStandard Boundary Survey of Lands of J.M. Huber 
Corporation. Dolby Pond; Millinocket, Penobllcot County, Mainc9 by the Ames 
Corporation recorded in the Penobllcot County Rcgislry of Deeds in Plan Book 1999, 
Page 74 (the •survey Plan"), which parcel is served by the Dolby Project Right of Way 
uver land o( Huber and Casllidy. The Dolby Project Right of Way is the 100' Coot wide 
easement area running northerly from Route 11 over land of Cassidy, Bangor and 
Aroostook Railroad, and Huber as shown on the Survey Plan. 

The Cassidyll are the owners of certain adjacent real estate in Millinocket 
(Connerly Township A, Range 7, W.E.L.S.), Penobscot County, Maine depicted in p;ut 
on the Survey Plan, which is SCTVed by an ea3ement over Huber land on the Dolby 
Project Right of Way. 

Both Huber and Cassidy willh to expand the llCOpe of their rcapectivc 
easements over the Dolby Project Right of Way to allow it to serve other lands owned 
by CassidY and/ or Huber (or owned by any of them in common with others), as the 
Project Right of Way is extended northerly to join a connector road constructed 
easterly from the Golden Road (the "Golden Road Extcnsion•1. 

Huber wishell to grant and assign to Cassidys, to be used in common with 
Huber and others entitled thereto, the easements (i) conveyed by Great Northern 
Paper, Inc. ("QNP"} to Huber by Easement Deed dated March 16, 1999 and recorded 
in Penobscot County Registry of Deeds Book 7007, Page 59; and (ii) described in the 
easement deed of Huber to GNP dated March 16, 1999 and recorded. in Book 7007, 
Page 63. Also. Huber desires to assign to Great Northern Paper. Inc. similar easement 
rights over the Dolby Project Right of Way on iana of Cass1<ivs. to allow ONP access 
through the Project Right of Way to the Coldc.o Road Extension. 

In addition to the Dolby Project Right o! Way, several other roadways are 
located on the lands of the Parties depicted on the Survey Plan. The lands shown on 
the Survey Plan arc subject to and benefitted by vario~ll easements affecting these 
roadways, which were granted or reserved in" prior deeds. Some of the prior deeds do 
not describe the location of the easements with. the precision of current survey 
practice. Further, some acce&S easements prCviously created have become obsolete. 
redundant, or disused over time. 

It ls the purpose of this Deed and Amendment (a) to amend the respective 
casements of the Parties over the Dolby Project Right of Way to accomplish the above· 
stated purposes; (b) to unburden the rellpec1ive lands of the Parties from rights of way 
which are no longer necessary or of significant benefit; (cl to define and confirm the 
location of a right of way in favor of Cusidys which runs westerly from the Dolby 
Project Right of Way, which will continue beiicfit thcaloresald Millinocket land of 
Cassidys; and (dJ to confirm the location of the Dolby Project Right of Way on land of 
Huber, since road construction is now complete, and some of the road as-built ia 
located outside the bounds of the Right of Way aa described in the August 15, 1997 
deed of Huber to Cassidya recorded in Book 6475, Page 191. 

- 2 -
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UNDER'l'AKIHQS: 

First · Amendments to Dolby P!olect Rlcht of Way Easements. The Parties 
obtained their respective easements over portions of the Dolby Project Right of Way by 
the following easement deeds: 

(aJ deed of the Cassidys to J. M. Huber Corporation dated August 15, 1997 and 
recorded in Book o47S, Page 180 of the Penobscot County Registry of Deeds 
(~the Huber Easement Dced1; and 

(I>) deed of Huber to the Cassidys dated Au~st IS. 1997 and recorded in 
Book 6475, Page 191 ("the Cassidy Easement Oeed1. 

1.1 The Parties agree to the following amendments to the Huber Easement 
Deed: 

1.1.a. The first fuU sentence on Page 2 of the H\lber Easement Deed 
which reads: "The ea.semenu hereby granted arc for the benefit of all lands of 
Huber in Millinocket, Penobscot County, Maine (the •acnefitted. Parcels"). 
whether now owned or hereafter acquired" is hereby deleted. and the following 
sentence is substituted in place: thereof: 

1.1.b. The words "in Mi"jnocket" ere hereby deleted from the 
third line oC the first paragraph oo Page 4 of the Huber Easement Deed. 

1.1.c. Except as set forth herein, all provisions oC the Huber 
~scment Deed shall remain unchanged and in full force and effect, the 
Huber Easement Deed ati hereby amended is ratified and confirmed. and 
th.c: additional rights dcliCribed in the amendments above are hereby 
granted by Cassidy to Huber. 

1.2. The Partiu agree: to the following amendments to the Cassidy Easement 
Deed: 

1.2 .a. The first full paragraph on Page 2 of the Cassidy Easement Deed 
which reads "The easements hereby granted are for the benefit of all lands of 
Grantees in Millinocket, Penobscot County, Maine (the "Benefitted Parcels") 
whether now owned or herea!ter acquired" is hereby deleted, ruid the following 
sentence is substituted in place thereof: 

"The easements hereby granted are foi the benefit of ell lands now 
owned in common by the Grantees, or any combination ol one or more 
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of the Grantees and other•, and all Janda whicb may be acquired by one 
or more of the Grantees and others (whether Of' not in common with 
othera) in the State o! Maine (collectively "the Bene1itted Parccla"I. 

l .:Z.b. The words "in Milllnocltet" are deleted from tho third full 
paragraph on Page 3 of the Easement Deed reeorded at Book 6475, 
Page 191. 

1.2.c. Schedu!e "A• to the Cassidy easement deed is amended to 
read as follows: 

A certain 100 foot wide Right of Way leading northerly from the 
southerly line of land now or formerly of J . M. Huber Corporation to the 
southeasterly line of the Bangor and Aroostook Railroad Right of Way 
from Millinocket to Grindstone. the centerline or said 100 foot wide Right 
oC WQY is described as follow.: · 

J 

BEGINNING at a point on the aoutherly line of land now or 
formerly of J.M. Huber Corporation, described in a deed daled 
March 22, 1984 and recorded in Book 3505, Page 354 of the 
Penobscot County !U:gistry of Deeds, said point being located 
N 05° 16' 10" E, a distance of two thousand, six hundred and 
eighty-eight and eight tenth• (2688.8) feet fro01 a stone highway 
monument found at highway station 126+50, lifty (SO) feet 
northerly or the bueline, u lhown OD "Maine State Highway 
Commission Right of Way Map of State Highway •315• , TWP A, 
Range 7, Federal Aid Secondary Project S·0315(2r, Sheet 1 of9, 
da1ed November 1954, recorded in Plan Volume 22, Page 54 o!the 
Penobscot County Registiy oC Deeda, said point also located S 89• 
53' 00- E, a distance of fifty and tbrcc tcoth• (50.3) feet from a 
5/tr iron re bar set :nucking the l!()Uthcrly tine o( aaid J.M. Huber 
Corporation and the westerly sideline or a 100 foot wide Right o( 
Way as shown oo a plan entitled "Standard Boundary SIUvey of 
Lands of J.M. Huber Corporation, Dalby Pond, Millinoclcet­
Penobscot County-Maine, Februaiy 18, 1999, Scale: i•=4oo• • 
prepared by the Ames Corporation, Bangor, Mahle; 

THENCE, alon1 or near an cJCiating paved roadway, northerly 
along a curve to the left, said curve having a radius of two 
hundred and fifty-seven and thirty-two hundredths (257.32) feet, 
an arc distance or eighty·nine amt fifty-eight hundredths (89.58) 
feet, a. choni bearing ofN 04• 07' 1s• w. aud a chord cliatancc of 
eighty-nine and thirteen hundredths (89.13) feet to a point of 
tangency; 

THENCE, N 14• 05' 40" W, along or ncllr the centerline of said 
roadway, a <W.tance of eight hundred and five and twenty-3even 
hundredths (805.27) feet to a point o( curvature; 

THENCE, along or near the centerline of said roadway, 
northwesterly '1long a. cutve to the left, aaid cwve having a radius 
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o! eight hundred and zero hundredths {800.00J feet, an arc 
distance or two hundred and thirty-three and ninety-one 
hundredths (233.911 feet to a. point of tangency; 

1HENCE, N 30" 50' SO" W, along or near the centerline of said 
roadway, a distance of three hundred and nincty·scven and forty­
aix hundredths (397.46} feet to a point of curvature; 

THENCE. along or near the centerline of said roadw.y, n ortherly 
along a curve to the right, said curve havinc a radius of one 
thousand, two hundred and zero hundredths (1200.00) feet, an 
arc distance1of four hundred and forty-five and twenty-six 
hundredths {445.261 feet to a point of tangmicy; 

THENCE, N 09• 35' 15" W, along or new the centerline of ¥a.id 
roadway, a distance or one thousand, nine hundred and eighty­
one and one hundredth (1981.01) feet to a point of curvature: 

THENCE, along or near the ce~tcrlinc of said roadwny, 
northwesterly along a. cu.tvc to the left, aaid curve having a radius 
of seven hundred and zero hulldrcdth& (700.00) feet, an arc 
distance of three hundred 11Dd forty-two and twenty-si.Jc (342.26) 
feet to a point of tangency; 

THENCE, N 37• 36' to• W, continuing along or near the centerline 
of said roadway, a distance of fifty-live and fifty hundredths 
(SS.SO) feet to the sou.theaatcrJy line of the Bangor & Aroostook 
Railroad Right of Way leading from Millinocket northeasterly to 
Grindstone. Silid point located N 44• 59' os• E, a distance of filty 
and four tenths (50.4) feet from i. S/8" iron rebnr set marking the 
westerly sideline of the above described JOO foot wide Right cf 
Way and the southeasterly sideline of said Bangor & Aroostook 
Railroad Right of Way. 

Directions are based on Orid North, determined for this survey by location of 
control points shown on a plan entitled "Topographic Plan of a Site South of 
Bangor & Aroostook Railroad in Grindstone, Maine for Huber Corporation", 
dated November, 1994, prepared by James W. Sewall Company or Old Town, 
Maine. 

The above description, prepued by the Ames Corporation, is ba$Cd on a plan 
en titled "Standard Boundary Survey of Lands of J. M. Huber Corporation, 
Dolby Pond, Millinocket-Penobscot County-Maine, March 1, 1999, Scale: 
l ""400' •, and a subdiviaion plan prepared for J. M. Huber Corporation by said 
Ames Co.rporation dated October 5, 19~9. 

This purpose of this description is to r~lacate a 100 Coot wide Right of Way from 
J . M. l-lubcf Corporation to Cassidy Heirs. dated August 28, 1997 and 
described in Book 6475, Page 19 l at the Penobscot County Registry of Deeds. 
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1.2.d. Except as set forth herein, all provisions or Che Cassidy 
Easement Deed :ihall remain unchanged an<l ln full force and effect, the 
Cassidy Easement Deed as hereby amended ls ratified and confirmed, 
and the additional rights described in the amendmenu above are hereby 
granted by Huber to Cassi<(y. 

Second. Copf1rmatJon of Remaining Cassidy Ri&ht ofWav. 

The parties hereby agree that the Cassidys shall have a right of way 
running westerly from the Dolby Project Right of Way to the easterly 
terminus of a sixty-six (661 foot wide right of way reserved by Barbara A. 
Cassidy, et al. in the deed to Edythe Rice Dyer dated October 1, 1981 
and recorded in Book 3245, Page 179 u a right of way SCJViug other 
Janda of Cassidy, or any combination of the above-listed Cassidy owners 
and others, which is hereby located within the bounds or Roadway •o• 
on the Survey Plan. The most easterly point of Roadway •o• at its 
intersection with the westerly line of the Dolby Project Right of Way 
described in the aforesaid deed of J. M. Huber Corporation to Cassidy 
heirs recorded in Book 6475, Page 191 is located northerly of the 
intersection of Roadway "C" and the Project Right of Way 43 shown on 
the SutveY Plan. 

Tblrd. Release ofEaaeme.ats br caaafdy. The Cassidys hereby release 
all right, title and Interest in the areas on the Huber land depicted on 
the Survey Plan as follows: 

a) Roadway •c• shown on the Survey Plan whicll rUJ\$ westerly from a 
location west o( the raouth of Schoodic Stream, to the easterly sideline of 
the Dolby Project Right of Way; and rcc:oinmenccs on the westerly 
sideline or the Dolby Project Right of Wa,y running westerly 
appro~mately two hundred (200) feet to the southerly sideline of 
Roadway"D". 

bl Roadway "A" depicted on the Survey Plan, which begins at the form.er 
boundary between Township l, Ronge 7 and Township A. Ranae 7 and 
runs northwesterly to the easterly llideline of the Dolby Project Right of 
Way as depicted on the Survey Plan; 

cl Roadway •a", also beginning at the south lioe of the Huber parcel 
shown on the Survey Plan a.t the bound.aiy line of said townships, 
running northerly and northwesterly near Dolby Pond to a point near 
the southerly side of Sc:hoodic Stteam as depicted on the Survey Plan. 

Meaning and intending to release the easeruents gnnted in deed of 
Edythe Rice Dyer to Barbara A. Cassidy, et al. dated October 1, 1981 
and recorded in Book 3245, Page 187 or the Penobscot County Registry 
of Deeds; 
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Fourth-ReleaH of E!!H11H11.t! by Buber 

Huber hereby relea.mea to Cusi~y. all right, title and interest in Roadway 
"E" depicted on the Survey Plan which runs from the north side o( 
Route 11 to the bounda:y between Townahip 1, Range 7, W.E.L.S., and 
Townwp A, Range 7, W.E.L.S. 

Meaning and intending to release the second right ofwa;y and easement 
granted in deed oC Stetson to Huber dated March 22, 1984 and recorded 
in Book 3505, Page 354 of the Penobscot County Regjstcy of Deeds, said 
second right o(way appearing on Page 359 in sald Book 3505. 

Except as exprc~ granted or reserved in the Huber Ease01ent Deed 
and the Caasi.dy Easement Deed as ameuded by this Deed and Amendment, 
neither Party shall retain righta and easements in and to roads currently 
locllted on the land of the other party depicted on the Survey Plan, nor ahall 
any rights or casements be implied hereby or by virtue of matters shown on the 
Survey Plan. 

flnh-A.,lgumeat o( Gl'fP E&•ementa by !Cuber 

Huber hereby russigns and grants to Cassiey for the benefit of all lands 
now owoed in common by Barbara. A. Cassidy and those other certain ~an tors 
{the "Cil.ss.idy 0wnera•) in the caeement deed from Barbara A.. Caaaidy, ct Ill$. to 
Huber dated August 15, 1997 and recorded in Book 6475, page 180, and all 
lands which i:nay hereafter be acqWrc:d in common by the Cusidy Owuers iii 
the State of Maine. a perpetual noo-cxclusive right of way for all purposes of 
inp-css an.d egre&s withil'l a one hundred foot (1001 stri~ of land for the Golden 
Road Extension through lands of Huber in Township 1 Range 7 WELS, and 
GNP in Towuahlp 1 Range 8 WELS, Penobscot County, Maine aa described in 
two casement deeds 0£ Huber (Book 70-07, Page 63) and GNP (Book 7007, Page 
591 ("the Hubel' / GNP Easement Deedsj. This asaignment is aubjcct to the 
reserved righta of Huber and Oru.t Northern Paper, Cnc. set forth in the 
Huber / GNP Eaaement Deeds , and further subject, aa of the date of delivery ol 
this deed, to the tcnns and conditions set forth in the Huber/GNP Easement 
Deeds as i!Casaidywere an original grantee in said deeds, PROVlDED, 
however, that Cauidy shall not be rcaponsiblc !or permitting and initial road 
con struction as described in the first sent.en~ of paragraph numbered l In 
ca.ch of the Huber /ONP Eaacment Deeds. 

The right::i and cuc:mcnb granted by this deed llhall n ot extend to the general 
public. · 

This Easement Dec<l and Atnendment may be executed in multiple 
co1.1.ntcrparta, each of which sh.U be deemed an original and all oC which 
together ahall constitute one and the same instrument. 

IN' WITNESS WHEREOF, .J.M. HVBER, INC. ha.s caused this instrument to be 

signed in its corporate n ame llS an instrument under seal by Gerard M. Collins, its 

Vice Pt-ceidcnt hereunto duly authorized, and CASSmYS have hereunto set their 

hands and scala all aa of the 28th day of Februazy, 2000 . 

• 7. 

! • 



WITNESS: 

·~··· 

... 

J 

Bk07300 Pg244 

J.M. ID.JBER CORPORA~ 

er-, .~/;,UL 
Name: tJ..~,;.-..fl ti• Zr/,,._, 
Capacity: .,. ~ 
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FLEET BANK OF MAINE, in its capacity 
as Co-Trust dcr Article F'Ulh of the 
Will of J y Stetson 

FLEET BANI< OF MAINE, in its capacity 
a~ Co- stec under Article Ninth of 
the M. ' 

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, in its capacity 
as atee C/b/o Mary J ane Helfrich 
und en of Trust with Jane M. 
S ed cember 20, 1978 

• 12 -
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Barbara A. Cassidyf 



STATE OF W,~·· · 
County of J c:-: T 
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C~'J/)futx.t~J•r'!•ftU °"'"" 
""-'In 

Then personally appeared the above-named {!:tt(I ~. {~I l.?W , in his 
aforesaid capaciry as officer of J.M. Huber Corpor11.tion and acknowledged the 
foregoing instrument to be his free a.ct and deed 1n his said ca.pa.city and the Cree act 
and deed of said corporation. 

Before me, 

Name: 
Sonnft S.OoJrol\ Nol.vyPuORc Notaty Public/Maine 

Stalo ot Mal,,. ~Gs:Q•!'f al I an, 
My Commrss1on Expires 3/23/i!002 

_____ , 1999 

Then personally ap ed the abo\·c·namcd In his capacity as 
President of Cassidy Land Com and acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be 
h.is free ac t and deed in said Capac· d the free act and deed ofCas3idy l.and 
Company. 

Before me, 

-"1~$-1 ! .l L125 
IH-llU· l 

) 
, 

Nome: 

• 14 • 

Notaxy Public/ Maine 
Attorney-at-Law 
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l,,'1.,,....;,;\•/\~~lalf'I( .. Lil•'il ..... ., 

------· 1999 

Then person peared the above-named , in his 
aforesaid capacity as office .M. Huber Cocporation and acknowledged the 
foregoing instnunent to be his Cr and deed in his said capacity and lhe free act 
and deed or said corporation. 

Before ine, 

Name: 
Notary Public/Maine 

Attorney-at-Law 

ST~e OF MAINE 
ork.. , ss b:k....,,'1 '2 .~J-oou 
Then personally appeared the above-namcd~o.Sc.ll.. ~.:.}~"1rin his cap acity as 

President of Cassidy Land Company and acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be 
his free act and deed in said capacity, and the Cree act and deed of Cassidy Land 
Company. 

