From: lucas st.clair

To: Molly Ross

Subject: Fwd: ROW email number 2

Date: Sunday, August 09, 2015 6:11:32 AM
Attachments: EPI1 Access to Millinocket.PDF

Lucas St. Clair

C.(b) (6)
0. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

Begin forwarded message:

From: Howard Lake <HLake@Ilakedenison.com>
Subject: ROW email number 2
Date: January 21, 2015 at 3:21:25 PM EST

To: 'lucas st.clair' <(b) (6) gmail.com>

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@|akedenison.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.



‘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 - Arcostook Timberlands - Huber - 2003

Prior to 1998, 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 1989, 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 T1
R8 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.

Ttem 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 Arocostook 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 Arocostook 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 & 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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3 . BARBARA A CASSIDY of Bangor, Penobscot County, Maine,
o _ ROSELLE C. FLYNN, #k/a Roscile M. Flynn, of Kenacbuniport, York County,

Maine,
CASSIDY TIMBERLANDS, LLC, 2 Maine limited libility company;
FLEET BANK OF MA!NE.-n corporation with a place of business tn Bangor.
Penobacot County, Mail;e, and MARY JANE HELFRICH, as Co-!‘runtm under Actiche
" Eighth of the Will of Jane M. Sallivan;
FLEET BANK OF MAINE, 3 corporation with 2 place of busiocss in Bangor,
Penabscol County, Maine and MARY JANE HELFRICH of Bangor, Maine, ss Co-Trustees

uader Artlcle Nioth of the 'Will of Jane M. Sullivan; and

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, a corporation with a place of business in Bangor,

b — i A .0

Penobscot County; Maine and MARY JANE HELFRICH of Bangor, Maine, as Co-Trustess,

/s Mary Jane Helfrich nuder Indenture of Trust *ll&_‘ll;t M. Sullivan dated
December 20, 1978, '

all l:ullcctive-ly refemred to hereinafier as “Grantors™ and having a mailing address of /o
Prentiss & Carfiste Management Co., Inc., P.O. Box 637, Bangor, Maine 04402-6037, hershy

‘grantto J. M. HUBE ON., a New Jersey comporation with a mailing address of
900 Sauth Main Street, Old Town, Maine 04468 (“Huber'") a non-exclusive right of way-fur all

f ' " purposes of ingress and egress, and a nos-exclusive easement for utility services within 2 one

: _ hundred foot (100°) strip of land (“the Easement Sirip") more particularly described in

' Schedule A). The Easement Strip leads from the public road known as State Route'151 through
a portion of Grantors' land in Millinocket {formerly Township A Range 7 W.E.L.S.). Penobscot
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County, Maine described in the deed of Edythe Rice Dyer to Barbara A, Cassidy, et al. dated

December 4, 1981, and recorded in Book 3245, Page 187 of the Penobscot County Registry of
Deods, '

The casements hereby granted are for The benefit af all lands of Huber in Millinocket,
Penabscol Caunty, Majne (“the Benefitted Parcels"), whether now owned of herilter acquirid,.

The wiility services casement hereby granted shall include the rights to canstruet, repair
and maintain facilities necessary for the transmission of telephone communications, cable
television, elécicicity and data, and 1o clear and dispose of intetfering trees and other growth from
time {6 lime, with permission to enter upon the Easement Strip for purposes of providing such
utility services 10 the Benéfitted Parcels. FURTHER GRANTING 1o Huber, the power to assign
to Bangor Hydro-Electric Company, its successors or assigns, in whole or in part, the foregoing
easemments for purpases of providing clectricity and transmitting dala to the Bencfitted Parcels.

Huber's entry on and use of the Eascment Strip shall be SUBJECT TO the following
conditions:

(1) Huber's use of the road, ity lines, and any appurtenances thereto shall be at the °
sole risk of Huher, ' : . - o e

(2) Grantors reserve the righ to connect 1o utlity lines installed by Huber within the
" Easement Sirip at Grantors' sple cost and expense. Further reserving to the Grantors, in common
with Huber, the right 1o post the Easement Strip 1o avoid unauthorized use.

(3} All work done shall be performed with reasonsble dispatch umiil fully completed, and
Huber shall proriptiy restore all partions of the Grantor's land altered or damaged in connection
with such construction, maintenance and repair to a sightly condition, free of crosion. All
removal of merchantable fimber for initial construction of the roads and wtility lines shall be .
subject to the terms of a slumpage permit of recent date between the parlics. Grantors retain title
1o all simber within the Easement Strip, and Huber will-nol in the future remove merchantable
timber or ather forest products severed from the Easement Strip without the prior written

agreement of Grantors or Grantors' fand manager {currcnily Prentiss & Carlisle Management
Co., Inc.).

{4} Al work within the Easement Sirip shall be in accordance with al] applicable laws,
. ¢todes, and ordinances, and performed in 3 $ood and workmanlike manner. L

(5) Huber will be responsible for providing ongoing maintenance and for s long ag
Huber owns propenty benefitted by this easement or for 50 long as Huber uses the mad. 1M Huber
transfers all of the property and ceases to use the rad, iis obligatians under this paragraph shall
terminate, but shall run with the land. Provided, however, that if successor landowners to Huber .
are nod using the rightof way, they shall mihcuhligeﬂmmimzheﬁwofwdmin;mh
periods of nopuse, - = ) ;
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- (6) Huber shall oblain end maintsin in full force dind effect all governmental approvals

. and financial responsibility requirements requited by all applicable taws for construction and use

of the road and wtility cascroents on the Easement Strip.

(7) Huber agrees to indemnify and hold Grantors harmicss from any claims by .
coniractors, subconiraciors, malerialmen or workers for any amounts claimed by them for wark
and materials employed upen the Easement Strip. Huber will not suffer or permit any
mechanic”s or materialman’s lien to be filed against the land of the Grantors, for of purporting to
be for labor and materials supplied to, ot at the instance of, or for the benefit of, Huber or any
contractor or subcontractor emplayed, or claiming to be cmployed by Huber,

* {8) Huber agrees to indemnify and save Grantors harmless rom and against all claims of
whatever nature arising from any act, omission, or negligence of Huber, or Huber's invilees,
lessees, contractors, licensees, agents, or employees, or arising from any accidnt, injury, or
damage whalsoever caused to any person or to the property of any person occuiring on and about
the Easement Strip, except nolthing mentioned herein shafl excuse or exculpate Grantors or their
invilces, |essees, contractors, licensees, agents, or employees, from their negligence, and in such
case the indemnification and hold harmless provided herein shall not apply. and Grantors shalt
hold Huber harmless therefrom, In cases where the parties hercunder have agreed to indemnify

. and hold harmless one another for their own negligence or that of their invilees, lessses,

contractors, agents or employecs, the indemnification and hold harmless provided herein shail be

+ reduced equitably in accordance with Maine's law of conmparative negligence in existence on

August 135, 1992,

, (9) As Fuﬂhercausidzﬂﬁcﬂ for the grant of the casements contained hersin, Huber

_agress to pay any Tree Growth withdrawal penally associaled with any change in use of the land
- occupied by the Easement Strip resulting from exercise of the easement rights. and hershy

assigns to Grantors {in common with Huber and its suocessors and assigns) for purposes of
access to lands of Grantors, Tor forest operalions, land management and any other Fawlul
purpascs associated with such operutions, non-exclusive rights of ingress and egress {over the

1oad lo be constructed by Hubcr and the pn%w
Private Crossing Agreoment betwesn the Bango atlroad Companyand 1. M.

Huber Corparation) and for utility serviees over Tand Reased by Huber from Bangor and
Arcostoek Railroad Company ("Railroad™) pursuant to a June 16,1997 Lease Agreement relating
10 land of the Railroad adjacent to the Easement Strip. This assiynment is made pursuant to .

Paragraph 20 of said Lease Agreement and paragraph 12 of said Private Crossing Agrecmsnt,

subject to the lerms and limilations thereir, Huber remains the Lessce under said Lease
Agrsement with the Rail road and Applicant under the Private Crossing Agreement and does not
hereby assign, nor do Grantors assume, any obligations of Lessee or Applicant which are not
expressly set forth in this paragraph, except that Grantors shall be responsible for all losses,
damages, cosis, expensss, fincs, penaliics or claims for personal injury arising or accasioncd
from Gramtors® use of 1he private crossing and the land leased by the Raiirouwd. All uiility and
uceiss eascments pranlead hereby are in common with the Granters, their heirs, persenal -~
representatives, successors and nssigns. Municipal real cstale taxes assessed aguinst the

. Easement Strip shall remain the responsibility of Grantors, -

-Jof9-
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Huber, its successors and assigns, shall have the right to assign to ol;hc:s. in whale orin
part, any of the feregoing rights, privileges and easements for the beneflit of the Benefitted
Parcels in Millinogke, provided, however, that any assignment of rights shall not extend to the

scm:m‘[ public.

By its acceptance of this deed, Huber shafl be deemed 10 covenant for itself, and jis
successors and assigns, to perform Huber's obligalions hercunder, Huber hereby significy assent
10 the aforesaid cxceprions, teservations, conditions, covenants and agreernents and -
makes the assignments under paragraph 9 hereof by joining in the execution of this deed.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF Grantors have vigned this deed as 2 instument under seal, &

afzhii_ff_ﬁ‘, day of Zi k;ﬁtf ; 1997,

~40f%-
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. Then persanally appeared the abeve-named Everctl P. Ingalle, Munager of Cassidy i

Timberiands, LLC and acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be his free act and deed in said '

e capacity, and the free act and deed of Cassidy Timberlands, L1.C. . :

w Before me, ’ 2
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GRANTEE:

IM. ER CORPORA ON
By:.

Name: Gecacs bt dotdenr
Capacily: viee A es saeer

STATEOF E . . A "d' I
ht County b | 1997

enaﬂsoullyappcmdihc abovesnamed o A, C.-/Ms inhiy capacity as
| el

of J.M. Huber Corporation, and acknowled ged the Toregoing aceeptance

of the execution and acceptance of the foregoing Lo be the free act and deed in said capacity and
the frec act and decd of said Grantee.
Before me, ' /£J Aﬂ 2 !
- o Name: [ "1 e #. fangen s
L Maine Atlomey-at-Law
2 I 14631125
(15791
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Schedule "A”

Right-of-Way Description
10 be granted lo 1.M. Huber Corporation

A certain 100 ot wide RJ'Bhl-ﬂf-lWﬂy located on the northerly side of Route tinsy approximately .