Before me, 

29454/3132S 
fl.4410·1 

~~~ 
Nvt;iaJ l"abticfMaiue 

Attorney-at-Law 

PENjescor COUNTY, MAINE 

~Qt...-:/-. &llfl~ 
Register of~ 
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C.ROSSl~C RICBTS ACR£E:\fr:--:T 

·;·1;;:; ( 'ms~ng Right;, :\grr.cmcn:. i:- ctlec:ti~·<: as of No,·emh:.~1 I, 2003 ,1nd is cnl~n.-d into 
h~ ;mcl h;:twl:CJl J.M. Hubt:r C'n:-pur.nfoct. a /'ifw v"Tll ScY cor1x1rc.:lion, wi1h <i mi.ri lin!; a<ldn;$S 
d li7C; "S !vl ain Su.~ci. J' .0 . Uox 5 5·\, Old To\'v'l1.. Maine 04468 (Huber .. ) .:ind Amo!.1ook. 
Timbt:;fa11ds, LLC. ;1 '.'vlainc Jimhcd liability r:ompany v..-i lh a mailiu11 address of P. 0 . Box 17{), 
A~hfa.n.~. '.\foinc:. 047J~ (",\r(1u~1uok''_t. fl; their acct.pt~mcc ofd1is Agn:cmem, Hubc:r and 
,\rc10.s1ook eac:h aw~, for thern~lvcs, and tf1cir success-ors and ~si&ns, lh~u lhcir entry on lantl ur 
the. ocher !>pec1tied herein (rlte:"Prvpcrty''),':and use~ ofthe Cro~iugRights (a!". defim.a.1 herein), shall 
he su~jcct to tlie condit:ons f.et forth herein. 

f or purpost:S of thil; Agreement, ~xc.ept a." may otherwise he J1ercinafl.er provided, the term 
! ~m::ownt'r or [ .3.JldC'\\'lters .. Urantrt" or t !raJ1fees !\hall include l Juber and .~mostoC\k and thfr· 
:-e.i;pcc1we succe!l.<;0rs and a~1gn~ \\~lo may own :lll or :my portion of the hnd hurdeneci or heneftred 
U} th..: 1ieJ•t11 h~.r~i.r1 grant~ ;rnd 1·c.:;civoo. As i.:::;utl herein, .. Grant~" refers 10 the applicabl~hokk;r 
or ~-..'lS cmc11 rs !'Pln1ecl hereunder; and "Landown1.."t'" intcmis., as applicul>k 10 Huber or :\roostook, 
clie nwner ofland burdened 1.>ythe applicable cascmc:u~ hereby granted. It is the intention oft'hc 
parties !hat the rights grained hcrew1de1• shall he pcrpctnal appurtenant ca.~mentr:; exercisable by me 
parties ra;pr.:ctivc, ilS <1pplicabJ~ uml their, officei:s .. din::clon;. manager.s, trustees, employees, 
ag{'JllS. insure.rs. land mat1<1rrt:rs. con1nl.c 1()~, subromrnctors, mu) independent conh·.ic!<mi hol<ling 
~inil~ o r t" .. ontnu:t" from 1h1: Gran~cc lo huul anolor cul W{lOU on lhc Gmnloe's PnJ..PCr!y. 

1 luher and Amo.~took each grant l,1 the other the following de.o;cibed easement and rights 
.:1 fway f th~ '·Croi;s!ng Righ1s''): 

I. Gram tlf r.a,;cn·11.·nr m1<l Cro:ssim{ ~ Hub:.:r hcn.-by &'TllnlS Int: Cms!>ing Ri_g)1l.s. to 
:'\rr.ioslot1k c.m h1ml ofHubr::-in Town.ship l , Range 7; und Townsliip 2, Rangi: 7 frum Dolby, 1\11.2..im: 
l \> the \Vhet"itone \l!ouncain area of Ar0os100}.;' s lanrl i11 Township 2, RJurse 8 (this :i.cc.ess is over 
approxi1ru.ilt:ly 13 miks of Huber land). Aroostook hereby grn.nts the Crossing Rights Lo Huber on 
hind of Aroostoc1k ;,. Townshi'p 6, Ral1gc 6; Township 7, Range G; 'fo'wruhip 7, Range 5 (frum 
Huber lanes west of me l O\l.'llS and the i."Oulheast corner of Township 6, Range<• to Route itl l; this 
acce.ss is. over approximaiely 15 mi1es of Aroostook land); Township 2 , Range&~ and Township 3, 
H.mgc 8 (to 1tic 450 i.crc lot on Kat.ahdin Lake in Township 3, R.an!,'C 8) coUcctivcly hereinafter 
referred to a.<: the '·Pr.">perty''. The lcnn "Cl'Ossing Ri~Cs .. ht:rewider shall mean the non-exclusive 
r!)tht t.() cios.c; ancl re-cross for all purposes ofin,r.re~~ arid cr,resii., with per.;onnel and equipment, the 
majo' ltincl management {)f at1erial roads (the "Roads'j as th1:y arc shown on Schedule B-1 for 
Huber an<l. on ~hedule .B-2 for Aroostook upon th.c cnndili t1ru; .~et forth b~low . 

., f'. xi..-n:i:;c. The c:n:rci.1;e of lhr.: Cn;~5ing Rights shall be limited to the Roads on the l>ropt.'rty 
a~ !\.:I.id Roads may c~i;;t now or in tlJc ii1turi: he wnstrucf i;d <.r relocnrcd. TIK: Cmssinl?, Righls are to 
be used in common with the Landowner and any other pany to whom the Landowner has gra1ite.:l or 
may grant the righ: to t:sc the Roads. "l!le La.ndovmer makes no warrantyoftille. 
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L.t ·rh:: ( · iO~:ilng. R iglns ~·1r1..· En1it-cd to the s~>le puq)O!°>C of c.:orn1r;t:rci.al land n1ana~;e1nei1:. 
tin:her har;:e:sii.ngi .and rr·ansporta1inn afforest and niini;n.1] products frn1n the benefited lauds.. 
·rhc gra11; of Cro:;~ing Righl.s. is expressly !nnir~d tu L1ic purposes dcjincd bc:-cin and \viii not be 
constru'-·C.: tn grant any other ri ~.lns. ur an}· k.tnd. \Vithaut lin1i1lng the gGneraiity of the fi1n;:goiog, 
Lhe gr1'nL olTrnssing Ri_gh1s is expressly limited to the purpo•cs defined herein aml will no! be 
cvn~trlHXI lo b'Till1l an.Y nlher right$ of any J...'ind, including but not llmiti::d to, 1my rights ofingr~.i;; nr 

egress fo: act::CS~ tu SC3.Si..llll:!], temporal')' .. Of permanent r...:sir1CJJC¢:S 1 r~cn;a~ional Use. instalJarioJI Of 
rJ:iElit:'•. vr for ~be p:.1rposc Df:e:;5ee nr pi.:h: ic :"1CC:;!$~ Ll\"\.'.I die Propr..11.y. l :s:e c1 f the t.i.~ rincd ro~th: 
for all otbcr purposes nlu:St b~ addressed hy (Jlhcr agreements. or arrang1~.n1cn1:-. het\.\·c:cn lhc 
1.andn"•ners an<l their pem1i11cd stic.ccssors .and 3ssigns. ll1e {;!'oss.ing Righ~s are lin1ited to 
[.1ando\v1ier.s and rhcit pt3:fltJiUc.d su<..:c:e~~ors and ass1gns. Except as pruvlc.k:d herein the <:rnssing 
:·i~hrs 1~1ay uot be Hs.SigucrJ ru any indi\·idual or en1lty not hiivlng Ovlnt:rship on the Benefited I.ands 
idc:n!ifi{"d in Si:::!1c:chJIC" R-1 and H-.:.!,, and no !load 1na.y he: dedicated furpub~ic u5e "W·ith the consc111~ 

b. ·inc <:1ossii1g Right~ :-ilJal I be uLiliLci.l in a n1anncr \vhich du1..-;s nlit unreasonably interfc!'r: 
with lhc L•ndowncr's or any oilier perscm's or entity's lawful u:;c oflhe Property. Grant=' uscoflhe 
h;;cmc'Tll shall at all times be coi>duCll.-'<l sons no! to maierially interfere with tfu: ordirurry ccmduct of 
foe op<:ration, man<lh'Cmcnt, regene1ation iutd hmvcstingofforestlands and othcrrcsmm:es on lands of 
lh" LandovmeL 

c. Huber and Aroostook c""h aw:oc that the exen:iseofthcir rcspcclivc Crossing Right< 
sliall he s11b.ici:.t to th~ respective Landowner's 1hcn prt:Vlliling road usage rules wul TC!,'lllations, 
including wiHiou1 U1Hitation, spee.d 1in1its, v,.•eighl liu1i!~1 fire protection, mad coudit.ions such as 
mud season or other periods ofh~d weather, safety and use by otltcr parties and limitations or 
prohibitiurn on c"'1ain 1ypes of vchicks such a' A TV's or snowrnobilcs. Such rules ai1d reg,nlalions 
m•y provide for seasonal and temporary .roatl closure.' for conscrur..1ion and maintenance pu'110ses. 
F.a<'b f .. amlowncr shall make reasom1hle efforts lo provide notice of th~i r rules und !1:!,'lllations to 
111~ {;r.aritL:i::. (Jntnlccs sh~Jl not be required to obscrv<;! an runendment to a rule or rcgulati<1n until 
ten ( l 0) days after notice from !he Landowner I.hat a mle or roe,u fatim1 ruts been ainended. 

cl. !\olhing herein 'hall resrrict the Landowner's 1ight to irnpr<Wc or rclocale !he roads or 
portion:-\ Ihcri.:nf s11hjccf rn t'hc Crossing Rlghts, providcc.l lhul the Crossing Right..,, sliaU c1pply lo any 
:J.nJ :-:tll ro.aC.s or pnrlil'lllS tht.:n.~of ~1~ 1hcy may frorn tin1e to tirn¢ be.: n:locatcc.J, 

a. "Jbc Cro;;sing Rights are <>ppurtc.mmt to 11Ie following Benefited I .aud of the 
re~-pt.~t!ve ( ;rantees. 1} ~~ 1o ~A..r.:oo~took: .J\U lands in Towns11lp 2 Range 8 W E.l~S~ Tnl\1nsl1!p 3 
Range X WELS; Town>hip 4 Range 8 WbLS and Township 5 Range 8 Vo.'EL<;, Penobscot 
C<Junty, Mai11e. 2) as t,0 Huber: Al\ lands in Townshi~13Rai1gc8 WELS; Towmhip 7 Rai1ge 8 
IVEL'>; Tow"ship (, Raugc R '-''ELS; Tovomship 8 Range 7 WELS; 'fo,,..nshlp 7 Range 7 
\lo.'EL<;; Townsl1ip (1 Ra11ge 7 WELS; Tovmship 5 Range 7 Vo.'TILS; To,.nship 6 Range 6 
WELS; Pen<>hscol Coumy. Town,hip 7 l<ange ]{) WF.T S; Township 7 Range 9, Piscataquis 
County. ~nd Wehber1ow" To\\'m;hip in Aroostook Counry. 
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'.\ "!"!i,_- < ·mssin~ R1 ~;u::. !,'J:'mlc~ h·.:n~'oy ~UilJ be di:-.cmt:C 1n h 1 rrri~n 1h~ Pro;:ic1Ly ;n1d ~!i:J ll 1);.11 

1..-:11aim1tt· u;x•n :! ~k (•[ t:-.>JJ\•c.:ya;:icc oflhe Pr•>pcny or a purtion lhcnx1f10 <utothcr pcr.s:l11 u1 (.;ll:il)'. 
An~· 11an.,jer of the Property. or portio11 lill:rwf shall hem.We expressly su~ject ro the rcrms of rhi5 
Cm~ing. ltiglns Ap-)·eem~n1, but the Prof)er.y shall remain burdened tiy the Cros~ing Rightc; ~\'C!l ir; 
1h;; ;\bs:.;acc of such cxpn:~s n;fornJce-. 

c. The· Cro.1\Sing R i~ht~ :ire nol tr211sfcrahk cicccpl a!'. specifically set forti1 herein. 

). A.<;signmen L'Sale-0f Prop_cny. The Crossing Right.~ may not be sol.d, set <>rr. a~igncd. 
llr otltCJwisc com'eye.d C'.'tCcpl m; foJlowF.: 

a To a third pa."ty purcl18....-:cr t)f ;ill or a po1tion of A ('iran{~'s Henefitted land. 

h To ::. thi~ v::rty wh:i a~:tuir::::• !>:~ p;Jn:ha,,;;.; ;:,; ~J\.:Oh.1JlR1: ;111 i1, .. vmmvn ;md umli\' iclL"l 
intcr~sr ill :::.11 oi a p•1!Ti1.1:i (J.r :1 Grnntee ·i; Jknciillt.'<l land. 

c. To <! mongagee of afl or a portion of a Gcnn(oc's lk11cfhted !and, 1)! trn in commml 

and umlidt'k.d 1ntcrcs1 it: C irant~c's Rcm.-fiLled laud. 

a. The Lillldow11er and Gr.mlt.'C, and tl1eir succcsson. and assigns, agree lo share the 
e<.>sts of maintcuance and repair proportional to their respective: activity on the Roads. 'Ibe 
r~"J)uni.ibility for the mllinic:..nuooe and improvcmc:nl oflhe Road.'> and bridges associated wilh the 
lloadc; is the responsibility of each respective Landowner or Grant~ if mutually affeod, recognizing 
that Lile J ...3.!lriowm.:r or C'rrdlltee a.i; the case may be, may delegate thal responsibility tu a Iantl 
mam1gcment D.)nl}'l<(l'Jy, ct 10ad i:ISSO~iation or similar organi~;rtion fanned for that purpose. 

l\ Road use fees to ru:overmainten~c: cosls, may be .as.i.:r.:11sed by the f)arty 
conduc:ting rood maintena.11cc activities in accordance with the nonnal and cuslomary practic1; in 
the limbt:~ harvesting industry in the State of Maine. Each Grant<>e is di.recl]y respousible to the 
LttmJowne:- charp,inr, ul;cr K!CS for the 11aymcnt thcroof in proportion to thcir actual uc;e oft11c roads. 

c. The tcrrn\i "maintenance arld improw:mcnt'' s]•aTJ mc::m, only norma1 ret>air, 
mai.J11ena1ic~ iind impro~·<.mt'l'lt including, withoul ltmitatiou, 11adiog, <litching, filling, sllrfacing OT 
r\'.'surfacing {c11.cludiug p;1ving}, replaccrw.;nt <II n:pairs to decking or deck surface, replace1t1~( of 
wt:eei rr-cat'ls o.nd rcili:igs, piov.ing, sauclin~. ioe re."IlovaJ, rcfu~c .imd tl.:=bris Temova.I, and !;uch other 
aC"tl ''iti ~s as. tin: n::;pcc.:tivt: Luidow11c1 m chc Landowner's sc,lc judi;m<.TII determim::s i$ nccc~ary 
or dcsirnhh! The 1iarti1·:; a_grr:'~ ~h<:: t·!"lads sha!! be maintained in a <.'()mJition pro\'iding S.'>tisf21.;\0ry 
tr.ur..-punation In aci:unbmn.: with Uten current limbr..T induslly stancl3r'ds in Maine for tlie 11ennitt<.:<l 
11~~ and in compfiance witli :ill app!icahle laws and regulations so that 1hCj' m:Jy be use<l and 
c:1ju_vci!.b:r all pa.rtiel> entii lc-d lu use the road'). lll(; Lamlov.'tlers 1mclcrtakc no obligation to e?<'J'a'ld, 
im;irov::. or cha::ge the Ro•l<ls ilnd specifically urnk:r1uke no liability with respect to tbc adctfuacy or 
usngtl of lhe Road~ 

ti fltl1c exercise of the <.:rossiog Rights hy a Grant~e on the Roads, or any portion 
therenf. an :i uu:dciwnc:'s ~rnpa1yresult~ in c!amagcs thereto (c.:1Cccp1 for o.ormat wear and !car) 

3 
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,, .. ;,;;;1~ .-j'11:1·. ;;.x·:c~;-i::-. n;:~ i:~::n;::~. ;)r t ~-.:: ir::; r:,aip<:; nnf C:(i:i>!s1c~11 wi1h ms.i.; by <i. n;as~1na:~1y 

pm;.ic:il lur.g-ler.n op:~ralfJf. :i':t- (if'.:.:11!e::- lf:.~p•m!iihlc: i~tr rhe .~ .. 1u1ag~ shall ln· !>Vlcly rcsr::msihie for 
! iu- <.:OSI~ ~1: rcpaim1g S'.ICh i.ia.ir.a~e a.~ iOll!l) <:&U.')C. 

!-i.nljJ~i~n of Liahilitv. A (iranri:e's cx::rcis-; of chc Crossjng Rights shall be al the oole !ir.k 
M such Grantee. Such Grnntee agrees tliat the f .andowner shall not be liable to Grantee (Gr ar:y 
chlims arising from u.c;e of the Crossjng Rights by the Grantee, including but nol limited to claims 
for personal injury. death, rlamage to prop.Tty or klss of business, <:XCt})t to the extent such damag~ 
is caused by gross negligence or the willful rniscooduc:t of the L1ndowner. Each Granlee aerees to 
holcJ harmless lhe re11pectiveLanoow11 ... 1 .from (aJ any claims l!lld costs llJJd expense!! (i11cludl11g 
r.::iwn<Jbk aClomcys' fees) arisin~ from use nfthc Crossing Rights by the Gr.mt::e, ex-ccpt to the 
·-~~ccut ct1uscd by the wmton and willful mi~~orrduct (lfllit.: T .:indowner, mid (b) anyco.~t-; and 
-i.:.~pc,:n!;i.;:;: (including n:asonable attorneys' fCC$:) i11currcd by the Lmdowner in connection with 
cnrinr. any rlr.falih vf thc Grantee hcreunoer or entorring the T .nmiov.'llcr's rit.!ltls under thi~ 
A~n:cmc111. 

8. lndemnitication. Tt1t: T ..:uid<>WTJCr ;ind Grantee shaiJ indenmify and hold t.itch olhtZ 
h:mnki;s fmm at!y and all claim~. ac!lon!i, injud~ Io.sses, damages, C-OSls, fines, pc.nulcics and 
stitkrm:nts, including witlmul .limi1a1inn, ;r\torneys' foes and the costs oflnvcstigation, response, and 
re:mcdialinn (hi..'Tdnaftcr ''Claims"). arisirtg frt1111 cir in uny m:rnn~ r<::l:\ted to the 1-~pccT i vi: ai:Livilics 
0111he Road l1y cacll pacly, 

9 rqmpliaJ!~e. liul>e1 and Amuscuok each ugree a21d covenallt that rhuy shall comply with a!I 
statutes, rules and regulatioJls, iuch.1ding, but not limited to, fire laws .end lanc.l '!SC TCh'Ulalions, and 
:;r.;1ll obli.lin all required permits, lie.ens~ :md approvals required by the &ovc:n1mC1ltal aguicics of 
!h~ fcdc.T.sl government, Sute, county ur lt)Wnship prior lo the commencement of tbc CJi~Cv.:. of <my 
a~11c.'<'t ofd1c Crossing Rights which require such permits, .licenses, and approvals. 

I 0. !!.i.ilifuiJ!. /\ll of the tem1s., covenant<> and c-0nditi<Jns hlT<;of shall he hinding upon ahd inure 
to the hencfir of Huner and Aroostook .and their tti:poctive ~-ut:c~son; and ~gns. 

I J. J rsrjsctjction. This Agreement shall be t:<mstrued in aocoroance with the laws of the State of 
Mirinc. 

12. · (.QYnlc:rpart.'>. This Agreement may lie executed iu ont: or more C(lunferparts, and ~h 
cxcl:ul~d t·ouotc:rpnrt shaJI constitute an original instrument, but such countol)1arts. together, shall 
ctmstitutc one and the same instnimcnL 
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In \\'itncss when~[ the parties hcrctCl have ~gru:d and i;ealed this insrrurncnt as <>f the date 
lx.T1cath their l'CSf)C:Cli v~ signatur.:s. 

V.·1ThESS t-:TJ I: 
J.M. HUBER ~R..i\ TION 

." ; 

;.-_.-.---- ------------- , 
By:C- 'lJ . . -:-r ... -; r /I . 
Print Name: Ji~· 1" ... .. ~:...:!....=....!'· t- : I~~· 
Its: :)f { .> '· c.f (M..r. _ __ _ 

! :or 1,IJ'-;; 

.'\ROOSTOOK TI!\iBElU.A."-!DS. LLC .. -

No11cmbcr -~-· 2003 

The11 personally appeared the ahove-rr;irni;<l _ p, ~ / J.l • '7 r i 11111. d • R.f. )_ ·~ and 
ack nl>wle<l&ed U1e foregoing inslrumeat to be hi.s/b~ free act and deed in said capacity and lhc 
frc..: c<c.1 und deed of said J .M. Huber Corporation. 

13cfurc me, 

Name: 
:.'>Jotary Public/AiLAFRey at law-

Borinre s. Ooiron Nolary Public 
State of Meltle 

Mv Gcmmit;sion E'l(plres 31231?.0C!~ 



PROVIN'CE OF l\EW BRlJN5W1CK 
COU:-.l"JY OF SAINT JOH1':, ss. ?>:civembt.T_(_. 2-003 

4 

~fhcn person~lly a.ppc~ri.:J the above-named_~~ ,..H.-;,. ~- .z. ... :d:-.- a1td 
.0~. fi - , .- ..:.~ ~ ___ <md acknowJcd~ed the foregoing instrument to b~ their free 

a~t nn<.I <.l..:ed in s<iiJ capacity and the fu;c act ar'd deed of said Amo!nook Timberlrut<ls, I .IX, 

TkJbre rm:. 

0£4:~ 
?\1.ame: C/,-, ~ A.,, 4;A /./ 

~y-Ptiblicl/\tle>mcy·al-Law 
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From: lucas st.clair
To: Molly Ross
Subject: Fwd: ROW
Date: Sunday, August 09, 2015 6:05:39 AM
Attachments: DOC009.PDF

Here is the first of a few ROW's emails. 

Lucas St. Clair

C. 
O. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

Begin forwarded message:

From: Howard Lake <HLake@lakedenison.com>
Subject: ROW
Date: January 21, 2015 at 3:54:08 PM EST
To: 'lucas st.clair' < gmail.com>

Here is the map key to the various roads referenced in my memo.
 
R. Howard Lake 
Lake & Denison, LLP 
258 Main Street 
P.O. Box 67 
Winthrop, ME  04364 
(207)377-6953  phone 
(207)377-5114  fax
hlake@lakedenison.com
www.lakedenison.com
 
This information is intended for the use of the addressee only and may contain information that is privileged
 and confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient of this message, be notified that any dissemination or
 use of this message is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this message in error, please delete all
 copies of the message and its attachments and notify the sender immediately. Thank you.
 
 
 

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
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From: lucas st.clair
To: Molly Ross
Subject: Fwd: Rights of way
Date: Sunday, August 09, 2015 6:12:09 AM
Attachments: Memo re status of East Branch Rights of way.pdf

EPI B4479 P288.PDF
EPI B9073 P284.PDF
EPI B10755 P64.PDF
EPI B11031 P278.PDF
EPI B7568 P164.PDF
EPI B11031 P 248.PDF

Lucas St. Clair

C. 
O. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

Begin forwarded message:

From: Lucasstclair < gmail.com>
Subject: Fwd: Rights of way
Date: January 21, 2015 at 3:26:27 PM EST
To: Cathy Johnson <cjohnson@nrcm.org>

Lucas

Please excuse the brevity and misused and misspelled words. I am typing with my thumbs

Begin forwarded message:

From: Howard Lake <HLake@lakedenison.com>
Date: January 21, 2015 at 3:20:48 PM EST
To: 'lucas st.clair' < gmail.com>
Subject: RE: Rights of way

Lucas here is my report with deed copies attached. File names refer to
 Book and page as cited in my memo. It may take a few emails to get the
 large files through.
 
Perhaps a meeting with you, me and Sewall folks would be useful.
 
Howard
 
 

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



R. Howard Lake 
Lake & Denison, LLP 
258 Main Street 
P.O. Box 67 
Winthrop, ME  04364 
(207)377-6953  phone 
(207)377-5114  fax
hlake@lakedenison.com
www.lakedenison.com
 
This information is intended for the use of the addressee only and may contain information
 that is privileged and confidential.  If you are not the intended recipient of this message, be
 notified that any dissemination or use of this message is strictly prohibited.  If you have
 received this message in error, please delete all copies of the message and its attachments
 and notify the sender immediately. Thank you.
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QlilTCLAI)'[ DEED WITH COVF.NA .. "'T 

Ea.st Br.inch Land Company. 1 Mw11: ·:orponti1m with & pl.cc of ~u~ io 
ollmiil~n . Maine. for consida:ltion pi1id. gr:ul13 to l-1kevfll~ Sllories. Inc. ~ !\Uin~ 
~ration with ii ?lace ,1f!r.,isine:ss \n Winn. M•inc. "''Ill quitclaira covawil. an in common arui 
undiviJc:d two..Wn!s (2/J) int~~ c=rtain lets Of ;>MCel1 o fl!lnd, togdhc:r wilh 3.ll buildings md 
ir.qr.ovcrnaiu oow OT :i~.cr ~ th=on, silUlli:d in Towubip J. Ruic 7 ~1..5 :i:ad :n :be 
To,.tt ot'Sta.cyvnle, Cournynf?.::n~or 3tlJ \heSt~cof:'<wfoine, boU11dahnddcscribcd 31 [oil~: 

~~.J.bJitJ, .. S1mc,1 WEW 

Bcgiru:U113 ai ii l<>Wld wocd<:11 post .:11 lbc oouiheasl comer ofTowruhip J. Rmtt,e '1 
WElS .tnd 1he southwest ccrnc:r oino Town of Stxyville, uid pos1 being LJi,, mcst 
soulhe:l$'te:ly comer of Ille 101 h.cr.:in dacribc'd., wd ;lOM bc:ii:tg loc.itcd using 1 

.'11.igi:llm ?TO Mn XCPGPS re:civc:r:.i~ing :cclm.iques in1endcd1oobtaln.N!i :ncta 
r=li:s md being al ~s~ S l' l0.J1~ L.alituJe :uid Oll0 J3' 30. 70" W Lo11p!tadc; 

Thcnc:c i.~nenlly l'IQnhcrly :i.to..,g Ille astcrty line of n id Towmlup l, R..xngc J 
WELS 1 disl:i.1ice of fowwc:n t!:cl!Atld :hiny-11;vcn { 14.037':.J fa;t :ncm:: ~·less :o J. 

set wooden. P'Q5t on said i::r;! !inc o ( Towr~p l, R;mge : WELS .aod 31 t."le 
sou~crly =CT of l.a.i:d ouw owm:d by~ L.lcli Corr.pm y; 

Thence gc:ncn!ly w~terly ;al'cm1 !he g~ly wuthcrty line: oflilld DOW ow:ied l>y 
9~ L.uid Conrpcey md along ll1 existing l>lazcU llM a distux:c of foo:itoon 
tl:o~.J scvcnty·du= ( 14,071':?) ic:ct mc::re or Ccu IO i point SI Ille ci:nt.cr o( lh• 
c.Yisting gn.vd road t.~ lQ:1s ooT\h ~ ~ulh l.long tho cut Jidc of tile: E:m Bnnc:h 
af tllc l'cnob.cot am:t' l.lso lcnown i. Ille Scbc:cis Ro~; 

"P.tenc~ pa:slly soui.'lcrl)· ~ u$1crl:f :l!or.g the ecntc:r o f tl:c: Sc:bods R03d a 
di$1:1r1cc:: of seven tltou:i21l&i five bw111r~ :Jl!ey \7.SJO'!) feet mon: er :C$$ to :.'le 
int~n of ai.:! .Xbocis Rold w:!h 11tc Old ~1a1Jg.11r.on Tole: R~: 

Thc:ncc ~!y :2.ilCf ly i!ong the center o f ~;iid Old l\.!Jtljpn:On Tote .R~ " 
di.sQ."1eeofcwotbcusmd1WO lmr.ctreaZ f. tly (::?~SO'.t) rc:ei :norcora to a ?CJint in<lw 
cc:1tcr ot~d Old :'fbbl;>mon fotc ~ Uut is N ~· oo· E fn::m ~ $d =edat ~ <>11 

lllc soulherly sideoinid Old Malagamon T<.)(c Road: 

Thence .u 11t ob$.,~ bc:c~ng ofS: :!:!' 00' W ~ 1li·:un~'11 0!"2h~)'·U1r.:e (3}':) feel 
mote or ress lO !he l.3Sf rnenti~ :«:! ~cd.lrpoSI :>n :be ,soulhcr!y udel i:;Q of s.tidOfd 
l'-far~~on Tole Rooo :igfit oi>A;-; 

. ; 



Co--- - ·· .. 

·· - - - · ··· ··--------------~ 

Ther.c.' ecnrinuing il S :!'.!"' 00' W along 1 ~l:ucii line painted bbc <:SUbh:lhcd ;n :he 
~CM .:!GOO :t. Jisuru:c of lhr'.ee tlmus:ind !Our !:iur:drcd :l'Jirt'/· nv<: (34) S'_:) f e~l rnc;re or 
i.::;,i loud i:.:du;x:st on :hel".onhcrly !inc<ifar.d ct0w :)<.vncd by J.M. Hi.-b~ CC<i'.; 

Thence ger..::rally ~lcrl"J .tlong :Ji; land uf said H:ibcr md an existing h!~ed line :i 
distanc~ e>( touc :housand two !lwidii:d r.....-miy-nine (4229':!::) feet more m !css !o 1 w 
.:ed.3:-~ 11 the r:ofth~ta-ly l:Qmer of said Huber. 

Thenc.:: ~culhc:r!y~ong !he 131ld ofwd Huber and an ~x::sting bl.:.zcl line :.1 L!iscance 
oi live lhOU&and live hWJdn:d seventy (5570':!:) feet mole or less 10 an e:cisci11g 
"'ooden post .U lhc SQulhusterly .comcT of uid· Huba lnd on the northerly town line 
of S.;i fl!il;l".own i\>>msllip (Townahip 2. Range 'W'Ets); 

Ther,ce easterly a(ong S31d nont:~ly :own !i!lll! ':lf Scldiertown T1>wiuhip md .'.lll 
:xistir.g l!laz.:.d iir.e :i d.i5Cance of tive thll'us;md two !wr,dr=4 NC\y (5?-l!Y±) feet mofc 
or IC$S !4l thcpoinf 11foeginniog. 

l'ltc aco•,e4~0ed lat ~anl:Wls three !ha~ :KVc:ity·th{« {3073) ~~cs mere or 
!~ 

Eiccptfa¥ and Retervfac chose pn:m1$cs de:icribcd in ;i deed from Frar.cis 
C :unmin~ .llld Dcn:Ud Pik1iaJis :o rr.w:is Cumzmngs. Oonoi.ld Pik:iafo ilnd Willi~ 
!'. l'em:n irt i deed ;!at=d J:uiua.j' 6. IY94 .ind recorded in the ?~nob$Co< Cou:'ll)' 
R~S1J'..Hlf~ in Vill. SSl'>. !'age Z84. 

Fntber £1c'll<iDit .tad ~rvhl& the following descrilk:rl pr!!!nises. ~ de$Cnbcd 
in :he deed l'rom H. C. Hayrn:s, Inc. to Rahinson Tiinbetfamh. Inc. daccd September 
29, 1m. :ind recorded in the Penob,.::ot C.:unty Re!;i31:ey of Deeds in Boole 7193, 
i'~c5·'1: 

A ci:n.lin !01 ccr pir..cl qflllJ'ld, with Ille buitdinss !hefam. on :he ::astcrfy b2%lk <lf the 
ea.n ll~el! oflhc ~encbscoJ River Oil which llic:rc is ~urrently 10<:3ted 3 c:unp; said 
pan:cl m~u:ill~ f<.lur lwndttd Jixlcm (416) feet DOl'.h md souch by tbur !lund.-ed 
~i:<.lcci ( 4 16) :"cd ~ast and wesc with tlw! ~south cc:ruer!ine being the nonlv'south 
~>:mterlinc of said ~illl'lp u it u.i.stcd in S~1r;mbG' of 1999: ti'.e northerly boundary 
of mid ;iremis.cs b<:ing pcrpmd?c11lar 10 die rivo:; bank of ihc E'.3$1 Bnnen of me 
PmQb>eot River, 11orth/~0111h bcund:uy !in.:-s &re par.iHet. 

;':mhcr excqiting Attd :~crving for '"c bo:ncfit of Rast Hrwh L.tnd C~mp:my .sr.d 
it.> 'iJit'"'3£!11'i. hut :J•1t ~•gp~. a right of way tbr ;ill purposes of 1 'Al'lY. in common 
with Lalmil!e Sltores, !.ic .. i~ s1m:~cs:md :usigns. >ixty·six (66) feet wide. said 
:lg!\< of '"~Y IQ run frum the S.:OOeis R.;1&11. ~led, ll'llur.d the gencra.lly c:i.stcrly 
-::id of the <:.lmp :01 dcscn"bcd in Ille de~ from Fr-mcis Ciamming.s md Donald 
?'.ldi.lli~~o Fror.cis C:Jmmings. OQn:dd Piktiafa :ind William F. P=on d;ued fanwuy 
6, l ?94, :wl rc.;orckd i.n !ht P.mol=ot <:oumy Registry -.iO<!<!dS in S<IOk 55,9, P;lgcr 
~lH. ;UllJ i;i tfte •Jet:d from H. C. H.7.Y!l(L L'lc. :n RobinSOl'.I Timbcrtan0$. llK. dated 

.. ~ ... 
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"' ,. 

j~te:nbc ~9, im . 311.J :«e<~od in l.'le i>=:b>a:JI c~wir-, R<:gisL-y ofi)«d~ m 
Boore '.'J ·H . ?3ge !'i . .ind ±e:i = :o !he S<:!>oc1s ~~x. 7!lc ~ctcsaid right of way 
;h~il lie :oc;:.:c:! ~long th!: :1'1<:$1 ?f""'~l1c3blc mu:c ;r.u u.aily ~able ~ we p:mle$. 

!'3ml ! 1~})rortJoo 1J(JQ!ruA!Jl.l..R~ot~7 Wt:J.s'l 

Bc$innjn~ ii .m ,r.;;t?iig wOQ<fm post~ !l>e ~tctly tir.c a fTowmhip 3, lt;u\gc i 
\\.1=.:LS Mid;)( I!!<: soulhwaterly o:om<Toi!and ~cw~ !:>tlhc St•lc ofM.3iM. ~d 
70-•t l:>::ing ~he: mc:st no.rthw~crly :orncr of U:e lot bc:n:i.n dc:acn°l>QI. iwJ post Xillg 
lcc.-.ted 11$ing ~ M:lgclbn e>:-oMJl'k X CP GPS :c:;c:i~cr using ~~ucs intended !O 

~bt311t sub :ni:'.Jrr ~CSt1lu and ~:ig ,u 4 5• )')' .i; 16" N L .. uitude U1d 58° 4.t' 37 . .t.7'" 
W Longih.k.!e; 

Thence g~lly 1ootlm!y 11cag me e-.ISl::r!y !in.: of said To"lllShip 3, R.mge S 
\ltEI.S 3nd Jlon;i m ~bring blued liee ~ .:l i.sta.ice llf ten chov.s.xid We ln:r.idred 
twcnc;N•:vcn (i O,li!i" .t) ci:s:l l'll()re or !i::1s io :m ~isling wood.en post on :iaid cu=aly 
lir.e or Tawn'hi]J 3 . Ring.: .3 W'ELS .ir.<l >I rJie ~'!Orthwc.terly-;:amcr of land r:ow 
·)"'lled by J,~. Huba' C~rp.; 

Thence gc:nc:raily ~!::1y J.lcng !z:d :>f l:lid. Hi:bcr >i:d .l.ll oilti11c blazed ~nt: a 
.:fist<mec: Of lWO ~=.:f .IC'Vcn allJ"!rcC Nrt:aty•SCVC?I ('."2i':!:) rcct moo= Ot less :0 

lll c:u~ting wooden ?C5f 11 lhe OOMC3Sterly c D111Cr .:>fo;:.iid Huber. 

Tb:nc= generally 501'lhcTiy "!ong ~ l:ind o f :l'lid Huber >n<l m cw isling )wed ·:inc 
a dist:mccoffow ~'lir.c: !ulndrod rort"/•IC'VCO (4947'~J feet more orlcu to .in 

cu:isting woadM past .:rt the 'iO~C<ly <:Qt'l1C1 r>f ,,..d Huber md an tho :ionhcrly 
:c.wn !inc o(So!diet":o"'1'1 i~'tip. (To~ip 2. tl.lnge i WE~,.); 

"Thffice eulal'.i .llong ~d oor-.Jidfy town line of Sol.ticrtown Townmip md an 
existfng b i:uc:i lillc ~ni ~w Slr= i disttnce of :hirtccn !hous:md eight 
llunJred { 13.,SOO':!) !ed :nQl'c: :ir :css x. ~second 1~ or wd ~y tcwt1 
line :and !he tht=i ofSL-.db.mlc S 1re1..,, .m rud ?>Ortba l:1 rown ti:.e; 

Thence: aorthcrly alon~ :be 1hn::ut o f s:iid SanCb.mlc S:rea:n ~ dist:m::e of four 
:bous:i.'ld aiJie htmdro:i lilty \-49Sil':!) feet more or '.ess ro the c~crofll:c: ::x~tini 
sr;rvc:I :-oad t.'ut !C:3dswc:s:crfy trom :he bridge <ivcr the Ea.st Bnnc.'t of the ?cnobsrot 
~.:'lier ~Wn ~ fhe·Wlielston: llilod; 

Thcn<;o ~c:r;o.lty wc:::crty afcmg :lle t <:!l1.,.- oi tai1J 'Nheistonc ~""'1 a disun.:c of 
eleven 'hous:u:id :Cur !:Wldral :risrcry·iive (l ! ,~9S':!:) r~t more or lcss ro.thc:junc:tion 
of·:hc: so ~ed Trout ?ond Ro~ lOd EIOOw Road; 

f'h~c genc:;i\ly '"'~!y. ~rthwc:sier! y .ul<l t.10rUlcrly a.long th1l center of WI± 
E!J:.ow R~ 3. ii1=fance of= tllO'\l..™!d t.'1.r~ l!i=ndted (7300'.!:) feet morc<>r !~ 
to ~point in :.hccem~.>f sa.d E:bGw Re.le! which ;$ S 31 ' 00' E ~m J 'cl calr?03t 
"'' :he weslerJy iidc a( uid elbow Raad; 

. ) 
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7)-,a:ce ;>; J: •CO' w J distance o( ttrim-·<hree {)Yt:) fo:t more or !css :o ~d .:ct 
c~ ;ics1 on !ile w esterly iidcli11e ·Jf!hc Elbow :tc:.ad rig."!t ofwa;r. 

r:1c11Ct: e.::iniinuing l l ~ J,, 00' w licng a oi.i=J 'im:: ~n1ed blue ~t.lblished ill :he 
;fl!3f~000:J:.listanceofonelhou=ldonenundr~d for.y·5'i:< l! i -M':) feet moceor!= 
:o :i. ;c.t :.ccl.lr po.$t o~ the shcn: of D=Y Pcr.tl: 

Thcnc-:: ~rJ.inuing ~ t-1J1~ 00' W ~ di&tmc" forty (~C/!J feet more or \C$S to tllc 
;:crrnal :ow w ater <r.:trk of said De:i.!ey ?end: 

n~c.e ~lly ::tQrthwesfcly 1long said low -;i,.;it" mark ':)f L)Qsey ?ond a distmce 
" i<>ne !!:o<Js=d five handred(1500'~ feel in<.'reodess:oll>.e ;.hreaJ of3 ~le being 
~::e ~l"A-rly 001!.:t of DC3S<:)' :Oo!>tl; 

T:ler.ce gc:n=ra.lly =rther!y Jlong the lhre.1.! of ihc ·:>Ullc:t i>rock 3 disram:e ~i ~:.t 
'1lcusand :hr= ii~ (6300':) fm men: er !ess !.O 111 eitistiog or'111gc JiM markin~ 
rhe Joo•1e menciom:d land owned l)y !be SW.: ;,fMalne; 

Them:!: <Jcncnlly wwcr.yalcng said~ of :O.la.inc land ar.d ln !'xlsting blazed line 
1 disunce <:r f ~~ :.iouSJnd one hi:r.drcd {.l liXl'.!.) lut ?T:Ot"C or less 10 the pcillt ,,( 
ci::-~nning. 

The lbov~ ~csc:ribed lot ~ntains ortc iOOus:md eig!1t hundred :Ort:r· fiv:: ( l 34.$) .i.cres 
:nore or less. 

to:s Ne-. 49, SO :ind S l in :he north halfof thc Tow:i. o(Stacyvill.:. Said pn:misc; .ue 
previously identified as 1!:e "'Miru.sterinl and School Lo~~, so-eal1cd. olbc:rwise 
'-.~own .as ·•.Public Lou'" in the T:>v..n ofSr.ic-JVille. 

,\1$0 ;tr•atlac ro La.lceville Shores. In.::. :md its SUC.CC$SCl"S~t ~i;;;y .i :"!@t 

,,,; •••w jn ~r,,..•ille, for .i.ll lHJIPOSCS af;, way, in .;e;nmon with E;ist Bnnch ~ii 
Co .. it> SU<."C=';;" lnd :is:>igr.s. sixl)'-six (66') feel wide. the centerline o( ~d :i~I 
of "NlY being lhc ec:nti:r line of the East Bi:W:Ji Read, alw known as \he Old 
~tlra~on Tote Re.ad. from :he WC$!.,,Jy line oitot 86 ~ll:'lerally ~cr..hwi:steny !O 

th~ ro-...11 )ine ~een Stacyviile and Towmhi-p .3 . R.lllgc 7 WELS 

t<unb4!r Gmlillg ro WeviQe Shores. Inc. a.nd its 11lCcess.cr>. !iut noL a.~igns, .l 
n&llt of way in Township l. R.lnge 7 'NELS. for illl j)IJlilO~ Ma W3y, !II :omn:oo 
;aiittl e.ist 3r:inch La.,d C.:J., its SUC<:OSSOr3 .ind .issigr..:;, 'ixry-six {66') feet wi<le, lhe­
ce~1.¢rli110 of 2ia right of way being lhe ~enter line of ttic cxisti!1g gra~~ roads lS 
Jept.:.h:d on fahibit A. ~ttachcd. lr<:Tero. llC.d t:tter.di:ig l?cm Po1:it 3 :o Point C :o 
Point E !o ?oint Flo Point H. ~ong portions oflhe ;;o caileJ Old ~f'1bp:non iot.e 
R~ .. \l.'belStone Ri>ild. ;ind tb: E:OOw RoiJJ :md 1lso tror;i ?~:nt C to ?ouu D. ltong 
L'i.c Sc:bocis ~o.id. 
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·14e M;Utu 'Cf ·111v cr.nve:ed l\v 1-!e rwo zbregosnic. p31"3ll;Ol)l".s JTC .w~snapt •o ..._ 
?=I !, l"M«l ~. <lnd P=.el J hct=ir. The ~fcrl!:Ui.i :'ights of.,ny. toge<Jicrwith a 
;;t.J 01·"lY10 1.i.se '-Ge :'C'Jd r.mmng in .1 gcrmUy :ror.h<:l'lydi=t:on from l'cint ! IC 

?t.1in1 I ~ '.l.~n en E.i:ruhi1 A lt!:U:hed ~:io, u!d :-ood bci=lg fa:own u the 
W;i.ssab<;uoik R\l..ld, md ~;;gill ofw:iy to 11SC1be ro3d lM<\11 JS :hG rn Wlr.!cns' 
Ro:!d. :rom Poin1 K :o Point L ~ :st.own en lhc .tt3c!loi &liib•t ,\_ may 3(so be used 
l:iy L.1lccviUe S!'ww Ice H....+;m (" l.t1~= !',.~ •Mier H r ;rW"" lee. 
t~crn:!'em:J 10 as "H:iyne:s). :har f...:l;C5$0n :,,., :ic1 ~;ens, ~1,h;:piupo~ 
-of~ mana~ent snd :(lmntercill umber fwvCSling on Luid o~cd !Jy ~ics 
ilUtc :han ii~ynes ;:>RWtdl!li. how~. :.'l;u said ridlt of w.i.y "'ill eic;:iite Im years 
ft.om !M &le hdeof or i.'ter A;i~ bu :no\.cd l 00.·X'O .:ords ·Jf wood JC:ess s:rid 
right r.1 =r, w/UCnCV~ evc::it cc:::rn; fu$f. 

(iisepdnc ud RuerVii} for tl\: benclit ,f E.u: llr.111c!I L.vtd Ccmp;1:1y .llld iu 
succc:,,.~n. iw MS .m1~ :m ascmmt oc rigt11 or w~y i11 1 ;,WiiSfull J, Rm~} 
\l.'El.S. ~r )JI f'llrpOSCS of .1 ~y. io ~on -.:II UkeYillc Shori:s. Inc., ;tn\l its 
S~r.3 wJ urip:s. si~IY·7i~ ; 66') feet ·~:11e. ~ =tc:rlie< ,f said :ight oi "'iY 
Oc:i!!i !he .::r.t=: line of I.he citistir.g gnvcl ro:icis ;is dcpi~d 011 Ex.iibit A %1'.x!lc:d 
::ereto. 11:d ::\!enWnS rem !'OUll :\. to P<Jir.; il to ?.Jint c to Poinl o. ~long Ille Old 
M~cn Tore Ro.id :ind Ille Seboeis~ ar.d 'l!SQ frcm i'oini £to !"oin• F (Q 

!"<;>inl fl. .iJcng portions 'J( :he ~ c;ilkd 'h1:cts:aoe Ra:id md the Elbow Road .llld 
f.uioo from i'omc F :o ?oint C. llong 1he 7:'0l;f i'ol!d Ro.Id io QL'Qi. 

Tilc righb ·;iw:JY eiM hcn:i11bef.m: gr311<ed « e.1:C1:pled .,-,d ~e.!. insofar~ 
~ ;Jt.:tude ~&11' sh:aJI nol.. however, Cl<ci11dc ~ ov.~ "'- l~m:~ of ;JOW 

e:ti$ling~ ~.=i;-.at\i:r~od ~:itn? !ots !ocatcd within !f;<.ptQpCrty~meyedbytbi.: 
deed md ;ir.ctlt..r d<cd !9 • .,,.. by Wkcvmc Shores. fn<:. to E2't Bnnch Lll:>d Company 
3f:rubstanfr1l1'.f ~ ibtc ild'eWith. ;;orang l.S S4id .:;unp :c~n 001 used for pub lie 
5=blir.:g. nc ~~ts o( ·>.~"J sh2l!, !U\wc:ver, :crmin.ue lr.d be oi lO 5mh.cr :ff c:ct in 
the ~ent :he bcncfilud =p(s) ~a.sat !'or -.i!od iilr public ~ing. A !!<>Ii= af 
ril!ht of wa.y :cnnirution •iplcd by E.- Srar:.:h L.wJ Comp..>.-.y. ;t> S<K<:~rs .:nd 
=igsu, .v:d rcc•m:lcd :n t.'M: Rcsi$tr/ o:>f Vocds dt•H ~ ~<>~l~ve .videric.,- oflhe 
tc=ilulion ,,(:;aid isf11 af wiy. 

a~ng a ;>cr'~oo or1nc smie pmt:15C'! ::on~cy.:d ~y t.lwr=c L.. Ralriruoa :o J::ist 
B=i:!I !Ar.J. C-'m;=ny ia. 1 .1ccd d.llc:.1 Oc<~bct I, l97J, .llld r«ocd~ iD Ule 
!'el!Qbsc:ot C~Wlr/ llc!lim'/ o( D«d!! in :SilO!I Z~. l"lgc 1:)8. :it.id Ille W:ii;anry 
Deed !Tor.a L!wn:::ce L RcOinsoo t-o east 8r;mch L.i.n4 c~mp:ui:- ..laled Cc~b•r l 
l~T.>. :u:d =QT\!c-J ~, .~tj ~c~J :n 0Qol: ~9~:5. ?.ige ll:i. 
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Webber/LSI ROW Exchange 
T4R7 S2 E Part 
6-7-07 

EASEMENT DEED AND AGREEMENT 

LANGE TIMBER LIMITED LIABILITY COMP ANY, a Maine limited liability 
company, with a place of business at Carlsbad, San Diego County, California; 

WEBBER TIMBER LLC, a Maine limited liability company; with a place of business 
in Vero Beach, Florida; 

ANDRE EMERSON CUSHING CORPORATION, a Maine corporation; 

THE CUSHING FAMILY CORPORATION, a Maine corporation; 

McCRILLIS TIMBERLAND, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company; 

GREENTREES INC., a Maine corporation; and 

PRENTISS & CARLISLE COMPANY, INC. a Maine corporation; 

all having a mailing address of P. 0. Box 637, Bangor, Maine 04402-0637, (collectively 
referred to herein as "Grantors") for consideration paid, grant to 

FIVE ISLANDS LAND CORPORATION, a Maine corporation having a mailing 
address of P.O. Box 96, Winn, ME 04495; ("referred to herein as "Grantee") 

(Grantee and Grantors collectively referred to as the "Patties"), subject to the limitations 
and reservations herein stated, the following non-exclusive rights of way and easements 
("Easements") for ingress and egress to and from lands of Grantee, for all purposes of a way, 
including but not limited to conducting land management, natural resource exploitation, timber 
harvesting and transportation of timber and other products, across the roads in T4R7 WELS, 
Penobscot County, Maine identified on Exhibit A and described in Exhibit B, as they 
presently exist or as may in the future be constructed or relocated, for the benefit of the land 
specified below with respect to each road. Unless otherwise specified 01i Exhibit A., the 
Easements shall be fifty (50) feet in width and centered on the existing travel way of any road 
which is subject to the Easements, reasonable deviations in the location of the Easement being 
permitted in order to circumvent natural obstacles. 

000812241 
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The easements hereby granted are for the benefit of the land in T4R7 and T4R8 WELS 
owned by the Grantee, as described in the following deeds: 

From Point A to B to C as shown on Exhibit A: Aroostook Timberlands, LLC to 
Five Islands Land Corporation dated May 21, 2003, and recorded in Book 8746, 
Page 231 of the Penobscot Connty Registry of Deeds. 

The easements hereby granted burden the land in T4R7 owned by the Grantor, described 
in the following deed: 

Lakeville Shores, Inc. et al. to Lange Timber Limited Liability Company, et al. recorded 
December 15, 2006, in the Penobscot County Registry of Deeds in Book 10763, Page 
170. . 

GRANTORS' RESERVED RIGHTS AS TO EASEMENTS 

Grantors reserve the right of way and right at any and all times for themselves, their 
invitees, employees, lessees, pe1mittees, and servants, their heirs and assigns, of passing over, 
across, or along said Easements on foot, with vehicles, or otherwise, as they may have occasion, 
but subject to not unreasonably interfering with Grantee's uses of said Easements. 

Grantors reserve the right for themselves, their invitees, employees, lessees, pe1mittees, 
heirs and assigns to cross and use the said Easements for access and utility services to other lands 
ofGrantors, and such uses shall be located so as to not materially interfere with Grantee's 
exercise ofrights hereunder. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS AS TO ALL EASEMENTS 

By acceptance of this deed Grantee agrees, for itself, and its successors and assigns, that 
their entry on land of Grantors, and use of the Easements shall be SUBJECT TO the following 
conditions: 

(1) Grantee's use of the Easements shall at all times be conducted so as not to 
unreasonably interfere with Grantors' or any other person's, lawful use of the Easements, nor 
materially interfere with the ordinary conduct of operations and management of Gran tors' land, 
including the harvesting and removal of forest products and other materials therefrom. 
Grantee's use of the Easements shall be subject to rules and regulations adopted by Grantors, 
which are generally applicable to commercial users of Grantors' roads and easements, and may 
also include rules and regulations designed to protect the safe use and enjoyment of the 
Easements by others who may be entitled to use the Easements for residential, recreational, and 
other purposes provided that such rules and regulations and amendments are reasonable. Such 
rules and regulations may provide for seasonal and temporary road closures for constrnction and 
maintenance purposes, speed limits, and other safety or trucking restrictions. Grantors shall make 

2 
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commercially reasonable efforts to provide notice to Grantee of such rules and regulations. 
Grantee shall not be required to observe an amendment to a rule or regulation until ten (10) days 
after notice from Grantors that a rule or regulation has been amended. Grantee shall provide 
Grantors reasonable advance notice of Grantee's commencement and suspension ofregular use 
of the Easements. 

(2) Grantee's use of the Easements shall be at the sole risk of Grantee. Grantee 
agrees that Granters shall not be liable to Grantee for any claims arising from use of the 
Easements by Grantee, its employees, agents, contractors, subcontractors, and their respective 
heirs, successors and assigns, including but not limited to claims for personal injury, death, 
damage to property or loss of business, except to the extent such damage is caused by gross 
negligence or the willful misconduct ofGrantors, or Grantors' agents, contractors or employees. 

(3) The Grantee, its successors and assigns shall have the following rights in common 
with the Granters and others entitled thereto (subject to compliance with applicable laws, 
ordinances and regulations by the Grantee, its successors and assigos): 

(a) the right to construct, improve, maintain, repair and reconstruct, any and all roads 
which are subject to the easements hereby conveyed, together with such ditches, 
culverts, bridges and other structures within the area of the Easements as may be 
necessary or convenient in such construction, improvement, maintenance, repair or 
reconstruction provided that Grantee, its successors and assigos shall not be obligated to 
construct, improve, maintain, repair or reconstruct any road except as is specifically 
provided for herein; and 

(b) the right to flow water from any road from ditches and culverts onto lands of the 
Granters, provided that such right to flow does not unreasonably interfere with the use 
and enjoyment of such lands by the Granters, their successors and assigns. 

(4) Except as provided below, Grantors shall be under no obligation to maintain or 
improve the roads, or the improvements of Grantee, or to share in the costs of any improvements 
of Grantee (unless otherwise agreed in writing by the parties). When any road subject to the 
Easements, or portions of such road, are being used by any one of the Grant ors or the Grantee, 
and is not being used concurrently by any other party, then the user shall, during its sole use of 
any such road, or portions thereof so used, have no claim against any other party for contribution 
toward maintenance costs, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the parties. However, nothing 
in the above reduces the obligation of the party using the Easements, to ensure that the condition 
of the road and improvements at the completion of such use is equal to or better than when such 
use commenced. 

When any road subject to the Easements, or portions of such road, are being used by any 
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one or more of Grantors and the Grantee concurrently, the users shall be responsible to maintain 
the same with the maintenance costs for such concurrent use being apportioned between the 
parties (and other third party users) based on the respective volume of products and distances 
hauled on that portion of the road subject to the Easements, or based on some other mutually 
agreed upon formula or method of apportionment. None of the agreements herein relative to 
maintenance costs and shared capital expenses shall limit or modify any right of contribution the 
parties may have against third parties relative to such costs and expenses. None of the Granters 
nor Grantee shall be required to maintain any roads to any particular standard for the use of 
unauthorized third parties, and any maintenance undertaken by Granters or Grantee shall be 
sufficient among the parties if it results in conditions meeting the generally accepted standard of 
the day, in the northeast, for private timberland management roads. 

For the purposes of the foregoing, "maintenance" or "maintain" shall mean undertaking 
the work necessary to preserve or keep, as nearly as possible, the roads or portions thereof, road 
surfaces, bridges, culverts, ditches or other appurtenant facilities or structures in a condition 
providing satisfactory transportation for the permitted uses in compliance with all applicable 
laws and regulations, and "improvements" or "improve" shall mean the reconditioning or 
replacing of any existing road, bridge, culvert, ditch or other appurtenant facility or structure to a 
standard higher or greater than that prevailing as of the date of this Deed, or as subsequently 
improved. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, unless such undertaking is assumed by a party, neither 
Grantors nor Grantee shall be obligated under the above-stated maintenance obligations to 
undertake at such party's sole cost, significant repairs or replacement of bridges, culverts and 
structures, which are generally expected to have an extended useful life and likely to benefit all 
parties. The Grantors and Grantee and their successors and assigns, agree to negotiate in good 
faith to allocate shared costs of major capital improvements or repairs of bridges, culverts and 
other structures necessary for forest management purposes, unless any party opts to assume the 
entire costs of any such project. Negotiated cost allocations may be based upon the respective 
volume of products and distances hauled on the Right of Way, or on some other mutually agreed 
upon formula or method of apportionment, taking into account the burden of use by third parties 
which is not the responsibility of any party to this Agreement. 

(5) Grantee will not suffer or permit any mechanic's or materialman's lien to be filed 
against the land of Grantors, for or purporting to be for labor and materials supplied to, or at the 
instance of, or for the benefit of, Grantee or any contractor or subcontractor employed, or 
claiming to be employed by Grantee. 

( 6) All improvements constructed by Grantee will be constructed, kept and 
maintained in compliance with all applicable laws, rules and ordinances, at the expense of 
Grantee. 
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(7) All work done shall be perfonned with reasonable dispatch until fully completed, 
and Grantee shall promptly clean up and restore all portions ofGrantors' and altered or damaged 
in connection with Grantee' s construction, maintenance and repair to the same condition as it 
exists on the date hereof; free of erosion. 

(8) Granters shall retain title to all merchantable timber and forest products within the 
Easements and Grantee will not remove merchantable timber or other forest products severed 
from the Easements without the prior written agreement of Granters. 

(9) The failure of either party to exercise any rights herein conveyed or reserved in 
any single instance shall not be considered a waiver of such rights and shall not bar either 
Gran tors or Grantee from exercising any such rights, or if necessary, seeking an appropriate 
remedy in conjunction with such rights. 

(I 0) The rights, title and privileges herein granted or reserved shall be binding upon 
and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, and their respective successors and permitted 
assigns. The Easements granted under this Deed are to run with those lands owned by the 
Grantee as specified above, and may not be assigned, except as part of a conveyance or lease, by 
whatever means of all or any portion of the real estate now benefited by this Deed, without the 
express written consent of Granters, their successors or assigns. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Granters have caused this instrument to be executed by their 
duly authorized officers, as of 2007 

5 
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WITNESS: 
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LANGE TIMBER LIMITED LIABILITY 
COMPANY 

By.~~·~ 
J~Lange 
Its Manager · 
Hereunto Duly Authorized 
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WITNESS: 

v\Ju~S)~ 

STATE OF MAINE 
PENOBSCOT COUNTY 

Bk 11031 Pg 290 #23564 

PRENTISS & CARLISLE COMPANY, INC. 

By: ~~~ 
Donaid P. White 
Its President 
Hereunto Duly Authorized 

_c)u...__we._ ...... 13 ___ , 2007 

Then personally appeared the above~named Donald P. White in his capacity as President 
of Prentiss & Carlisle Company, Inc. and acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be his free 
act and deed in his said capacity, and the free act and de of said c rporation. 

Before me, 

Print or type name as signed 

13 

DOUGLAS M. FLAGG 
NOTARY PUBLIC· MAINE 

MY COMMJSSION EXPiR.'::S MAY '15. 2014 
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.. .......... __ .... 

" 
•'A;•._\• Granted Rlghts-of-way 

Exhibit A 
T4R7WELS 

Granted Rights-of-way 

14 

Bk 11031 Pg 291 #23564 

\ 
\ 

·•· g 



Webber/LSI ROW Exchange 
T4R7 S2 E Part 
6-7-07 

Bk 11031 Pg 292 #23564 

EXHIBITB 
Right of Way Description 

Commencing at Point A in the centerline of an existing gravel road known as the 
Sherman Lumber Company Road and on the town line between T.4, R. 7 WELS and T.3, R.7 
WELS; thence generally Northerly along said Sherman Lumber Company Road and crossing 
Seboeis River to its intersection with an existing gravel road leading Northerly, said intersection 
being depicted as Point B; thence generally Northerly along an existing gravel road to Point C on 
the common boundary between Lange arid Five Islands. 

PENOBSCOT COUNTY. MAINE 

~?£~ 
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CONFIRMATION OF CROSSING RIGHTS 

Thi$ Confirmation of Crossing Rights is made this t..f '/! day of J,~p. , 2006, -by 
and between GARDNER LAND COMPANY, INC. a Maine corporation with a mailing 
address of P.O. Box 189, Lincoln, Maine 04457 ("Gardner"), and J.M. HUBER 
CORPORATION, a New Jersey corporation withainailingaddress of P.O. Box 554, 1141 
Main Street, Old Town, ME 04468 ("Huber"). 

WITNESS ETH 

WHEREAS, Aroostook Timberlands, LLC and Huber entered into a certain Crossing 
Rights Agreement dated as of November 1, 2003, recorded in the Penobscot County Registry of 
Deeds in Book 9073, Page 276 (the "Agreement"). pursuant to which the parties granted to each 
other certain perpetual non-exclusive easements to cross and re-cross certain Roads for all 
purposes of ingress and egress (the "Crossing Rights''), as more fully set forth and defined in the 
Agreement; 

WHEREAS, Gardner is the successor-in-interest to Aroostook Timberlands, LLC with 
respect to certain of the lands encumbered by the Crossing Rights; and 

WHEREAS, Page I of Schedule B-1 was inadvertently omitted from the recorded 
Agreement, and the parties wish to provide record notice of Page l, as well as to clarify certain 
other provisions of the Agreement; 

NOW, TIIBREFORE, the parties hereby confirm and agree as follows: 

I. Attached hereto is Page I of Schedule B-1, which Schedule depicts the Roads over which 
Crossing Rights have been granted to Huber pursuant to the Agreement. 

" 2. The parties acknowledge that a portion of the travelway within the Road depicted on Page I 
of Schedule B-1 leading to the lot on Katahdin Lake owned by Huber has not yet been 
constructed. The parties hereby confirm that the intent of the Agreement is to permit either party 
to construct the roadway within such Road at its sole cost and expense. Thereafter, maintenance 
and improvement of such roadway pursuant to paragraph 6.a. of the Agreement shall be the 
responsibility of the party constructing the roadway, subject to sharing of costs in proportion to 
activity on the roadway, as also set forth in said paragraph 6.a .. 

3. The Agreement as hereby clarified is ratified and confirmed, and shall run with the land and 
be binding on the parties hereto and their successors and assigns. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned parties hays caused this instrument to be -
executed by their respective authorized representatives, this~ day of .•k!llllU.e. , 2006. 

1 
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Signed, Sealed and Delivered 
lo the Presence of >_} 

M; ff 

STATEOF'~E , I 
COUNTY OF ~C>bscar 

Bk 10755 Pg 65 #45228 

1)ovem\xc .14 . 2006 
~ 

Then personally appeared before me the above named Thomas W. Gardner and acknowledged 
the foregoing instrument to be his free act and deed in his said capacity and the free act and deed 
of Gardner Land ~mpany, Inc . 

(Print Name) 

SIGNATURES CONTINUED ON FOLLOWING PAGE 

2 



Signed, Sealed and Delivered 
In the P~sence of 

STATE OF MAINE 
COUNTY OF PENOBSCOT 

Bk 10755 Pg 66 #45228 

J.M. p:CORPORATIO"N 

By: -=:. 
r:i1rtr~ r .c1 r 
Duly Authorized 

N~ae:1..,... $ . 2006 

Then personally appealed before me the above named Peter Trianda:tillou and acknowledged the 
foregoing instrument to be his free act and deed in his said capacity and the free act and deed of 

. J. M. Huber Corporation. 

Notary Public 

(Print Name) 

3 

Bonnie S. Doiron, Notary PubUc 
State of Maine 

My Commission Expires 3/23/20C1 

: ' 
; . 
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CROSSING RIGHTS AGREEMENT 

Thi• Crossing Rights Agreement is effective as of .November I~. 2003 and is entered into 
h~ and between Aroosrnok Timberlands, 1.1.C, a limited liability company with ~ mailing 
address ofl'. 0. Box l 70, Ashland, Maine. 04732 ("Aroostook") and. Gardner Lat1d Company, 
Inc .. • "'1aine coq>oration with a mailing address of P. 0. Boll 189-, Lincoln, Maine, 04451-0189 
('"Gardner"). 

A" used herein, "'lrrantee" refers to Gardner. it• successor or assign&. as holder of 
eas=ents granted hereunder; and "Landowner" applies Aroootouk or its successor owners of the 
land burdened by the easCIDL-nt hereby granted. Upon sale or transfer of the burde,,ed land, 
Aroostook shall !lave no continuing obligotions hc:rCl.IIlder, and the obligations of Lmdownor shall 
be assumed by and be birnling upon the successor ownor(s} of the burdened land. 

Aroostook h..-eby grants Gardner the tollnwing described appurrenam easement and righ~< 
nfway (the "Crosging !tights"): 

L Gnint of E"""1ll.ent and Crimin~ Right•. Aroostook hereby grants the Crossing Rights lo 
Gardner on la•d of Aroostook in Township 2, Range &; and Township 3, Range 8 described in tbe 
Deed from Great Northern Paper, Inc. to GN Timberland. L.L.C. (Arou•took is the survivor 
following a merger with GN Timberland. L.L.C on J\J.1gu•t 13, 1999) dated February 23, 1999 
and recorded March to, 1999 in tbe Penobscot County Registry of Deeds in Bnok 6980, Page 
329, collectively hereinafter referred to as tile '"l'roperty"'. The !enn "Crossing Rights" hereunder 
shall mean the non-exdu.<ivi: right to cross and re-cross fur all JlllIP05eS of ingress and egress, with 
persollllcl and equipment, the major land manogement or arteri..t rood• (the "Roads") as they are 
shown on Schedule A- I upon the condi!lon~ set !Orth below. 

2. Eurc:ise. The exercise nf the Crossing Rights sholl be limited to the R<lads on the Property 
depicted on Schedule A-I as •aid Roads may e<ist now or in the future be constructed or relocated. 
The Cros.•ing Rights are to be used in common with the Landowner .00 llllY other pany lo whom 
lhc Landowner has granted or tnay grant the right to use the Roads. The Landowner mllkes no 
warranty of title. 

3 limited raroosa. !Ju, 

a The Crossing Rights arc limited to Gardner and its successors and assigns, who may 
own all or any portion of the premises in Township 3, Range 8, WELS and Township 4, Range~ 
W8J,S. Pcnnbscot County, Maine conveyed by Aroostook to Gai-dner by deed dated November 
l, 2003 to be recorded herewith ("the Benefrted Lands). Except as provided herein the Crossing 
Rights rnay nol be as.signed to any individual '" entity not having ownership on the Benefited 
I .ands identified in Schedule A· I and nn Road may be dodie01ted ror public me without the coasont 
of the Landowner. 

b. Tho Crossing Rights shall be utilized in a manner which does not unreasonably interfere 
v.•th the Landowner's or any oth..- petSOn's or C<ltity's lawful use of the Property. Grantee's u•e of 
the C=sing Right• shall at all times be conducted so as not to materially interfere with I.fie ordinary 
conduct of the operation. 1nanagement, regeneration and harvesting of forestlands and other resources 
on lands of the Landowner. 

/"-4• ( . 
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c. Grantee agrees that the exercise of the Crossing Rights shall l>e subject lO the 
Landowner's then prevailing mad usage rule> and regulations, including wit h(>Ut limitation, speed 
limits, wcight limits., fire protection. road conditi<m• such as nllld sca-•on or other periods of bad 
weather, ,.,fety and use by other parties and limitations or prohibitions on oe.1ain types of vehicles 
•uch as ATV's or snowmobiles. Sucli rules and regulsrlons may provide for seasonal and 
temporary road dosures for con•truction and maintenance purposes. The Landowner shsll make 
reasonable .:fforts lo provide notice ofit•rules and regulati,>n• to tlw Grantee. Gr>int~ shall not be 
re<Juinld to observe an am.,,1dmeut to a rule or regulation until ten (JO) days after notice from the 
Landowner that a rule or regulation has been amended. 

d Nothing herein shall restrict the Landowner's rightto improve or relocate the roHlls or 
(lOrtions thereof subject to the Crus•ing Rights, provided that the Crossing Rights "'1a11 apply to any 
and all roads or pcinions thereuf a• they may from time IO l.imc be relocated. 

4. F-'!!!'ment Appurtenant. 

a. The Crossing Rights are appo.tre!lllllt to the Benefited I .and. 

b. The Crossing Rights granted hereby shall be deemed to burden th" Property and sh all nm 
temrirnlte upon a sale nr conveyance oftbe Property or a poction thereof to another person or ten\ity. 
Any transfer oft he Property, or portion thereof, shall be made expressly rubjcct !<>the terms of this 
Crossing Rights Agreement, but the Property sha.U remain burdened by the Cm.slug Rights even in 
the absence of ouch express reference. 

c. The C1ossing llights are not transferable except as specilically set forth hercin. 

5. AHig11men.t1Sate of Property. The Crossing Rights may not be sold, set off, a>Sigroed, or 
"1.herwire conveyed excepl as follows: 

a To a I hird party purr.baser of 'Ill or a po<tiQD of a Grantee's Benefited land. 

b. To a third party who ac.quires by purchase or exchange an in oommon and ui1divided 
intere.<;f in all or a portion ofa Grantee's Benefited land. 

c To a mortgagee of all or a portion of a C'.iramee's Bem:fi!ed land, or an in oommon and 
undivided interest in a Grantee's Benefited land. 

o. M•intm0t:e. 

a The Landowner and Grantee, lllld their successors and a>5igns, agree to shore the 
costs of rnaimenance and repair proportional to !heir fl'Spective activity on the Roads. The 
responsibility for the maintenance and improvemem of the !Wads and bridges as>0eiated with the 
Roads is the responsibility of the Landowner or Gnnuee if mutu~Jy agreed, recognizing that the 
Landowner or Grantoe, as !he case may be, may delegllle thal. responsibility to a land managemeru 
OOmpl!Jly. u mad association or similar organization formed for that purpose. 

2 
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b. Road use fees to recover maintenance CQsts may be assessed by the pany 
conducting road maintenance activities in accordance with the no1111al and CU•tomary practice in 
the timber harvesting industry in the State of Maine. Each Grantee is directly re.sporuible to the 
Landowr>er charging user Cees for the payrnenl 1hereof i~ proportion to their actual use of the Roads 

c. The terms ••maimenance" and "improvement" shall mean only normal repair, 
meintenance and improvcmenl including. without limitation, grading. ditching, filling, surfuci ng or 
resurracing (excluding paving), replacement or repairs to decking or deck SU<fo'-"'. replacemern of 
wheel treads and ra.ilin£;l, plowing, sanding, ice removal, refuse and debris removal, and such (lthcr 
activities as the Laru!cwncr, in !he Landowner's sole judgment, dct=ines is neces""'Y or 
desirable. The parties "b'l"ee the 1loads shall be maintained in a contliticm pro~iding satisfactory 
tr~nsponation in accorilimre with then current timbi:r indu•try s!andards in Mairre fur the pcnniued 
"""' and in compliance with all applicable l•ws and regulations so that !hey lllliy be used and 
""i"y•d by ail parties ~n1itled to use the Roads. The Landowner undertakes no ohligation 10 

expand, improve, or change the Roads and specifically undei1ake no li~bility with respect to tho 
>Kloqu•cy or usag~ of the Roads 

d. If the ""ercisc of Tbe Crossing Rights by a Grantee on the Roads, or any portion 
thereof, on a Landowner'• Property results in d!l.magC$ theret.o (except for normal wear and tetir) 
wising from accidents, negligence, or use in a manner not consislent with use by a reasonably 
prudent Jong-term ope:mtm, the Grantee responsible forthe damage shall be solely responsible for 
the casts of repairing such damage as it may= 

7. Limitalion ofl,i11bili1y. A Grnntee's exercise of the Crossing Rights shall be at !he sole 
risk of such Crrantee. Such CJfantcc agrees that tire Landowner shrul not be llab!., to Grantee fur 
any ch1ims arising from use of the Crossing Rights by !he Grantee, inclu<ling but ool limited t<> 
claims for perronal injury, demh. damage to propeny or loss ofbmrine3S, except tothecxtent such 
darm1gc is caused by gross negligence or the willfi!] misconduct of the Landowner. r"lllcli Grantee 
agrees to hold harmless the respective Landowner fiom (a) any claims and cu.ls and expense< 
{including reasonable auomeys' foes) arising fium u<e of the Crossing Rights by the Grantee, 
except to the C><t~'llt caused by the wanton and willful misconduct of the Landowner, and (b) ony 
msts and expenses {including reasonable attorneys' fees) incurred by the Landowner in connection 
with curing any Jefault of the Grantee hereunder or enfon..;rig lhe Londowner's righL' 1.1nder this 
Agreement. 

8. Indemnification. The Landowner and Grantee shall indemnify and hold each other 
harmless from any and all claims, actions, injuries, lm""5, damages, c:osi., fines, penalties and 
scttlen1er11s, including without limitation, attorneys' fees and the C<J•ts ofinvestig.Uion, response, and 
remediation {hereinafter "Claims"), arising from or in any manner related to r.he respe<:live activitie• 
on the Roads by each p1lrty. 

9. Compliance. The partic• each agree and c:cvenant tfuil they shall comply with all stanrtes, 
1ules Hnd regulations, including, but not limittrl to, fire laws and land use rcguhu:iow;, ~nd shall 
obtain all required permits, licenses and approvals required by ihe governmental 13Bencics of tbe 
Stale, county or !owruihip prior to the commencement of the exen:ise of any aspect of the Crus>ing 
Rights which n:quire such prnnits, licenses, and approvals. 
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10 Hi11ding. AIL aftbe terms., covenants and CQ1lditi0fls hereof shall be bindfrig upoa and iaure 
to the bcnefn of the parties hercl() and tl\eir re;pecti~ succ.essors and assigns. 

i 1. Juri§diclioo. This Agreement shall be «ins.trued in accordance v.-ith lh~ laws oftbe State af 
Maine. 

12. Coruuero1ro. This A,greoment oiay be cxoculed 'in one or more counterpart."\, and each 
executed c:uun\erparl shall ooostitutc ao original inst1ument, but such counterparts, together, shall 

constitute one and the aame instrument. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOf the parties hereto have signed and sealed this instmment as oftbe 
date bentmh their respective signatW'eS. 

PROVTNCF. OF NF.W lJRUNSWICK 
SAP.-l'T JORN, SS. 

GAIWNER LAND COMPANY, TNC. 

/' .. J/J , 
By://~ 

tilli-:m T.Gardner 
Its President 

iL~ 

• 2003 

Then person~lly appeared the above-named ~;,..,-_. .D...& .. ,>u 1od tf.l.l) . :z,~,, ~o" 
w'hu ad,nowlcdged the furegoing instrument to be their free act and deed in U'idcapacitieM and 
the free acl and d«d of s&id corporation. 

Before me, 

.. 



STATE.Of-· MAINE 
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Thtll J)et$00ally appeued before me the abovi:-rusmed William T. Oardner, in his 
cHpacity as President of Gardner Le.nd Coropany, lru:. and aclcnowlcdgcd Ute foregoing. 
instrument to be his Ihle a<..1 and deed in It.is nid capacity and the fTi:e act m:id deed of Gardner 
I .and Company. Inc. 

s 
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•"~79, t$28e 
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Gln~llll DSID WlftOllT ~ 

M.!'EHG 
blfb •· w.bb9¥. ~r., at DHMll, MaH&all11•etu, 

.?•IUI ..,, Llllf9 of •••t& lfta, C.lltor.11, •• 'ltll•t•• ol tu "'*'a w. 
fAnge ""' .. Wi:tabl• IP.t•r VhCN! tntt, •• ..,.. .... , 
tralllt ti. ~ oC <:oe Co~, Coa11.0"°11t.1 

rl••t 81a~ of lkoift•t • oortor•tioa witb • plea• of b11•'•••• 1~ 
lan§Or, '46Lr.1, Tr~1t11 Gftdar •• l••••t~r• of TClllt ••t4rld lftto 
witK •r•r.k "· W.bti.r tor tia ~analit of ~na• w. ••~r, at 11., 
da'od o.a~r 2•, 191&, . 

~01U1· a. Joabe oC llattoa, Ml•••oku••~~, alld 11111:1.i •· 
D•n11l•1 Jrd, et Cb•ltl~t Hlll, N1111ah••~t., CO•.Bll9aU~~· Ul4e~ 
l:laa Wl l of '· ao1aoa Wobber, ltt, 

audbllry Wablter ot Vayla11d, ll .. Hch11Htu, 

Crace w. Cv1~ir.a ef •••gor, ~1n1, 

Davi4 K· car\1•1• of BJ1111.qor, Malaa, aad 'Dar.a c, J>evo1 of Orono, ,. 
Maine, tru•t• .. uader Tt~•t ~•lllftlnt wit~ ~lldr• t. cuahln~, ~~ •• . 
dated ~anuazy 1,, 1980, tor tAe boaeClt •f Aadr• 1. Cu1hin9, ~lI, 
et d., 

a. Pein:• Webber of aan~r, IClla.e, 

Jo>ln w, We~r of langor, Mal11e, 

ltev•• •· IP•tna~l eC Atleate, a.~9la, 

PlOl'lnae W. •ot•r• Of lhetlt4n, ~oaa•ctleat, 

Lane. o • .toga~• •f Sh•tBAn coanectJ,out, 

et .. ••r K. we11111r oC a1nt1 •~baca, C1lito111i1, •lid cberle1 ~. 
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Linde Leo cu1hlaq, et al., 

.ladre g, cu1b1A111 :rr. of llngor, •llae, 
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A~re ... Cub!ng, tu <!' RH'llOQ, Mal~.·~ 

La11re. ~. · cu~111'119 ~t S.l~, .tfUaaol'lu•t.t'•1 ••d . 
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SUMMARY OF RIGHTS OF WAY TO CERTAIN ROADS  

IN THE EAST BRANCH AREA 

 

 

Based on a review of the source deeds to EPI (and without extensive additional 
back title work) this is a summary of our findings. I have attached a base map on 
which I have numbered the various roads since they have a variety of names in the 
deeds and on the maps. As I have explained, the rights of way are appurtenant to 
particular parcels and legally speaking are not available for accessing other lands 
of EPI.  
 

1. Road westerly of the East Branch at Matagamon.   
 
-I find no deeded access via this road. 
 

2. Grondin Road extending from the east line of the southerly half of T5 R7 
across land in Mount Chase to the Grand Lake Road.   
 
-I find no deeded rights to this road. 
 

3. Road extending from the east line to the northerly half of T4 R7 across land 
in Patten to the Waters Road. 
 
-50’ Right of Way appurtenant to certain land in T4R7 and T4R8 (Book 
11031, Page 248) “for all purposes of a way”. 
 

4. Sherman Lumber Road extending from the east line of the northerly ½ of 
T3R7 across land in Stacyville to Route 11. 
 
-66’ Right of Way appurtenant to EPI land (formerly of John Hancock) in 
the NE section of T3R7 (Book 4479, P 288).  Note this grant dated June 19, 
1989 specifically prohibits any conveyance of the right of way to “any 
governmental entity”  
 

 



 

5. Swift Brook Road/Old Matagamon Tote Road/East Branch Road extending 
from the east line of the southerly half of T3 R7 across land in Stacyville. 

 
- 66’ wide right of way for all purposes of a way.  (Book 7568, Page 164).  

The language on the deed permits assignment to “successors but not 
assigns”.  This has been interpreted by Dean Beaupain, who was 
involved in the transaction, to mean that it may be transferred 
appurtenant to EPI Land in the S ½ of T3R7 but may not be assigned to 
benefit other land.  
 

     6. Cassidy/Huber Road to Dolby. 
 

- There is some questions as to whether the access extends fully to Route 
11/157 at Dolby.  Dean Beaupain is of the opinion that it does.  See his 
report and deeds attached as “EPI Access to Millinocket” file.  Use of at 
least some of the rights of way is limited to “commercial land 
management, timber harvesting and transportation of forest and mineral 
products (Book 9073, Page 276). 

 

     7.  Road extending southerly from the NE quarter of T4 R7 to the  
south line of T4 R7 and other land of EPI. 
 
- 50’ right of way for all purposes of a way (Book 11031, Page 278) 

appurtenant to EPI land in NE quarter of T4 R7. 
 
Note the road extending westerly as an extension of the Sherman Lumber 
Road to T4 R 8 is shown on the map exhibit to this deed but the rights are 
from Points A to B to C going in a south to north route. 
 

      8. The lands in T3 R8 and T4 R8 are benefitted by crossing agreements  
recorded in Book 9073, Page 276, Book 9073, Page 284 and Book 10755 
Page 64.  
 
-These are limited in purpose to commercial management and timber 
harvesting. 

 

 

 

 



Bk 11031 Ps248 ~23562 
07-06-2007 a 09:07a 

Webber/LSI ROW Exchange 
Patten 
5-21-07 

EASEMENT DEED AND AGREEMENT 

LANGE TIMBER LIMITED LIABILITY COMP ANY, a Maine limited liability 
company, with a place of business at Carlsbad, San Diego County, California; 

WEBBER TIMBER LLC, a Maine limited liability company; with a place of business 
in Vero Beach, Florida; 

ANDRE EMERSON CUSHING CORPORATION, a Maine corporation; 

THE CUSHING FAMILY CORPORATION, aMaine corporation; 

McCRILLIS TIMBERLAND, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company; 

GREENTREES INC., a Maine corporation; and 

PRENTISS & CARLISLE COMP ANY, INC. a Maine corporation; 

all having a mailing address of P. 0. Box 637, Bangor, Maine 04402-0637, (collectively 
referred to herein as "Grantors") for consideration paid, grant to 

FIVE ISLANDS LAND CORPORATION, a Maine corporation having a mailing 
address of P.O. Box 96, Winn, ME 04495; and 

LAKEVILLE SHORES, INC., a Maine corporation having a mailing address of P.O. 
Box 96, Winn, ME 04495 ("collectively referred to herein as "Grantee") 

(Grantee and Grantors collectively referred to as the "Parties"), subject to the limitations 
and reservations herein stated, the following non-exclusive rights of way and easements 
("Easements") for ingress and egress to and from lands of Grantee, for all purposes of a way, 
including but not limited to conducting land management, natural resource exploitation, timber 
harvesting and transportation of timber and other products, across the roads in Patten, 
Penobscot County, Maine identified on Exhibit A and described in Exhibit B, as they 
presently exist or as may in the future be constructed or relocated, for the benefit of the land 
specified below with respect to each road. Unless otherwise specified on Exhibit A., the 
Easements shall be fifty (50) feet in width and centered on the existing travel way of any road 
which is subject to the Easements, reasonable deviations in the location of the Easement being 
permitted in order to circumvent natural obstacles. 

0008/2241 
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The easements hereby granted are for the benefit of the land in T4R7 and T5R7 S/2 
WELS owned by the Grantees, as described in the following deeds: 

Aroostook Timberlands, LLC to Five Islands Land Corporation dated May 21, 
2003, and recorded in Book 8746, Page 231 of the Penobscot County Registry of 
Deeds. 

Five Islands Land Corporation to Lakeville Shores, Inc. dated May 23, 2003, and 
recorded in Book 8758, Page 84 of said Registry 

Prentiss & Carlisle Company, Inc., et al. to Lakeville Shores, Inc. dated June 20, 
2005, and recorded in Book 9943, Page 275 of said Registry of Deeds. 

Prentiss & Carlisle Company, Inc., et al. to Lakeville Shores, Inc. dated June 20, 
2005, and recorded in Book 9943, Page 284 of said Registry of Deeds. 

The easements hereby granted burden the land in Patten owned by the Grantors, as 
described in the following deed: 

Lakeville Shores, Inc. et al. to Lange Timber Limited Liability Company, et al. recorded 
December 15, 2006, in the Penobscot County Registry of Deeds in Book 10763, Page 
170. 

GRANTORS' RESERVED RIGHTS AS TO EASEMENTS 

Grantors reserve the right of way and right at any and all times for themselves, their 
invitees, employees, lessees, permittees, and servants, their heirs and assigns, of passing over, 
across, or along said Easements on foot, with vehicles, or otherwise, as they may have occasion, 
but subject to not unreasonably interfering with Grantee's uses of said Easements. 

Grantors reserve the right for themselves, their invitees, employees, lessees, pe1mittees, 
heirs and assigns to cross and use the said Easements for access and utility services to other lands 
ofGrantors, and such uses shall be located so as to not materially interfere with Grantee's 
exercise ofrights hereunder. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS AS TO ALL EASEMENTS 

By acceptance of this deed Grantee agrees, for themselves, and their successors and 
assigns, that their entry on land of Grantors and use of the Easements shall be SUBJECT TO the 
following conditions: 

2 
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(1) Grantee's use of the Easements shall at all times be conducted so as not to 
unreasonably interfere with Grantors' or any other person's, lawful use of the Easements, nor 
materially interfere with the ordinary conduct of operations and management of Grantors' land, 
including the harvesting and removal of forest products and other materials therefrom. 
Grantee's use of the Easements shall be subject to rules and regulations adopted by Grantors, 
which are generally applicable to commercial users of Grantors' roads and easements, and may 
also include rules and regulations designed to protect the safe use and enjoyment of the 
Easements by others who may be entitled to use the Easements for residential, recreational, and 
other purposes provided that such rules and regulations and amendments are reasonable. Such 
rules and regulations may provide for seasonal and temporary road closures for construction and 
maintenance purposes, speed limits, and other safety or trucking restrictions. Grantors shall make 
commercially reasonable efforts to provide notice to Grantee of such rules and regulations. 
Grantee shall not be required to observe an amendment to a rule or regulation until ten (I 0) days 
after notice from Grantors that a rule or regulation has been amended. Grantee shall provide 
Grantors reasonable advance notice of Grantee's commencement and suspension of regular use 
of the Easements. 

(2) Grantee's use of the Easements shall be at the sole risk of Grantee. Grantee 
agrees that Granto rs shall not be liable to Grantee for any claims arising from use of the 
Easements by Grantee, their employees, agents, contractors, subcontractors, and their respective 
heirs, successors and assigns, including but not limited to claims for personal injury, death, 
damage to property or loss of business, except to the extent such damage is caused by gross 
negligence or the willful misconduct of Grantors, or Grantors' agents, contractors or employees. 

(3) The Grantee, their successors and assigns shall have the following rights in 
common with the Grantors and others entitled thereto (subject to compliance with applicable 
laws, ordinances and regulations by the Grantee, their successors and assigns): 

(a) the right to construct, improve, maintain, repair and reconstruct, any and all roads 
which are subject to the easements hereby conveyed, together with such ditches, 
culverts, bridges and other structures within the area of the Easements as may be 
necessary or convenient in such construction, improvement, maintenance, repair or 
reconstruction provided that Grantee, their successors and assigns shall not be obligated 
to construct, improve, maintain, repair or reconstruct any road except as is specifically 
provided for herein; and 

(b) the right to flow water from any road from ditches and culverts onto lands of the 
Grantors, provided that such right to flow does not unreasonably interfere with the use 
and enjoyment of such lands by the Grantors, their successors and assigns. 

(4) Except as provided below, Grantors shall be under no obligation to maintain or 
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improve the roads, or the improvements of Grantee, or to share in the costs of any improvements 
of Grantee (unless otherwise agreed in writing by the parties). When any road subject to the 
Easements, or portions of such road, are being used by any one of the Grantors or the Grantee, 
and is not being used concurrently by any other party, then the user shall, during its sole use of 
any such road, or portions thereof so used, have no claim against any other party for contribution 
toward maintenance costs, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the parties. However, nothing 
in the above reduces the obligation of the patty using the Easements, to ensure that the condition 
of the road and improvements at the completion of such use is equal to or better than when such 
use commenced. 

When any road subject to the Easements, or portions of such road, are being used by any 
one or more of Grantors and the Grantee concurrently, the users shall be responsible to maintain 
the same with the maintenance costs for such concurrent use being apportioned between the 
parties (and other third party users) based on the respective volume of products and distances 
hauled on that portion of the road subject to the Easements, or based on some other mutually 
agreed upon formula or method of apportionment. None of the agreements herein relative to 
maintenance costs and shared capital expenses shall limit or modify any right of contribution the 
parties may have against third parties relative to such costs and expenses. None of the Grantors 
or Grantee shall be required to maintain any roads to any pa1ticular standard for the use of 
unauthorized third parties, and any maintenance undertaken by Grantors or Grantee shall be 
sufficient among the parties if it results in conditions meeting the generally accepted standard of 
the day, in the northeast, for private timberland management roads. 

For the purposes of the foregoing, "maintenance" or "maintain" shall mean undertaking 
the work necessary to preserve or keep, as nearly as possible, the roads or pottions thereof, road 
surfaces, bridges, culverts, ditches or other appurtenant facilities or structures in a condition 
providing satisfactory transportation for the permitted uses in compliance with all applicable 
laws and regulations, and "improvements" or "improve" shall mean the reconditioning or 
replacing of any existing road, bridge, culve1t, ditch or other appurtenant facility or structure to a 
standard higher or greater than that prevailing as of the date of this Deed, or as subsequently 
improved. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, unless such undertaking is assumed by a party, neither 
Grantors nor Grantee shall be obligated under the above-stated maintenance obligations to 
undertake at such party's sole cost, significant repairs or replacement of bridges, culverts and 
structures, which are generally expected to have an extended useful life and likely to benefit all 
parties. The Grantors and Grantee and their successors and assigns, agree to negotiate in good 
faith to allocate shared costs of major capital improvements or repairs of bridges, culverts and 
other structures necessary for forest management purposes, unless any party opts to assume the 
entire costs of any such project. Negotiated cost allocations may be based upon the respective 
volume of products and distances hauled on the Right of Way, or on some other mutually agreed 
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upon formula or method of apportionment, taking into account the burden of use by third parties 
which is not the responsibility of any party to this Agreement. 

(S) Grantee will not suffer or permit any mechanic's or materialman's lien to be filed 
against the land of Grantors, for or purporting to be for labor and materials supplied to, or at the 
instance of, or for the benefit of: Grantee or any contractor or subcontractor employed, or 
claiming to be employed by Grantee. 

(6) All improvements constructed by Grantee will be constructed, kept and 
maintained in compliance with all applicable laws, rules and ordinances, at the expense of 
Grantee. 

(7) All work done shall be performed with reasonable dispatch until fully completed, 
and Grantee shall promptly clean up and restore all portions ofGrantors' and alter.ed or damaged 
in connection with Grantee' s construction, maintenance and repair to the same condition as it 
exists on the date hereof: free of erosion. 

(8) Grantors shall retain title to all merchantable timber and forest products within the 
Easements and Grantee will not remove merchantable timber or other forest products severed 
from the Easements without the prior written agreement of Grantors. 

(9) The failure of either party to exercise any rights herein conveyed or resexved in 
any single instance shall not be considered a waiver of such rights and shall not bar either 
Grantors or Grantee from exercising any such rights, or if necessary. seeking an appropriate 
remedy in conjunction with such rights. 

(10) The rights. title and privileges herein granted or reserved shall be binding upon 
and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto, and their respective successors and permitted 
assigns. The Easements granted under this Deed are to run with those lands owned by the 
Grantee as specified above, and may not be assigned, except as part of a conveyance or lease, by 
whatever means of all or any portion of the real estate now benefited by this Deed, without the 
express written consent of Grantors. their successors or assigns. 

IN WITNESS WHEREO , antors have caused this instrument to be executed by their 
duly authorized officers, as of'=-"~~""---+-~ 2007 
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WITNESS: 
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LANGE TIMBER LIMITED LIABILITY 
COMPANY 

By: ~ Jkcy-.. ~, ~ 
Jean ber Lange 
Its Manager 
Hereunto Duly Authorized 
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WITNESS: 

\~JA..Jji~ 

STATE OF MAINE 
PENOBSCOT COUNTY 

Bk 11031 Pg 260 #23562 

PRENTISS & CARLISLE COMPANY, INC. 

By: is.cv-A.l._'f> l 1J;l.... 
Donald P. White 
Its President 
Hereunto Duly Authorized 

......;j;;..;;v~tv'E.~....:..;13=--_· _ __, 2007 

Then personally appeared the above-named Donald P. White in his capacity as President 
of Prentiss & Carlisle Company, Inc. and acknowledged the oregoing instrl.unent to be his free 
act and deed in his said capacity, and the free act and dee f said oration. 

Before me, 

Print or type name as signed 

13 

DOUGLAS M. FLAGG 
NOTARY PUBLIC• MAINE 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES MAY 15, 2014. 
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Exhibit A 
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Granted Right-of-way 

\Vate.cs Road 

Nole: The center line of the 50' 
wide right-of-way runs along the 
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center line of the existing roads as shown 
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14 

Pg 261 # 2 3562 

11 

Bllentiss 
~&Carlisle 



. . 

Webber/LSI ROW Exchange 
Patten 
5-21-07 

Bk 11031 Pg 262 #23562 

EXIDBITB 
Right of Way Description 

Commencing at Point A in the centerline of an existing gravel road at its intersection with the 
Westerly sideline of the Frenchville Road, said Point A also being near the intersection of said 
Frenchville Road and the Waters Road; thence Westerly, Northeasterly and Westerly along the 
centerline of said existing gravel road to Point B on the common boundary between said Lange 
and Five Islands. 
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From: Ross, Molly
To: lucas st.clair
Subject: Re: PEW report
Date: Thursday, August 13, 2015 6:53:54 PM

Lucas, thanks so much for sending the attachments.  Based on a quick look, I agree they are