1675 feet casterly of its intersection with Rice Famm Road, situated in the Town of Mitlinocket,
County of Penabscod, $tate of Maine, the centerline of which i< described as follows:; 5

RICHT-OF-WAY "A™ BEGINNING ata pint on the northerly sideline of State Route 114 51,
said point being located N 39°0345" E, a distance of two-hundred forty-three and seventy-four
hundredihs (243.74) feet from a stone highway monument found at highway station 126+60, fifty
(50.00) feet northerly of the bascline, as shown on “Maine State Highway Commission Right-ol-
Way Map of State Highway 315", Twp A, Range 7, Federal Aid Secondary Project §-0315(2)",
Sheet 1 of 9, dated November [954; recorded in Plan Volume 22, Page 54 of the Penabrscot County
Roads and Mapping Departnent, said point also located S 73°06'20" W, a distance of five-hundred

seventy-four and ninety-six hundredihs (574.96) feet from a sione highway mofument found at -

highway siation 134+68.33, ity (50,00) feet southerly of the baseling, as shown on id Right-of-
Way Map; .

THENCE, N 29°16:25" W, a distance of one-hundred (100,00 fect;

THENCE, northerly along a curve o the right, said curve having a radius of two-husidred cighteen
and twenty-one hundredihs (21821) feet, an arc distance of onc-hundred forty and sixty-iwo
hundredins (140.62) foct; _

THENCE, N 07°38'55" E, a distance of two-hundred fifty-nine and ninety-eight hundredihs -
(259.98) foets o
THENCE, northerly along a curve 1o the et said curve having & radius of two-thorsand ning.

hundred seventy-thyze and eighty-six hundredihs (2973.86) [eet, an arc distance of three-hundred
winety-nine and forty hundredths (399.40) fect; : )

THENCE, N 00°0245% W, a distance of seven-hundred ninety-nine and twenty-¢ight husdredihs
(799.28) fecr; - o 2 ;

THENCE, northerly along a curve 1o the loft, said eurva having 2 radius of efght-hundred nincty~
ang and ninety-one hundredths (891 A1) feet, an are distance of forty-two and fifty-cight hundredths
(42.58) fect 10 2 point in the generally southerly line of land now or formerly of Bangor and
Aroostook Railroad, described in 2 decd dated Sepiember 12, 1906 2nd recorded i Book 764, Page
336 of the Penobscat County Registry of Deods, said point being Jocated N 05°591 5" E, 4 distance
of ane-thousand eight-hundred fifty-six and thincen hundredths {1856.13) fect from said stone
ranumeni-found at station 126-+60), fifty {50.00) fect northerly of the baseline, said point alsa being
focated N 20700715~ W, ‘s distance of onc-thousand six-hundred fifty-throo ant thirty-six

T S
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3 e Wh(lwsﬁ}fmﬁmnd:hummmuﬂemon!w fifty (50.00) fect -
y southerly of the baseline;

RIGHT-OF-WAY "C*: BEGINNING ot » polnt in the g:rmal!)'narﬂwly line of above mentioned

. [tand of Bangor and Arvostook Railroad said point being located N 02°32735” E, a distance of two-

" thousand’ three-hundied hinety-seven and fifty-one hundredths (2397.51) feet fom said stone
monument found at station 126+60, fifty (50.00) eet nantherly of the baseline, smdpuml also being °

located N 17°14'55% W, 2 distance of two-thousand two-hundsed one and seventy-six hundredths

‘ | (2201.76) feet from said stone monumeat located at station 134+68.33, fifty (50, DO) feet southerly
I . of the baszling;

i -

THENCE, northeasterly alon a curve to the right, said cirve having a radins n_l"lwﬁ»hurlgirtd
twenly-twa and twenty-four hundredths (222.24) (eet, an are distance of eighty-five and thiny-
two hundredths {85.32) f{ect, the long chord of said l:ur\rebeanng N 28"36 50" E, a distance of
elghty four and mghly hundredths (84.80} foel;

THENCL. N 35%36%45" E a d:stancr: of one-hundred {100.00) feet;

THENCE, northerly along 2 curve to the felt, said curve having a radius of two-hundred fifty- -
sgven and thicty-two hundredths (..53'.3"} fect, an arc distance nl'nnc-hundm! :crcnty-cn.m and
forty-cipht (178.48) feel; ;

THENCE, N 04°07°45™ W, 2 distance of twenty-zight and sixty hundredths (28.60) feettoa
paint on the southerly line of [and now or formerly of J.M. Huber Corporation, described ina
dead dated March 22, 1984 and recorded in Penobseot County Registry of Dzeds Book 3505,

: Page 354, 3aid point being located N 05°05°50™ E; a djstance of two-thousand seven-hundred

i sixty-one and thirty-foer hundredths (2761.34) feet from said stone monument found at station

# 126460, fiky (50.0)-feet mﬂhﬁigofﬂi:bmﬁnq said point also being located N 11°48°307 W,
a distance of two-thousand five-hundred eleven and seventeen hundredths (251 1.17) feet from
said stonc monument localed at station 134+68.33, fify (50.0) feet southerly of the baseline.

Dircctions are based from Grid North, determined for this survey by location of control points *
shown on a plan entitled *Topagraphic Plan of a Site South of Bangor & Amostook Railroad in
Grindstone, Maine for Huber Corporation”, dated Nnv::mbcr. 1994, prepared by James W. Sewall
Company of Old Town, Mainc.

The above description, prepared by ALE. Sturgeon and Company, is based o limited rescarch and
fieldwork. This description is not the resull of a Standard Boundary Survey,
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EASEMENT DEED

J. M. HUBER CORPORATION, 2 New .T::-:c]r mrpomiou with a mailing address of
900 South Main Sutﬁ,OLdTaM\. Maine 04468 ("Huber™) hewl:ysnnuln IARBARAA.
CASSIDY of Bangar, Penobscot County, Maine,

ROSELLE C, FLYNN, ak/a Rosclle M. Flynn, of Kennchunkport, York County,
Maine, .

CASSIDY TIMBERLANDS, LLC, 2 Maine limited liability company;

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, a corporalion with a place of business in .Ba.ngar.
Pencbscot County, Maine, and MARY JANE IIE‘LFR.IC-!I. a8 Co-Trustees under Article
Eighth of the Will of Jane M. Sullivag;

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, 2 corparation ﬁm a place of business in Bangor,
Penobscot County, Maine and MARY JANE HELFRICH of Bangor, Mainc, as Co-Trustees
under Article Ninth of the Will of Fane M. Sullivas: and

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, a corporation with a place of business in Bangor,
Penobseot Co umy. Mainc and MARY JANE HELFRICH of Bangor, Mainc, as Co-Trustecs,
/b/o Mary Jane Helfeich under lndeqture of Trust with Jane M. Sulllvan dated )
December 20, 1978

(Ml collectively refered to hercinafier “Grantees™) having a mailing address of o
Preniiss & Carlisle Management Co., Inc., P.0. Box 637, Bangor, Maine 044026037, 3 on-
exclusive rightof way for all purposes of ingress and egress, and a non-exclusive easement for
utility scrvices within a one hundred foat {100°) strip of land! (“the Eascment Strip™) more .
pasticularly described in Schedule A, The Eascment Sirip leads through a portion of Grantar's
Iand in Millinocket (formerly Townsl\ip A, Range 7 WELS) Penobscot Cotinty, Mainc as
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deseribed in a dead From Stetson to Granitors dated March 22, 1984 and recorded in Book 3505,
Page 354 of the Penobacot County Registry of Desds,

. 'Theeasements heveby granted are for the benefit of all lands of Grantees in Millinocket,
Penobscot County, Maire (“the Benefitied Pareels™), whether now owned or hereafler acquired.

The utility services casement hereby granted shatl inglude the rights to construct, repair

" . and maintain facilities necessary for the transmission of telephone communications, eable .

televisian, clectricity and data, and to clear and dispose of interfering irees and other growth from
time fo time, with permission fo cnter upon the Easement Steip for purposes of providing such
utility services to the Benefitted Parcels. FURTHER GRANTING 10 Grantecs, the power to
assign o Bangot Hydro-Elcctric Company, its successors or assigns, in whole or iy part. the
;oregoing easemnents for purposes of providing elecricity and ransmitling Jata to the Benefitted
arcels, ) y . ’

Grantees® entry on and use of the Easement Surip shall be SUBJECT TO the following
conditions: -+ |

(1) Use of the road, uiility lines, and any appurtcnances thereto shall be at the sole risk of
Grantecs. '

" {2) Grantor reserves the right to conneet to utility lines installed by Grantces within the
Easement Strip at Granfor’s sole cost and expense. Further reserving to Grantor, in common
with Grantees, the right to post the Easement Strip to avoid unauthorized use.

(3) All work dane shall be performed with reasonable dispatch untit fully completed, and
Grantees shall prompily restore all portions of the Grantor's land altered or damaged in
connection with such construclion, maintenance and repair to a sighily condition, free ol erosion.
Grantor retains titke to all timber within the Eascment Strip, and Grantees will not in the future
remove merchantable timber or other forest products sevened [rom the Eascoent Strip without T -
the prior writlen agreement of Granior. :

(4) Ali work within the Easement Strip shall be in accordance with all applicable laws,

" godes, and ordinances, and performed in a good and workmanlike manner,

(5) Grantees shall obtain and maintain in full force and efTect 11 governmental approvals
and financial responsibility requirements required by all applicable laws for Grantees®
construction and use of the road and utility easements on the Easement Sirip.

(6) Grantees agree 1o indemnify and hold Huber harmless from any claims by Grantees
-coniraclors, subconirctors, materinimen or workers for any amounis claimed for work and
materials employed upon the Easement Sicip. Grantees will not suffer or permit any mechanic’s
or matertalman’s lien (o be fited against the land of the Granlor, for or purporting to be for labor
and malerials supplied to. or at the instance of, or for the benefit of, Graniees or any contraclor of
subcontractor employed, or claiming to be employed by Grantees.

-20f7 -
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{7) Grantees aprees to indemnifly and save Grantor harmiless from and againsi all claims

o whalever natwre arising from any act, omission, or negligence of Grantess, or Grantees's
“Inviices, lessees, comtractors, licensces, agents, or employees, or arising from any accident,
injury, or damage whalsoever caused to any peson or (o the property of any persan occurmingon
and about the Easement Strip, except nothing meationed heretn shal excuse or exculpate Grantor
or its [nvitees, lessees, contractors, ficensees, agents, or employees, from its negligence, and in

"+ such case the indemification and hold harmless provided herein shail not apply, and Granter,
shalt hold Grantee harmess therefrom. In cases where the partics hereunder have agreed to
indemnify and hald harmless one another for 1heir own negligence or that of their invitees,
lessecs, contrctors, agents or employecs, the indemnification and hold hanmless provided herein
shall be reduced equitably in accordance with Maine’s law of comparalive ncgligence in ’
exisience on Avgust 15, 1997,

All utility and access céscments granled I;-ercby are in common with the Granter, its

successars and assigns. Municipal real estate taxes gssessed against the Easemnent Strip shall
remiain the responsibility of Grantor.