 helpful.   Please don't hesitate to share any other relevant information (including the McIntosh
 report).   

Thanks so much, as well, for yesterday's tour.  It provides a terrific foundation for thinking
 through the possibilities.

Molly

  

On Thu, Aug 13, 2015 at 8:02 AM, lucas st.clair < gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Molly,

These are a bit outdated but I think that they are helpful. 

Lucas St. Clair

C. 
O. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: lucas st.clair
To: Molly Ross
Subject: PEW report
Date: Thursday, August 13, 2015 6:07:46 AM
Attachments: Maine Report Part 2.pdf

Maine Report Part 1.pdf

Hi Molly,

These are a bit outdated but I think that they are helpful. 

Lucas St. Clair

C. 
O. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

(b) (6)
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OVERVIEW 

In July 2010, The Pew Charitable Trusts (Pew) was provided 

a grant to assess the prospects of converting private property 

in Maine held by Roxanne Quimby and Elliotsville Plantation 

inc. (EPI) to public land through designation as a national 

park or similarly protected unit. 

Roxanne Qµimby's stated goal is to achieve federal protective 

status by 2016, the IOOth anniversary of the National Park 

System. Underlying this objective is an interest in not only 

protecting the property's natural resources but also creating 

an iconic national destination point to draw visitors to 

Maine's North Woods. 

EPI holds approximately 120,000 acres in three separate 

tracts in Maine, two that are east and south of Baxter 

State Park in the North Woods and one that borders the 

Appalachian Trail south of Greenville. EPI also has purchased 

inholdings within Maine's only national park, Acadia. In 
addition, it holds similar parcels inside other units of the 

National Park System. 

As outlined in the grant agreement, the following report 

provides: 

• An analysis of attitudes among stakeholders in Maine about 

converting land from private to public status through a new 

national park or other formal designation. 

• An assessment of likely supporters and opponents to 

this goal. 

• An overview of the range of federal and other formal 

protective designations, including examples. 

• An outline of a potential path toward securing national park 

or other protective designation for EPI holdings, including 

recommended media and outreach strategies and potential 

timelines associated with mounting such an effort. 

1his project was managed by a Pew working group composed 
of Jane Danowitz, director, U.S. Public Lands; Tom St. 

Hilaire, manager, U.S. Public Lands; Charles Moore, senior 

officer, Planning and Evaluation; and Robert Stix, officer, 

Philanthropic Services. Together they have decades of 

experience in land conservation issues, public policy 

advocacy and campaign design. Pew's government relations 

and campaign staff, based in Washington, D.C., and Maine, 
provided input on the politics of the state's congressional 

delegation, newly elected governor and other key lawmakers. 

To assist with this assessment, Pew also engaged two 

contractors. The first was Thomas Walker, an experienced 

economist who recently assisted in the Open Space 

lnstitute's evaluation of the best approach for conservation 

of property in northern Maine owned by the Plum Creek 

Timber Company. Pew also hired John Reynolds, a former 

deputy director and 39-ycar veteran of the National Park 

Service (NPS). 

Walker conducted extensive interviews with 15 prominent 

stakeholders in Maine, including conservationists, business 

leaders and recreational groups, to assess interest in this effort 

and the viability of moving forward. 

In addition, Reynolds tapped NPS personnel within the 

state, across the country and in Washington, D.C., to evaluate 

the suitability and feasibility of converting the EPI lands to 

NPS management. 

Our assessment is divided into five segments. The first 

section provides an overview of the North Woods and 

EPI's landholdings. The second section offers an analysis of 

stakeholder attitudes regarding the North Woods, including 

opinions on EPI's landholdings and the feasibility of creating 

a national park. The third section focuses on key themes, 

challenges and opportunities that any effort to federalize land 

in Maine will face. This is followed by a thorough review of 

NPS units, including criteria for creation and use. Finally, we 

provide our recommendations for how best to move forward 

to meet the objective. 

T H E PE W EN VI R ONMEN T G R O UP 
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THE NORTH WOODS AND 
ELLIOTSVILLE PLANTATION LANDS 

A. THE LANDSCAPE 

Maine's North Woods is a unique and nationally significant 

ecological and scenic resource worthy of representation in 

the National Park System. lt consists of 10 million acres, "the 
greatest undeveloped area east of the Rockies," according to 

the National Parks Conservation Association, includes mixed 

northern hardwood and conifer forestland and is home to 

more than 20,000 species of wildlife, including moose, lynx, 

black bears, coyotes, beavers, otter, ruffed grouse, loons, 

char and blueback trout. Included within its boundaries 

are two of the best-known wild rivers of the northeastern 
United States: the St. John and the Allagash. This is the land 

made famous by American poet and author Henry David 

Thoreau in his landmark book The Maine Woods, in which 

he celebrated the wild nature of the region and reflected on 
"the continuousness of the forest:' 

The Maine Woods arc in the Northern Forest Ecoregion, as 

defined in Bailey's econ:gions, an ecological mapping system 

produced by the U.S. forest Service and used as the standard 

for ecoregion definition by the federal government. The 

ecoregion is subdivided into the Atlantic Maritime Highlands 

and the Northern Appalachian Forests. 

EPI holds approximately 120,000 acres in Maine's Northern 

Appalachian sub-ecorcgion. According to Reynolds, this type 

of ecosystem is not currently represented in the National 

Park System in any biologically meaningful way and so is 
considered unrepresen ted. 

EPI's land ind udes three large tracts of the North Woods that 

both individually and in total could qualify for addition to 

the National Park System. The first block ofEPI land covers 

about 74,000 acres and is adjacent to and east of Baxter State 

Park. It includes the East Branch of the Penobscot River and 

an expansive view of Mount Katahdin, Maine's highest peak. 

From an ecological point of view, the Baxter Penobscot Unit 

provides a logical extension of the current state park. 

The second block includes about 10,000 acres and consists of 

a large natural node along the Appalachian Trail with a wide 

array of potential benefits to its users as well as other visitors 

to the North Woods. Although perhaps not as scenically 

spectacular as the Baxter unit, it comprises a solid block of 
typical North Woods ecosystem and could be used effectively 

for recreation purposes, especially those associated with 

the trail. 

The third area does not abut the Appalachian Trail but 

is mostly adjacent to lands owned by the Appalachian 

Mountain Club (AMC). 

B. RECENT PAR.KAND CONSERVATION 

INI TIATIVES IN MAINE 

Current public attitudes toward the Maine Woods are 

strongly influenced by the history ofland use in the region. 

Throughout the 19th and 20th centuries, most of the 

northern woodlands were owned by individuals, families 

and companies that cut the land for timber and pulpwood. 

Although the lands were privately held, owners generally 

adhered to a long-standing tradition of granting the public 
broad rights of access for hunting, fishing, camping and other 

forms of outdoor recreation. 

The role of the federal and state governments in land 

management has traditionally been minimal. Federal 

presence was limited to a small area in western Maine that 

became part of the White Mountain National Forest in 1918. 
Government ownership was generally limited to the state's 

"public lots"- undeveloped lands unsurveyed by the state 

when it joined the Union, but still owned and managed by 

it-and there was virtually no federal involvement. 

The one major exception has been Baxter State Park, created 

in 1931 by former governor Percival Baxter, who donated 

tens of thousands of acres for a wilderness park that largely 
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prohibited commercial timber harvesting. Although it was 

controversial at the time, the park today stands at more than 

200,000 acres and is a popular recreation destination that 

includes Maine's highest peak, Mount Katahdin. Limited 

hunting and snowmobiling are allowed in specific parcels 

within the park. 

It should be noted that, although the park is a state entity, it is 

managed independently. It is not supported by taxpayers but 

is funded through a combination of revenue from trusts, user 

fees and the sale of forest products on nearly 30,000 acres in 

the park's northwest corner. The area has been under active 

management for more than 20 years and conducts sustainable, 

Forest Stewardship Council-certified management. 

Perhaps the most visible and controversial effort to protect 

the North Woods is RESTORE's advocacy for a 3.2 million­

acre Maine Woods National Park, an area larger than 

Yellowstone and Yosemite combined. The RESTORE effort 

has largely been ignored or criticized by more mainstream 

environmental groups, including Maine Audubon, The 

Nature Conservancy and the Appalachian Mountain Club, 

as not providing a politically feasible solution to the region's 

land protection needs. 

Instead, during the past several years, most environmental 

groups have focused on securing landscape-scale conservation 

through the Keeping Maine's Forests (KMF) initiative. KMF 

was developed through a partnership of forest products and 

conservation groups and the state of Maine with the backing of 

outgoing governor John Baldacci, a Democrat. Its emphasis is 

on protection of working forests rather than creation of parks 

or wilderness. KMF has identified two areas for pilot projects, 

one in Down East Maine and the other in the state's western 

mountains. These projects are designed to involve multiple 

landowners and test the effectiveness of fee acquisitions, 

working forest easements, and various other stewardship 

arrangements that reduce the likelihood that working forests 

will be converted to other uses. KMF is seeking $25 million 

in federal funding to support the pilot initiatives. 

In addition, a second landscape scale initiative that may be 

relevant to northern Maine is Wildlands and Woodlands. 

Launched in May 2010 by the Harvard Forest of Harvard 

University, this regional vision calls for permanent protection 

of70 percent of the existing forests in New England, with 10 

percent of these forests designated as "wildland reserves" and 

the remainder as working woodlands. Our interviews indicate 

that the implications of the Wildlands and Woodlands effort 

are unclear and that it is unlikely to gain much traction 

because it might put a large portion of forests in northern 

Maine off limits to logging. 

C. CRITICAL ISSUES IN THE NORTH WOODS: 

THEECONOMYAND}OBS 

The decline of the timber industry, the area's dominant 

economic force, has put the issues of jobs front and center in 

any land use debate. In Millinocket, the situation is especially 

dire. For many years, Great Northern Paper operated the 

Millinocket and East Millinocket mills, which were the town's 

major employer. But when the company declared bankruptcy 

in 2003, the situation changed. Initially, both continued to 

operate under new ownership, but the Millinocket mill closed 

in 2008. The East Millinocket mill, though still operating, has 

struggled, and active efforts to sell both mills are underway. 

Our interviews indicate that the mill closures and generation 

decline of the timber industry have been met with a mixed 

response around the state and in Millinocket. Many hold out 

hope that the industry can be resuscitated, while others are 

increasingly coming to the conclusion that the region's best 

prospects may be growth in recreation and tourism. 

Nonetheless, even those who are dubious about a revival 

of the wood products industry remain skeptical that the 

state's future economic recovery lies in a more robust 

tourism sector, where wages are decidedly lower than those 

paid by the mills. This is an underlying source of potential 

resistance, or at least ambivalence, to land conservation 

options that are perceived as leading to lower-paying, less­

respected jobs. "Making beds is just not the same as making 

paper" is a familiar refrain. This reflects not only residents' 

concern about the reduced pay of hotel, restaurant and other 

hospitality jobs, but also the strong dislike, at least among 

some in a state where independence is valued, of working 

for "the people from away:' 

Economic forces have left the region with an aging and 

underemployed population as young people have moved 

elsewhere, often to find work in Augusta, Portland and 

points south. From a demographic perspective, Maine is the 

oldest state in the nation. Most of our interviewees perceive 

EPI's addressing of the jobs issue as the most critical factor 
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in whether it will gain broader public support for its land 

conservation initiatives. 

In addition to the loss of timber industry jobs, the other 

major factor defining attitudes about the future is the major 

restructuring ofland ownership in northern Maine. Much 

of the forestland previously owned by large integrated 

pulp and paper companies has been sold, often to timber 

investment management organizations (TIMOs) or real 

estate investment trusts (REITs). Generally, TIMOs and 

REITs are managed to maximize financial return to their 

investors and, accordingly, focus on the sale and development 

of valued property. Plum Creek Timber is the largest TIM 0 / 

REIT in Maine, owning approximately 1 million acres. 

There is a general consensus that these new owners 

are managing their lands more aggressively than paper 

companies and family ownerships did in the past. Many 

perceive the TIM Os and REITs to be cutting more heavily; 

one interviewee noted that Plum Creek is "cutting as if it's 

the last time:' There also has been an increase in activity by 

- --- ~ ... 
-~ -- -- -

"liquidation harvesters:' These are logging contractors who 

purchase land, strip it of all merchantable fiber and then 

resell the property. One interviewee suggested that this has 

longer-term economic implications because harvests in 

northern Maine are now considerably in excess of sustainable 

levels-"a fact that the Maine Forest Service has not been 

willing to acknowledge." 

Despite the lack of consensus about the best road for the 

region's economic future, the loss of private land that was 

once for all intents and consequences treated as public is 

a growing concern. Because of this, land trusts and other 

conservation groups have had success in protecting and 

keeping open thousands of acres through fee acquisition and 

easements. Since 1998, more than 2 million acres-about 23 

percent of the Maine Woods-have been conserved through 

fee acquisitions or working forest easements that prohibit 

development. Through these initiatives, a broad corridor of 

protected lands has been created that runs from Baxter State 

Park southwest to the town of Greenville. 
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POLITICAL AND STAKEHOLDER 
PERSPECTIVES 

This section of our report, based primarily on Pew's 

interviews with key opinion leaders in Maine, provides 

general background on the economic) political and 
stakeholder context in which decisions about future 

designation ofEPI lands will occur. We interviewed many 

key stakeholders and opinion leaders on land use for this 
assessment. The discussion is organized around four major 

categories of stakeholders: policymakers and administration 

leaders, outdoor recreation groups, the forest products 

industry, and conservation interests. These groupings are not 

always mutually exclusive but do provide a useful political 

taxonomy. Also, as discussed in greater detail later in the 

report, stakeholder positions on land use issues are often 

pragmatic and, in the case ofEPI land disposition, will vary 

based on the specifics of the foundation's plan. 

A. THE OBAMA ADMINISTRATION 

AND CONGRESS 

The Obama administration has gotten off to a slow start in 

reversing what many environmentalists saw as industry­

favoring conservation policymaking by the previous 
administration. President Obama has visited the National 

Park System just a few times and appears to have no strong 

ties to it. In 2008, he traveled to Montana and Arizona's Grand 

Canyon with his family but stayed for only hours at each 

place. Interior Secretary Ken Salazar) a former senator from 

Colorado, is known as a moderate who is willing to make 

deals with extraction interests when necessary. His agency 

has a mixed record on oil and gas development, including 

offshore production) and took what many consider a "dive" 

on cap-and-trade legislation to reduce the impact of global 

warming. The administration's recent directive to reverse the 

Bush-era practice oflimiting new wilderness designation) 
though well received, was issued two years into the term, and 

its signature land conservation initiative, America's Great 

Outdoors, still lacks detail. 

Relevant to this analysis is the importance the administration 

places on local support and collaboration for conservation 

initiatives. Salazar's recent directive to designate new "wild 

lands" on Bureau of Land Management holdings was 

explained as being "based on the input of the public and 
local communities through its existing land management 

planning process." 

The change ofleadership in the U.S. House of Representatives 

and the small margin by which Democrats now hold the 

majority in the U.S. Senate also will make passage of 

legislation to create new federal designations challenging. 

Even in the 111 th Congress, where Democrats held both 

houses by significant margins, more than 160 public lands 

bills, including those passed by one chamber or committee, 

came up short. There were multiple reasons for this, some 

not directly related to the proposals themselves. One was 

the continued opposition by Sens. Tom Coburn (R-Okla.) 

and Jim DeMint (R-S.C.) to lands protection bills based on 

taxpayer ground. Both senators are expected to play an even 

larger role in the l 12th Congress and are backed by newly 

elected tea party allies. 

In the House, the Natural Resources Committee, which 

has jurisdiction over national parks, is chaired by Rep. Doc 

Hastings (R-Wash.), a conservative who has said: "Our 

goal will be to hold the administration accountable and get 
much-needed answers on a range of issues, including the de 

facto offshore drilling moratorium in the gulf, potential new 

monument designations and plans to lock up vast portions 

of our oceans through an irrational zoning process." 

Finally, the push for smaller government and a reduced 

federal deficit associated with tea party-backed candidates 

will mean that any new initiatives, including those involving 

natural resource protections, will be closely scrutinized 

for their cost. House Speaker John Boehner (R-Ohio) 

has announced that his party wilJ follow the "cut-go" rule 

requiring that any new program be accompanied by a 

spending reduction on an existing government program 
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of equal or greater size. How this will be sorted out with 

defense and homeland security issues or by the U.S. Senate 

is not yet clear. Regardless of whether Congress ultimately 

adopts cut-go or follows the slightly less restrictive "pay as 

you go" approach, the rhetoric about saddling the federal 

government with any new expenses is likely to be extensive. 

Adding federal land to a national system already experiencing 

an estimated $10 billion maintenance backlog is likely to 

generate strong opposition, at least in the short term, from 

tea party supporters and deficit hawks. 

B. MAINE POLITICAL LEADERS 

To even a casual observer of Maine pohtics, it is quickly evident 

that the northern part of the state-sometimes defined as the 

area north of Route 2 ("the Volvo hne")-is more conservative 

and skeptical about land conservation initiatives. This broad 

generalization, however, masks a political environment 

composed of many stakeholders with different interests and 

motivations that interact in a more complex manner than the 

simple political truism would suggest. 

The future of all of these landscape conservation efforts, 

including the more moderate KMF proposal, at least in the 

short term looks bleak. With a tea party-backed governor 

now at the helm and Congress likely to cut federal spending, 

particularly in the area of natural resource protection, the 

partnership's future is unclear. 

In November, conservative Paul LePage (R), backed by 

the tea party, won a three-way race for Maine governor. 

Nothing he has said to date suggests that he would be 

supportive of creating a new park or promoting other land 

protection initiatives. During the campaign, he complained 

that conservation groups "run the state," and he wants to 

make environmental regulations more business-friendly. 

He has talked about eliminating the Land Use Regulatory 

Commission and Land for Maine's Future, the state board that 

has protected thousands of acres through acquisition. The 

Maine House and the Maine Senate now have a Republican 

majority for the first time since the mid-l 970s. 

Reflecting the independent nature of the Maine voter, the 

state's two Democratic representatives were reelected in 

November in a year when many of their congressional party 

colleagues took a tumble. Both Maine senators, Republicans 

Olympia Snowe and Susan Collins, are moderates and have 

been generally supportive of conservation measures in the 

state, though largely on private lands. Neither has endorsed 

the idea put forth by RESTORE to create a 3 million-acre 

national park, and interviews with staff from their offices 

would suggest that both will be reticent at least in the 

foreseeable future to back a federal park. Snowe is up for 

reelection in 2012 and is expected to face a challenge by a 

tea party-backed candidate in the primary, making it likely 

that she will be careful not to anger conservative voters or 

go out on a limb for what is perceived as a left-leaning issue. 

In an interview with her staff, Pew discerned her support for 

expanding existing national parks and public lands but also 

learned that her opposition to new national parks is strong. 

She prefers land use issues to be as local as possible. She 

believes that the specifics are important and wants public 

access to recreation and sustainable harvesting, activities 

that national parks may restrict. Her position is that even if 

federal entities initially allow these activities, the rules can 

be changed administratively. She also believes the whole 

concept of converting EPI lands to national park status is very 

controversial. The staffer did not rule out Snowe's support for 

federalizing Qµimby's land but was not at all hopeful. Sen. 

Collins, who faces reelection in 2016, has new staff that was 

not familiar with this project. 

State involvement in Maine Woods issues occurs through 

a variety of government entities. The Land Use Regulatory 

Commission is responsible for regulating land use and 

development in the unorganized townships, and it would 

be important to develop a better understanding of how 

LURC would interact with a federal entity. The state's 

Bureau of Parks and Lands and the Department of Inland 

Fisheries and Wildhfe own land in northern Maine, and some 

interviewees suggested that donation of EPI lands to these 

organizations would be preferable to federal designation. The 

Land for Maine's Future program coordinates conservation 

purchases for the state and might be a potential partner for 

EPI, although, as the AMC has learned, use of public funds 

creates certain obligations for public access that may not be 

desirable from EPI's perspective. 
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C. OUTDOOR RECREATION STAKEHOLDERS 

There are four major stakeholder groups whose primary focus 

is on outdoor recreation and access issues: 

The Sportsman's Alliance of Maine (SAM) represents 

hunting and fishing interests in the state. SAM has been a 

major proponent of traditional use access rights and under 

the leadership of George Smith has been described as one 

of the strongest lobbying organizations in the state. Smith 

recently retired, and Tim Bell has been appointed SAM's 

new executive director. SAM's current initiatives include 

promoting native fisheries and addressing decreasing 

deer populations. Historically, SAM has opposed federal 

designation for lands in northern Maine. The organization was 

very active in the recent controversy about the incorporation 

of Katahdin Lake into Baxter State Park, demonstrating its 

ability to flex its muscle on land conservation issues. 

The Maine Snowmobile Association (MSA), led by 

Bob Meyers, has been a powerful political force in Maine. 

MSA represents approximately 290 snowmobile clubs 

and boasts about 30,000 members in total. With regard to 

land conservation initiatives, the primary focus of MSA is 

ensuring continued access for snowmobilers, particularly to 

the Interconnected Trail System (ITS), a joint program of 

MSA and the Snowmobile Program of the Maine Bureau of 

Parks and Lands. MSA has been quite effective in mobilizing 

statewide campaigns in support of its interests. In recent 

years, its primary target has been the Appalachian Mountain 

Club, which MSA accuses of using public funds to buy lands 

that AMC then put off limits to the snowmobile community. 

The off-road vehicle community in Maine is represented by 

ATV-Maine. We did not interview this organization, but 

comments from other interviewees suggest that this group is 

generally a less important political player in northern Maine 

conservation and recreation issues. Most large landowners 

are averse to opening their properties to ATVs because of the 

damage they cause and the significant costs of repair. Land 

use decisions to ban ATVs appear to be the norm. Although 

recreation and tourism interests would like to promote an 

expansion of ATV use in northern Maine, this is unlikely 

to receive broad support from the landowner community. 

Other outdoor recreation groups seem perfectly willing to 

"throw the ATV crowd under the bus." 

The Maine Woods Coalition (MWC) supports private 

property interests and promotes off-road vehicle recreation 

and commercial and industrial uses of the region's 

forestlands. Gene Conlogue, the Millinocket town manager, 

is vice chair of the organization. MWC is strongly committed 

to preventing the creation of a national park in northern 

Maine and even opposes working forest initiatives such as 

KMF. The MWC website identifies members of its steering 

committee with TIMO and forest products affiliations, as 

well as an individual with links to a local snowmobile club. 

According to our interviews, MWC also has a following 

in Millinocket and Greenville, although it was noted that 

Greenville is not really a gateway community for a potential 

park located east of Baxter. 

D. FOREST PRODUCTS INDUSTRY 

A variety of stakeholder interests exist within the forest 

products sector, including a number of subcategories of 

landowners, logging contractors and manufacturing interests. 

Each of these groups will probably have a somewhat different 

perspective on federal designation ofEPI lands. 

Privately Held Timber Companies 

Although timberland ownership has undergone an enormous 

restructuring since the 1990s, our interviews suggest that 

the long-standing owners (typically representing private 

family interests) have the greatest influence in Maine 

political circles. Four key players are J.M. Huber, Prentiss 

& Carlisle, Baskahegan, and the Seven Islands Land Co. 

(Pingree family). These companies, though not the largest 

landowners in the state, have owners and senior managers 

who are important opinion leaders as a result of their long­

term involvement with working forests in northern Maine. 

Interviewees frequently cited Peter Triandafillou (Huber), 

David Carlisle and Don White (Prentiss & Carlisle), Roger 

Milliken (Baskahegan), and Steve Schley (Seven Islands) 

as highly respected industry leaders. In addition, Marcia 

McKeague of Katahdin Forest Management, a newer 

company that took over management of some of the Great 

Northern Paper lands around Millinocket, has a reputation 

as one of the more creative thinkers in the industry. 
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Investment and Real Estate Trusts 

The TIM Os and REITs are generally perceived to be less 

influential in Maine politics. These groups lack long-term ties 

to Maine's forests and often are described as opportunistic 

investors who will continue to come and goJ and whose 

interests are not as dearly aligned with community economic 

development needs. Major TIMO /REIT players include 

Plum Creek, GMO Renewable Resources and the Forestland 

Group. J.W Irving, a Canadian company with large holdings 

in the most northerly regions of Maine) generally engages 

politically only where its interests are directly affected­

not likely in the case of decisions regarding EPI lands. 

Interestingly, almost none of the interviewees identified 

specific individuals associated with the TlMOs and R.EITs 

as important to the conversation about the disposition of 

EPI lands. The Forestland Group, however, does have an 

important parcel that bisects EPI lands east of Baxter and 

would be a natural addition to EPI's holdings. 

Logging Contractors 

The third, and least respected, category of landowners 

consists of the "liquidation harvesters." Prime examples 

of this group are the H.C. Haynes and Gardner companies. 

As noted previously, these firms, originally established as 

logging contractors, have relatively short time horizons 

and are viewed by many observers as engaging in 

unsustainable over-harvesting. Nonetheless) Haynes owns 

lands in proximity to EPI and could be important if future 

acquisitions are a component of EPI's federalization strategy 

(e.g.) lands for mitigation). 

Mills and Producers 

Paper mills, sawmills and the logging and trucking 

contractors make up the last major stakeholder group within 

the forest products sector. These groups were reported to be 

less directly engaged in debates about land use in northern 

Maine. But given the importance of jobs and economic 

development in the region, some interviewees suggested 

that EPI could benefit by soliciting support from these 

interests. In particular, we received several suggestions that 

Roxanne Qµimby consider opening a dialogue with Lynn 

Tilton, whose private equity firm purchased the paper mill 

in Old Town with the goal of producing biofuels. 

Forest Products Trade Association 

Finally, at the statewide level, the forest products industry is 
represented by the Maine Forest Products Council (MFPC). 

One industry participant, however, recommended that EPI 

not involve this group in discussions about the disposition 

of EPI lands, saying the MFPC has difficulty embracing 

new ideas. It was suggested thatJ at least initially) direct 

contacts with the sector's opinion leaders would probably 

be more productive. 

E. CONSERVATION ORGANIZATIONS 

Conservation groups with an interest in Maine Woods issues 

operate at the regional, state and local levels. Some of these 

groups are primarily focused on conservation ofbiodiversity 

and ecosystems, while others get involved in a broader range 

of issues, from environmental advocacy to the provision of 

outdoor recreation opportunities. 

The Natural Resources Council of Maine (NRCM) 

has been a long-standing participant in the debate about 

federalization oflands in the region. NRCM continues to 

support the idea ofa 3 million-acre Maine Woods National 

Forest that would accommodate the full range of uses, from 

timber and pulpwood production to wilderness. Generally, 

the organization is viewed as a strong advocate for land 

protection and took a lead role in opposing Plum Creek's 

Moosehead development proposal, including the filing 

of a lawsuit challenging the LURC permit. Given its past 

positions, NRCM can be expected to be broadly supportive 

of federalization of EPI lands. 

Maine Audubon also operates at the statewide level but 

historically has been somewhat less active in northern Maine 

conservation issues, although it did assume a prominent role 

in the opposition to the Plum Creek development. In general, 

Maine Audubon can be considered a less important player in 

discussions about the disposition ofEPI lands; given its Plum 

Creek experience, one observer noted that the organization 
may be a somewhat reticent advocate for a federal park or 

recreation area unless there is broader support from across 

the spectrum of stakeholder groups. Maine Audubon owns 
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a preserve at Borestone, near Greenville, and thus is a 

conservation neighbor ofEPI. 

By contrast, the Appalachian Mountain Club (AMC) has 

been an important, and sometimes controversial, participant 

in conservation and recreation issues in the Maine Woods. 

During the past decade, AMC has protected more than 

66,000 acres near Greenville and developed lodges and trails 

for public use of its lands. Some of the organization's land is 

in ecological reserves, and some is also sustainably managed 

for wood products. AM C's policies have raised the ire of the 

Maine Snowmobile Association, which mounted a statewide 

campaign to force the reopening of snowmobile trails on 

AMC land. Because of the controversial nature of a national 

park or other federalization option, AMC is more likely to 

be an active supporter ofEPI initiatives if its support is part 

of a broader stakeholder consensus. 1 

RESTORE is the organization that has been most active 

in promoting a large national park for northern Maine. 

RESTORE's efforts to create a 3 million-acre park have been 

widely vilified in the region, and the organization is viewed 

by many as a small cadre of environmental extremists from 

within Maine and outside the state. Although RESTORE's 

goals might align with EPI's in some areas, the negative 

public perception of RESTORE strongly suggests that the 

organization's support would hinder rather than help EPI 

achieve its objectives. 

Other major conservation groups active in northern Maine 

include The Nature Conservancy (TNC), the Forest 

Society of Maine, the Downcast Lakes Land Trust, 

the Chewonki Foundation and the Trust for Public 

Land (TPL). TNC owns a substantial amount ofland 

between Baxter and Greenville but typically does not take 

positions on issues such as a Maine Woods national park. 

The Forest Society has been involved in the crafting and 

holding of conservation easements, particularly working 

forest easements, and in this regard might have a role to 

play in EPI's strategy. The Downeast Lakes Land Trust 

may be able to provide valuable insights into techniques 

for working effectively at the local level to build broad­

based public support for land conservation. The Chewonki 

Foundation runs outdoors programs for young people and, 

with its extensive operations in the Maine Woods, might be 

supportive ofEPI's objectives. Finally, TPL has worked with 

the state, EPI and others to create conservation easements 

through the Land for Maine's Future initiative and the federal 

Forest Legacy program. 

' It should be noted that Pew currently provides financial support for AMC as part of its Northeast Land Trust Consortium project, which provides funding, on a matching 

basis, for private land conservation in the region .TNC, the Downeast and other local land trusts also have been beneficiaries of this program. 
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THEMES, CHALLENGES 
AND OPPORTUNITIES 

The Pew interview process revealed that EPI faces many very 

specific issues and challenges within the broader economic, 

conservation and political context. For discussion purposes, it 

is convenient to organize these into four topic areas: jobs and 

the economy, federali2ation, access, and process and public 

relations considerations. 

A. THE ECONOMY AND }OBS 

As noted previously, any conversation about land use in the 

Maine Woods quickly shifts to a discussion of jobs. This 

appears to reflect an underlying view that you can conserve 

land or create good jobs but that is not feasible to do both 

simultaneously. For many residents of northern Maine, land 

that has been protected is seen as a parcel removed from 

the regional wood basket. One interviewee offered an oft­

cited estimate that for each 1 ,000 acres taken out of working 

forests, three jobs are lost in the wood products industry. 

Jobs associated with increased recreation and ecotourism 

are perceived to be low-paying and vastly inferior to those 
that would be created if the land were used to provide wood 

for Maine's forest product industries. Business interests in 

Millinocket also expressed concern about the potential 
negative impacts of the Clean Air Act on the paper industry 

if a national park is located in the region, although the law 

applies only to parks that existed when the act was passed. 

Many interviewees noted that EPI will need to shift the 

terms of the federalization debate by highlighting economic 

opportunities that would be created by a national park 

or other types of federal, state or private land protection. 

This view is widely held across the political spectrum; the 

mainstream environmental groups, such as Maine Audubon 

and NRCM, share this perspective with stakeholders whose 

primary concern is economic development. KMF has 

reached a relatively broad consensus on land protection 

through its emphasis on promoting working forests (rather 

than ecological reserves) in northern Maine. 

A number of stakeholders mentioned the lack of independent 

information on the impact that a national park or other 

ecotourism or recreation initiatives would have on the 

northern Maine economy. A study commissioned by 

RESTORE that was conducted in 2001 by University of 
Montana economist Thomas Power is not viewed as credible, 

given the organization's support for a 3 million-acre national 

park. Several interviewees suggested that EPI should fund a 

neutral entity to conduct an economic benefits analysis to 

provide some sound data and reference points for further 

discussion on the future of these lands. Several observers 

cited the work of a Bowdoin College economics professor, 

David Vail, on ecotourism in Maine as a promising starting 

point for such a study. The economic impact analysis work of 

Charles Colgan, professor of public policy and management 

at the Center for Business and Economic Research of the 

University of Southern Maine, was also cited as potentially 

useful. Several individuals also suggested highlighting the 

economic activity being generated by the AMC initiatives 
around Greenville. 

Other interviewees, however, questioned whether another 

jobs study would really change any views about how 

protecting lands in northern Maine could generate jobs 

through ecotourism and recreation. One individual suggested 

that the money might be better spent on an initiative that 

would create direct economic benefits or opportunities for 

local people, although no specific option was put forward. 

When discussing the ability of EPI to do something for 

the local economy, a number of individuals, without being 

very specific, emphasized the need to "show a commitment 

to working forests." Ideas mentioned included ( 1) getting 

directly involved in funding economic development 

initiatives; (2) helping to ensure the sustainability of future 

wood supplies; and ( 3) working with some of the area's 