Grantecs, Lheir successors and assigns, shal! have the right 1o assignlto others, in whole or
in part, any of the foregoing rights, privileges and easements for the benefit of the Benefitted

Parcels, orany partion thereot, in Millinocket, provided, however, that any assignment of rights
shall not extend to the general public. :

By fhieir acceptance of this deed, Grantees shall be decmed to covenant for themeelves,
and their successors and assigns, to perform Grantees's obligations hereunder. The Grintees
“hereby signify assent to the aforesaid exceptions, reservations, conditions, covenants and
agreements by joining in the execution of this deed. ’ .

TN WITNESS WHEREOF Grantor bas caused this deed to be signed by

"E‘E"’ E-{:v!!f;g ,ilsldulymtborimdofﬁm'.um instrument under seal, as of this /;'M

day of ﬁfj‘rﬂ' , 1997,

WITNESS: . _ GRANTOR: :
M HUBER CORPORATION
v By, /Z 7 A

Name: Fvren 4. Co st
Cqumr it retidtms
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| .. Then personally appeared ilis abave-named - G"’""q ﬂ"c‘h:" inhis aforesaid
| " capacity, and acknowlodged the forgoing instrument 1o be his_free act and deed in said capacity
o and the free act and deed of .M. Huber Corporation,

e Wb

Name: oo f{vam He fanten
Morry-Bubilie

Aftomey-at-Law

-4 0f7 -
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FLEET BANK OF MAINE, inits Capasity
a3 Co-Trustee under Adicle Eighth of the

Wilt af Jans M. Sullivan
3 % Z
Bm i
P. 773

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, in its Capacily
s Co-Trustee under Article Ninth of the

Will of Jane M]j;jiﬁvan .
{.’/L ZH(

,Namcs w ?A"fi"-.!l.!s._
77

tee Under
Jane M, Sullivan

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, in its Capacity
as Co-Trustees fvo Mary Jane Helfrich
under Indenture of Trust with Jane M.

Sulhvmdalnl/s-tcmbu 20,1978
AP Z

N:lmc' S LW PA m?_!(,}i._

Jane M, Sullivan dated December 20, 1978
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i i Schedule “A™
100 Foot Wide Right-of-Way
! ; to be conveyed to
! _ Cassidy Heirs and others
: by
i J.M. Huber Corporation .
: Millinocket, Penobscol County, Maine

A cerain 100 foot wide Right-of-Way leading norberly from the southerly line of land now or
formerly of IM. Huber Cazporation 1o the southeasterly line of the Bangor and Aroostook Railroad

- Right-of-Way from Millinocket to Gmdstonc. the centetline of said 100 foot wide Right-of-Way
is described as follows:

BEGINNING at o point on the mu:hctty line of fand now or fomerly of LM. Hubcr Cuq:om:on,
described in 2 deed dated March 22, 1984 and recorded in Book 3505, Page 354 of the Penobseot
County Registry of Derds, said point being located N 05°05'50" E, a distance of two-thousand
seven-hundred sixty-cne and thity-four hundredths (2761.34) ‘feet from a -stone highway
monument found at highway station 126+60, filty (50.00) feet northerly of the baseline, as shown
_ on "Maine Stats Highway Commission Right-of-Way Map of State Highway "315", Twp A, Range
7, Federal Aid Secondary Project $-0315(2)%, Sheet 1 of 9, dated November 1954, recorded in Plan -
E Volume 22, Page-54 of the Ponobscot County Regisiry of Deeds, said point also lecad N
< 3 . . 112487307 W, a distance of two-thousaid fiye-hundrad eleven and seventeon hunerodihs (251 1.17)
- . feet from 2 stome highway monument found af highway station 134+68.13, fidy (50.00) et
CER southerly of the baseline, as shown on said Right-of-Way Map:

THENCE, N *0T°45" W, a2 distance of three-hundred forty-two and forty-eight hundredihs
{342.48) fect;

THENCE. northedy along a curve to the leR, said curve having a radius of three-thousand mwo-
[ hundred ffty-nine and thirty-four hundredths (3259.24) lect, an arc dlﬂance of three-hundred .
K ninety-nine and fifty hundredths (399.50) fect;

THENCE. N 11°09°05" W, a distancs of fifty and ninety hundredths (50,90) feet;

THENCE, northwesterly along-a curve lo the left, said curve having a radivs of two-hundred
. eighty-four and seventy-six hundredths (284.76) fect, an arc distunce of two-hundred thirty-five and
fifty-eight (235.58) feet toa point‘ in an existing gravel road:

THENCE, N 58°33°05" W, along or near the existing gravel road, a distance of forty-six and forty-
nine hundredths (46.49) feet;

THENCE, northwesterly along a curve 1o the right, said curve having 2 radius of three-hundred
nincty-three and seventy hundredths (393.70) fect, an arc distance of one-hundred forty-eight and
twenty-two hundredths {148.22) feey;
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 THENCE, N 36°58'50" W, along or near the centerline of said ravel road and crossing Schoodic
Stream, so called, a distance of one-hundred nincty-nine and twenty-four hundredths {199.24) fe_c.!;

THENCE, northwesterly aleng or near fhe centezline of said gravel road and a curve to the right,
said curve having a radius of four-hundred seventy-six and sixty-four hundredths {476.64) fect, an
are distance of two-hundred forty-four and forty-nine hundredihs (244.49) fect;

THENCE, N 07°3525" W, alang or near the centerling of said gravel rodd, a distance of four-
hundred thisty and eighty-five hundredths (430.85) feet:

THENCE; northweslerly along 2 eurve 1o the left, said curva having a radius of theee-thousand five-
hundred twenty-cight and twenty-seven hundredths {3528.27) fest, an arc distance of one-hundred
nincty-nine and ninely-five hundredths (199.95) fect:

THENCE. N 10°5014* W, aloog or near the centerline of said pravel road, 3 distance of one.

thousam six-hundred Hily-nine and sixty-two hundnodths {1659.62) fixr;

THENCE, northwesterly along or near the centerline of said gravel road and a curve to the left, said .

curve having a radiuvs of seven-hundeed cleven ang forty-sight hundredths (711.48) feet, an are
distance of three-hundred thinty-two and thirty-six hundredths (332.36) feet to a point located N
07°18'03" W, a distance of six-thousand eight-hundred forty-two (6842.00) fect from said slone
monument found at station 126460, fitty (50.00) fect northerly of the bascline, said point also
located N 4°0WNS™ W, a distanee of six-thousand six-hundred ainety-five and twenty-four

hundredths (6095.24) foet from said stone motument located al station 134+68.33, fifty (50.00) feet
sautherly of the baseline; '

THENCE, N 37°36'L0" W, along or near the cenfertine of said gravel road, a distance of forty-nine

4900} [ect, more or less, to the outheasterly line of the Bangor and Arsostook Railrosd Right-of-
Way Icading from Millinocket northieasterly to Geindstane. )

Tho above description, prepared by A.E. Sturgeon and Company, is based on fiicd rescarch and
Boundary Survey,

fieldwork. This descziption is not the resulz of & Standard
18948-1
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91628 A 9:30
. REGISTER

S MR e e L 1

5

= L b mn g Y

s e f M 2




EASEMENT DEED

APER. INC. (2 subsidiary of BOWATER INCORPORATED),
& Delaware corpuration having 3 pluce of business in Millinocket, Maine nd a mailing address of
1024 Central Strect, Millinocker., Maing 04962-2100 (the "Grantor”) hereby grants 1o J, M.
UUBER CORPORATION, 2 New Jorsey corporation having a place of busress in OId Tawn,
Maine and a maling address of 970 South Main Streer, Old Town, Maune 04168 {the “CGrantee”),
aperpenial aon-exclusive right of way for alk purpuses of ingress and vuress within i one hundred
taot (100F) strip of land (the “Easenwent Strip™) for the Galden Raad Exteasion, so-called. being
mare particularly deseribed in Schedule A attached hereto and inade a part hereof The Easerment
Strip teads shrough 3 purtion of Grantor's land in Tow nship | Range 8 WELS, Penvhsgal
County, Maine, as shown in Sebedule A, and as deseribed in adeed from Great Northern
Nekousa Corporation to Geantor, daied December 19, 1991, and recorded in the Penalysen
County Registey of Decds in Book 4566, Page 123

The casements hereby granted are for the benehit of {1} all lands now owned by Huber, and
2l fands which may hereatter be acquired by Huber. in the State of Mame, and (1) all Lands Tt
owned in commoan by Barbara A Cassidy and thosc oTher ceram grantorsin an Easement Deed

frum Barbura A Cassidy et als , 10 Grantee dared August 15, 1997, and recarded in said Registry

s 993 t0 be recorded in said Registry of Deeds (herci

Owners™), and all linds which may hereatter be acquired in common by the Cassidy Owners, in
the Srate of Maine (collectively, the “Benefitred Parcels”), and Huber is expressly granted the
right to assign to the Cassidy Gwners, in whole or in pars, any of the rights, privileges and
easements hercin granted

The righrs in the Easement Strip are hercby conveyed subject to the following terms and
conditions:

(13 Belore any roud is constructed within the Easement Strip, Grantor and Grantee
must agree upan (i) which party will be responsible for obtaining any permits and applications
required by law, and (i) the contractor who shall consiruct the road  Grantee shall pay for the
cost of the consiruction of thie r0ad. After the road has been constructed, Grantor and Granlee
shall meet at the offices of the Grantee on the first business day of April of cach year 1o discuss
the maintenance which has been performed on the road over the past operaling period {which
shall be from April to April of each year) and 1o agree upoa the fallawing maners for 1he
upconing annual operating period:

{a)  the maintenance which is necessary for the road and which party shall be

sesponsible for performing the maintenance for the read; provided however, that the Grantee shali
Kave the right, in its sole determination, (o be the party responsible for performing such
maintenance, and

{6)  the estimated costs of such maintenance; and

I T R et S e R G e e e AL 1 R
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ol Deeds in Book 6475, Page 180 as amended by an Amendmient to Eascrient Deed émcd-m“u
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()  abudget for paying for such maintenance costs, which budyer shall allocate -

the estim i gen Grantor and Geantee and other users of the road, if
applicable, and set the dates upon which such allocated costs are to be paid by cach panty.
provided however, thag gither pany may elect 1o discontinue its use of the road for any angual

operating period, and if such.an election is made, the party making such dlection shall not have have an

ubligation to pay for any maintenance custs for th operaling Period in question
—_—

) Grantee's use of the road and any appurtenances thereto shall be at the sole risk of
Grantee

(3)  Graator reserves, in common with Grantee, the right 10 post the Easement Strip to
vaid unauthorized use

4) Grantor shall rerain title 10 all timber witlnn the Easement Steip, and Grantee will
nat remove merchantable Limber or other furest products severed from the Easement Surip
without the prior written agreement of Gramor.

{5)  Gramec agrees 1o indemnify Grantor and hold Grantar harmless from and against
all claims of whatever nature arising [fom any act, omission, or negligence of Grantee, or
Grantee’s invitees, lessees, contractors, licensees, agents, of employcees, or arising rom any
accident, injury, or damage howsoever causcd to any person or to the property of any person

“occurting an or about the Easement Strip, except that nothing mentioned herein shali excuse or
exculpaic Grantor or its invilees, lessces, cantractors, licensces, auents, or employees from its
sole neglivence. and in such case the indemnification and hold harmiless provided hercin shall not
apply. and Grantor shall hold Grantee harmless therefrom. In cases where the partics hereunder
have agreed to mdemnify and hold harmless one another for their own negligence or that of their
invitees, lessecs, contractors, licensces, auents, or employees, if both parties are at fault, the
indemnification and hold harmless provisions herein contained shall be reduced equitably in
accordance with Maine's law of zomparative negligence in existence on _fra=.,  »0., 1999, -

(6)  The access casemtents uranted hereby shall be in common with the Grantor, its
successors and assiwns, Read estate taxes assessed against (ke Casement Strip shall remain the
responsibility of the Grantor.

(7} Grantee, its successors and assigns, shall have the right to assiun 10 its agents,
inviteus, cuntractors, and oihers, in whole acin part, any of the foreyoing rights, privileyes and
casements fur the benefit of the B;ntﬂ! ted Parcel s or any portion thereof, provided bowever, that

: : ting and shall be subject tov Grantor's approval, which shall

3t b upre Aa gld, and provided funther that any assignnient of rights shatt
not extend 1o the general pub[ic_

Grantee. for itself and its successors and assigns, heceby signifies its assent to the aforesaid
conditions, covenants and agrecments contained herein by joining in the execution of this
Easement Deed,

S~
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1y
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IN WITNESS REQF, the Grantor and Grantee have executed this Easement Deed
as afthc.{é#dzy af 5;;5 Lok, 1999 .

WITNESS: GREAT NORTHERN PAPER, INC,

}!.-ﬁmm %OLLC._.- By -%fun,;' QIQ%UIL‘ i

Name: Marcia A. McKeague
Title: Vice President

WITNESS- : 1 M HUBER CORPORATION

‘ mcﬁw‘./ S | By: z.,/ﬁ' 4’4

Aame Gerany M- o ifent 3
Tite e e 2esigad

STATE OF MAINE 7=
County of Penobscor )”ﬁ e d, e , 1999

Thea petsonally appeared the above-named Marcia A McKeague, Vice President of
GREAT NORTHERN PAPER, INC. and acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be her free
act and deed and the free act and deed of GREAT NORTHERN PAPER, INC.

Before me, (- E_.. ;_'.-:.-.su
sligin g iBls v S

Notary Public o
Print Name: ,_5',11 aren” ,{ .~?,)c'-*.-'-

My Commission Expires: (é,f,"cf (;j;
STATE OF MAINE

County of Penobscat Moo (o 1999

Then personally appeared the above-named _ {pe qa. 4 Colliy  yte, ‘f fer.d.T i
of I, M HUBER CORPORATION and acknawledged the firegaing instrument to be his free act i
and deed and the free act and deed of 1. M. HUBER CORPORATION, -

TR S
Before me, ’ A%
LTERE
. LWL L
L 5 Dt;u*-- 3, A /
Notary Public \x.___,/
" Print Mame:

My Commission Expires;

F-RUP D010 greamortem ONPTOHURY. WED
Aonnig §. Doirgn, NaWry Pubrc
State gf Mang .
3 My Commicsion Expires 3/23¢7
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EASEMENT DEED

J.NLHUBER CORPORATION, a New Jersey corporation having a place of business

in Ofd Town, Maine and a mailing address of 900 South Main Sireet, Qld Town, Maine 04468
(the “Grantar”) hereby grants 1o GREAT NORTHERN PAPER, INC. (a subsidiary of
HOWATER INCORPORATED). a Delaware carporation having a place of business in
Miflmocket, Maine and a mailing address of 1024 Central Strect, Millinocket, Maine 04462-2100
{the "Ceraatee® ), a perpetual nan-exclusive Aght of way for all purpuses ol ingress and cgress
within a one kundred fiaor (1007 strip of laad (the " Easement Sinip™) for the Golden Road
Extension, so-called, and tor an ustension thereaf'in Mithnocket, Maine, being more paniciifarly

vactbed in Schedule A attached hereto and made a pard hereot, The Easement Stap leads
threnieh a portion of Grantae's land in Millinocket (formerly Township 1 Range 7 WELS),
Penobscut County, Maing, as described in a deed from Sterson to Grantor, dated March 22, 1984,
and recurded inthe Penohscot County Registry of Deeds in Book 3505, Page 384, through the
arca leased to Grantor in a Lease Agreement benween Bangor and Araostook Company and
Grantor, dawed June 16, 1997 (hercinalter referred to as the "BAR Lease™), through the easement
strip described in an Easement Deed fiom Granior to Barbara A. Cassidy et als., daied August 15,
1997, and reenrded in said Regisiry of Deeds in Book 6475, Page 191, and through the casenient
strip deseribed in an Easement Deed from Barbara A. Cassidy ¢t als.. to Grantor dated August 15,
1997, and recorded in said Registry of Deeds in Book 6475, Page 180 as amended by an
Amendnient 10 Easement Deed dated——————— 559 (0 be recorded in said Regisiry of

Deeds (hereinafter ceferred (o as the “Cassidy Easement™). & Cuu{{ ;’;1/"

The casements hescby granfed are for the benelit of all lands now owned by Grantee, and

all lands which may here: i raniee, in the State of haine {1he "Denenticd
Parcels™)

The rights in the Easement Sirip are hereby conveyed subject 10 the following 1erms and
conditions

(1) Before any road is constructed within the Easemient Sirip, Grantar and CGranice
must agree vpun (i) which party will be respansdble for obtaining any permits amd applications
reuired by kiw, and (i} the comtracier who shull construct the road  Grantor shall pay tor the
et of the construction of the road.  After the road bas been consiructed, Grantor and Grantee
shall meet at the ottices of the Grantor on the first business day of April of each year to discuss
the maintenance which has been performed on the road over the past operating period (which
shall be from A pril Lo April of each year) and 1o agree upon the following matters for the
upcoming annual operating period.

{a)  the maintenance which is necessary for the road and which party shalt be
responsible for performing the maintenance fo¢ the road; provided howeves, that the Grantor

reserves the right, in its sole determination, to be the party responsible for performing such
_ maintenance, and

(b)  the estimated costs of such maintenance; and
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(e}  mbudget for paying for such mainienance costs, which budget shall allocage
the estimated maintenance costs between Grantor and Grantee and other users of the road, if
applicable, and sct the dates upon which such allocated costs arc 10 be paid by each pany;
provided however, that cither party may clect to discontinue its use of the road for any annua
uperating period, and if such an clection is made, the party making such election shall not have an
ohligation ta pay for any maintenance costs for the operating period in question,

(2)  Grantee's use of the road and any utility lines and any appurtenances thereto shall
be at the sole nsk of Grantee.

(3)  Granior reserves the right to ¢onnect Lo any utility lines installed by Grantee within
the Easement Strip a1 Grantor’s sole cost and expense. Grantor further reserves the right, in
common with Grantee, subject to the rights of the grantors under the Cassidy Easement, to post
the Easement Strip to avoid unauthorized use.

(4)  Grantor shall retain title 1o all timber within the Easement Strip, and Grantee wili
not remove merchantable timber or other lorest products severed from the Easement Strip
withuut the prior written agreement of Grantor.

{5 Grantee agrees 10 indemnify Granior and hold Grantor harniless from and egainst
all cliins of whatever nature arising from any act, omission, or negligence of Grantee, or
Graniee's invilees, lessees, contractors, licensees, agents, or employees, or arising from any
aecident, injury, or damage howsoever caused 10 any person of to the propeny of any person
occuring na or aboul the Easement Strp, except that nothing menticned herein shall excuse or
exculpate Grantor of its invilees. lessees, contractors, licensees, agents, or employces from s
negtivence. and in such case the indennification and hold harmiess provided hercin shall nat
applhy. und Grantor shall held Grantee harmless therefrom  In cases wherethe parties hercunder
have agreed to indemnify and hald harmlcss one anether for their own negligence or that of their
invitees, fessees, contractors, licensees, agents, or employees, il both parties are a1 faull, the
indemntication and hold harniless provisions hergin contained shall be reduced equitably in
accordance with Maine's law of comparative neglisence in existence on Alny.tey 4, 1999,

(6) Al avcess and utility casements granted hereby shall be in common with the
Grantur, its successors and assiuns and others  Real estate taxes assessed against the Easement
Steip shall remain the responsibility of the Grantor,

{7)  Graniee, its successors and assigns. shall have the right to assign to its agents,
mvitecs, comtractors, and others, in wholc or in part, any of the foregoing rights, privileges and
easements for the benedit of the Benelitied Parcels or any purtion thereof, provided however, that
any assignment of rights shall be in writing and shall be subject 1o Grantor's approval, which shall
nut he unrensonably delayed or withheld, and provided frther that any assignment of rights shall
not exiend (o the general public. '
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{8) The dights berein granted to Grantee, its successors and assigns, with respect lo
the portion of the Easement Strip situated within the arcas covered by the BAR Leasc and the
Cassidy Easement shall be subject 1o all of the terms. covenants and conditions contained in the
BAR Leasc and the Cassitly Easemient. Grantee agrees to indeninify Grantor and hold Grantor :
harmless from and against all claims, losses, damages and expenses (including reasonable
attorneys fees) of whatever nuture arising fram any breach by Grantee, or Grantee's invitees,
lessees.’ contractors, licensees, agents, ar employees, of any of the terms, covenants or conditions

i
I
of the BAR Lease or the Cassidy Easement. ]
Grantee, for itself and its successors and assigns, hereby Significg its assent to the aforesaid ; P
canditions, covenants and agreements contained herein by joining in the exccution of this i
Easement Deed. §
IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the Grantor and Graniee have executed ttus Easement Dead
asofthe Jo day of _&f pveen 1999
WITNESS: JM HUBER CORPORATION
L FZ) By 7L LA fet
/ 4 MName. Corves M Callws
Title . sy et
WITNESS ( GREAT NORTHERN PAPER. INC |
. Al P
Fiss b/ 2 " iy
A st e ALK e |
- Name: !\Larcia A McKeague : }

Title; Vice President
STATE OF MAINE

County of Penobscot arec b “Q . 109
Then personally appeared the above-named Grre.d Lol Ya Ei ef. ‘J..‘ T
d the fi

of LM. HUBER CORPORATION and acknow! dg, : foregoing instrument ta be his frcc 3
ind deed and the frae act and decd of J M. HUBER CORPORATION. 7

P ! : v
Before me, :_',ra.’f.ff:‘ﬁ gt
P N
Notary Public
Print Name:
My Commission Expires:

Bonue 5 Doswon, NOWY Pubkic
3 Stale o1 Maine 2002
My Commisaion Explres v
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STATE OF MAINE

Cuunty of Penobscot . A : l ldtc-i \3” 1999

Then personally appeared the above-named Marcia A, McKeague, Vice President of
GREAT NORTHERN PAPER, INC. and scknowledyed the foregoiny instrument to be her free
act and deed and the free act and deed of GREAT NORTHERN PAPER, INC.