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manufacturing facilities. Ensuring some annual payment in 

lieu of taxes for a park is another option for reducing local 

opposition to federal designation. Several others noted that 

EPI efforts should bring greater focus to the unexploited 

economic potential of nonconsumptive outdoor activities 

such as birdwatching and moose viewing. 

Several individuals proposed an alliance between EPI and 

other charitable entities within the state that have traditionally 

been more involved in economic development issues as an 

effective way to alter the perception that EPI is not interested 

in the health of the local economy. The Sewall Foundation 

was mentioned as a potential partner, based on its efforts on 

guided outdoor ventures and ecotourism. The relationship 

would have to be carefully managed and promoted. Another 

interviewee pointed out that the economic development 

activities of the Tillotson Fund in northern New Hampshire 

for sustainable forestry have not been widely recognized by 

the public. 

Finally, a Greenville resident even suggested that EPI 

could benefit from supporting new initiatives unrelated to 

conservation such as education. Former senator George 

]. Mitchell and author Stephen King have been involved 

in efforts to improve student learning, and this kind of 

assistance has been greatly appreciated in the region. 

Overall, the interviews produced a broad consensus that if 

EPI is going to build broad support for its initiatives, it will 

have to shift the terms of the debate to the positive economic 

impacts of a national park (or other federally designated 

area) instead of focusing on ecosystem protection benefits. 

As one environmental leader put it, EPI must develop "a 

narrative that a banker could believe in:' He characterized 

this as something "bold and compelling that will probably 

require collective philanthropy." 

B. FEDERALIZATION ISSUES 

The interviews confirm that any proposal for a Maine 

Woods National Park will be contentious, particularly in 

the northern and most directly affected parts of the state, 

where opposition to a national park is broad-based and 

strong. Many of the opinion leaders we interviewed began 

by figuratively "drawing a line in the sand" to highlight 

their long-standing opposition to a national park. These 

sentiments were strongest among the timber and motorized 

vehicle interests as well as individuals most concerned about 

the region's economic future. 

Some of these same stakeholders, as well as those with 

strong ties to the conservation community, also said that 

they do not believe the EPI lands have unique characteristics 

that qualify them for national park or other federal status. 

Representatives from the environmental community and 

state government wondered aloud whether the goals of 

protecting the landscape might be better served through 

solutions that skirted the pervasiveness of anti-park feelings 

in northern Maine. 

It should be noted, however, that even some of the most 

ardent opponents became less strident when possible 

alternatives to the traditional national park model are 

mentioned. There was broad agreement that if a federalization 

initiative were to succeed, it would have to accommodate a 

wider range of uses than generally associated with a national 

park. To the extent that federal designation options could 

accommodate activities such as hunting and off-road vehicle 

use, interviewees appeared more open to discussing the idea 

of federalization ofEPI lands. 

For example, one might consider a federal corridor 

protecting the extension of the Appalachian Trail across 

EPI lands, coupled with some other form of protection for 

the lands not under direct federal protection. Another idea 

is to focus federalization on EPI lands around Greenville, 

perhaps enhancing protection of the AT in that region. 

Representatives of outdoor recreation and economic 

development interests were clear that they are willing to 

explore these kinds of alternative federal designations. 

One interviewee, however, cautioned against an approach in 

which a national monument is created through an executive 

order of the president, believing that this would unleash 

a major battle in northern Maine about the development 

of the management plan for the newly created unit of the 

National Park System. 

Timberland owners' opposition to a national park is grounded 

on two similar but distinct concerns. The first is the worry 

that conversion of existing EPI lands to a national park is the 

"camel's nose under the tent" that over time would lead to a 

greatly expanded entity and reduction in working woodlands 
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acreage to levels too low to ensure an economically viable 

wood products industry. 1his concern also includes a "shadow 

effect" whereby landowners adjacent to a new park would not 

be able to harvest timber near its boundaries, which some 

contend already occurs around Baxter State Park. The wood 

products industry also points out that park expansion would 

remove the property from the state tax base and thus increase 

the tax burden on remaining private landowners. 

Within the landowner community, however, there is 

recognition that the total current acreage of EPI lands is 

relatively small and that this land has already been permanently 

removed from the wood basket. A park or federal designation 

would appear less worrisome if future expansion were somehow 

prevented. Concerns about park expansion were an issue for 

Acadia National Park before the 1980s, but relations with local 

residents improved after Sen. George Mitchell successfully 

authored legislation that permanently limited the size of the 

park. Our interviews indicate that similar types of restrictions 

might lower opposition to federal designation ofEPI lands. 

We also heard specific suggestions about activities that could 

enhance the value of federal designation for EPI lands. The 

creation of a center similar to the Schoodic Education 

and Research Center at Acadia could provide valuable 

science focus for a park. Alternatively, we heard several 

recommendations for creating a scientific forest management 

area similar to what exists in Baxter State Park. 

A number of interviewees suggested that EPI give greater 

consideration to nonfederal alternatives. Lands could be 

donated to the Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife 

or to the Bureau of Parks and Lands. A commonly asked 

question was whether EPI lands could be folded into Baxter 

State Park, which to many seemed like a logical and perfectly 

reasonable way to protect the ecosystems and avoid the 

controversy of federalization. 

However, when we informed stakeholders that one possible 

approach might involve merging Baxter and EPI lands into a 

single contiguous federal entity (with no impact on Baxter 

governance), there was a consensus that this probably would 

be incendiary. Those we spoke to cautioned that any strategy 

for protecting EPI lands should steer well clear of proposals 

perceived as introducing a federal presence at Baxter. 

Opponents to a new NPS unit often cite the fact that Gov. 

Percival Baxter, who donated the land for the park that bears 

his name, personally opposed making it a national entity. 

C. OUTDOOR RECREATION STAKEHOLDERS 

AND ACCESS 

Issues of access-whether for off-road vehicle use or hunting 

and angling-loom large in any effort to federalize EPI 

land. Traditional outdoor recreation advocates and private 

landowners voiced concerns about access issues that might 

arise with federalization, though the perspectives and 

interests of these groups often were quite different. 

Northern Maine has a large system of interconnected 

snowmobile trails, and snowmobile interests seek to ensure 

that key links in the system remain open. For the EPI lands 

east of Baxter State Park, the primary issue has been ensuring 

that snowmobiles can continue to travel from Millinocket 

to Matagamon. According to MSA, the ongoing dialogue 

with EPI on this issue has been very successful. The group 

described EPI's purchases ofland east of the East Branch as 

"very smart" and providing substantial flexibility in ensuring 

access. MS.A's desired access has been built into the initial 

agreements on the EPI lands that are included in the fee and 

easement deal with the state being brokered by the Trust for 

Public Land. This has been facilitated by EPI purchases of 

land east of the East Branch and EPI's willingness to place 

trail easements across these parcels. 

Another major access issue relates to the long-term status of 

the Mount Katahdin lookout trail, a popular snowmobile 

route that crosses property of the Forestland Group. This 

land bisects EPI's holdings east of Baxter State Park and thus 

lies within the core of the area that is being discussed for 

national park or other federal protective status. EPI could 

certainly increase its popularity with the snowmobilers if 

it were to purchase the Forestland property and provide 

permanent protection for the trail. Allowing motorized 

uses in this area may be inconsistent, however, with the EPI 

objective of maintaining a wilderness experience on lands 

west of the East Branch of the Penobscot River. 

Finally, snowmobile access issues have not been completely 

resolved on EPI lands around Greenville. An MSA 

representative stated that the only issues his organization 

has in that region are with the Appalachian Mountain Club, 

which used federal and state funds to acquire lands in the 

vicinity on which motorized use is not allowed. Although 

the AMC may be taking most of the heat at present on 

snowmobile access around Greenville, the EPI segment 
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seems likely to resurface as an issue and is therefore an 

important potential bargaining chip for EPI in its discussions 

with the snowmobile community. 

Pleasing other potential off-road vehicle users of EPI lands 

poses greater challenges. By most accounts, all-terrain 

vehicles (ATV), which run on dry land, are much more 

damaging than snowmobiles. Most private landowners in 

northern Maine do not allow ATV use on their property 

because of the significant damage these vehicles can cause 

to roads and trails. Accordingly, EPI restrictions on ATV use 

do not stand out; they are in fact the norm. 

But some in Millinocket view promotion of ATV use as 

an important avenue for expanding the tourist economy. 

ATVs can be used for a greater percentage of the year than 

snowmobiles, thus promising greater economic benefits 

from users who visit and vacation in the area. It should be 

noted that expanded ATV use is not being promoted by 

snowmobilers or other outdoor interest groups such as 

hunters and anglers. 

The other major outdoor-use stakeholders are hunters and 

anglers, predominantly represented by the Sportsman's 

Alliance of Maine. The group appears quite pragmatic in 

its approach to the EPI holdings and is interested in access 

based on the quality of hunting and fishing on specific land 

parcels. The sportsmen's place-based approach could create 

opportunities for building support within this community 

to secure EPI's long-term objectives. 

In general, SAM has lobbied to allow only walk-in hunting 

on EPI lands and has not advocated for use of motorized 

vehicles. However, this could be because sportsmen generally 

agree that EPI lands east of Baxter are not prime property for 

deer hunting as a result of cold winters, coyote predation and 

previous logging. Because of this, SAM estimated it could 

take 50 to 75 years before this section ofEPI land could be 

good hunting grounds. 

SAM's representative also noted that places where hunting 

is banned, or sanctuaries, can have beneficial impacts on 

deer populations across the region. Thus an EPI approach 

that is flexible enough to address uses on a parcel-by-parcel 

basis, mixing areas of walk-in-only hunting and no-hunting 

sanctuaries across the landscape where habitat is being 

restored, could garner the support from at least some 

segment of the sportsmen's community. 

SAM also discussed how the process for creating no-hunt 

sanctuaries can have an impact on their acceptance by the 

stakeholder community. As an example, it was noted that 

AMC and TNC have proceeded differently with regard 

to bear hunting stands. AMC simply banned the practice, 

while TNC has implemented policies that phase out this 

type ofhunting as current guides retire. TN C's approach was 

reported to have resulted in less controversy while ultimately 

achieving the same ends. Similar approaches could be applied 

to current trapping activities, although it was also noted that 

trappers are a very small user group that probably would not 

factor into EPI's efforts. 

Fishing access is also important to SAM's membership, 

although there is recognition that different types of fisheries 

exist, requiring different forms of protection. It was suggested 

that EPI could provide a valuable service by assisting with 

sustaining remote and wild native fisheries, such as brook 

trout. SAM has already formed an alliance with outdoor 

retailing giant L.L. Bean to protect the North Woods fishing 

experience. A similar partnership with EPI might serve not 

only to preserve the resource but also to forge a working 

relationship with anglers and other sportsmen's groups and 

would be consistent with EPI goals to enhance the ability 

of the public to enjoy wilderness experiences. 

D. LANDOWNERS' ACCESS 

Our interviews suggest that the perspectives oflarge private 

landowners on access issues are different from those of the 

recreation groups. For this stakeholder group, the primary 

access issue is wood flow. One interviewee made clear that 

across the private landholdings in northern Maine, owners 

have always cooperated on issues affecting access to timber 

and wood flow. Rights of timber access across parcels are 

commonly granted, and road systems are paid for and 

maintained in a system of "shared use, shared risk and shared 

responsibility:' 

The key issue for other landowners is how EPI's actions would 

affect wood flow on adjacent and surrounding ownerships. 

There has been at least one situation in the past where 

EPI management decisions caused problems for another 

landowner; the specific case mentioned was the flooding 

by beavers of an EPI road that allowed another landowner 
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access to timber on its land. EPI would not allow removal 

of the beaver dam, and as a result, the other landowner 

had to build a bypass road. Because of the importance of 

wood flow considerations, several interviewees suggested 

that EPI might play a positive role by engaging neighboring 

landowners in efforts to achieve long-term protection of road 

systems. Huber and Prentiss & Carlisle manage lands in the 

vicinity ofEPI lands east of Baxter and might have an interest 

in pursuing such a dialogue. But such a strategy may have 

limited benefits because, in the view of some stakeholders, 

the road system east of Baxter is not dramatically affected 

by EPI's land use decisions. 

Economic development interests in Millinocket are also 

promoting the concept of a road that would make EPI lands 

accessible for visitors touring the region by car and would 

provide opportunities for viewing wildlife and scenery. One 

industry observer noted, however, that EPI may not actually 

have a right of way that would allow construction of such a 

road to access a park on its lands. He went on to state that 

such a right of way could be created by eminent domain but 

that this would be controversial. 

Other interviewees suggested facilitating access through an 

emphasis on high-quality guided experiences on the EPI 

lands. A number of years ago, Roger Milliken of Baskahegan, 

noting the differences between guided experiences in Maine 

and those in other regions of the United States and the world, 

proposed upgrading Maine's ecotourism experience along 

these lines to make it more competitive. Our sense was that 

if EPI were to promote an initiative of this type, there would 

be support from both the traditional outdoor recreation and 

the conservation communities. 

One final access issue is the desire of the Penobscot Nation 

for a link that would connect an area of its holdings currently 

bisected by EPI's Greenville lands. Although provision of 

such a link might not have a large impact on EPI's ability to 

reach its broader objectives, it does constitute one additional 

opportunity for EPI to gain some goodwill with stakeholders 

around Greenville. 

E. PUBLIC PERCEPTION AND PROCESS 

The interview process also elicited a wide range of comments 

on processes for advancing the dialogue on federalization of 

EPI lands. Most prominently, we heard from the participants 

that Roxanne Quimby's small working group initiative­

composed of George Smith of SAM, Bob Meyers ofMSA 

and Gene Conlogue, Millinocket's town manager-has been 

very productive. The group has held regular meetings for 

approximately four years to discuss and agree on a variety of 

policies in which stakeholder interests intersect with EPI's. 

The participants agree that the meetings have promoted a 

better mutual understanding. All three participants greatly 

appreciated EPI's taking the initiative to assemble the group 

and, though not necessarily agreeing with all of Quimby's 

goals, they noted that this appears to be a good forum for 

working out issues. Perhaps most importantly, the process 

has bolstered EPI's image as a trustworthy entity. As one of 

the group's participants noted: "Roxanne's word is good­

you can take it to the bank:' Another observer stated that 

hiring the James W Sewall Co.1 a respected land manager in 

the region, has also added to EPI's credibility. 

But the interview process signaled that negative views of 

EPI and Quimby remain among key stakeholders. Some 

still associate EPI with the RESTORE agenda to create 

a 3 million-acre national park, even though Qµimby has 

distanced herself from this objective. At the same time, 

the interviews also suggest that EPI and Quimby have not 

received appropriate credit for the positive things done in the 

region, such as helping to facilitate the Katahdin Lake deal, 

which addressed some of the access issues for snowmobilers 

and other recreational users. 

One Greenville resident suggested that, as EPI moves 

forward with its initiatives, Quimby devote more time to 

meeting with local communities and finding opportunities 

to appear on TV so that a wider group of people can see 

that "she's a reasonable person" and that "the mythology of 

Roxanne has nothing to do with who she really is." 

Another theme of the interviews is that outreach efforts 

will need to be broadened well beyond the current working 

group ifEPI's initiatives are going to be successful. Having 

the small working group of opponents on board is helpful 

but unlikely to be sufficient. One state government observer 

recommended strongly that the forest products industry 

be brought to the table for discussions about EPI's plans. 

Another individual affirmed that some form of political deal 

may be needed to gain the support of the forest products 

industry. The expansion of EPI's outreach efforts might also 

involve working closely with the Natural Resources Network, 

a broader coalition that includes SAM, MSA, the Maine 
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Professional Guides Association, and sporting camp owners. 

Don Kleiner, chair of the Maine Tourism Association, could 

also be a helpful contributor to the dialogue. 

The interviews touched on the fact that EPI must find a way to 

ensure that the leaders of the various stakeholder groups (for 

example, the Maine Woods Coalition) are willing to publicly 

support EPI's initiatives and pull their constituencies along 

with them. Without such a coalition, several stakeholders 

noted, they would hesitate to stand alone in supporting EPI 

proposals. This "safety in numbers" view was articulated by 

representatives of both the conservation community and 

those with outdoor recreation interests. 

Another process idea, suggested by one individual and 

affirmed by others, is that the discussion ofEPI plans should 

begin with a dialogue on potential uses of the land and not 

with a specific proposal for federal or other designation. The 

focus of this could be the development of a recreation plan for 

EPI lands that would include the overall vision, the mapping 

of uses to specific areas, and the specification of the needed 

roads and infrastructure. The designation issue would be 

raised only after a thorough vetting of the recreation plan. 

It was suggested that EPI partner with an organization such 

as L.L. Bean or Cabela's to develop the plan. 

Finally, the interviews elicited some broader process and 

political suggestions. With respect to organizing the effort 

to determine the disposition ofEPI lands, one interviewee 

suggested that EPI appoint an outside board to spearhead 

the initiative to minimize the opportunity for opponents 

to single out Quimby as a target. In a similar vein, another 

stakeholder suggested engaging former senator Mitchell, 

who played a key role in establishing Acadia National Park 

and who has previously shown strong interest in the AM C's 

Maine Woods initiative. Another individual pointed out 

that EPI should not underestimate the value of political 

contributions in building support for its initiatives with the 

Maine congressional delegation. 
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ELIGIBILITY OF EPI LANDS FOR 
FEDERAL DESIGNATION 

The following section p rovides a review of the wide range 

of potential federal designations that are managed by the 

National Park Serv ice and discusses how EPI lands might 

qualify. This includes: 

• Identifying potentially applicable kinds ofNational Park 
System designations that may be applied to the EPI lands 

in whole, in part or in combination. 

• D etermining what kinds of designations could be most 

applicable to specific EPI lands and discussing the pros 

and cons of each as they may apply to these lands. 

• Discussing potential advantages and disadvantages of each 
alternative identified. 

• Providing examples of and discussing existing N ational 

Park System units that can inform the considerations that 

EPI must make in terms of real experience. 

This segment describes the various N PS units and legislative 

and regulatory standards. It does not preempt the political 

support at the federal and state level required to secure 

such protections. 

A. TYPES OF NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 
DESIGNATIONS 

There are more than 25 different units of the National Park 

System, ranging from those highlighting natural areas to those 

emphasizing historic sites. Tn addition, there are designations 

that arise from unique management concepts that are not 

traditional in the National Park System but have proved 

useful in specific instances. 

The following designations seem to have the most potential 
applicability to the EPI lands in the North Woods: 

National Parks 

National parks contain a variety of resources and encompass 

large land or water areas to help provide adequate protection 

of the resources. There are 58 national park units within the 
National Park System. Yellowstone was the first national 

park, created in 1872, and since then Yosemite, Death Valley, 

Glacier, Grand Canyon, Denali and other "crown jewels" have 

been added to the list. The Organic Act of 1916 created 
the National Park Service "to conserve the scenery and 

the nat ural and historic objects and wildlife therein, and 

to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner 

and by such means as will leave them unimpaired for the 

enjoyment of future generations:' Many of them had been 

previously protected as national monuments by the president 

under the Antiquities Act of 1906 before being upgraded 

by Congress. (See details of the Antiquities Act under the 

description of national monument below.) 

National parks (by that title only) activate certain provisions 
of the Clean Air Act if the park or wilderness area was 

created before the passage of the act in 1970. As a result, 

the provision of the act relating to national parks would not 

apply if a national park were created from EPI lands. N or 

would it apply if a unit was created with a different name, 

such as national monument. 

Some examples of national parks: 

• Death Valley National Park in Californ ia and Nevad a 

(3.4 million acrcs) - Death Valley protects colorful 

badlands, snow-covered peaks, beautiful sand dunes, 

rugged canyons, and the hottest, d riest and lowest spot 

in North An1erica. 

• Grand Canyon National Park in Arizona ( 1.2 million 

acres)-Grand Canyon is not only a national park, it 

also is a World Heritage Site that lies on th e Colorado 
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Plateau in northwestern Arizona. It is home to numerous 

rare, endemic and threatened / endangered plant and 

animal species. More than 1,500 plant, 355 bird, 89 

mammalian, 47 reptile, 9 amphibian and 17 fish species 

are found in the park. 

• Shenandoah National Parkin Virginia (199,000 acres)­

Shenandoah was authorized to be a national park in 1926 

but did not become one until 1935. The park winds its way 

through the spine of the Blue Ridge Mountains. Most of 

the park was farmland, and there are still remnants of some 

of those farms within the park boundary. 

• Virgin Island National Park in United States Virgin 

Islands (15,000 acres)-Virgin Islands covers more than 

60 percent of the island of St. John. Much of the vegetation 

on the island is second-generation growth. Almost the 

entire island was clear-cut to make way for sugar cane 

production during the colonial era. Some native species 

such as the tyre palm remain, but much growth today is 

introduced species. 

National Monuments 

The Antiquities Act of 1906 authorized the president to 

declare to be national monuments, by public proclamation, 

landmarks, structures and other objects of historic or 

scientific interest situated on lands owned or controlled 

by the government. A national monument in the United 

States is a protected area or a historic site that is similar to a 

national park, except that the president can quickly declare 

an area of the United States to be a national monument 

without the approval of Congress. National monuments 

receive less funding and afford fewer protections to wildlife 

than do national parks. Another difference is the amount of 

diversity in what is being protected; national monuments 

aim to preserve at least one unique resource but do not 

have the amount of diversity of a national park, which is 

supposed to protect a host of unique features. As of2009, 

there were 75 national monuments administered by the 

National Park Service. 

Some examples of national monuments: 

• BandelierNationalMonumentinNewMexico (33,000 

acres)-Bandelier protects the ruins of hundreds of 

Anasazi cliff houses and pueblo-style dwellings that lay 
scattered across the Pajarito Plateau of northern New 

Mexico. Seventy miles of trails provide access to these 

ancient ruins, including the cliff dwellings and Tyuonyi 

village ofFrijoles Canyon. 

• Canyon de Chelly National Monument in Arizona 

(83,000 acres)-Canyon de Chelly is located within the 

boundaries of the Navajo Nation. It preserves the valleys 

and rims of the canyons of de Chelly, de! Muerto and 

Monument, all of which are Navajo Tribal Trust Lands. 

• Devils Tower National Monument in Wyoming ( 1,300 

acres)-Devils Tower was the first national monument 

created under the Antiquities Act by President Theodore 

Roosevelt. The tower is a monolithic igneous intrusion of 

volcanic neck rising dramatically 1,267 feet ( 386 meters) 

above the surrounding terrain. 

• Dinosaur National Monument in Colorado (210,000 

acres)-Dinosaur encompasses the sandstone and 

conglomerate bed known as the Morrison Formation that 

was formed in the Jurassic period and contains fossils of 

dinosaurs including allosaurus and various longneck and 

long-tail sauropods. 

National Preserves 

National preserves are usually established for protection of a 

specific resource and usually allow for uses such as hunting, 

grazing, and mineral and fuel extraction if such uses do not 

jeopardize the primary natural or historic values. Without 

sport hunting, many existing national preserves would 

qualify for national park designation. There are 18 national 

preserves within the National Park System. 

Some examples of national preserves: 

• Mojave National Preserve in California ( 1.5 million 

acres )-Mojave includes state park lands within the federal 

boundary, management of which remains with the state. 

Hunting, cattle grazing, mining and some off-road activities 

are allowed. 

• National Preserves in Alaska (ranging from about 1 

million to more than 6 million acres)-There are several 

preserves in Alaska, all of which allow uses not otherwise 

permitted in units of the National Park System, primarily 

related to traditional subsistence and other activities. 

• Big Cypress National Preserve in Florida (721,000 

acres)-Big Cypress allows for continued oil drilling and 

other uses, including hunting and off-road vehicle use 
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(airboats and swamp buggies), while preserving a portion 

of the South Florida ecosystem. 

• Big Thicket National Preserve in Texas (97,000 acres)­

Big Thicket protects a unique assemblage of plant types 

while allowing hunting, trapping, and oil and gas drilling. 

National Reserves 

National reserves are similar to national preserves, but 

management is generally transferred to local or state authorities. 

Examples of national reserves: 

• Ebey,s Landing National Historical Reserve in 

Washington (17,500 acres)-Ebey's Landing contains 18 

working farms, 400 historical structures, native prairies, two 

state parks, miles of shoreline, a network of trails and the 

second-oldest town in Washington. The reserve is managed 

by a nine-member Trust Board. Most of the land in the 

reserve is privately owned, and Ebey's Landing is a unit 

of the National Park System. 

• Pinelands National Reserve in New Jersey (I.I million 

acres)-This internationally important ecological region 

occupies 22 percent of New Jersey's land area. It is the 

largest body of open space on the mid-Atlantic seaboard 

between Richmond and Boston and is underlain by aquifers 

containing 17 trillion gallons of some of the purest water 

in the United States. The Pinelands Comprehensive 

Management Plan (CMP) sets the management direction 

for the region. The plan is administered by the New Jersey 

Pin elands Commission in cooperation with units of the local, 

state and federal governments. The Pinelands Commission 

is composed of 15 commissioners: seven appointed by the 

governor of New Jersey; one appointed by each of the seven 

Pinelands counties; and one appointed by the U.S. secretary 

of the interior (traditionally an employee of the National Park 

Service). The Pinelands National Reserve is not a unit of the 

National Park System, although it took an act of Congress 

to establish the designation. 

National Heritage Areas 

National heritage areas encompass nationally important 

resources, usually managed by a local commission with 

start-up funding and technical assistance from the National 

Park Service for up to I 0 years. Generally, the most successful 

national heritage areas are combined with a unit of the 

National Park System as a core resource, with cooperative 

managed schemes adopted. National heritage areas are not 

units of the National Park System, nor are their lands owned 

or managed by the NPS. 

There are 49 natural heritage areas, the majority of which are 

in the northeastern and southeastern United States. National 

heritage areas expand on traditional approaches to resource 

stewardship by supporting large-scale, community-centered 

initiatives that connect local citizens to the preservation 

and planning process. National Park Service involvement 

is always advisory in nature. The heritage area concept offers 

an innovative method for citizens, in partnership with local, 

state, and federal governments and nonprofit and private­

sector interests, to shape the long-term future of their 

communities. The National Park Service provides technical, 

planning and limited financial assistance to national heritage 

areas. It is a partner and advisor, leaving decision-making 

authority in the hands oflocal people and organizations. 

Recent evaluations of existing heritage areas have concluded 

that the most successful areas usually, but not always, include 

a unit of the NPS as a part of the area. 

Two of the most successful national heritage areas are: 

• Cane River National Heritage Area in Louisiana 

( 116,000 acres )-Cane River is a region known for its 

historic agricultural landscapes, Creole architecture and 

multicultural legacy. It includes Cane River Creole National 

Historical Park, seven national historic landmarks, three 

state historic sites, and many other historic plantations, 

homes and churches. Although much of the roughly 

116,000-acre heritage area is privately owned, many sites 

are open to the public. 

• John H. Chafee Blackstone River Valley National 

Heritage Corridor in Rhode Island ( 400,000 acres)­

Blackstone is dedicated to the history of the early American 

Industrial Revolution and was established to preserve and 

interpret the unique and significant value of the Blackstone 

Valley. It includes cities, towns, villages and almost I million 

people. Blackstone River has no unit of the National Park 

System associated with it. 

For land use types associated with these designations, pleas~ 

refer to Table 1. 
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TABLE 1 

Designation Land Uses 

Logging Hunting Trapping Snowmobiling Road Building 

Probably prohibited, except 
National Park Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited possibly in limited areas Could be allowed 

and numbers 

National Monument 
Unlikely to be 

Prohibited Prohibited Could be allowed 
Could be allowed, 

allowed in NPS area limited allowance 

National Preserve Could be allowed for all categories. Depends on the legislation, except road building, which is discretionary to NPS. 

National Reserve Could be allowed for all categories. Depends on the legislation, except road building, which is discretionary to NPS. 

National Heritage Could be allowed, depending on the heritage area plan and the governing body of the heritage area. 
Areas Heritage areas are not run by NPS. 

B. AUTHORITY TO CREATE UNITS OF THE 

NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 

With one exception, only the Congress of the United States 

may create a unit of the National Park System, regardless of 

designation. The single exception is national monuments, 

which may be created by the president by proclamation, 

under the authority of Section 2 of the Antiquities Act 

of 1906. Such monuments must meet criteria of historic 

or scientific significance, as determined by the president 

in the proclamation. Lands to be included in a monument 

must be transferred to the United States at the time of the 

proclamation. Although there has been past discussion 

about whether private lands may be included within a 

national monument created by proclamation, current 

interpretation of the Antiquities Act is that such lands may 

not be included. Interior Department solicitors and other 

experts on the Antiquities Act now concur that such is the 

case. A future president cannot eliminate the monument by 

new proclamationj only Congress can do so, as is the case for 

any unit of the National Park System. A monument created 

by proclamation is as permanent as any unit of the system 

created by Congress. 

Most units of the system are created through congressional 

action and now generally follow a set process designed to 

ensure that new units have national significance and are 

suitable and feasible. 

National Significance 

A proposed unit will be considered nationally significant if 

it meets all four of the following standards: 

• It is an outstanding example of a particular type of resource. 

• It possesses exceptional value of quality illustrating 

or interpreting the natural or cultural themes of our 

nation's heritage. 

• It offers superlative opportunities for recreation, public 

use and enjoyment, or scientific study. 

• It retains a high degree of integrity as a true, accurate and 

relatively unspoiled example of the resource. 
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Suitability and Feasiblllty 

An area that is nationally significant also must meet criteria 

for suitability and feasibility to qualify as a potential 

addition to the National Park System. To be suitable for 

inclusion, an area must represent a natural or cultural 
theme or type of recreational resource that is not already 

adequately represented in the National Park System or 

is not comparably represented and protected for public 

enjoyment by another land-managing entity. Adequacy 

of representation is determined on a case-by-case basis 

by comparing the proposed area to other units in the 

National Park System for differences or similarities in the 

character, quality, quantity or combination of resources 
and opportunities for public enjoyment. For an area to be 

feasible as a new unit of the National Park System, its natural 

systems or historic settings must be of sufficient size and 

appropriate configuration to ensure long-term protection 
of the resources and to accommodate public use. It must 

have potential for efficient administration at a reasonable 

cost. Important feasibility factors include landownership, 

acquisition costs, access, threats to the resource, and staff 

or development requirements. 

Process 

The National Park Service usually begins its process 

by conducting a reconnaissance survey to collect basic 

information about a proposal and assess the resource's 

significance. If the area appears to have some potential as a 

unit of the National Park System, Congress will be asked to 

authorize a detailed study of management options. In 1988, 

the National Parks Omnibus Management Act established a 

process for identifying and authorizing studies of new units. 
The National Park Service periodically sends a list of study 

candidates to Congress. Individual members of Congress 

may also propose study authorizations, and Congress decides 
which studies should be conducted. The National Park 

Service can collect some basic information to determine 

whether an area is a good candidate for study. Before a 

complete study for inclusion in the system is initiated, it 

must be authorized by a specific act of Congress. Studies are 

conducted in consultation with other interested federal, state 

and local agencies, Indian tribes and the public. At least one 

public meeting in the vicinity of the study area is required. 

C. POTENTIAL CONFIGURATIONS FOR 

FEDERAL DESIGNATION OF EPI LAND 

EPI has accumulated three large blocks of the North Woods 

that in total and individually can qualify for addition to the 

National Park System. Options for including these lands 

within the system are discussed below. 

l. EPI lands treated as one unit: AJI of the lands owned by 

EPI could be treated as one entity for the purposes of either 

congressional action or presidential proclamation. Though 

discontinuous, all of the EPI lands together represent the 

North Woods and constitute a wider array of resource 
subtypes and recreational opportunities than does any one 

block by itself. As examples, the Appalachian Trail and East 

Branch areas include lynx habitat, while recreational river 

use is highly valued in the East Branch unit. 

Treating all of the units together as one discontinuous 

unit of the National Park System may create an attractive 

array of features, resources and recreational opportunities 

making up a single but complicated North Woods 

unit. This approach is not favored by the National Park 