Before me, (
Ahaun s e
Notary Publi
Pr?n:sz'a;e.w Sharon L. Dog

il —tAy-Commissian Expireg
My Commission Expires September 20. 2004

. .
AL ) i
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EASEMENT DEED AND AMENDMENT

This Easement Deed and Amendment is made as of the 28th day of February,
2000, by and among

J.M. HUBER CORPORATION a New Jersey corporation with a mailing address of
970 South Main Street, Old Town, Maine 04468, hereinafter sometimes referred to as
“Huber™;

and the following owners in common, hercinafter sometimes collectively referred to as
*Casaidys™:

BARBARA A. CASSIDY, of Bangar, Penobscot County, Maine;

ROBELLE C. FLYNN, also kmown as Roselle M. Flynn, of Keunebunkport, York
County, Maine;

CABBIDY TIMBERLANDS, LLC, a Maine limited liability company, with a mailing
address of ¢/o Pierce Atwood, One Monument Square, Portland, Maine 04101,

CAESSIDY LARD COMPANY, a Maine corporation with a mailing addreas of c/o
Roselle C. Johnson, RR 3, Box 1587, Kennebunkport, Maine 04046;

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, a corporation with a place of business in Portland,
Cumberland County, Maine, and RALPH I, LANCASTER, JR., of Falmouth,
Cumberland County, Maine, as Co-Trustses of the Residuary Trust established
under Article Fifth of the Will of Joan Cassidy Stetson;

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, a corporation with a place of business in Bangor,
Penobacot County, Mainc and MARY JANE HELFRICH, whosc mailing address is ¢/o
Prentiss & Carlisle Management Co., Inc., P.O. Box 637, Bangor, Maine 04402-0637,
as Co-Trustees Under Article Bighth of the Will of Jane M. Sullivan;

FLEET BANE OF MAINE, & corporation with a place of business in Bangor,
Penobscot county, Maine, and MARY JANE HELFRICH, whose mailing address is c/o
Prentiss & Carlisie Management Co., inc., P.O. Box 637, Bangor, Maine 04402-0637,
as Co-Truatees Under Article Ninth of the Will of Jane M. Sullivan: and

FLEET BANE OF MAINE, a corporation with a place of business in Bangor,
Penobscot County, Maine and MARY JANE HELFRICH, whose mailing address is ¢/o
Frentiss b Caslislc Management Co., Inc., P.Q. Box 637, Bangor, Maine 04402-0637,
as Co-Trustees I/b/o Mary Jana Helfrich under Indenture of Trust with Jane M.
Sullivan dated December 20, 1978.

[PHub:r and Cassidys are somctimes alse collectively referred to herein as the
“Parties”),

/<
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BACKGROUND:

Huber is the owner of a certain parcel of real estate in Millinocket [formerly
Township 1, Range 7 W.E.L.S.), Penobscot County, Mainc depicted in parton a
March 1, 1999 plan cntitled “Standard Boundary Survey of Lands of J.M. Huber
Corporation. Dolby Pond; Millinocket, Penobscot County, Maine” by the Ames
Corporation recorded in the Penobscot County Registry of Deeds in Plan Book 1999,
Page 74 [the “Survey Plan®}, which parcel is served by the Dolby Project Right of Way
over land of Huber and Cassidy. The Dolby Project Right of Way is the 100" foot wide
casement area running northerly from Route 11 over land of Cassidy, Bangor and
Arcostook Railroad, and Huber as shown on the Survey Plan.

The Cassidya are the owners of certain adjacent real estate in Millinocket
(formerly Township A, Ramge 7, W.E.L.5.}, Penobscot County, Maine depicted in part
on the Survey Plan, which is served by an casement over Huber land on the Dolby
Project Right of Way.

Bath Huber and Cassidy wish to expand the scope of their respective
casements aver the Dolby Project Right of Way to allow it to serve other lands owned
by Caesidy and/or Huber (or owned by any of them in cornmon with others), as the
Project Right of Way is extended northerly to jein a connector road constructed
easterly from the Golden Road (the "Golden Road Extension”).

Huber wishes 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, [nc. (“GNFP”} 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

‘1‘-"‘4‘4 easement deed of Huber to GNP dated March 16, 1999 and recoarded. in Book 7007,
Page 63, Also, Huber desires to assign to Great Northern Paper, Inc. similar easement
ks rights over the Dolby Project Right of Way on assidys, to allow GNP access

through the Project Right of Way to the Golden Road Extension.

In addition to the Dolby Project Right of Way, several other roadways are
located on the lands of the Parties depicted on the Survey Plan. The lands shown on
the Survey Flan are subject to and benefitted by various eascments 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 access easements previonsly created have become obsolete,
redundant, or disused over time,

T e

It is the purpose of this Deed and Amendment (a) to amend the respective
easements of the Parties over the Dolby Project Right of Way to agcomplish the above-
stated purposes; {b) to unburden the respective lands of the Parties from rights of way
which are no longer necessary or of significant benefit; (¢} to define and confirm the
location of a right of way in favor of Cassidys which runs westerly from the Dolby
Project Right of Way, which will continue benefit the aforesaid Millinocket land of
Cassidys; and (d) 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 is
located outside the bounds of the Right of Way as described in the August 15, 1997
deed of Huber to Cassidys recorded in Book 6475, Page 191.

-9
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UNDERTAKINGS:

First - Amendments to Dolby Projest Right of Way Easements, The Parties

obtained their respective easements over portions of the Dalby Project Right of Way by
the following casement deads:

{e] dezd of the Cassidys to J. M. Huber Corporation dated August 15, 1997 and
recorded in Book 6475, Page 180 of the Penobscot County Registry of Deeds
(“the Huber Easement Deed™); and

{b) deed of Hubrer to the Cassidys dated August {5, 1997 and recorded in
Book 6475, Page 191 (“the Cassidy Eagement Deed”).

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

1.1.z. The first full sentence on Page 2 of the Huber Easement Deed
which reads: “The easements hereby granted are for the benefit of all lands of
Huber in Millinocket, Penobscot County, Maine (the “Benefitted Parcels™),
whether now owned or hereafter acquired” is hereby deleted, and the following
sentence is substituted in place thereof:

“The casements hereby granted are for the benefit of (i) all lands now

owned by Huber, and all lands which may hereafter be acquired by

Huber, in the State of Maine, and (i) alj lands now owned by GNP, and

all lands which may hereafter be acquired by GNP, in the State of Miine .
(collectively, the *Benclitted Parcels”}, and Huber (s expressly granie

the right to assign to GNP, in whale ar in part, any of the rights,

privileges and easements granted in the Huber Easement Deed,
SUBJECT TO the conditions set forth in said Easernent Deed.”

1.1.b. The words “in Milli i deleted from the
third line of the first paragraph on Page 4 of the Huber Easement Deed.

1.1.c. Except as set forth herein, all provisions of the Huber
Eascment Deed shull remain unchanged and in full force and effect, the
Huber Easement Deed as hereby amended is ratified and confirmed, and
the additional rights described in the amendments above are hereby
granted by Cassidy to Huber,

1.2. The Parties 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 jands of
Graatees in Millinocket, Penobscot County, Maine (the *Benefitted Parcels”)
whether now owned or hereafter acquired” is hereby deleted, and the following
sentence is substituted in place thereof:

“The easernents hereby granted are for the benefit of all lands now
owned in common by the Grantees, or any combination 6l oneé or more
m

.
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of the Grantees and others, and all lands which may be acquired by one
or more of the Granteea and others (whether or not in common with
others) in the State of Maine (collectively “the Benefitted Parcels”).

1.2.b. The words “in Millinocket” are deleted from the third full
paragraph on Page 3 of the Eagement Deed recorded at Book 6475,
Page 191.

1.3.e. Schedule "A” to the Cassidy easement deed ia 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 centerling of sajd 100 foot wide Right
of Way is deacribed as follows: '

BEGINNING at a point on the southerly line of land now or
formerly of J. M. Huber Corporation, described in a deed dated
March 22, 1984 and recorded in Book 3505, Page 354 of the
Penobscot County Registry of Deeds, said point being located
N 05° 16' 10° E, a distance of two thousand, six hundred and
. cighty-eight and eight tentha (2688.8) fect from a stone highway
i monument found at highway station 126+60, fifty [50) feet
northerly of the baseline, as shown on “Maine State Highway
Commission Right of Way Map of State Highway "315", TWP A,
Range 7, Federal Aid Secondary Project S-0315(2)", Sheet 1 of 9,
dated November 1954, recorded in Plan Volume 22, Page 54 of the
s Penobacot County Registry of Decds, said point also Iocated S 89*
53’ 00" E, a distance of fifty and three tenths (50.3) feet from a
5/8" iron rebar set marking the southerly line of said J. M. Huber
Corporation and the westerly sideline of a 100 foot wide Right of
Way as shown on a plan entitled *Standard Boundary Survey of
Lands of J. M. Huber Corporation, Dalby Pond, Millinocket-
Penabscot County-Maine, February 18, 1999, Scale: 1”=400""
prepared by the Ames Corporation, Bangor, Maine;

THENCE, aleng ar near an existing paved roadway, northerly
along a curve to the ek, said curve having a radius of two
hundred and fifty-seven and thirty-two huadredths (257.32) feet,
an arc distance of eighty-nine and fifty-eight hundredths (89.58}
feet, a chord bearing of N 04° 07’ 15" W, and a chord distance of
eighty-nine and thirteen hundredths (89.13) feet to a point of
tangency;

THENCE, N 14° 05’ 40" W, along or near the centerline of said
roadway, a distance of eight hundred and five and twenty-seven
hundredths (805.27] feet to a point of curvature;

THENCE, along or near the centerline of said roadway,
northwesterly along a curve to the left, said curve having a radius

A 4
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of cight hundred and zero hundredths [800.00) feet, an arc
distance of two hundred and thirty-threes and ninety-one
hundredths (233.91) feet to & point of tangency;

THENCE, N 30° 50° 50" W, alo:ig ar near the centerline of said
roadway, a distance of three hundred and ninety-seven and forty-
six hundredths (397.46) fect to a point of curvature;

THENCE, along or near the centerline of said roadway, noctherly
along a curve to the right, said curve having a radius of one
thousand, two hundred and zero hundredths {1200.00) feet, an
arc distance'of four hundred and forty-five and twenty-six
hundredths (445.26) feet ta a point of tangency;

THENCE, N 09° 35' 15" W, along or near the centerline of said
roadway, a distance of one thousand, nine hundred and eighty-
one and one hundredth [1981.01) feet to a point of curvature;

THENCE, along or near the centerline of said roadway,
northwesterly along a curve to the lelt, said curve having a radius
of seven hundred and zero hundredths (700.00) feet, an arc
distance of three hundred and forty-two and twenty-six (342,26)
[eet ta a point of tangency;

THENCE, N 37* 36" 10" W, continuing along or near the centerline
of said rcadway, a distance of fifty-five and fifty hundredths
[55.50) feet to the southeasterly line of the Bangor & Aroostook
Railroad Right of Way leading from Millinocket northeasterly to
Grindstone. Said point located N 44° 59' 05" E, a distance of fifty
and four tenthe (50.4) feet from & /8" iron rebar set marking the
westerly sideline of the above described 100 foat wide Right of
Way and the southeasterly sideline of said Bangor & Aroostook
Railroad Right of Way.

Directions are based on Grid 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 of Old Town,
Maine.

The above description, prepared by the Ames Corporation, is based on a plan
entitled “Standard Boundary Survey of Lands of J. M. Huber Corporation,
Dolby Pond, Millinocket-Penobscot County-Maine, March 1, 1999, Scale:
1"=400"*, and a subdivision plan prepared for J. M. Huber Corporation by said
Ames Corporation dated Octaber §, 1999,

This purpose of this description is te refocate a 100 foot wide Right of Way from
J. M. Huber Corporation ta Cassidy Heirs, dated August 28, 1997 and
described in Book 6475, Page 191 at the Penobscot Caunty Registry of Deeds.
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1.2.d. Except as set forth herein, all provisiona of the Cassidy
Easement Decd shall remain unchanged and in full foree and effect, the
Cassidy Easement Deed as hereby amended Is ratified and confirmed,
and the additional rights described in the amendments above are hereby
granted by Huber to Cassidy.

Second - ation of Remaining Cassidy Right of W

The parties herehy agree thet 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 [66 foot wide right of way reserved by Barbara A.
Cagsidy, et al. in the deed to Edythe Rice Dyer dated October 1, 1981
and recorded in Boak 3245, Page 179 as a right of way serving other
lands of Cassidy, or any combination of the above-listed Casaidy owners
and others, which is hereby located within the bounds of Roadway “D”
on the Survey Plan. The most eesterly point of Roadway “D” at its
intersecton 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 Prc]cct Right of Way as shown on
the Survey Plan.

Third - Relense of Eanemants by Cassidy. 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 which runs westerly from a
location west of the mouth of Schoodic Stream, to the easterly sideline of
the Dolby Project Right of Way; and recommences on the westerly
sideline of the Dolby Project Right of Way running westerly
approximately two hundred (200) feet to the southerly sideline of
Roadway “D",

b} Roadway “A” depicted on the Survey Plan, which begins at the former
boundary between Township 1, Renge 7 and Township A, Range 7 and
runa northwesterly to the easterly sideline of the Do!hy Project Right of
Way as depicted on the Survey Plan;

¢) Roadway “B”, alse beginning at the south lne of the Huber parcel
shown on the Survey Flan at the boundary line of said tewaships,
running northerly and northwesterly near Dolby Pond to a point near
the southerly side of Schoodic Strearn as depicted on the Survey Plan.

Meaning and intending to releage the easements granted in deed of
Edythe Rice Dyer to Barbara A. Cassidy, et ai, dated October 1, 1981
and recorded in Book 3245, Page 187 of the Penobscot County Registry
of Deeds;

wadil
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Fourth-Release of emments b ber

Huber hereby relesses to Cassidy, all right, title and interest in Roadway
“E° depicted on the Survey Plan which runs from the north side of
Route 11 to the boundary between Township 1, Range 7, W.E.L.S., and
Township A, Range 7, W.E.L.S.

Meaning and intending to release the second right of way and easement
granted in deed of Stetaon to Huber dated March 22, 1984 and recorded
in Book 3505, Page 354 of the Penobscot County Registry of Deeds, said
gecond right of way appearing on Page 359 in said Book 3505.

Except as expressiy d ot regerved in the Huber Easement Deed
and the Cuaildg Easement d as amended by this Deed and Amendment,
ncither all retain rights and easements in and to roads currently
located on the land of the other party depicted on the Survey Plan, nor shall
any righpt]s or easements be implied hereby or by virtue of matters shown on the
Survey Plan.

-As ment of G 8 ts b er

Huber hereby assigns and grants ta Cassidy for the benefit of all lands
now owned in common by Barbara A. Cassidy and those other certain grantors
the "Cassidy Owners”) in the casement decd from Barbara A. Casaidy, et als. to

uber dated August 15, 1997 and recorded in Baok 6475, page 180, and all
lands which may hereafter be acquired in commeon by the Cassidy Owners in
the State ofMainc,;ipcrpl:tual non-exclusive right of way for all sca of
ingress and egress within a one hundred foot {1 stri oﬁnndﬁ)rs:c Golden
Road Extension through lands of Huber in Township 1 e 7 WELS, and
GNP in Township 1 Range 8 WELS, Pcnobscot County, Maine as described in
two casement deeds of Huber {Book 7007, Page 63) and GNP (Book 7007, Page
59| ("the Huber/GNP Easement Deeds”}. This assignment is subject to the
reserved righta of Huber and Great Northern Paper, [nc. set forth in the
Huber /GNP Easement Deeds , and further subject, as of the date of delivery of
this deed, to the terms and conditions set forth in the Huber/GNP Easement
Deeds as if Cassidy were an original grantee in said deeds, PROVIDED,
however, that Cassidy shall not be responsible for permitting and initial road
construction as described in the first sentence of paragraph numbered 1 in
cach of the Huber/GNP Easement Deeds.

Blic The rights and cascments granted by this deed shall not extend to the general
public, :

This Easement Deed and Amendment may be executed in multiple
counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an original and all of which
together shall constituts one and the same instrument,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, J.M. HUBER, INC. has caused this lnstrument to be
signed in its corporatc name as an instrument under seal by Gerard M. Collins, its
Vice President hereunto duly authorized, and CASSIDYS have hereunto set their

hands and scals all as of the 2Bth day of February, 2000,

R T T I R ey T
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WITNESS: J.M. HUBER CORPORRTI}},N

o o I Lt

Name:  &Fedmnd A1 i
Capacity: .2
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FLEET BANK OF MAINE, In its capacity
as Co-’l\-ust s I:Ier&rhclc Fifth of the

ST fefosr _ A
as Cd -T:mstec under Article Fifth'6f the

) Will of Joan Cassidy Stetson
FLEET BANK OF MAINE, in its capacity

, as Co-Trustse utider Article Eighth of
dl-dplane M} Sullivan

AN Koy

Ar#cle Elghth of
Jane M. Sullivan

the Will

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, in its capacity
as Co-T; s:cﬂ under Amcls Ninth of

FLEET BANK OF MAINE, in its capacity
stee [/b/o Mary Jane¢ Helfrich
ol’ Trust with Jane M.

enture of Trust with Jane M.
Sullivan dated December 20, 1978
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Coniet OF:%&&ZL Deceater 28
County of I , 1999
Then personally appeared the above-named {_f.:ad i, { jll.‘g. . n his
aforesaid capacity as officer of J. M. Huber Corporation and acknowledged the

foregoing instrument to be his free act and deed in hig said capacity and the Fee act
and deed of said corporaticn.

Before me,

Name:
Bonnte 5. Dalron, Nolary b of Notary Public/Maine
e Stata of MahT

¥ ommission Explres ar2a12002

STATE CF
, 1999

Then personally ap ed the above-named
President of Cassidy Land Comi
his free act and deed in said capact
Company.

In his capacity as
and acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be
d the free act and deed of Cassidy Land

Before me,

Name:

Notacy Public/Maine
Attomey-at-Law

29454131125
B4410-1
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, 1999

peared the above-named , in his
aforesaid capacity as officel .M. Huber Corporation and acknowledged the
foregoing insrument to be his fr and deed in his said capacity and the free act
and dced of said corporation.

Before me,

Name:
Notary Public/Maing
Attormey-at-Law

STATE OF MAINE
ﬁgr . , 53 E«..Ly_»,qi_é?__—}%";l\ooa

Then personally appeared the abave-named B__.AM (58 in his capacity as

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

(i I

Name: \Ropert B Clood man
Notary-Poblic v

Attorney-at-Law

2945431325
Bdd10-1

Register of Decds

. G-
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CROSSING RECHTS ACREEMENT

This Crossing Rights Azrevmenn is effectjve as of Novembe 1, 2003 and s crtered mio
iy oand leoween T Huber Comporation. a_Afw jr2s&r  corporation, with @ mahing address
ofU7G 3 Main Steen, .0, Box 334, Old Town, Maine 04468 ("Ifuber™) and Aroosiaok
Timburlands, LLC, # Maine limited fiability compiny wilh a maling address of P. O. Box 170,
Ashland, Maine, G4732 "Arostook™). By their acceptance of this Agreement, Huber and
Aroosinok each agres, for themsehues, and their suceessors and assigns, that their entry on land of
ihe other specified herein (the “Property™, and use of the Crossiup Rights (as defined herein), shalf
he subjcet 1o the conditions set forth herein.

For purposes of this Agreement, sxcept as may otherwise be hereinafier provided, the term
I maowner or [ andowners. Urantes or Cirantees shall include Huber and Aroostood and theis
respaenve successors and asgigns who may own all or any portion of the Iand burdened or henefired
by the siphts harsin granted ind reserved. As used hesein, “Grantee™ refers 10 the applicable holder
ol casetnents granted hereunder; arud “Landowner™ intends, as applicuble 10 ITuber or Aroostook,
the owner of land burdened by the applicable casements hereby granted. It is the intention of the
parties (hat the rights granted herensnder shall be perpetnal appurtenant casements exercisable by the
parties respective, as applicable, and thair | officars, direclors, manzgers, trustees, employcts,
agents, insurers, land mamagers, contractors, subcontractors, and independent contraciors holding
penils or contrass from the Grantec 1o huul andéor cat wood on the Gruntee's Property.

luher and Aroostook each grani (o the other the following described easement and rights
ol way {the “Crossing Righis"):

1. Grant of Fasement ark] Crossing Roghts. Hubuer harchy grams the Crossing Righis o
Amostpok on tand ol Muberin Tewnship 1, Range 7; and Townshbip 2, Range 7 from Dolby, Maine
to the Whetstone Mountatu area of Aroasiook’s land in Towaship 2, Range 8 {this access is over
approximately 13 mifes of Huber land). Aroostook hereby grants the Crossing Rights (o Huber on
land of Arcostook in Township 6, Range 6; Township 7, Range 6; Township 7, Range 5 (frmn
Huber lands west of the towns and the southeast comer of Township 6, Range 6 o Route #11; this
access 15 vver approximaltely 15 miles of Arcastook Jand); Townshin 2, Range 8; and Township 3,
Range & (1o the 450 acre lot on Katahdin Lake in Township 3, Range ) cofleclively hereinaftor
referred to as the “Property™. The term “Crossing Rights™ hereunder shall mean the non-exclusive
right 10 €105 and re-cross for all purposes ofingress and cgress, with personnel and equipment, the
utajor land management or anterial roads (the “Roads™) as they are shown on Schedule B-1 for
Nuber and on Schedule B-2 for Aroostook cpon the condilions set forth below.