Service because of the potential for inconsistent land and 

recreational opportunity treatments for different blocks. 

If hunting was desired as a part of any individual block of 

land, neither a national park nor a national monument 

including all blocks is likely to be possible. However, 

combining one of these designations with a national 

preserve to accommodate hunting would be possible. 

If hunting was to be prohibited and snowmobiling 
tightly constrained, all or p arts of both sets oflands 

could conceivably be included in one unit as a national 

monument. That said, it seems likely that doing so would 

create management difficulties that could be avoided if 

each part of the EPl holdings is considered separately, 

with emphasis on the Appalachian Trail and fron Works/ 

Benson Lakes blocks becoming a part of the Appalachian 

Trail, as discussed next. 

2. East Branch (those lands east of and adjacent to Baxter 

State Park and west of the East Branch of the Penobscot 

River): According to John Reynolds, these lands meet the 
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legislative criteria that make them eligible for designation 

as a national park. These parcels also could qualify for 

other designations within the system, including national 

monument or national preserve. 

Establishing these lands as a national park would 

require congressional legislation. Such legislation would 

undoubtedly forbid hunting and trapping, because 

allowing for these uses could constitute congressional 

precedent in other national parks and probably would 

be strongly opposed by the National Park Service and 

conservation organizations. For similar reasons, it is 

highly unlikely that snowmobiling would be permitted, 

with the potential exception that it could be allowed 

in tightly drawn specific areas with limits on numbers. 

Establishing this area as a national preserve would allow 

hunting or snowmobiling, which would be consistent 

with allowable uses in other existing national preserves 

and would not cause precedent for units named national 

parks. Creation of a national monument by presidential 

proclamation could include allowance oflimited specific 

activities, such as a single designated snowmobile trail or 

existing lodge. Hunting and trapping probably would not 

be allowed, either generally or in designated locales. 

3. Penobscot West and East (lands not yet owned by 

EPI east of the Penobscot River, in concert with the 

EPI lands west of the river): This alternative is included 

ifEPI wishes to consider additional major acquisition 

ofland to the east of the East Branch of the Penobscot. 

If substantial acreage in large contiguous blocks were 

acquired, and if the range of allowable uses were to be 

broader east of the East Branch than to the west, then 

not only would a larger block of high-quality land be 

conserved, but a very attractive set of activities could be 

guaranteed through time. 

There probably would be two primary options for 

accomplishing such a set of goals that differ primarily by 

action to create the unit or units. 

The first option would be to achieve the full set of goals 

through a national monument designation, with differing 

and specified allowable land and recreational uses on each 

side of the East Branch. The west side would be treated 

as in Option 1 above and would be primarily protected 

land with specified or no snowmobile use and no hunting. 

The east side could allow hunting on all or a large portion 

of the land and would provide for dedicated but defined 

snowmobile trails through the full length of the area. 

These provisions could potentially be incorporated in a 

national monument proclamation. 

The second option would be to accomplish the same 

objectives through congressional action. In that case, the 

area west of the East Branch could be a national park or 

legislated national monument, and the area to the east of 

the East Branch a national preserve. Such pairings exist 

elsewhere in the National Park System, particularly in 

Alaska, where there are several. 

4. Lands adjacentto the Appalachian Trail: The Department 

of the Interior has the ability under the legislation 

authorizing the Appalachian Trail to accept donated lands 

that are contiguous to it. If donated to the NPS, the land 

would become a part of the Appalachian National Scenic 

Trail and would be managed as a part of the National Park 

System and a part of the Appalachian Trail. 

5. Iron Works/Benson Ponds (those lands south of the 

large block of Appalachian Mountain Club lands and 

the Appalachian Trail): Because these lands are not 

contiguous to the Appalachian Trail, it is questionable 

whether the National Park Service has the authority to 

accept them as part of the Appalachian Trail. Most of 

these lands, however, are adjacent to holdings owned and 

managed by the Appalachian Mountain Club that are 

contiguous to the trail and could be managed through a 

private agreement with them. Preliminary discussion with 

the Appalachian Trail superintendent indicates that this 

is a potentially viable approach. A similar approach could 

entail striking an agreement with AMC to combine the 

Iron Works/Benson Ponds property with its property and 

donate both holdings to the NPS, as it would become a 

single parcel that is contiguous to the trail. 

6. Combined or cooperative management of EPI 

East Branch Region and Baxter State Park: There 

are many places throughout the National Park System 

where cooperative management arrangements have been 

incorporated, both in law and through agreement, where 

land conservation agencies work together to achieve 

individual as well as common goals. Some illustrations 

may be helpful. 
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At Redwood National Park, the national park includes 

within its boundaries three state parks that are not 

managed by the National Park Service. The National Park 

Service and California State Parks agreed to coordinate 

their long-range planning processes yet followed their own 

processes and requirements. Both plans were completed 

at the same time and approved virtually simultaneously. 

As a result, the parks operate independently but in full 

cooperation and as one conservation entity and now 

by convention refer to their entirety as the Redwood 

National and State Parks. The result is an efficiently 

operated set of parklands that serve the public seamlessly. 

The state parks were created before the national park was 

created by Congress, and the original intent was for the 

state parks to be transferred to the National Park Service. 

However, subsequent political decisions resulted in 

the current arrangement, which has proved to be very 

successful and has in essence raised the value of each 

partner's contribution to the area. 

A more complicated arrangement exists at Santa Monica 

Mountains National Recreation Area in Southern 

California. The national recreation area boundary 

encompasses about 154,000 acres, of which only 23,000 

acres are federally owned. Included inside the boundary 

are four state parks and several state beaches, in addition 

to a major city park and a county park, plus lands and 

facilities owned and operated by the Santa Monica 

Mountains Conservancy. As at Redwood, management 

and operation are accomplished in partnership, with 

each entity retaining its full complement of authorities. 

Illustrative of the cooperation is the location of the 

new central Park Visitor Center, which will include all 

of the management partners, and is being constructed 

with federal money on land owned by the Santa Monica 

Mountains Conservancy. In this case, the federal national 

recreation area was created by Congress after the various 

state and other parks inside the federal boundary were 

created. The impetus was to increase the extent of the 

mountains protected and made available for public 

enjoyment by adding the National Park Service into the 

mix. There is no plan for the state or local protected lands 

to transfer to the National Park Service. 

A third example is the Lewis and Clark National Historical 

Park. This unit of the system incorporates several state 

parks in Washington and Oregon, and the federal 

ownership is less than 12 percent of the parklands within 

the boundary, consisting of Fort Clatsop National Historic 

Site. This partnership park was created to provide public 

recognition of that portion of Lewis and Clark's journey 

and exploration at and near the mouth of the Columbia 

River by including important lands illustrating a broad 

version of the story, yet managed by different entities into 

a common visitor experience. As with other examples, 

a cooperative approach has created opportunity for 

leveraging each entity's strengths while not encroaching 

on management responsibilities. 

A fourth example is at Assateague Island National 

Seashore in Virginia and Maryland. In this situation, 

three management units abut each other. Assateague 

Island National Seashore, Assateague State Park and 

Chincoteague National Wildlife Refuge were created 

individually but operate in a cooperative manner to 

achieve greater objectives than any one of them could 

do alone. 

These illustrations demonstrate that conservation 

management that incorporates respect for the sovereignty 

of other partners, recognizes their strengths and 

realizes that multiple objectives can be achieved more 

productively together has moved into the mainstream 

of National Park Service management philosophy and 

congressional recognition. 

This concept brings to the fore the notion of considering 

Baxter State Park and the East Branch EPI lands as part of 

the same ecological, scenic and recreational unit. Treating 

them as a whole made up of independent parts not only 

would recognize their potential as locally important 

resources but also would highlight the reality that together 

they create a park resource of national significance and 

prominence. They do not, however, need to be managed 

by one entity to achieve such recognition. 

A national park could be created through legislation 

that included a boundary encompassing both, with each 

retaining its independence of authorization and operation 

while being managed to accomplish the objectives of a 

combined landscape and recreational entity. Although 

this option probably would not be endorsed by most 

parties in Maine, it does illustrate the potential benefits 

of a more flexible and creative model. 
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An alternative idea would be the creation of a national 

monument by proclamation on the EPI East Branch lands. 

The proclamation could direct the National Park Service 

to engage in cooperative management with Baxter State 

Park and would state that the combination composes a 

unique nationally significant resource. The monument 

boundary would not include Baxter. The director of 

Baxter State Park foresees the day when the EPI lands 

east of Baxter are in stable ownership, and cooperative 

planning and potentially management could occur that 

could be of benefit to both entities. 

However, our research has determined that a national 

monument that included Baxter State Park within the 

boundary-with Baxter remaining in state ownership 

and managed by the state-is not possible because of 

the language of the Antiquities Act. 

7. National Reserve or National Heritage Area: There 

are other possible land protection schemes that could 

be considered, including the designation of national 

reserve or national heritage area. These options are more 

complex to put together than those discussed above 

and would also require legislation. On the other hand, 

they may result in land uses that are more reflective of 

the variety of recreational and business opportunities 

that local people favor while accomplishing ecosystem 

protection objectives. Creating a national reserve or a 

national heritage area in the North Woods would entail 

a careful process of engaging local people who would 

determine whether such a proposal was feasible and 

desirable and could potentially require advocating for 

federal legislation. Both of these concepts are primarily 

dependent on cooperative management activities and at 

this stage seem beyond what EPI envisions. 
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SUMMARY OF KEY FINDINGS 
AND PROPOSED STEPS 
FOR MOVING FORWARD 

A critical part of this analysis is to assess the viability and 

recommended path forward for converting the Maine 

property held by Quimby and EPI into a national park or 

similarly protected federal unH. To produce this evaluation, 

we conducted extensive interviews with key stakeholders 

and government officials, engaged a former National Park 

Service deputy director to determine eligibility of the 

holdings for federal designation, and drew on Pew's extensive 
experience in successful coalition-building and advocacy on 

environmental policy campaigns. 

A. KEY FINDINGS 

A summary of our key findings is as follows: 

• The EPI land meets technical standards of national 

significance, suitability and feasibility set by federal statute 

for creating a national park. 

• The block of EPI lands contiguous with the Appalachian 

National Scenic Trail could be incorporated into that 

national park unit without an act of Congress, using the 
authority it has to accept donated lands. 

• ·1he EPJ land also would qualify for other designations 

within the National Park System such as the less­

restrictive and more-flexible national preserve or national 
heritage areas. 

• Requisite stakeholder support for creating a national park 

or other federal unit does not exist at this time. 

For the reasons set forth in this evaluation and summarized 

below, we believe it is highly unlikely that a new national 
park or other federal protective unit can be designated by 

the 2016 goal set by Qµimby. However, we do believe that 

steps can be taken that could expand support for a new NPS 

unit in Maine's North Woods and increase the chances that 
such an effort might succeed. 

As detailed in the previous segment, the holdings of Qµimby 

and EPI in the North Woods could qualify for a number of 

designations within the NPS system. This includes the "gold 

standard" of the system-national park designation- as 

well as the less-restrictive and more- flexible units such as 

national heritage areas and preserves. 

Nonetheless, unless a long-standing tradition is suddenly 

broken, creating any new federal designation, regardless of 

the level of protection it provides, must have the backing 

of key local and statewide constituencies and a majority of 

Maine's political leaders. Based on our interviews, we do 

not find strong core support for creating a national park in 

Maine's North Woods or any new federal designation fo r land 

in the region. The interest that does exist in protecting the 

region through federal action does not compare to the level 

of opposition from property rights advocates, off-road vehicle 

users, and a wood products industry struggling to survive. 

Particularly troubling is the lukewarm and mixed support 

displayed by the state's environmental groups for a national 

park. Although they are perhaps not the most influential 

voices in Maine, conservation organi1,ations generally are the 

champions behind these efforts. Their absence of enthusiasm 

for a new North Woods park means that the proposal 

lacks an important endorsement from the environmental 

community, an absence that will be duly noted by the media 
and policymakers, who may ask, "Why bother?" 

We also believe that strong state-based support would be 

required to secure not only national park status but also other 

federal designations, including a national monument, which 

can be created by the president under the Antiquities Act 

without congressional approval. Over the past decade, the 

overwhelming majority of public lands bills, including new 

designations or boundary extensions for wilderness, national 

parks, national monuments, national conservation areas, 

national forests, and wild and science rivers, have required 

the support of the majority if not the entire congressional 

delegation of the state in which the holdings are located. 
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This has carried over to executive branch action on land 

protection as well. In promoting President Barack Obama's 

America's Great Outdoors Initiative, Interior Secretary Ken 

Salazar has made it clear that the administration will not 

move forward to establish new national monuments or even 

make wilderness recommendations without local support. In 

February2010, Salazar told Utah Gov. Gary Herbert that the 

president would not use his authority under the Antiquities 

Act to establish any national monuments without local 

permission. He repeated the commitment in June, telling 

Sen.Jon Tester (D-Mont.), "As long as I am Secretary of the 

Interior, there will be no recommendation for designation of 

national monuments in Montana unless there is significant 

public involvement, discussion, and debate over any such 

proposal." Salazar added, "New designation and conservation 

initiatives work best when they build upon local efforts and 

input from nearby communities." 

The political situation in Maine-where the two moderate 

Republican senators have held the key in the U.S. Senate to 

passage of most of the president's agenda-only reinforces 

the notion that the administration is unlikely to push through 

a designation against the wishes of delegation members. 

There is a small chance that this calculation could change, 

should Obama lose the election in 2012 or turn over the 

office to the Republicans in 2016 and be willing to take action 

on controversial items on his way out the door. But to date, 

the administration has not shown an appetite to take risks, 

even when the political fallout could be minimal. 

Because of the lack of robust support for a new national park 

among traditional environmental groups and the formidable 

opposition it faces with other constituencies, we believe 

the transfer of EPI lands to the federal government for 

designation as a unit within the National Park Service is 

unlikely to succeed by 2016. 

Moreover, we do not think the issue is yet ripe for a labor­

intensive statewide effort to persuade critical decision-makers 

to support a new park or something similar. To succeed, such 

efforts must be built around a core group of champions from 

diverse constituencies and from which a more expanded 

coalition can be developed. They require an agreement on 

a set goal and rely on multiple staff members and significant 

resources for message development and polling, earned and 

paid media, electronic outreach, and grassroots and opinion­

leader organizing. As the lack of strong support from the 

environmental and recreational communities suggests, this 

base has not yet been developed. 

However, EPI can take steps that would improve and even 

expedite its chances of achieving more formal protection 

for its holdings. We believe that these actions would also 

allow EPI to assess more accurately the challenges and 

opportunities it faces in establishing a new National Park 

System unit and make potential adjustments necessary to 

its strategy in order to find success. 

B. RECOMMENDED STEPS FOR 

MOVING FORWARD 

Central to our recommendations is the development of a 

clear and convincing narrative for the future of EPI lands 

that can be shared with the public and embraced by key 

stakeholders and decision-makers. We also believe that much 

more must be done to reach out to important constituent 

groups, specifically those who should be natural allies, to 

build a meaningful core of support for federal protection. 

Finally, we suggest that a more formal stakeholder process 

be pursued in order to facilitate cooperation and potentially 

forge a more concrete objective around which a broad and 

diverse base can rally. 

1. Develop a Shared Narrative 

The passion and commitment that Roxanne Quimby has 

displayed for creating a North Woods national park or 

similar federally protected designation is both laudable 

and impressive. Of particular note is her articulated vision 

for the property that would put the North Woods on the 

map as a tourist destination that would generate economic 

growth for the region. Important steps have been taken 

to build trust with local residents and stakeholders, and 

to provide access for recreational use. 

However, as our interviews indicate, the passionate vision 

that Qµimby has for the North Woods remains largely 

misunderstood. Even the most interested parties are 

unsure about Quimby's short-term ideas for the land or 

the longer-term endgame. For example, there appears to 

be general confusion about whether EPI is advocating for 

a 3 million-acre park such as that previously proposed 

by RESTORE. EPI's position on logging in the region 
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remains unclear, and some suspect that the push for 

federalization stems from a desire to "put the final nail in 

the coffin" of the wood products industry. In sum, rumors 

abound, and Quimby's vision and passion have been left 

up to others to interpret. 

Accordingly, we believe it is critical to develop a clear and 

compelling narrative for this vision that resonates with 

Maine residents and relevant constituent groups. Equally 

important, the vision must be one that is embraced by 

a significant number of stakeholders and ultimately the 

lawmakers who can make it a reality. Thus, a process 

should be undertaken that enables Quimby to share 

her vision for protecting the North Woods and allows 

stakeholders enough input so that they also can feel some 

ownership. Recommendations for how to move forward 

to build a core group of supporters who can shape and 

share this goal are outlined below. 

a. Conduct focus groups. Our interviews provided only 

a small sampling of the opinions that Maine residents 

may have on creating a national park or similar federal 

designation in the North Woods. A recommended first 

step would be to commission focus groups, a popular tool 

in business and politics, to test concepts and messages with 

voters and key constituents who are likely to influence 

elected officials. These sessions could provide a useful 

forum for eliciting specific reasons for resistance to a park, 

developing a storyline that links jobs and conservation, 

and learning what activities and uses would make it more 

popular. The information gleaned would help EPI shape 

its plans for its holdings and create messages that reflect 

its vision. 

For example, focus groups will help tell you whether 

associating a new park with Henry David Thoreau, who 

spent a great deal of time in the North Woods, has any 

traction with Maine voters. Likewise, input from the 

sessions could help address issues of jobs and the economy, 

property rights and access, all of which have been 

frequently cited as reasons to oppose a federal designation. 

Focus groups can even help create the initiative's 

nomenclature. For example, recent wilderness proposals 

in Idaho and Montana, where environmentalists can be 

seen as fringe groups, are labeled by their congressional 

sponsors as bills to create jobs and stimulate economic 

development, thanks to message testing. 

b. Demonstrate the economic benefits. It was the 

general consensus among the stakeholders interviewed 

that few understood or believed that a national park or 

similar federal designation could serve as an economic 

engine for the region. Although focus groups will provide 

greater insight on the arguments that will resonate most, 

there is little doubt that making a strong case as to how a 

new federal designation would create jobs and stimulate 

the economy will be critical. Some have suggested, and 

we concur, that EPI should commission an independent 

study to determine how federal protective status for the 

lands would affect the local economy. Given the reaction 

to an earlier analysis done for RESTORE, the credibility 

of the assessment will be an important consideration in 

selecting an expert to conduct it. 

c. Show that it will not be costly to taxpayers. Members 

of Congress and the public are increasingly sensitive to 

spending issues and the cost of adding another "unfunded" 

federal management responsibility. This will very probably 

be raised as an argument against a new national park, 

particularly because the National Park Service's budget is 

perennially underfunded. Establishing an endowment to 

help defray part of the maintenance costs of a new federal 

park system unit, and to offset the loss of property tax 

revenue, would undercut a key fiscal argument by opponents. 

d. Remind residents that EPI's land is now privately 

held land. Even Qµimby 's opponents readily acknowledge 

that as a private property owner, Quimby can lock up 

the resource and within existing regulations do what she 

wants with her land. In fact, one of the threats to the 

North Woods culture is the changing land ownership 

pattern away from traditional timber interests, where few 

restrictions existed on public access, to new corporate 

owners who are putting a halt to unfettered access. 

Because Quimby owns the land, she controls the terms 

of debate concerning public access, an issue that exists to 

be solved, regardless of whether there is a future federal 

footprint on her land. More could be done to challenge 

the ideologically driven property rights constituency 

about these issues. 
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2. Build Better Bridges 

a. Secure environmental champions. For any statewide 

conservation campaign to succeed, it is essential that 

the environmental community provide active support. 

These groups' reputations are built on their roles as 

environmental stewards for the state, and their opinions 

on conservation initiatives will matter to the public, 

media and policymakers. Of course, it is important to 

be strategic in enlisting support from these groups. As 

noted in this report, organizations such as the Natural 

Resources Council of Maine, The Nature Conservancy 

and Appalachian Mountain Club could play key roles in 

furthering this effort. Other groups, such as RESTORE, 

would not be as beneficial or may serve as a hindrance to 

the campaign. But enlisting support from the right group 

of environmental organizations will help legitimize the 

effort and provide a ready-made constituency to advocate 

on behalf ofEPI's project. Their experience in dealing 

with the media, educating lawmakers, and brokering deals 

with key stakeholders also will add valuable technical 

assistance to the campaign. 

b. Improve relationship with the wood products 

industry. As mentioned in our report, forests products 

industry leaders may be helpful in persuading key state 

and congressional lawmakers. Bringing into the process 

Katahdin Forest Management or a similar entity would 

help pave the way for better relations with this group and 

could help develop stronger champions for the objectives. 

c. Expand relationships with hunters and anglers. The 

informal conversations between EPI and the SAM have 

reaped benefits in engaging the largest sportsmen's group 

in the state. Although the EPI lands do not appear to 

be of particular interest to sportsmen, the constituency 

would be a valuable ally on behalf of federal protection 

and could serve to blunt the opposition from motorized 

vehicle users. This relationship needs to be formalized to 

provide both parties with a quid pro quo that assuages 

the needs of the sportsmen's community while gaining its 

support for a federal footprint in the state. Also, it may be 

productive to focus on anglers who might be interested 

in the recreational aspects of establishing an area where 

species such as brook trout are conserved. Groups such 

as the Maine Council of Trout Unlimited have been 

successful in organizing anglers, who have a tendency to 

be open to conservation measures that directly affect fish 

species of interest to their group. In addition to including 

them in any stakeholder negotiations, we also suggest that 

a proactive effort be considered that would include the 

potential of using some of the EPI holdings for a preserve. 

d. Continue to cultivate relationships with the 

motorized vehicle community. By most accounts, the 

outreach that Quimby has done with snowmobilers 

has been well received. Her offers of access have gone a 

long way in neutralizing their opposition to federalizing 

North Woods land. Having the support of this group 

could help blunt the expected opposition to a new 

federal designation anticipated from the off-road vehicle 

community represented by ATV Maine. 

e. Reach out to the outdoor recreation industry and 

user groups. For more than a decade, outdoor recreation 

business and user groups have been a critical partner with 

Pew in its efforts to protect public lands in the United 

States. Umbrella organizations such as the Outdoor 

Recreation Industry and Outdoor Alliance as well as 

individual entities such as REI, Patagonia, the American 

Hiking Society and the American Canoe Association 

have been indispensible to our successes. We would 

recommend that concerted outreach be made to these 

groups to gain their input and potential support. Their 

backing also could facilitate a possible partnership with 

Maine's signature outdoor business, L.L. Bean. 

3. Formally Engage Stakeholders 

EPI and Qiimbypersonally have been commended, even 

by park opponents, for their efforts to engage affected user 

groups and have had some success with local leaders in 

determining future use of selected parcels. Accordingly, 

we recommend taking this approach to the next level by 

expanding it and making it more formal. Discussions 

would include not only the national park concept but also 

accommodation of at least some uses, such as motorized 

recreation, hunting and angling, and sustainable forestry. 

If successful, this engagement could result in "buy-in" 

from critical local constituencies that would form a solid 

foundation on which to build further support. 

a. Create an advisory committee. One approach to 

formalize and enhance the process that is already underway 

is to create an advisory committee for EPI holdings that 
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would meet periodically to be updated on current plans 

for the property and give input on how conservation 
and economic interests can be accommodated. The 

committee would be a valuable forum for first-hand 

information about Quimby's vision for the property, 

providing valuable feedback and helping participants 

to reach consensus. It also would help shape a shared 

vision for the property among key stakeholders that to 

date has not been realized. The operating assumption for 

such an approach is that an agreement embraced by local 

stakeholders is likely to face less resistance statewide. 

This group could incorporate the already existing 

stakeholder group with which EPI has been dealing and 

could be expanded to include other interested parties 
with no ax to grind that could provide constructive advice. 
Suggested participants might include representatives from 

the Appalachian Mountain Club, L.L. Bean and a key 

timber company. 

b. Develop a shared recreation plan. SAM and MSA 

are ideologically opposed to a federal park in the North 
Woods. However, our interviews suggest that both 
constituencies could potentially be neutralized or even 

won over if certain access issues are worked out before 

any federal designation of EPI lands. 

A good first step would include the development of a 

recreation plan for the area that would demonstrate to 

local residents that creating a federal entity would not 

deny them access to favored hunting, fishing, camping 

and snowmobiling areas. An integrated recreation plan 

would allow the leaders of SAM and MSA to go back to 

their members, conduct educational meetings and gain 

critical on-the-ground support from hunters, anglers 

and motorized recreation enthusiasts. With buy-in from 

members, the two groups could become public advocates 

for the proposal and serve as spokesmen for the campaign. 

c. Engage a professional mediator. To facilitate the 
advisory committee discussions, development of a 

recreation plan, or similar dialogue or negotiation, we 

recommend bringing in a professional mediator. There 
are a number of seasoned, practical professionals with 

real-world experience to define a range of solutions that 

would take into account all of the stakeholders within the 

group and develop a plan that would receive the buy-in 
of those around the table. Organizations with significant 

experience in mediating conservation issues include the 

Keystone Group, Meridian Institute and Resolve. 

4. Consider Starting Small 

The Appalachian National Scenic Trail is an established 

NPS unit that has a worldwide reputation and enjoys 

broad and diverse support. Expanding this federal 
footprint, rather than creating a new one, might 

potentially offer the opportunity for QJ.iimby and EPI 

to set the record straight about their intentions and 

demonstrate that their main interest is to leave a legacy 
for others to enjoy. As previously discussed, this could be 

accomplished by donating the land directly to the Park 

Service or working with the Appalachian Mountain Club 
to combine holdings so that a much larger expansion could 

occur. It is important to note, however, that although the 

Interior Department has the authority to expand the trail 

without congressional action, the same requirements of 
stakeholder support would undoubtedly have to be met. 

Still, expanding a current federal unit rather than creating 

a new one is likely to be an easier lift, especially given the 
trail's popularity and its constituent base in multiple states 

from which to draw. 
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CONCLUSION 

We understand that Roxanne Quimby could accomplish 

her primary conservation objectives for her land by simply 

giving it to Baxter State Park or setting it aside in a land 

trust or other privately held arrangement. However, neither 

the state nor private solution speaks to her other objective, 

which is to have her land act as an economic driver in the 

economically depressed region that is Maine's North Woods. 

Qµimby and Elliotsville Plantation Inc. have a bold vision to 

conserve critical environmental lands within an ecosystem 

that to date has had little or no federal protection. Adding 

to the National Park System a new unit in the North Woods 

would undoubtedly be an asset not only to the state of Maine, 

but to the country as a whole. Qµimby and her EPI team 

have had success in building trust with key local stakeholders. 

But given the formidable challenges that exist in creating 

a national park or other federal designation for the region, 

these relationships are only the beginning of a much longer 

campaign that requires developing a broader and more 

engaged alliance of supporters. 

~1\1 \ i \ijj ,~ 
. '.~ ... 

What Qµimby and EPI have done to date does provide a good 

starting point to launch the next phase of this effort. Sharing 

their vision for the North Woods with key stakeholders 

and providing a more formal process for their input are 

critical. Demonstrating that federalizing the property will 

be an economic engine for the region is essential, given the 

decline of the wood products industry. And ensuring that 

environmentalists and other conservation-oriented groups, 

such as outdoor enthusiasts, embrace similar goals with the 

same passion also is important so that the effort is backed 

by strong champions who can counter expected opposition. 

Award-winning filmmaker Ken Burns reminded us in his 

recent documentary that national parks are ''America's best 

idea:' But, although they are beloved by people in this country 

and around the world, few have been created without challenge 

and struggle. The Pew Charitable Trusts hopes that this 

assessment has provided an insightful and candid analysis on 

the likelihood for success in securing a national park or other 

federal designation in the North Woods within the short term. 

We also trust that the recommendations we have offered will 

help pave a strategic path forward. 
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APPENDIX 1 

The Pew Charitable Trusts 

The Pew Charitable Trusts (Pew), based in Philadelphia, has 

its roots in seven individual charitable funds established 

between 1948 and 1979. During five decades of charitable 

giving, Pew honed an approach to social investing that 

emphasized measurable results. Initiatives in culture, 

education, the environment, health and human services, 

public policy and religion have been among the institution's 

major areas of emphasis. In order to better carry out its core 

mission of serving the public interest, Pew began operating 
as an independent public charity in 2004. This status 

expands Pew's ability to mobilize resources and empowers 

the organization to capitalize on new types of ventures and 
collaborations. 

Pew Environment Group 

The Pew Environment Group (PEG), the conservation arm 

of Pew, seeks to protect biological diversity by focusing on 

reducing the generation of greenhouse gases that contribute 

to global warming, halting the destruction of the marine 

environment (with a particular focus on fisheries), and 

protecting critical forest habitat and wilderness on public 

lands in the United States, Canada and Australia. Although 

PEG is involved in a variety of activities, including applied 

research, media and communications, litigation and public 

- APPENDIX 2 

Pew Staff Biographies 

Jane Danowit~ 

Jane Danowitz joined the Pew Environment Group in 2002 

as a senior officer responsible for the U.S. public lands 

protection program, which seeks to preserve America's 

wilderness areas and undeveloped national forests through 

federal legislative and regulatory protections. Jane also directs 

the Pew Campaign for Responsible Mining, a coalition effort 

to reform the 1872 Mining Law, the frontier-era statute that 

governs the mining of gold, uranium and other hard-rock 

metals on public lands in the West. 

education, all are undertaken in the context of achieving 

specific policy targets. 

Over the past two decades, Pew has played a prominent role 

in preserving wilderness and other wild and biologically 

diverse public land in the United States, Canada and, most 

recently, Australia. Since 1990, Pew's multiple campaigns 

have yielded permanent management measures that have 

protected more than 265 million acres, an area 2lh times 

the size of the state of California. 

In the United States, our work is focused on giving new 

protective status to ecologically significant areas in Alaska and 

the lower 48 states that are currently open to development and 

that we have identified as prime candidates for preservation 

through legislative or administrative designation. A cornerstone 

of our work has been to give these areas the nation's highest 

form of protection by adding them to the National Wilderness 

Preservation System. Since 2002, campaigns by Pew and its 

partners have resulted in the designation by Congress of 

4.6 million acres of new wilderness in 14 states and Puerto 

Rico. Pew also has been instrumental in protecting our last 

undeveloped national forests tluough the landmark Roadless 

Area Conservation Rule, an administrative policy issued in 

2001 that restricts most commercial logging and road-building 

on these pristine lands. 

Jane has more th an three decades of experience in public 
interest education and advocacy at the federal level. Before 

joining Pew, she served as the director of the Heritage Forest 

Campaign, a Pew-funded initiative to uphold the Roadless 

Area Conservation Rule protecting undeveloped national 
forests. She was also executive director of Americans for Our 

Heritage and Recreation, a nonprofit organization dedicated 

to increasing funding for parks and conservation. In addition, 

she has significant experience in politics and public affairs, 