3 Exeruise. The exercise of the Crossing Rights shall be linited o the Roads on (he Property
as said Roards may exist now or it the firture be constructed or relocated. The Crossing, Rights are o
be used in conunon with the Londowner and any other party to whom the Landowner has granted or
may sart the right © use the Roads. The Landowner makes no warrauty of title.

-

3. - Limted Pumpnses, Usc.
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w The Crossmg Rivhis are lumied e 1he sole purpose of commerciul land nianagemaen:,
tinther harvesiing, and transgortaton of forest and minery] products from the benalied lands.
The gram of Crossing Rigils is expressly hmiwed (o Gie purposes defined hesein and wiil not be
coastrued o grant anty other rights of any kind. Without lintiting the generality of the foregaing,
the grent of Crossing Righis is expressly limited 1o the purposes defined heretn and will not be
censtruced 16 grant any olher rights of any kind, including but not limited (o, soy ights of ingress or
eoress for access fo stasunnl, Wwmporany, or permancit residences, recrcational use, installation of
uslities, or for the purpose of lessee o pubiie sesess over the Property, Use af the defined roads
fur all otber purposes must be addressed by oiher agreements or arrangements between lhe
1.andowners and their permitied successers end assigns. The Crossing Righes are lined te
Landowners and their penpitied successors and assigns. Except as provided herein the {mssing
*lghs may not be assigned 1o any individual or enfity not having ownership on the Benefited Lands
identified i Schedule B-1 und B-2, and no Road may be dedicated for public use with the consent,

z ] ey sty gy i el T mcorborenn = op
iy oach aistance of thae La; u,i\‘a WTieE,

b The Crassing Rights shall be ulilized in a manner which ducs not unreascnahly interfere
with 1l Landowner's or any owker person’s or entity's lawlul vse of the Property, Gramiees” usc of the
Eascment shall a1 ali tmes be conducied $o as niol (o malerially interfers with the orlinary condact of
the operelion, managcment, regeneration and harvesting of forestlands and other resmoces on lands of
the Landower.

c. Huber and Aroostook cach ayme that the exercise of their respective Crossing Rights
shialt be snbject to the respective Landowmer’s then provailing road usage rules und regulations,
including withoui limitation, speed limits, weight Tiznils, Jire protection, road conditions such as
mud season or other periods of had weather, safety and use by other parties and limitations or
prohibitions on cextain types of velicles such as ATV's or stiowrziobifes. Such rules and regulations
may provide for seasonal and temporary roal closures for construction and mzinlenance puroses.
Fach [andowner shall make reasonabke efforts lo pruvide notice of their rules wad regalations to
the Grantee. Graatees shall not be required 10 observe an amendment to a rule or reguiztian uatil
en (10) duys after notice from the Landowner that a nilz or reputation hus been amended.

d. Nothing herein shall resirict the Landowner's right to improve or relocale the toads or
prmrLicres Thereol subject ta the Crossing Righes, provided that the Crossing Rights shall apply (o any
und all reacs or porions thereof as they may fron: time to tirse be relocaled.

4. Casement,

4, The Crossing Rights are appurtenant o the following Benefited 1aod of the
respective (ramtees. 1) as 1o Arsostook: All lands in Township 2 Range 8 WELS; Townghip 3
Range 8 WELS; Township 4 Range 8 WELS and Township 5 Range 8 WELS, Penobscot
County, Maine. 2} as o Thuher: Al lunds in Township 3 Range 8 WELS, Township 7 Range R
WELS: Township 6 Range R WELS; Fownship 8 Range 7 WELS; Township 7 Range 7
WELS: Township 6 Range 7 WELS; Township 5 Range 7 WELS; Township 6 Range 6
WELS; Penobscol County, Township 7 Range 14 WELS; Township 7 Range 9, Piscataguis
County, and Webbertown Township in Avoostook County.

-- —— i — —— o e~ e —_— e o —m—— .
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W The Crossing Reeniz spanted bureoy shel] be decmed & burdgen the Property ad shisl nal
iemingie upon & sale o conveyaace of the Property ot 4 portion therco {10 another persan v artity.
Any transier of the Proparty. or pertion thoereof. shall be made expressly subject 1o the temms of [ais
(rossing Rights Agreement, but the Propery shall remuin burdened by the Crossing Rights ¢ven ir:
the absenice of such expruss refurence.

¢. The Crossing Rights arc pot transizrabl cxcept as specifically set forth herain.
3 AgsipnmentiSale of Propenty. The Crossing Rights may not be sold, set ofF, assigned,
or ol wise conveyed excepl as follows:

a  Taunldrd party purchaser of all or a portion of a (mmfoe’s Benefined Jand.

B I'o & thisd party wha acguires by purchasi of cxchange an i colaron wid widividul
interast in el o aportion oy Grantee™s Benefined fand.

c. Toamongages of /i or a portion of a2 Granted"s Benefitted Iand, or sn m commeon
and undivided interess ity Girantee's Bencfited Jaod.

. Maintenance.

a The ).andowner and Granlee, and their successors arxl assigns, agree 1o sharc the
cosls of maintcnance and repair propostional to their respeclive activity on the Roads. The
responsiblity for the mainicnance and improvemnent of the Roads and bridges associated with the
Roads is the responsibility of cach respective Landowner or Grantee if mutually agreed, recognizing
tivat the I andowner or Grantee 2 the ¢zs¢ may be, may delegate that responsibility to a land
nmanagement conpany, a rad asseciafion or similar organization fonned for that purpose.

b Read use {eos 10 recover maintenanee costs, mey be assessed by the party
conducting road maintenance activitics in accordance with the normal and customary praclice in
the timber harvesting, indusiry in the State of Maine. Each Grantee is dircetly respousible o the
Lundowner charging user fues for the payment thoreof in propartion to thelt actual use of the souds.

c. The {erms "mnaintenance and improvement” shall rnean, only normal repair,
mabenance and ipprovement ineluding, withoo! ltmitation, wrading, ditching, filling, sorfacing or
resirfacing {excluding paving). replaceinent or repairs to decking or deck surface, replaceinci of
wheel treads and railings, plowing, sanding, ice removal, reflise and debris removal, and such other
activities as the respective Landowner in the Landowner’s sole judgment determines is pucessary
o destrahie The parlics agres the meads shall be maintained in 4 condinon providing satsfactory
(ransportatton in accordsncs with then carreat lirnber indusby standands in Maine (or the permitted
uscs and i comipliance with all upplicabie Taws and reuuiations so that they may be used and
i::lj{.)_\’l.:ij‘ by all parties entit{zd (0 use the roads. The Landowners imdertake no obligation 1 expand,
improve, or change the Roads and specifically undertake no lrability with respect 1o the adequacy or
usige of the Roads.

d [f the exercise of the Crassing Rights hy a Grantee on the Roads, or any porticn
thereof. on s Lazdowner's Praperly resulis in damuges Lhereto {except for normal wear and icar)
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Al T SRCICEINE, foyhipINSE, OF bR B G AT ol onsIslent with s Dy & wasonaily
ureaesl lAL-lenm opatalorn. the Craoied rasponsiols i the damapge shad] be solely responsibie for
the ¢ogls o Tepainng such daimage 28 iTinay cause.

=, Limnitation of Ligbility, A Grantee’s exereise of (e Crossimg Raghits shull be af the sola risk
of such Gramtee, Such Grantee agrees that the [ andowner shall not be liable to Grantec for any
chitms ansing from use of the Crassing Rights by the Grantee, including but not imited to claims
Jor persomal injury, death, damage 1o property or loss of busmess, ¢xeepl to the extent such damage
15 caused by gross neghgence or the williul miscunduet of the Landowner. Fach Grantee agrees o
hold frarmlicss the respective Landowner from (a) any claius and costs and expenses {including
reysonable atlomeys' fees) arising from wse nf the Crossing Rights by the Grantes, except to the
ssient caused by the wanlon and wilifill migconduct of the Tamdowner, and (b) any sosts and
wspenses {(including reasonable attormeys' (ces) ineurred by the Landowner in connection with
cunng anv defaih of the Grantee hereunder or entrcing the Tandowner”s nuahis under this
Agrratmeny,

8. Indemmnitication. The Lundowner and Grantee shall mdemnify and hold cuch other
hamicss from ary and all ¢laums, acBons, Injurics, losses, damages, costs, fines, penaltics and
selilemenis, meluding without Hmitation, attorneys' foes and thie costs of investigation, response, and
remediation (hereinafier *Claims™). arisiee fron or in any munner relaied to the respeetivee setivilics
on the Road by eaclh patly,

9 Compliance. Huber and Aroostauk cach agree and covenant that they shall comply with ali
staiules, rules and regulations, including, bul not limited to, fire 1aws and Tand ws¢ repmlations, wd
shail obtain all required permits, licenses und approvals required by the governmunal ayencics of
the fedems] govermnment, State, county or ownship prior (o e commencement of e crerciss ol sy
aspoct of the Crossing Rights which reguire such permits, Fesnses, and approvals,

10 Bindingz. Allof the terms, cavenants and eonditions hereol shall be binging upon and imace
to the herefit of Hubur and Arsesiock and their respective suceeysors and assigns.

i1, fumsdiction. This Apreemnent shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of
Nane.

12, Counterparts. T'ins Agreement may be exectiied in one or more counterparts, and cach

exeeuled couotcrpart shall constitute an nriginal instrument, but such countemarts, together, shall
consdtuie one and the same instrunsent
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In witness wheree! the parties herete have signed and sealed this istrument as of the date
bencath their respective signatures.

WITNESSETTL
I M. HUBER WRATIUN
[ -
I _ Byl .,
I‘rlmT\alnL _j {.— Tr it 0 f{/%
Re: U2 (o c-ffu.r-it_ —

d o 7 JB-":)-

AROOSTOOK TIMBERLANDS, 1.5

STATEOF MM‘BE
COUNTY OF _PensbfiaT November _23 . 2003
Then perqnnsﬂiv appeared the above-marncd pe Le B. Trianda ,Q i} oo and

acknowledged the foregoing mstrumept 1o be hisher free act and decd in said capacity angd the
free act and deed ot said 1M, Huber Corporation.