having served as vice president of Ogilvy Worldwide, as 

director of the bipartisan Women's Campaign Fund, and as 

an aide in municipal government and on Capitol Hill. 
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Jane holds a bachelor's degree in American history from 

Cornell University and a juris doctorate from the Columbus 

School of Law at the Catholic University of America. She is 

a member of the District of Columbia Bar. 

Tom St. Hilaire 

Tom St. Hilaire joined the Pew Environment Group in August 

2009.As part of the U.S. public lands team, he is responsible 

for securing strong protections for America's national forest 

roadless areas and reforming the outdated law that governs 

the nation's hard-rock mining industry. He works to expand 

key constituencies, including conservation, hunter-angler 

and outdoor recreation groups, in public education and 

advocacy strategies. 

Previously, Tom served as vice president of campaign 

management for the Theodore Roosevelt Conservation 

Partnership, a coalition of the nation's leading sportsmen's 

organizations, where he worked to focus the hunting and 

angling community on effective conservation initiatives. 

He also was responsible for getting member unions of 

the AFL-CIO to play a more active role in public lands 

conservation. As executive director of Americans for Our 

Heritage and Recreation, he created a unique coalition of 

5,000 organizations, government agencies, advocacy groups 

and businesses to secure landmark federal, state and local 

funding for parks, recreation, clean water, public health, 

and natural resources protection. His work for the National 

Parks Conservation Association included directing public 

education campaigns to protect America's iconic natural 

and cultural landscape, including Yosemite, Yellowstone and 

Great Smoky Mountains national parks, as well as Gettysburg 

National Military Park and the Martin Luther King Jr. 

National Historic Site. He honed his campaign organizing 

skills through local and regional legislative and grassroots 

campaigns in the Chesapeake Bay watershed, working on 

the issues of safe, affordable, clean water and protection of 

fish and wildlife. 

Tom has a bachelor's degree in geography, environmental 

analysis and land use planning from Central Michigan University. 

Charles Moore 

Charles Moore joined Pew in 2009 as a senior officer for 

planning and evaluation, advising programs on strategy and 

planning. Previously; he served as an energy; environment 

and agriculture policy adviser for Sen. Amy Klobuchar 

(D-Minn.) and as director of government affairs at Oxfam 

America. Earlier in his career, he was an associate program 

director for the W. Alton Jones Foundation, dealing with 

domestic and global biodiversity and energy issues, and 

before that served as a counsel for the Merchant Marine and 

Fisheries Committee of the U.S. House of Representatives. 

He has a bachelor of science in history and juris doctorate 

from the University of South Dakota and a master of science 

in economics from the London School of Economics and 

Political Science. 

RobertStix 

Robert Stix is an officer with the philanthropic services team 

of The Pew Charitable Trusts, where he serves individuals, 

families and foundations wishing to leverage their 

philanthropy through a partnership with Pew. Bob focuses 

primarily on developing and stewarding philanthropic 

partnerships with the Pew Environment Group and the 

Pew Health Group. He came to Pew in January 2008 when 

it merged with the National Environmental Trust (NET), 

where he was the director of foundation relations from 2004 

to 2008. 

Before joining NET, Bob was the director of operations and 

development for the Government Accountability Project, a 

national public interest law firm that promotes whistleblower 

protection. Previously, he was a program officer for the Ruth 

Mott Fund, directing the foundation's programs on peace and 

national security and on the environment. During the 1980s, 

he worked for several organizations focusing on human rights 

in Guatemala and U.S. policy toward Central America. 

Bob has conducted numerous seminars on foundation 

fundraising and has written a guide for donors on 

philanthropic partnerships with grassroots groups in 

Guatemala. He majored in philosophy at Reed College 

while helping to establish a community night school and 

conducting field work on orangutans in Borneo and Japanese 

macaques in Oregon. 
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Contractor Biographies 

Thomas Walker 
···-······ ·· ·· ·· ··-··························· ······ ··· ················· ·· ·· ······ 
Thomas Walker is a natural economist and policy analyst 

with more than 25 years of domestic and international 

experience in the analysis, implementation and management 
of environmental initiatives. Most recently, as consultant 

to the Manomet Center for Conservation Sciences, he 

served as the project director for a study evaluating the 

greenhouse gas implications of burning forest biomass for 

energy. In addition, he acted as the technical coordinator 
for the Massachusetts Forest .l:'utures initiative, established 

by the state's Department of Conservation and Recreation 

to recommend a 21st-century vision and implementation 

strategy for managing the state parks and forests. 

Previously, he served as a United Nations diplomat in Geneva, 

where he directed the establishment of the Follow-Up 

Programme for Environmental Awards of the United Nations 

Compensation Commission. His primary responsibility at 

the UNCC was to create the vision and build consensus for 

a new U.N. program overseeing $4 billion in compensation 

awarded to restore ecosystems damaged during the 1991 

Persian GulfWar. 

Before joining the UNCC, he served as a principal and 

managing director at Industrial Economics Inc., a 100-person 

environmental consulting firm in Cambridge, Mass. He 

headed the firm's environmental policy practice area and 

managed a substantial consulting practice of his own for 

government, nonprofit and private clients. A sampling of his 

consulting engagements at IE includes the following projects: 

• For the Open Space Institute, he directed economic and 

financial analyses designed to help regulators and the public 

evaluate whether Plum Creek Timber's extensive real estate 

development proposal for its lands in the North Woods 

provided conservation value sufficient to offset the adverse 

impacts of new second-home and resort development. He 

also played a prominent role in OSI's outreach efforts to 

environmental groups, regulators, the regional news media 
and Plum Creek. 

• He directed the development of expert testimony on the 

economic value of environmental damage caused by oil 

drilling on the lands of Candlewood Timber Group, a 

start-up company investing in sustainable, green-certified 

tropical hardwood forestry. 

He received a bachelor's degree cum laude in economics 

and political science from Yale College and has a master of 
fores t science degree in natural resource economics from 
the Yale School of Forestry and Environmental Studies. He 
is a counselor for the Manomet Center for Conservation 

Sciences. Previously, he served as chair of the Lincoln 
Conservation Commission, a Massachusetts town board 
that regulates wetlands development and manages the 

town's extensive conservation landholdings. In addition, 
he was vice chair of the Rural Land Foundation, a nonprofit 

organization that has been a pioneer in conservation­
oriented real estate development. 

John]. Reynolds ........................................ .. ~ .... ..... .. -.. ..... ... ..... .. ..... .... . 
John J. Reynolds served more than 39 years in the National 
Park Service, holding the positions of deputy director, 
regional director, director of the Denver service center and 

superin tendent of North Cascades National Park; assistant 
superintendent of the Santa Monica Mountains National 
Recreation Area; and park planner/landscape architect. 

He is a board member of the Presidio Trust, the Student 

Conservation Association, the Chesapeake Conservancy, 
Global Parks, and the Shenandoah National Park Trust. He 
also is the Virginia citizen representative to the Chesapeake 

Bay Commission; a member of the North Cascades Institute 
Advisory Council; and chair of the Flight 93 National 
Memorial Federal Advisory Commission and the Captain 

John Smith National Historic Trail Advisory Council. 

He is a past board member of the Landscape Architecture 
Foundation, George Wright Society, Yosemite Fund, 

Yosemite National Institutes, and Association of Partners 
for Public Lands and is a past U.S. delegate to the World 
Heritage Committee. 

He has received Meritorious and Distinguished Service 
Awards from the Department of the Interior and was a 
La Gasse Conservation Award recipient and fellow with 

the American Society of Landscape Architects. He holds a 
bachelor's degree from Iowa State University and a master's 
from the State University of New York at Syracuse, both in 

landscape architecture. He served in the New Jersey National 
Guard and U.S. Army Reserve from 1966 to 1972. 
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From: Ross, Molly
To: lucas st.clair
Subject: Re: More Docs
Date: Thursday, August 13, 2015 7:39:53 PM

Excellent.  It seems to rely on a 2011 EPI report that addresses the four NPS criteria.  Do share
 that one, too, if you find it (not necessarily tonight!). 

Thanks!

On Thu, Aug 13, 2015 at 9:26 PM, lucas st.clair < gmail.com> wrote:
Still working on all the doc's that he sent to DOI.

Here is something else that I just found.

Lucas St. Clair

C. 
O. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: lucas st.clair
To: Molly Ross
Subject: More Docs
Date: Thursday, August 13, 2015 7:27:21 PM
Attachments: Management Plan FINAL.pdf

East of Katahdin National Park and Recreation Area.pdf

Still working on all the doc's that he sent to DOI.

Here is something else that I just found.

Lucas St. Clair

C. 
O. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

(b) (6)



National Park and Multi-use Area 

Discussion Paper – December 2012 
 

Purpose of the Proposed Park 

 

The National Park will protect a natural and culturally significant area along the East 

Branch of the Penobscot River and the tributary Wassataquoik Stream for the purposes of 

preserving natural ecological processes within the area, scientific research, and provide for 

public use and enjoyment. 

 

The establishment of a national park in the Katahdin Region will add value to the region’s 

rural economy. Increased revenues from new visitors or extended stay visitors and park 

employees will be welcome income in the region. 

 

Criteria for Inclusion in the National Park System  

 

A Fall 2011 report prepared by EPI (Elliotsville Plantation Inc.) evaluated the resources of 

the proposed park against the National Park System Criteria. The evaluation judged that the 

proposal meets all aspects of the criteria except Feasibility. The report noted that the 

proposal lacked local support, however the criterion for national significance, suitability 

and need for NPS management were met. 

 

Fundamental Values of the Park 

 

The proposed Park consists of approximately 75,000 acres west of the East Branch 

Penobscot River and is to include a ½ mile setback from the east side of the river. The area 

is immediately east of Baxter State Park and other state lands. The park will encompass 

much of the western watershed of the East Branch; the views to and from Baxter State Park 

and Mount Katahdin and it will provide varied opportunities for outdoor recreation, 

education, and employment four seasons of the year. The area of the proposed park has 

been logged for the better part of two centuries.  Over that time logging roads were 

developed and transect the landscape.  It is not an undisturbed forest, yet the small ponds 

and streams, and the shorelines of Wassataquoik Stream and the East Branch of the 

Penobscot River remain largely unchanged. Small dams built to support the logging activity 

within the area have long washed away.  The forest is successional and in a short time the 

area of the proposed park will be a true, accurate and relatively unspoiled example of a 

mature forest in the Maine Woods. 

 

The fundamental characteristics of the park include: 

 

Free flowing rivers include portions of two major watersheds -- 13 miles of the lower 

Wassataquoik Stream and 22 miles of the East Branch of the Penobscot River. 

 

The section of the Penobscot East Branch, which the proposed park encompasses, is free 

flowing through a mixed hardwood and evergreen forest and characterized by stunning 

landscapes of flat water pools broken by rapids and waterfalls, including Stair Falls, Haskell 

Rock Pitch, Pond Pitch, Grand Pitch, and the Hulling Machine. The section of the 

Wassataquoik Stream within the area flows at a stepper pitch and is noted for the ½-mile 

rapids at Orin Falls. 



 

• The watershed has the significant potential to support a population of ocean-run 

Atlantic salmon, and is a notable high-quality native brook trout fishery. 

 

• The 1982 Maine Rivers Study listed the East Branch system, including the Seboeis 

River and Wassataquoik Stream, among its A-ranked rivers, declaring the system to 

be one of the least-developed watersheds in the Northeast and eligible for inclusion 

in the National Wild and Scenic River System. 

 

Forest cover is transitional. The area supports both the southern broadleaf deciduous 

forest zone and the northern boreal forest zone. The proposed park would become the 

largest and most northern national park in the NPS Northeast Northern Temperate Network. 

The park area is characterized by a rich biodiversity found on hilltops and barrens and 

steep slopes to ravines and coves, floodplains forests, and wet basins. The Nature 

Conservancy (TNC) has classified some 4,000 acres of the total as "critical for biodiversity 

conservation, as the area's ecosystems are likely to harbor rare or uncommon plants and 

animals. The matrix forest that covers most of the rest of the area is part of TNC's highest 

priority for conservation.  

 

Wildlife is abundant with moose, bear, deer, coyotes and 78 avian species (nesting) 

populating the landscape. A winter track survey in the proposed park area, conducted by 

the Maine Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife in 2007 and EPI in 2011 and 2012, 

found the presence of the federally threatened Canada lynx. 

 

Geology of the area is complex and significant. Such eminent geologists as Dabney Caldwell, 

Robert Neuman, and Douglas Rankin have studied here. The granitic Katahdin pluton and 

adjacent exposed bedrock is 360 to 500 million years old, with many well-preserved fossil 

occurrences. Glacial features include carved headwalls, cirques, sharp ridges, and glacial till, 

moraines, and eskers--sinuous steep-sided ridges of sand and gravel. The area contains at 

least two areas of geologic interest and significance, Haskell Rock and Cambrian Grand Pitch 

Formation. The highest summits on the property are Deasey Mountain (1,942 feet) and 

Lunksoos Mountain (1,762 feet). Both have spectacular views, especially looking west 

towards Katahdin.  
 

Cultural History extends over thousands of years. It is known that Native Americans 

traveled up and down Wassataquoik and the East Branch, established seasonal camps, 

hunted game, and fished for Atlantic salmon and trout. During the latter half of the 19th 

Century the two valleys were used as the major access routes for the early exploration of 

Katahdin. Throughout the 19th and early 20th Century the area witnessed intensive logging 

and river drives that sent saw logs and later pulp wood down river to the sawmills and 

paper mills. In the 19th Century a few sporting camps developed along the Wassataquoik 

and East Branch affording adventuresome hunters and fishermen access to these remote 

reaches of the Penobscot drainage. Early visitors included the artists John James Audubon in 

1832, Fredrick Church starting in 1852 returning over his lifetime until 1900. Henry David 

Thoreau on his 4th and last trip to Katahdin traveled down the East Branch. 

 

The majestic landscape of valleys and woodlands east of Katahdin inspired two important 

20th Century conservationists, Theodore Roosevelt and Percival Baxter. In 1878, Roosevelt, 

a junior at Harvard College, visited the area to improve his health and stamina. In 1879, 



Roosevelt climbed Katahdin from Stacyville up the East Branch and Wassataquoik to 

Katahdin Lake and the summit. Similarly, in 1920, 41 years later, Percival Baxter, at the age 

of 44 and later the governor of Maine, it is often said, stood on the ridge near Stacyville and 

determined to protect Katahdin for the people of Maine. From an 18th Century wilderness, 

home only to Native Americans, the area of the proposed park played a significant role in 

shaping the economy of the region and through its lumber and pulp wood export it helped 

shape world commerce. Through the paintings of Frederick Church, George Hallowell and 

many others it helped shape the American understanding of wilderness, and from the early 

explorers, including Theodore Roosevelt and Percival Baxter, it gave definition and a 

foothold to 20th Century land conservation in the United States. 

 

Sportsmen and recreationists have been coming to this area for 200 years. Within the 

proposed park superlative opportunities for public enjoyment exist year-round. With 

primary access from the north and east, canoeing, rafting, fishing, hiking, mountain biking, 

painting and photography of landscapes and wildlife, and nature education will be 

improved and continue along the rivers, streams ponds via backcountry trails. An extension 

of the Appalachian National Scenic Trail, the International Appalachian Trail (IAT/SIA) 

crosses a 30-mile stretch of the proposed park from Baxter State Park to Grand Lake 

Matagamon as it threads its way northeast to Canada and Europe. 

 

Regional and Park Access 

 

The Katahdin Region of Maine is readily accessible from both the north and the south via 

Interstate 95.  Half way between Bangor and Houlton, ME at approximately 60 miles each 

way, it is positioned along major domestic and Canadian tourism travel routes. Bangor is a 

full-service city including an airport with international and domestic flight service, and is 

the diverging point between Acadia National Park and the proposed national park. The 

drive between Stacyville, via Bangor, and Acadia National Park is 2.5-hours.  

 

Primary public access to the national park will be from I-95 at Medway or Sherman, then 

along the Grindstone Scenic Byway (Route 11) via a southern entrance near Stacyville and a 

north entrance off the Grand Lake Road at Baxter State Park.  

 

Public Use and Enjoyment 

 

The park will support a wide range of recreational, educational and cultural activities. 

Hiking or river trips will allow for the interpretation of the natural and cultural history of 

the park.  Hiking trial highpoints will provide superlative views of Katahdin, Katahdin Lake 

and other smaller ponds and stream valleys.  Foot and water travel along the Wassataquoik 

and the East Branch provide opportunities for contemplative and active recreation. 

Volunteers can staff the abandoned forest fire lookout on Deasey Mountain and interpret 

for the public the historical technology of fire lookouts and their lifestyles. Those who climb 

to the top of Deasey Mountain will be rewarded with commanding view of Katahdin, and the 

valleys of Wassataquoik Stream, Sandy Stream, the Seboeis River, and the East Branch of the 

Penobscot River.  Throughout the park, visitors can relate the history of early exploration 

and the original surveyor east-west monument line that bisects the property, the inspiring 

interpretations of the landscape by internationally recognized artists, the history of logging, 

the technologies and products that were developed by the timber industry, and the story of 

the never-ending transition of the forest ecology. 

 



Interpretation and Education programs will be established for park visitors and outreach 

will be made to regional schools and service organizations. Within the park, ranger or 

volunteer led interpretive talks and campfires will be ongoing at various locations covering 

various natural and cultural topics. A system of wayside exhibits will be designed and 

located at vistas and other points of interests. Offsite programs designed for schools and 

other organizations will carry the story of the park throughout the region. 

 

Automobile access will be provided at both the north and south end of the park and will 

support park use throughout 3 seasons of the year. ATVs will not be allowed in the park. 

 

In the north, the entrance will be via the Messer Pond Road running 3.5 miles south off the 

south side of the Grand Lake Stream Road. The road will terminate at a trailhead less than a 

mile from the East Branch.  A 0.5-milespur, Oxbow Road, will provide canoe and tent 

camping access to the East Branch.   

 

In the south the park entrance will be west of Route 11 in Stacyville. Automobiles will enter 

the park at the beginning of a “park loop road” southeast of Wassataquoik Mountain. The 

18.3-mile loop road will be designated on existing, well-established logging roads. The loop 

will provide access to trail heads for hiking, camping, seasonal river trips on Wassataquoik 

Stream, and scenic vistas of the park and Mount Katahdin. To allow legal public access, a 

small bridge and short connector road needs to be constructed at the southern entrance.  

 

Winter Use will include cross-country skiing on groomed and ungroomed trails, 

snowshoeing, camping and snowmobile use limited to the loop road and the existing trail to 

Lookout Mountain.  

 

Pros and Cons of Automobile and Snowmobile Use are the subject of ongoing discussion. 

The national park should provide for this activity. Managed, four-season automobile and 

snowmobile access to the park allows for the greatest number of visitors while affecting less 

than one percent of the total park area. Visitors from the region or from distant places will 

be able to see views similar to those of the early explorers. The magnificent view of 

Katahdins’ Great Basin, Keep Ridge, Pamola Peak, the Knife Edge, Baxter Peak and Hamlin 

Peak frame the landscape. In the north, the snowmobile trail to the “Lookout” will sustain a 

longstanding and sought after winter use tradition. There will be noise associated with this 

use yet they can be managed to drastically minimize negative effects. Speed control 

throughout the four seasons will minimize noise. Partnerships with snowmobiles clubs can 

insure voluntary patrols and compliance. In summary, the increased opportunity for 

increased visitors and the minimal impact on the landscape supports the extremely limited 

presence of automobile and snowmobiles in the park.   

 

Park Entrance Fees provide an opportunity to offset operating costs. Limited parking fees 

can be collected at the west end of the Stacyville Road and at the end of the Messer Pond 

Road. The auto loop road provides an opportunity to collect far more significant revenues. 

Fee collection stations give the park user an opportunity to connect directly with a Park 

Ranger and the ranger the opportunity to provide information and to reinforce the values 

and significance of the park. 

 

Visitor services facilities will be provided in two venues. A modest visitor center at a 

commanding scenic vista east of the park along the Stacyville Road and a modest visitor 

orientation station along the western side of the park loop road will be developed. 



Potentially a similar visitor orientation station will be developed on the Messer Pond Road 

near the trailhead parking area. In addition to providing a wayside to allow views of the 

commanding vistas and associated short nature trails, the facilities would offer bathrooms, 

retail sales by a park cooperating association, and light refreshments. Both of these facilities 

will serve as demonstrations of sustainable design and renewable energy. Snowmobile 

users of the loop road, as well, will enjoy comfort and refreshments at the visitor 

orientation station. 

 

Scientific study opportunities exist within the park. Due to the logging history the forest is 

a successional matrix of mixed age and species. It is also contains two of Bailey’s eco regions, 

the Adirondack-New England Mixed Forest-Coniferous Forest-Alpine Meadow Province and 

the Laurentian Mixed Forest Province.  Wildlife species are responding to habitats created 

by clearings and edges created by past logging. Inventory and Monitoring of the 

successional forest and wildlife change and the potential effects on the range of eco regions 

due to climate change provide important opportunities for scientific study.  

 

Youth Employment and Education is a locally important contribution of the park. 

The park will partner with the Maine Conservation Corps. In existence since 1983 the Maine 

Conservation Corps (and AmeriCorps) have been “getting things done, strengthening 

communities, encouraging responsibility, and expanding opportunities.” The park will co-

sponsor with local organizations and individual volunteers “no child left inside” programs 

to promote physical well-being and teach outdoor education and life-long recreation skills. 

Initial projects will include restoration of the historic Keep Path and a tote road trail along 

the Wassataquoik Stream connecting with trails in Baxter State Park, the research, mapping 

and clearing of vista overlooks along the loop road, trail mapping with GIS, maintaining 

trails and trail signs.  

 

History, Culture and the Arts Programs will be established. These programs will include 

recording oral histories from loggers, sportsmen, and Native Americans, re-creation of 

traditional Maine woods cultural events typical of the 19th and early 20th Centuries, and 

artists or writers in residence.  The artists and writers might stay in one or two backcountry 

cabins remaining in the park area or in facilities immediately adjacent to the park.  These 

programs will be done in partnership with local historical societies, museums and cultural, 

arts and writers groups.  

 

Traditional Maine Woods Multiple-Use Areas 

 

Traditional Maine Woods multi-use areas will be established to permanently establish 

traditional uses on lands east of the East Branch Penobscot River and in areas west of 

Brownville Junction near Sebec Lake. EPI currently owns more than 50,000 acres in these 

two areas and is willing to purchase from willing sellers additional lands in fee or 

easements for this purpose. If the property is purchased in fee title it will be resold to a 

future private buyer once easements are in place or it might be donated to a public agency 

such as the State of Maine as a Wildlife Management Area.  The permanent easements 

would provide for fishing and hunting, sustainable/habitat enhancement forestry, and 

public access for passive recreation. Permanent snowmobile and ATV right of ways would 

also be established along the respective Interconnected Trail Systems.   

  



Regional Tourism 

 

One can readily point to municipalities or regions that serve as gateways to national parks 

that have economically benefited from the park’s presence.  The source of this benefit 

comes from visitor expenditures, income to park employees, population growth, and real 

estate values. 

 

Clearly the tourist economy is not new to the Katahdin Region but it can grow. New park 

visitors or visitors who extend their stay purchase food (groceries and restaurants), 

lodging, fuel, retail and recreation services in the local communities.  

 

The presence of a national park creates and promotes the concept of a tourism community 

and in many places these communities have become destination areas for a new population 

of residences thus improving property values and potentially reducing the mill rate on 

property taxes. 

 

The presence of a national park would create incentives to expand or create small 

businesses.  Creation of the Tradition Maine Woods Multiple-Use Area and the permanent 

location of the snowmobile Interconnected Trail System and the permanent hunting and 

fishing rights would provide greater predictability for the associated small businesses. 

 

Additionally the concept of a major multi-purpose visitor information and commercial 

services facility should be explored.  In one strategic location, the NPS and State could 

partner in a visitor information facility. The same complex could offer retail and 

visitor/sportsman service information, galleries for locally produced art and traditional 

crafts exhibition and sales. This complex could also include the development of a major 

regional museum. This museum (through archives, objects, photography and art) could 

interpret the story of the Native Americans past and present, the presence of numerous 

European ethnic populations, the historic importance of water to the ecology and economy 

of the region, the story of land ownership and logging past and present, and the history of 

the lumber and the pulp and paper industries in the region. The story of the Katahdin 

Region and the Penobscot River is significant in the American story. The museum in its own 

right could become a major education facility and tourist attraction.   

 

Park Name 

 

The park name deserves some thought at this juncture. Generally, national parks are named 

in association with their location. Currently there seems to be general agreement that the 

appropriate name has not been identified. A decision is not needed at this point but seeking 

the appropriate name should continue. When considering location thought can be given to 

such names as East Branch Penobscot National Park, East of Katahdin National Park and 

Wassataquoik National Park.  
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National Park 
Activities 
•Paddle Sports 
•Trails 
•Camping 
•Fishing 

National Park 3-Season Use: 
_ Paddle Sgorts 

• TWO Rivers: 
- East Branch Penobscot River (22 miles) 

• 5 sets of rapids 
- Wassataquoik Stream (13 miles) 

• Yi mile of rapids at Orin Falls 

• Ponds: 
- Little Messer 
- Messer 
- Hathorn 
- Big Robar 
- Little Hathorn 
- Moose 
- Deasey 
- Unnamed 
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National Park 3-Season Use: Trails 

• Hiking: 
- On EPI: 7 named peaks >1300ft 

• Kelloch (1368'), Wassataquoik (1368'), Barnard 
(1558'), beasey (1942'), Lunksoos (1762'), 
Hathorn (1470), 9 illfish (1601') 

• Big Robar Ribbed Moraine 
- Nearby: East Turner (2385') and Hunt (1480') 

• Cross-country Walking: 
- T elos Tote Road 
- Wassataquoik Tote Road 

• Mountain Biking along desi 
roads 

National Park 3-Season Use: Fishing 

• Rivers and Streams: 
- East Branch Penobscot River (22 miles) 
- Wassataquoik Stream (13 miles) 
- Sandy Stream (5 miles) 
- Many named and unnamed streams and 

brooks 

• Ponds: 
- Little Messer 
- Messer (Wild Brook Trout) 
- Hathorn (Native Brook Trout) 
- Big Robar (Native Brook Trout) 
- Little Hathorn (Native Brook Trout) 
- Moose 
- Deasey 
- Unnamed 
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National Park 3-Season Use: Camping 

• Tent-only: 
- Sandbank Stream-accessible by car 
- Wassataquoik Stream near Orin Falls 
- River Trip Sites: 

• Upper East Branch 
• Stair Falls 
• Haskell Deadwater 
• Pond Pitch 
• Bowlin Falls 
• Big Spring Brook 
• Hathorn Landing 
• Big Seboeis 

• IAT Lean-to: 
- Katahdin Brook near Rocky Pond 
- Wassataquoik Stream near Katahdin Brook 
- Lunksoos Mountain 
- Grand Pitch 

National Park Winter Use: Trails 

• Snowshoeing: 
- 7 named peaks >1300ft 
- Nearby: East Turner (2385') and Hunt (1480') 
- Hundreds of miles of gravel roads 

• Cross-country Skiing (Groomed and 
Backcountry): 
- Groomed: Telos Tote Rd, Lookout Trail, Loop Road 
- Hundreds of miles of gravel roads for backcountry 

ski in 
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National Park Winter Use: Camping 

• Tent-only, accessible in winter: 
- Sandbank Stream 
- Wassataquoik Stream near Orin Falls 
- Upper East Branch 
- Stair Falls 
- Haskell Deadwater 
- Pond Pitch 
- Hathorn Landing 

• IAT Lean-to: 
- Katahdin Brook near Rocky Pond 
- Wassataquoik Stream near Katahdin Brook 
- Lunksoos Mountain 
- Grand Pitch 

./--
Multiple Use Arear 
Activities 
•Paddle Sports 
•Trails 
•Camping 
•Fishing 
•Hunting 
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Multi-Use Area 3-Season Use: 
Paddle S~orts 

• Bodies of Water 
- Seboeis River (9.2 miles) 
- Kimball Deadwater 
- Twin Ponds 

Multi-Use Area 3-Season Use: Trails 

• Hiking: 
- On EPI: Peaked Mtn (820ft) and Lookout Mtn 

(804ft) 
- Kimball Brook Loop 

• Mountain Biking along designated tote 
roads 

• Horseback Riding along designated roads 
and trails 
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Multi-Use Area 3-Season Use: Fishing 

• Boat/Trailer access on Seboeis and East 
Branch Penobscot Rivers 

• Canoe/Shore Fishing Opportunities: Twin 
Pond #1 & #2, two unnamed ponds, 
several flowages 

• Brook trout, landlocked salmon 

Multi-Use Area 4-Season Use: Hunting 

• Big and Small Game Hunting Opportunities: 
- Moose 
- Bear 
- Deer 
- Snowshoe Hare 
- Turkey 
- Ruffed Grouse 
- Waterfowl 
- Woodcock 
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Multi-Use Area 3-Season Use: Camping 

• Tent-only: 
- Kimball Brook 
- Seboeis River (near Kimball Brook) 
- Others to be identified 

• Back-country "Leave No Trace" camping 
is allowed where campsites are not 
designated 

• Car camping wi ll be provided by private 
campgrounds outside the Multi-Use area 

Multi-Use Area 3-Season Use: Driving 

• Access via three major routes: 
- Stacyville 

• Swift Brook Rd 
• Shennan Lumber Company Rd 

- Patten 
• American Thread Rd 

• Scenic vistas/overlooks/rest stops 
- Entrance of Swift Brook Rd 
- Mile 9 on Sherman Lumber Company Rd 
- Throughout the "Seboeis River Parcel" 

• Five Day-Use Areas 
- Philpot bridge on Seboeis River, Ragged Brook, 

Unnamed Brook, Kimball Brook, and Twin Ponds 
• Visitor Center along Stacyville Rd r---t------'--::..__.._~-4:11 
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Multi-Use Area Winter Use: Trails 

• Snowshoeing: 
- Peaked Mtn (820') 
- Many miles of gravel roads 

• Cross-country Skiing (Groomed and 
Backcountry): 
- Many miles of gravel roads for backcountry skiing 
- Potential for groomed trails 

.---~~...,..,...~~~~~---,, 

Multi-Use Area Winter Use: Camping 

• Tent-only accessible by 
ski/snowshoe: 
- Kimball Brook 
- Seboeis River (near Kimball Brook) 

• Back-country "Leave No Trace" 
camping is allowed where 
campsites are not designated 
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Multi-Use Area 
Winter Use: 

Snowmobiling 

• Permanent snowmobile trails 
along the Interconnected Trail ~ 
System (ITS) 
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Multiple Use Area Activities 
• Fishing • Snowmobiling • Trails 

• Hunting • Camping 
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National Park & Multi-Use Area: 
Natural History & Land Use 

• Pre-17th Century: Native Americans 
traveled the Wassataquoik and East 
Branch 

• 17th-2Qth Century: Changing land 
ownership and logging practices 

• 19th Century: Wassataquoik and East 
Branch valleys used in exploration of 
Katahdin 

• 19th & 20th centuries: 
- Intense harvesting & river drives 
- sporting camp establishment 
- Naturalist-Artists-Conservationists 

• Audubon 
• Church 
• Thoreau 
• Roosevelt 
• Baxter 

National Park & Multi-Use Area: 
Artists and Writers in Residence 

• Artist and Writer's Studios 
- Lunksoos Camps (several cabins) 

• East Branch Penobscot River 
- Sandy Stream Cabin 

• Burntland Pond near Baxter State Park and 
Sandy Stream 

- Goodyear Cabin 
• Haskell Deadwater, East Branch Penobscot •·-~ 

River 
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National Park & Multi-Use Area: 
Scientific Study 

• Inventory and Monitoring 
- Wildlife response to forest succession 
- Forest species mix 
- Climate Change 

• Two of Bailey's eco-regions: 
- Adirondack-New England Mixed Forest­

Coniferous Forest-Alpine Meadow 
Province 

- Laurentian Mixed Forest Province 

National Park & Multi-Use Area: 
Interpretation & Education 

• Park ranger or volunteer-led interpretive talks and 
campfires 

• Wayside exhibits located at vistas and other points of 
interest 

• Offsite programs to schools and other organizations 
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National Park & Multi-Use Area: 
Visitor Services & Facilities 

• Visitor Center along the Stacyville Road 

• Visitor Orientation Station along the western side of the park 

loop road and potentially north entrance 

• "Gateway" federal-state multi-purpose visitor information and 

commercial services facility should be explored 

National Park & Multi-Use Area: 
History, Culture & Arts Programs 

• Oral histories from loggers, sportsmen, and Native 
Americans 

• Re-creation of traditional Maine woods cultural events 

• Artists or writers in residence 

• Partnerships with Patten Lumbermen's Museum and other 
local historical societies, museums and cultural, arts, and 
writers groups 
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National Park & Multi-Use Area: 
Youth Employment & Education 

• Maine Conservation Corps 
- Initial Projects 
- Restoration of the historic Keep Path 
- Establish a trail on tote road along the upper Wassataquoik Stream, 

connecting to Baxter State Park 
- Research, Mapping, and Clearing of vista overlooks along the loop 

road 
- Trail mapping with GIS 
- Trail sign making and installation 
- Maintaining Trails and Trail Signs 

National Park & Multi-Use Area: 

• Park Employees 
- Administration 
- Rangers 
- Maintenance 

• Tourism 
• Guides & Outfitters 

Jobs 
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National Park 3-Season Use Option: 

• Park Loop Road 
- 18.3 miles 

Park Roads 

- Due west of Deasey Ponds Trailhead and the end of 
Stacyville Rd 

- Common wildlife encounters 
- Visitor Orientation Station 
- Interpretive signs, scenic overlooks, and natural features to 

explore 
• Messer Pond Road 

- 3.5 miles to trailhead parking-Visitor Orientation Station 
- Access to canoe launch on East Branch Penobscot River 

via Oxbow Rd 

National Park Winter Use Option: 
Snowmobiling 

• Park Loop Road 
- Interpretive signs, scenic overlooks, and natural 

features to explore 
- Spectacular views of Mt. Katahdin 

• Lookout Trail 
- Expansive views West, East, and South 

- Views of peaks in Baxter State~P~a~rk~---_b:~~~~~::;--_JI 
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Projects to Support Recreation 
Activities 

1. Park and Multi-Use Area Rules and Map 
Access and parking - Stacyville and Messer Pond Roads 
designated roads on the east side of East Branch 

2. Boat access and parking - Lunksoos and Seboeis River (Philpot) 
3. Grade the American Thread Road (4-miles) 
4 . Picnic tables (3 or 4 ) at various east-side pond and stream locations 
5. Establish Maine Conservation Corps program 
6. Continue artist and writer in residence 
7. Commercial use requirements - permit and liability insurance 

Overall Safety Concern 

-

The condition of 4 bridges on the park loop road should be replaced for safety 
reasons if numerous trips are planned on this loop. 

Option for Loop Road 
1. To afford legal public access - small bridge and short road connection, west end of 

Stacyville Road 
2. Complete road signage 
3. Vista clearing 
4. Wayside exhibits 

Summary 

• A National Park will permanently protect and provide public 
use on 75,000 acres of nationally significant woodlands, 
rivers and ponds west of the East Branch of the Penobscot 
River. 

• The 21,000+ multi-use acres east of the East Branch and 
40,000+ acres between Brownville and Greenville will 
permanently provide for fishing, hunting, snowmobiling, 
camping, trails, and sustainable/habitat enhancement 
forestry 

• The dedicated uses in these areas will give local recreation 
businesses predictable and reliable venues for their 
commercial activities 

• Increased and longer stay tourists and park employee 
salaries will benefit the local economy. 
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From: Ross, Molly
To: lucas st.clair
Subject: Re: Bob Mcintosh report
Date: Friday, August 14, 2015 11:03:54 AM

Lucas, we are having trouble opening the document.  Perhaps you could try to send it once
 more and see if that helps??  Thanks!

On Fri, Aug 14, 2015 at 12:24 PM, lucas st.clair < gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Molly,

I found the report. Here you are. I will also reach out to Bob to see if he thinks that he can
 help going forward. 

I hope your drive back to Lovell went well. It was great to spend the day with you!

Best,

Lucas St. Clair

C. 
O. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: Ross, Molly
To: lucas st.clair
Subject: Re: Bob Mcintosh report
Date: Friday, August 14, 2015 10:53:11 AM

Thanks, Lucas!  I lingered in the area on Thursday morning, and tried to get some cell phone
 photos that do justice to the area, but mostly failed---knowing that there are lots of good
 photos out there anyway!  I can't thank you enough for your time and work, and for all that
 you are doing.  

Molly

On Fri, Aug 14, 2015 at 12:24 PM, lucas st.clair < gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Molly,

I found the report. Here you are. I will also reach out to Bob to see if he thinks that he can
 help going forward. 

I hope your drive back to Lovell went well. It was great to spend the day with you!

Best,

Lucas St. Clair

C. 
O. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

(b) (6)

(b) (6)



From: lucas st.clair
To: Molly Ross
Subject: Bob Mcintosh
Date: Friday, August 14, 2015 12:54:03 PM
Attachments: Maine Woods Report for DOI.11.4.11 V3.pdf

Try this version. 

Lucas St. Clair

C. 
O. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

(b) (6)



A Maine Woods National Park 
The Proposal 
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OVERVIEW 

This report presents a proposal to create a new unit of the National Park System in the Maine woods 

immediately east of Baxter State Park.  The report generally reflects the requirements of the Management 

Policies of the National Park Service, specifically Chapter 1.3 Criteria for Inclusion in the National Park 

System.  It outlines the nature of a gift to the United States offered for the purpose of establishing the 

proposed Maine Woods National Park, the proposed purpose of the park, and supplemental information 

regarding park operating expenses and revenues, youth employment opportunities, and a commitment to 

further traditional recreation use on additional lands outside the national park.  It also provides some 

preliminary information on the economic benefits resulting from the park’s creation. 

 

The Elliotsville Plantation, Inc. (EPI)  

Roxanne Quimby, Founder 
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PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSED PARK 

The Maine Woods National Park is proposed to protect an area of the Maine woods for the purposes of 

maintaining the natural ecological processes within the area, supporting scientific research, and, providing 

for recreation use and enjoyment. 

 

The establishment of a national park in the Katahdin Region would add value to the region’s rural 

economy. Increased revenues from park employee and new visitors or extended stay visitors would be 

welcomed income in the region. 
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THE GIFT 

Roxanne Quimby, through the foundation, Elliotsville Plantation, Inc. (EPI) proposes to donate to the 

United States an area east of Baxter State Park and west of the East Branch Penobscot River to become the 

Maine Woods National Park.  In addition EPI is committed to establishing EPI Traditional Multiple-Use 

Areas on privately owned lands.  The Traditional Multiple-Use Area concept is outlined on page 21. 

 

Land for the Proposed Park   

Currently EPI owns 59,188 acres west of the East Branch Penobscot River and is willing to purchase 

additional lands in that area for the proposed park. In general terms the proposed park may encompass 

approximately 75,000 acres. Map 1 depicts the proposed  park east of Baxter State Park and other state 

lands and includes a ½-mile setback from the east side of the East Branch Penobscot River as shown on 

the EPI-owned lands.  

 

The Endowment:  

EPI is committed to establish a $40,000,000 endowment for the proposed park’s management and 

operations. To that end, $20,000,000 has been currently set aside and the Foundation has pledged to raise 

an additional $20,000,000 by 2016. Income from the endowment will be donated to the park. 
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This section provides a response to the Criteria for Inclusion in the National Park System, NPS 

Management Policies 2006. 

 

 

CRITERIA FOR INCLUSION IN THE NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM  

1.3 Criteria for Inclusion 

Congress declared in the National Park System General authorities Act of 1970 that areas comprising 

the national park system are cumulative expressions of a single national heritage. Potential additions to 

the national park system should therefore contribute in their own special way to a system that fully 

represents the broad spectrum of natural and cultural resources that characterize our nation. The 

National Park Service is responsible for conducting professional studies of potential additions to the 

national park system when specifically authorized by an act of Congress, and for making 

recommendations to the Secretary of the Interior, the President, and Congress. Several laws outline 

criteria for units of the national park system and for additions to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers 

System and the National Trails System. To receive a favorable recommendation from the Service, a 

proposed addition to the national park system must (1) possess nationally significant natural or cultural 

resources, (2) be a suitable addition to the system, (3) be a feasible addition to the system, and (4) 

require direct NPS management instead of protection by other public agencies or the private sector. 

These criteria are designed to ensure that the national park system includes only the most outstanding 

examples of the nation’s natural and cultural resources. These criteria also recognize that there are 

other management alternatives for preserving the nation’s outstanding resources.1 
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1.3.1 NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE. NPS professionals, in consultation with subject-matter experts, 

scholars, and scientists, will determine whether a resource is nationally significant. An area will be 

considered nationally significant if it meets all of the following criteria: 

• I t is an outstanding example of a particular type of resources. 

• I t possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the natural or cultural 

themes of our nation 's heritage. 

• I t offers superlative opportunities for public enjoyment or f or scientific study. 

• I t retains a high degree of integrity as a true, accurate, and relatively unspoiled example of a 

resource. National significance f or cultural resources will be evaluated by apply ing the National 

Historic Landmarks criteria contained in 36 CFR Part 65 (Code of Federal Regulations) . 

The following is a summruy response to the 4 c1ite1ia for national significance. 

• I t is an outstanding example of a particular type of resources. 

The proposed pru·k is envisioned at an estimated 75,000 acres east of Baxter State Pru·k in the spru·sely 

populated no1them section of Penobscot County, Maine. Acquired over time sta1t ing in 2003, the land 

includes po1t ions of four major watersheds--Wassataquoik Stream, Sandy Stream, the Seboeis River, and 
the wild, spectacular East Branch of the Penobscot. Within the shadow of Mount Katahdin, Maine's 

highest mountain (5,267 feet), and Traveler Mountain (3 ,392 feet) to the n01th, the proposed pru·k will 

protect the East Branch valley ecosystems, views to and from Baxter State Park and provide vru·ied 

opportunities for outdoor recreation four seasons of the year (see Map 4). 

The segment of the Penobscot East 
Branch, which the proposed pru·k 

encompasses, is chru·acte1ized by rapids 
and waterfalls, including Stair Falls, 

Haskell Rock Pitch, Pond Pitch, Grand 

Pitch, and the Hulling Machine. A 1970s 

study identified the river as a potential 

addition to the National Wild and Scenic 

Rivers System, and the 1982 Maine 

Rivers Study listed the East Branch 

system, including the Seboeis River and 
Wassataquoik Stream, among its A­

ranked 1ivers, declru·ing the system to be one of the least-developed watersheds in the No1theast. The study 

obse1ved that the watershed has a significant population potential for the restoration of ocean-nm Atlantic 

salmon, and is also notable as a high-quality native brook trout fishe1y. 
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The region is characterized by rich biodiversity, 
from hilltops and banens and steep slopes to ravines 

and coves, floodplains forests, and wet basins. The 

Nature Conse1vancy (TNC) has classified some 

4,000 acres of the total as "critical for biodiversity 

conse1vation", as the area's ecosystems are likely to 

harbor rare or uncommon plants and animals. An 

invento1y conducted from 2004 to 2008 recorded 

exemplruy bluebeny lichen and sprnce-heath 
bruTens, two communities considered imperiled in 

Maine, and pmple clematis and fragrant fem, two 

rare plants in Maine, among other uncommon plant 

species. Dwarf shrnb bogs and boggy fens are home 

to dwarf heath shrnbs, sedges, and orchids, as well 

as rare dragonflies and butterflies. The matrix forest 
that covers most of the rest of the area is pa1t of 

TNC's highest pri01ity for conse1vation. 

A winter track smvey in the proposed park area, 

conducted by the Maine Deprutment of Inland 

9 

Fisheries and Wildlife in 2007 and EPI in 2011, found the presence of the federally threatened Canada 

lynx. Using aerial photography captured in 2010, EPI has since mapped some 13,000 acres oflynx 

foraging habitat, namely eru·ly successional sprnce-fir forest favored by the snowshoe hru·e, the prima1y 

food for lynx, and is developing a lynx habitat management plan for the ru·ea. Moose, bear, deer, coyotes 

and 78 avian species (nesting) also populate the landscape (see Map 5). 

canada Lynx tracks 
PholD:s.m~ 

The ru·ea of the proposed park is an outstanding example of a transition forest between the southern 

broadleaf deciduous forest zone and the n01them boreal forest zone. The proposed pru·k would become the 

lru·gest and most n01them natural resource park in the NPS No1theast No1them Temperate Network and 
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would overlay the Adirondack-New England Mixed Forest-Coniferous Forest-Alpine Meadow Province 
and the Laurentian Mixed Forest Province eco-regions as defined by Bailey2 (see Map 6). 

The adjacent Baxter State Park encompasses 200,000 acres of wilderness and public forests . From the top 

of Katahdin, p1ivately owned land is a sho1t 5 miles to the east. Long tenn, the potential for adverse use 

adjacent to Baxter State Park and the potential for year-round recreation home subdivisions exist. From 

the high west facing slopes within the proposed park, the views ofKatahdin and the Great Basin are 

spectacular. These are the same views witnessed by the early explorers and aitists. From Katahdin the 

views to the east would be unintenupted woodlands with no pin-points of light intem1pting the night sky. 

• I t possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the natural or cultural 

themes of our nation 's heritage. 

The ai·ea of the proposed national pai·k encompasses the lower 13 miles ofWassataquoik Stream and the 

22 miles of the East Branch of the Penobscot River sta1ting approximately 1.25 miles down 1iver from the 

dain at Grand Lake Matagamon. Except for logging, the ai·ea has no development and remains viitually 
unchanged, providing an area of exceptional value and quality to interpret the natural and cultural histo1y 

of the area. 

Native Americans traveled up and down Wassataquoik and the East Branch, established seasonal camps, 

hunted game, and fished for Atlantic salmon and trout. There is no physical, ai·chival or oral evidence that 

pe1manent Native American settlements were established along these watercourses within the proposed 

pai·k boundaiy.3 During the latter half of the 19th centwy the two valleys were used as the major access 
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routes for the early exploration of Katahdin.4  Throughout the 19th and early 20th century the area 

witnessed intensive logging and river drives that sent saw logs and later pulp wood down river to the saw 

mills from Old Town to Bangor and later, pulp wood floated to the paper mills in Millinocket and East 

Millinocket and further down river to Old Town and Bucksport.5 In the late 19th century, a few sporting 

camps developed along the Wassataquoik and East Branch affording adventuresome hunters and 

fishermen access to these remote reaches of the Penobscot drainage.6  

 

The development of the early roads and railroads afforded easier access to Katahdin from the east side 

during the last half of the 19th century.  Logging roads and camps also assisted the means of access.  It 

was not uncommon, however, that early travelers journeying down the East Branch accessed the 

headwaters via Moosehead Lake, the headwaters of the West Branch with a portage to the East Branch.  

Early visitors included the artists John James Audubon in 1832 and Fredrick Church, starting in 1852 and 

returning over his lifetime until 1900. Henry David Thoreau on his 4th and last trip to Katahdin traveled 

down the East Branch. In 1903 George Hawley Hallowell painted “Wassataquoik River Drive”, now in the 

permanent collection of the Corcoran Gallery of Art in Washington, DC.7  Numerous artists, photographers 

and writers have continued for the past 175 years to visit and artistically interpret the valleys, ponds and 

peaks surrounding of the East Branch. 

 

The lower, southerly reach of the Wassataquoik lies at the center of the proposed park. It carries a high 

volume of water, is strewn with boulders that cascade the rushing stream downward in great turmoil.  Tall, 

stately white pines and spruce drew loggers in the 1840s.  As the area opened to logging, easier, but ever 

changing, access for the increasing number of explorers and recreationists became available.  

 

The East Branch, the central spine of the areas’ streams, rises far to the north.  It, like the Wassataquoik, 

has seen log drives, artists and explorers. Flowing south the river is dotted with pitches or falls and short 

expanses of flat water.  

 

Geologic features of significance are evident throughout the area, from small mountains to rock outcrops 

and glacial topography, which have been studied by such eminent geologists as Dabney Caldwell, Robert 

Neuman, and Douglas Rankin. The area, dominated by the granitic Katahdin pluton, displays adjacent 

exposed bedrock 360 to 500 million years old, with many well-preserved fossil occurrences. The highest 

summits on the properties are Deasey Mountain (1,964 feet) and Lunksoos Mountain (1,811 feet), views 

from which are spectacular, especially looking west towards Katahdin. Glacial features include carved 

headwalls, cirques, sharp ridges, and glacial till, moraines, and eskers--sinuous steep-sided ridges of sand 

and gravel.  The area contains at least two areas of geologic interest and significance, Haskell Rock and 

Cambrian Grand Pitch Formation.  Haskell Rock is a conglomerate pillar attached to bedrock of the same 

formation.  Conglomerates are of special interest due to their appearance and because they represent a 

dynamic time in geologic history.8 The Cambrian Grand Pitch formation follows 1000 feet of riverbank 

along the East Branch at the Grand Pitch. The rock consisted of light greenish-gray quartzite with thinner 

layers of slate.9 The Grand Pitch formation represents a complex exposure of Paleozoic rock strata, one of 
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the longest in the Maine. A more detailed discussion of the geology in the East Branch Sanctuary is 
provided in Dr. Bart De Wolf s ecological smvey of the East Branch propert ies East ofKatahdin, a 

resource for much of the information provided here. 10 

The majestic landscape of valleys and woodlands east ofKatahdin inspired two important 201h-centmy 

conservationists, Theodore Roosevelt and Percival Baxter. In 1878, Roosevelt, a junior at Harvard 

College, visited the ar·ea to improve his health and stamina. On his third visit to the region in the summer 
of 1879, Roosevelt climbed Katahdin from a likely route through Stacyville and up the Wassataquoik to 

Katahdin Lake.11 Roosevelt's approach to Katahdin from the east allowed him to travel through a vast 

vista of woodlands and mountains with the Katahdin massive always on the western horizon. This ear·ly 

journey shaped his character and formed, in part, the foundation for his life long endeavors in 

conservation. 12 Similarly, in 1920, 41 years later, Percival Baxter, at the age of 44 and later the governor 

of Maine, it is often said, stood on the ridge near Stacyville and determined to protect Katahdin for the 

people ofMaine,13 and in doing so he protected it for people from all over the world. After more than a 

decade of work and after the expenditure of his own funds to purchase the land, the Maine State 

Legislatm·e resolved to accept his donation ofland and established, in 1933, Baxter State Park 14 
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From an l 8th-centmy wilderness, home only to Native Americans, the area of the proposed park played a 
significant role in shaping the economy of the region, and through its lumber and paper expo1t it helped 

shape world commerce. Through the paintings of Frederick Church, George Hallowell and many others, it 

helped shape the American understanding of wilderness, and from the early explorers, including Theodore 

Roosevelt and Percival Baxter, it gave definition and a foothold to 20•h -centmy land conse1vation in the 

United States. 

• I t offers superlative opportunities for public enjoyment or f or scientific study. 

Sportsmen and recreationists have been coming to this area for 200 years. Within the proposed park, 

superlative opportunities for public enjoyment will exist year-round. With p1ima1y access to the proposed 

park from the north, east and potentially the south, canoeing, rafting, fishing, hiking, mountain biking, 

camping, painting and photography of landscapes and wildlife, and natm·e education will be welcomed on 

improved and backcountiy ti·ails. In the winter, opportunities for cross-countiy skiing and snowshoeing 

will replace hiking and mountain biking. An extension of the Appalachian National Scenic Trail, the 

International Appalachian Trail (IAT/SIA) crosses a 30-Inile sti·etch of the proposed park from Baxter 
State Park to Grand Lake Matagamon as it threads its way n01theast to Canada. Automobile access into the 

proposed park may be provided on existing roads from the n01th, east and south pending further study and 

consultation. An auto-road in the south end of the park creates an opportunity for a visitor overlook facility. 

This modest building would be constiucted at NPS LEED standards and would be completely off the grid. 

In addition to providing a wayside to enjoy the commanding vistas and associated sho1t natm·e ti·ails, the 

facility would offer bathrooms, sales by a park cooperating association, and light refreshments. 

Snowmobile access on these same possible auto routes will also be considered as well as year round use of 

the visitor overlook facility. Additional roadside outlooks and hiking trail highpoints will provide 
superlative views ofKatahdin, Katahdin Lake and other smaller ponds and stream valleys. Foot and water 

ti·avel along the Wassataquoik and the East Branch provide opportunities for contemplative and active 

recreation (see Map 7). 

Park rangers on walking, hiking or river 

ti·ips can interpret the natm·al and cultm·al 

histo1y of the area. Volunteers can staff 

the abandoned forest fire lookout on 

Deasey Mountain and inte1pret for the 

public the historical technology of fire 
lookouts and their lifestyles. Those who 

climb to the top of Deasey Mountain will 

be rewarded with commanding views of 

Katahdin and the valleys ofWassataquoik 

Stream, Sandy Sti·eam, the Seboeis River, 

and the East Branch of the Penobscot 
River. Throughout the proposed park, 
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rangers or volunteers can relate the history of early exploration, the inspiring interpretations of the 

landscape by internationally recognized artists, the history of logging, the technologies and products that 

were developed by the timber industry, and the story of the never ending transition of the forest ecology.  

 

The proposed park can co-sponsor with local organizations and individual volunteers “no child left inside” 

programs to promote physical well-being and teach outdoor education and life-long recreation skills. 

 

The history and location of the proposed park make it an attractive target for scientific study. Due to the 

logging history, it is a successional forest matrix of mixed age and species. It is also contains two of 

Bailey’s eco regions, the Adirondack-New England Mixed Forest-Coniferous Forest-Alpine Meadow 

Province and the Laurentian Mixed Forest Province.  Wildlife species are responding to habitats created 

by clearings and edges created by past logging. Inventory and monitoring of the successional forest and 

wildlife change and the potential effects on the eco regions range due to climate change offer important 

opportunities for scientific study.  

 

• It retains a high degree of integrity as a true, accurate, and relatively unspoiled example of a 

resource. 

The area of the proposed park has been logged for the better part of two centuries.  Over that time period 

logging haul roads were developed.  It is not an undisturbed forest, yet the small ponds and streams, 

Wassataquoik Stream and the East Branch of the Penobscot River remain unchanged. Small dams built to 

support the logging activity within the area of the proposed park have long washed away.  The forest is 

successional and left untouched will mature to one day represent a mature undisturbed forest.  Not unlike 

other units of the National Park System, including Acadia National Park, Delaware National Recreation 

Area and Shenandoah National Park, logging is part of these areas’ land use histories.  In short time the 

proposed Maine Woods National Park will be a true, accurate and relatively unspoiled example of the 

Maine Woods. 

 

3.3.2 SUITABILITY.  An area is considered suitable for addition to the National Park System if it 

represents a natural or cultural resource type that is not already adequately represented in the national park 

system, or is not comparably represented and protected for public enjoyment by other federal agencies; 

tribal, state, or local governments; or the private sector. Adequacy of representation is determined on a 

case-by-case basis by comparing the potential addition to other comparably managed areas representing 

the same resource type, while considering differences or similarities in the character, quality, quantity, or 

combination of resource values. The comparative analysis also addresses rarity of the resources, 

interpretive and educational potential, and similar resources already protected in the National Park System 

or in other public or private ownership. The comparison results in a determination of whether the proposed 

new area would expand, enhance, or duplicate resource protection or visitor use opportunities found in 

other comparably managed areas. 
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The proposed Maine Woods National Park presents an opportunity to protect an ecosystem generally 

unlike any other in the National Park System and is a suitable addition to the National Park System. The 

closest comparisons are Voyagers National Park in Minnesota and to a certain extent Isle Royale National 

Park in Michigan.   While these two parks reside in the same eco-region they are distinctively different.  

Voyagers National Park is water based with the visitor experience largely dependent on water access and 

water dependent activities. Isle Royale is also different.  Visitor access is only by boat and the island’s 

natural resources largely confined to the island have evolved with their own characteristics.   

 

The most immediate comparison is Baxter State Park immediately to the west.  Its main feature is 

Katahdin, Maine’s highest peak.  At 5,267 feet, Katahdin stands some 2,000 feet above any of the 

surrounding peaks.  The lower elevations of Baxter State Park contain the same general ecosystem of the 

proposed national park.  The major contrast is in the nature of the managed recreational use. Baxter State 

Park must be managed as a “forever wild” area and that mandate constrains the number of park users and 

limits certain activities.  The proposed national park, with potential year-round access at multiple points, 

can offer recreational activities to a greater number of people.  While the proposed national park is 

approximately one-third the size of Baxter, it is estimated that the proposed national park can manage 

three times the visitors.  

 

1.3.3 FEASIBILITY.  To be feasible as a new unit of the National Park System, an area must be (1) of 

sufficient size and appropriate configuration to ensure sustainable resource protection and visitor 

enjoyment (taking into account current and potential impacts from sources beyond proposed park 

boundaries), and (2) capable of efficient administration by the Service at a reasonable cost. In evaluating 

feasibility, the Service considers a variety of factors for a study area, such as the following: 

_ size 
_ boundary configurations 
_ current and potential uses of the study area and surrounding lands 
_ landownership patterns 
_ public enjoyment potential 
_ costs associated with acquisition, development, restoration, and operation 
_ access 
_ current and potential threats to the resources 
_ existing degradation of resources 
_ staffing requirements 
_ local planning and zoning 
_ the level of local and general public support (including landowners) 
_ the economic/socioeconomic impacts of designation as a unit of the national park system 
 
The feasibility evaluation also considers the ability of the National Park Service to undertake new 

management responsibilities in light of current and projected availability of funding and personnel. An 

overall evaluation of feasibility will be made after taking into account all of the above factors. However, 

evaluations may sometimes identify concerns or conditions, rather than simply reach a yes or no 

conclusion. For example, some new areas may be feasible additions to the National Park System only if 

landowners are willing to sell, or the boundary encompasses specific areas necessary for visitor access, or 
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state or local governments will provide appropriate assurances that adjacent land uses will remain 

compatible with the study area’s resources and values. 

 

The proposed area is of sufficient size and configuration to be managed as a national park.  It is currently 

accessible by a limited number of public roads and will be developed to provide additional access to and 

within the park.  Much of the proposed park lands are already owned by EPI, and EPI wishes to donate the 

property to the National Park Service.  EPI is willing to purchase additional parcels of land to make up an 

estimated 75,000-acre park.  

 

Initial estimates suggest the park would need an FTE of 25 and a $2,500,000 operating budget.  The funds 

to operate the proposed park would be largely offset from the income generated by an endowment, initially 

established at $40,000,000, and by income generated through the Recreation Fee Program. 

 

At this point in time, local support for the proposed park is mixed.  Many oppose for the following reason: 

they do not support additional federal land management areas in Maine; they fear the removal of the park 

lands from timber production will negatively impact the wood supply in the area; they fear the loss of 

snowmobile trails; and, they fear federal regulations, particularly air quality regulations, imposed by a new 

national park, will harm economic activity, especially the region’s long-standing pulp and paper mills. 

 

Currently Maine’s two U.S. Senators and the local Congressman do not support a National Park Service 

Special Resource Study. 

 

Many others do support the park.  Supporters represent some of the local businesses, the area Chamber of 

Commerce, the Katahdin area National Park Regional Citizen’s Evaluation Committee, and many of the 

town citizens and environmental organizations and individuals statewide.  Supporters believe that a 

diversified economy is best for the region and that the proposed national park, with its national and 

international recognition, will serve to increase the tourist economy. 

 

Importantly several elected officials have proposed conducting studies of the economic development 

opportunities and wood supply for the Katahdin Region.  These studies combined with a National Park 

Service Special Resource Study should present adequate information for the public and elected officials to 

make an informed decision.  

 

1.3.4 DIRECT NPS MANAGEMENT.  There are many excellent examples of the successful 

management of important natural and cultural resources by other public agencies, private conservation 

organizations, and individuals. The National Park Service applauds these accomplishments and actively 

encourages the expansion of conservation activities by state, local, and private entities and by other 

federal agencies. Unless direct NPS management of a studied area is identified as the clearly superior 

alternative, the Service will recommend that one or more of these other entities assume a lead 

management role, and that the area not receive national park system status. Studies will evaluate an 
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appropriate range of management alternatives and will identify which alternative or combination of 

alternatives would, in the professional judgment of the Director, be most effective and efficient in 

protecting significant resources and providing opportunities for appropriate public enjoyment. 

Alternatives for NPS management will not be developed for study areas that fail to meet any one of the 

four criteria for inclusion listed in section 1.3. In cases where a study area’s resources meet criteria for 

national significance but do not meet other criteria for inclusion in the national park system, the Service 

may instead recommend an alternative status, such as “affiliated area.” To be eligible for affiliated area 

status, the area’s resources must (1) meet the same standards for significance and suitability that apply to 

units of the national park system; (2) require some special recognition or technical assistance beyond 

what is available through existing NPS programs; (3) be managed in accordance with the policies and 

standards that apply to units of the national park system; and (4) be assured of sustained resource 

protection, as documented in a formal agreement between the Service and the nonfederal management 

entity. Designation as a “heritage area” is another option that may be recommended. Heritage areas have 

a nationally important, distinctive assemblage of resources that is best managed for conservation, 

recreation, education, and continued use through partnerships among public and private entities at the 

local or regional level. Either of these two alternatives (and others as well) would recognize an area’s 

importance to the nation without requiring or implying management by the National Park Service. 

 

Direct NPS management is appropriate for the proposed Maine Woods National Park.  First it meets 

criteria 1.3.1 – 1.3.2, and after further study and public involvement may well meet criteria 1.3.3.  Second, 

the NPS diverse and long-standing expertise is necessary to undertake the development and management 

of the area. Third, the desired economic development will not materialize without national and 

international drawing power the branding associated with a unit of the national park system.  

 

Finally it should be noted that EPI has purchased and will continue to purchase the lands from willing 

sellers for the sole intent to establish a unit of the National Park System.  Further, EPI has committed to 

establish a $40,000,000 endowment to support, through its annual income, the park’s operating budget.  

No other unit of the National Park System has benefited from such a gift. This is in own right is nationally 

significant.  Few others, and certainly in recent years, no others, have made such a commitment to 

preserving our national heritage.  
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REGIONAL AND PARK ACCESS 

The Katahdin Region of Maine, including the area of the proposed national park, is in the north-central 

region of the state and is readily accessible from both the north and the south via Interstate 95.  Half way 

between Bangor and Houlton, ME, at approximately 60 miles each way, it is positioned along major 

domestic and Canadian tourism travel routes. 

 

Exiting I-95 at Medway, one enters the southern end of the Katahdin Region. State Route 157 West leads 

to the Towns of East Millinocket and Millinocket and the southern entrance to Baxter State Park, also the 

southern end of Maine’s 89-mile Grindstone Scenic Byway. Route 11 North is the scenic byway to 

Stacyville, Sherman, and on to Patten. The scenic byway then follows State Route 159 North to Shin Pond. 

The byway then continues on the Grand Lake Road ending at the northern entrance to Baxter State Park. 

Access to the proposed national park would be from various points along the scenic byway.  There are no 

existing public roads into the property of the proposed park. Current land ownership would allow auto 

access to the park’s edge via an EPI-owned right-of-way near Sherman and pedestrian access from the 

north through Baxter State Park and from the logging roads near Staceyville.  Additional auto access 

routes to and within the park are under consideration. The outcome will depend on land ownership and 

further planning and consultation.  

 

YOUTH CONSERVATION CORPS  

The proposed Maine Woods National Park would partner with the Maine Conservation Corps. In existence 

since 1983 the Maine Conservation Corps (and AmeriCorps) have been “getting things done, 

strengthening communities, encouraging responsibility, and expanding opportunities.15”  Funding for this 

program would be insured by a permanent commitment from a percentage of the park’s endowment fund’s 

annual income.  

 

PROGRAMS FOR HISTORY, CULTURE AND THE ARTS  

Annually the proposed park would sponsor, through private funding, residential, independent study 

opportunities in the three topic areas.  These activities might include oral histories from loggers, sportsmen, 

and Native Americans, re-creation of traditional Maine woods cultural events typical of the 19th and early 

20th centuries, and artists or writers in residence.  The participants might stay in one or two backcountry 

cabins remaining in the proposed park area or in facilities immediately adjacent to the park.  These efforts 

would be coordinated with local historical societies, and cultural, arts and writers groups.  
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FINANCIAL PLAN 

For estimating purpose, costs and staffing information were taken from two natural resource parks of 

similar size.  

 

COSTS 
Park Size (acres) Visits Budget 

($million) 
FTE 

Great Sand 
Dunes 

85,900 289,000 2.3 24 

Guadalupe Mt. 86,000 180,000 3.0 29 
Maine Woods 75,000 270,000 2.5 25 

 

From this information 270,000 visits were estimated at the proposed park and the parks budget was 

estimated to be $2,500,000 supporting a FTE of 25 employees.  

 

INCOME 
Source Estimate 
Annual Income from the Endowment - 4% $1,600,000 

Annual Income from Recreation Fees (1) $   600,000 
Annual NPS base budget $   300,000  

(1) Entrance, camping and commercial use (for example: tour buses) fees to national parks vary but 
here it is assumed that the 7 day per car entrance fee is $20.00, the car accessible campsite fee is 
$30.00 per night. A local resident seasonal fee is $40.00. Seniors, 62 or over, are entitled to a 
$10.00 lifetime pass. Without real experience it is difficult to calculate the estimated fee revenue.  
At this time an estimate of approximately 20% on the Acadia National Park fee revenues are used 
($600,000). 

 

EPI TRADITIONAL MULTIPLE-USE AREAS 

EPI Traditional Multi-Use Areas are intended to permanently protect traditional uses on lands east of the 

East Branch Penobscot River and in areas west of Brownsville Junction near Sebec Lake. EPI currently 

owns more than 43,000 acres in these two areas and is willing to purchase from willing sellers additional 

lands in fee or easements for this purpose. If the property is purchased in fee title it will be resold to a 

future private buyer once easements are in place.  The permanent easements would provide for sustainable 

forestry, public access for passive recreation, fishing and hunting.  Permanent snowmobile and ATV right-

of-ways would also be established along the Interconnected Trail System.   
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REGIONAL TOURISM 

One can readily point to municipalities or regions that serve as gateways to national parks that have 

economically benefited from the park’s presence.  The source of this benefit comes from visitor 

expenditures and the multiplier job creation, income to park employees, population growth, real estate 

values and in some cases per capita income. 

 

Clearly the tourist economy is not new to the Katahdin Region but it can grow. New park visitors or 

visitors who extend their stay purchase food (groceries and restaurants), lodging, fuel, retail and recreation 

services in the local communities.  

 

The presence of a national park creates and promotes the concept of a tourism community and in many 

places these communities have become destination areas for a new population of residences thus 

improving property values and potentially reducing the mill rate on property taxes. 

 

The presence of a national park would create incentives to expand or create small businesses.  Creation of the 

EPI Traditional Multiple-Use Area and the permanent location of the snowmobile Interconnected Trail System 

and the hunting and fishing rights would provide greater predictability for the associated small businesses. 

 

Additionally the concept of a major multi-purpose visitor information and commercial services facility 

should be explored.  In one strategic location, the NPS and State could partner in a visitor information 

facility. The same complex could offer retail and visitor/sportsman service information, galleries for locally 

produced art and traditional crafts exhibition and sales.  This complex could also include the development 

of a major regional museum.  This museum (through archives, objects, photography and art) could interpret 

the story of the Native Americans past and present, the presence of numerous European ethnic populations, 

the historic importance of water to the ecology and economy of the region, the story of land ownership and 

logging past and present, and the history of the lumber and the pulp and paper industries in the region.  The 

story of the Katahdin Region and the Penobscot River is significant in the American story.  The museum in 

its own right could become a major education facility and tourist attraction. 
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Forest Cover in Proposed Maine Woods N ational Park 
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Elliotsville Plantation, Inc. - Recreation Trails in Proposed Maine Woods National Park 
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""landowner has not been known to prohibit walking across this land 
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