Belore me, r[?)m‘_: S{LE B

Name:

Notary Public/Atlasrey-at-law-

Bonnie 8. Doiroa Notary Pukii
Stete af M nh}\aéy e
My Cemmission Explres 3/23;2009

B T A i e ——— e & - — — Y E—— B e A 8w f—— —
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PROVINCE OF KEW BRUNSWICK
COUNTY OF SAINT JOHN, ss. November &, 2003

Then personally appesred the above-named k,, Cmeew 2N 5o eyt and
3 .i‘ Y R and acknowledped the forcgoing instrument 10 be their frce
zet and deed in said capacily and the free act and decd of said Aroosiook Timberlands, 1.LC.

Tefure mu.
/"Z”’ M

!\‘an-ae: (."‘:’.- /‘n.r hw.g fu"
Aoty Public/Atlomey-at-law

SEAL
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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.PDE

Hereisthefirst of afew ROW's emails.
Lucas St. Clair

C.(b) (6)
0. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org

Begin forwarded message:

From: Howard Lake <HLake@Ilakedenison.com>
Subject: ROW

Date: January 21, 2015 at 3:54:.08 PM EST

To: 'lucas st.clair' <(b) (6) 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.
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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.(b) (6)
0. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org

www.katahdinwoods.org
Begin forwarded message:
From: Lucasstclair <(b) (6) 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. | 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' <(b) (6) 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



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@|akedenison.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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QuiTcLAM DEED WITH COVENANT

East Branch Laad Company, 2 Mains corporauen with 2 place of business i
Fumingtan, Maine, for comsideration paid, grants to Lakeville Shores, Inc. i Maine
sacparation with a place of bustness in Winn, Maine., with quitclaim covenant, an t commen and
undivided two-thinds {2/3) interest to cortain lots of parcels of land, together with alt buildings and
impravements now of aercatler located thereon, situated in Tawnship 3, Range T WELS and in the
Town of $tacyville, County £ Penobwor amd the State ol Maine, bounded anxd described a5 follows:

b:t_eu@.ulsz_ﬁm&izm

Beginning af 3 und wooden post at the southeast comer of Tawnship 3, Runge 7
WELS and the southwest comer 31 The Tawn of Stacywille, said post being the mest
southeasierly comer of the lot hersin descnibed, said pest being located using 2
Magellan ProMark X TP GPS rezciver using ‘echniques intended to obtain sub meter
resuits and heing at 457 51 20 33°N Lantwde and 68° 33 3G.70" W Longitude:

Thence generally nottherly along the casterly line of said Townslup 3, Range 7
WELS a distance of turtcen thousand tharty~seven (14,037 ~) fcet morcorless o s
sct wonden post on sasd east line of Tawnship 3, Range 7 WELS and at the
southeasterly corner of land sow owned by Baskihegan Lacd Company:

Thence generally wesiedy aleng the genemally southerly line of land pow owaed 5y
Saskehegan Land Company and along m wxisting blazed line a distance of fourteen
thousznd seventy-three (14,071'73 feet more or less (o a point & the center of the
existing gravel road ti leads sorth and south sloag tha cas: side ofthe East Branch
of the Pencbscot Ryver also known 15 the Schaas Road:

Thencs generally southerly and casierly along the center of the Scbosizs Road 3
distance af seven thousand five hundrsd thicty {7530°+) feet more or less to the
intersection of aid Schoeis Road with the Old Maragamon Tote Road;

Thence generally sasterly zlong the center of said Old Matagamon Tote Road 2
distance of two theusaqd wo hundrsd £y (22507 £) feet more or o33 to 2 point in the
coater of zaid Old Matagemon Tatc Road that ks N 22° 00" £ frem a st cofay past ot
the southerfy side of sait Ofd Matagamon Tote Rowd;

Tammee 11 1 observed bearag of 3 227 GF W a distance of thiety-three (33'2) feet
mors or less 1o the last mentioned ot codar past on the souther'y sideling of 1xd Old
Matagamon Tote Road night of aay

o

it gt el .
Apgaa; -l
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inensy sontinelng it § 22°00° W alung 1 diuzed line painted hiue setablished i the
wear 2000 2 distance of three thousand four bundred Sirty-fiva (34352} fect mere ar
=53 1o aset cedar zast on the nertherly line of land dow sweied by . M. Huber Caep.:

Thence geneenlly casterty along the Jand of said Huber and an existing Ylazed Yine a
distance of four housand two hundred twenty-nitie (4229°+) firet moce Of 138 1 1 wat
cedar past 3t the rorthessterly comer of said Huber,

Theiez suutherly along “he land of said Huber and an sx:sting blazed fine a distance
af five thousand (ive hundred seventy {5570'+) fest more or less to an existing
wooden post at ihe southeasterly cerer of said Huber and on the northerly town line
of Soldiertown Township {Township 2. Range 7 WELS),

Thence sastecty along smid northerly town line of Soldieriown Township and an
cxisting blazed line 1 distanes of five thousand two hundped forty (5242°41 ezt more
ot less to the point of beginning.

ie sbove-descnioed lot contains three thausand scventy-theee (3073) acies maors or
logs

Exceptiog and Rescrving those peemises described in 3 deed from Franeis
Cameings and Denald Piktiakis 10 Franels Cummings, Donald Piksialis and William
F. Peon m 1 deed dated fanvary 6, 1994 and recorded in ths Prnobscot Counry
Registry of Deeds in Vol 539, Pape 284,

Furiber Excepiing and Reserving the Toilowing deserihed premises, 35 descnbed
in the eed from H, C. Haynes, Inc. o Robinson Timberlands, Inc. dated September
9, 1999, and recorded in the Penobscot Caunty Registry af Deeds in Book 7193,
Page 5%

A cortain ‘ot or parcel of land, with the buildings thereon, on the =asterty bank af the
East Branch of the Pencbscor River an which there is currently located 3 camp; said
parcel measurinyg four hundred gixteen (415} feet north and south by Dur hundred
sinteen (416] feot vast and west with the northisouth centerline being the notthvsouth
centeriine of said samp as it existed in Scptember of 1999 the northerly boundary
of said gremises being perpendicular 1o the dver bank of the East Braneh of the
Pencbicot River: nerth/south boundary Sies sre paraliel.

Further sxcepting and zeserving for the benefit of Bast Branch Land Company and
s syczeaors, bug 5ot sestung, a right of way for ail purposes of 3 way, in commen
with Lakeville Sheres, Ing., its successors and SIS, siXty-six {507 foet wide, smd
right of way 1 run fram the Sebosls Road, o-cailed, yaurd the generally casterly
end of the camp ot described in the decd fom Francis Cummings and Donajd
#klialia o Prancis Cummings, Denald Piktialis and Wiiliam F. Perron dated January
8, 1394, and recorded in the Penobseot County Regiatry of Deeds in Book 5539, Page
284, and in the deed fom H. ¢ Haynes. (0. 1o Robinson Timberlands, tnc. dated

T
-

g_’aap fe'.(—

5 e

%

"




347358 PY165 WA2A3

September 29, 1399, and recovded in the Pencbzcot County Registy of Deads m
Book 71323, Page 15, and hen rotum o the Schoeis Read. The aforesaid right of way
shail be tocaied zieng the mest praciicable route mutuaily scceplable ‘o the parties.

Mmmmmmmm

Seginning af s mcstipg wonden post 9q the sasteyly lice of Township 3, Range 3
WELS and ot the southwesterly zomer of land now swned bythe State ofMaine, sxid
ost being the mest nenthwestcrly somer of the lot herein desenbed, sud post bang
‘ceated using a Magzlian oMk X P OPS receiver uving techniques intended %o
abtain sub mewT resoits amd beng o 457 31 47 18" N Lanitude and §8° 41" 3747
W Longitude;

Thence generally southerly alcog the sasterly line of swd Towaship 3, Range 8
WELS and siong @ cximing hlazed line a distance of ten thousand six hundred
tweniy-seven [ 113,4827+) fect more or 1853 10 an axstng wotden post on said casterly
fine of Township 3, Range 3 WELS ind o the northwesterly comer of land now
awned by 1M, Huber Comp.,

Thenee generaily casterly aleng fand of said Huber and an sxusning biazed line 2
distance of rwn thoustad seven hundred twenty-seven (272T4) foet momns or less o
mn cx:sting wooden pest 1 the northeasterty comer of sd Huber:

Thenes generally southerly 2long the fand of 3nd Huber and an existing Slazed lme
1 distance of four thousand aine hundred forty-seven (4947'4) feet morz orleas to an
axisting wooden post ot the southcasterly comer of sud Huber and on the aartherly
wown line of Soldieriown Yownthip. (Townzhip 2, Range i WELS);

Thence sasterly along sud cortherly lown line of Soldictown Tawnship snd an
existing biazed line crosving Sandbank Stream 1 distance of tharteen thousand cight
nundred {13,366 feet mote or losx ‘o 2 second intersection of said northerly tsam
line and the thresd of Sandbank Streamn sn sud northeriy town fine;

Thenes portherly along the thread of s:id Sandbank Stream a dismince of four
thousand aine bundred Sity (4950°+) feet more or less (0 the conter of Be =xisting
gravei soad that leads westerly fram the hridee gver the East Branch of the Penobscot
River Knewn s the Whetstons Road;

W ,.w ¥ ﬁr% -2 ; :

Theres generally wesierly alonyg the conter of said ‘Whetstone Road 3 distance of

eleven ‘housand four bundrad nipety-five (11,495"+) feet more or less (o the junction

of the so called Trout Pand Road and Elbow Romd;

Thence geacraily wesiztly, soxthwesterly and oortherly along the cemtter of sand ;
Elbow Raead 4 distance of soven thousand thres Yundred (73004) feet more ar lexs ‘%

o 2 pownt in the center of sied Eibow Read which s § 317 0 E from & s¢cd cedar poat
an the wester!v ade of wd 2lhaw Road;

i —— . — 8
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Therce N 31T OO W a distance ot thirey-throe {337%) feer more or less o 2a:d et
cadar post on the westerly dtdeline of the Elbow Zoad ngiht of way;

i
i

.

Trence canstinuing 3t N 317 00 W tenyg 1 dlazed dne painted blus establishied in the
yrar 2000 3 distance of one thousand one hundred forvy-stx (1136'7) feef moce of legs
*9 1 et zedar post on tha shere of Dexsey Pond:

RPN

Thence zantinuing 3 W 31* 00' W 2 distancs {orty {30/%) faet more or less to the
normal low wateT mark of said Dessey Pend;

H Thaence generally northwesterly alang sud fow water mark of Deasey Pond a distancs
af ene thousand five hondred {1500 23 festmere or less ‘o the thread o 3 brook heing
Tne nertherly sutlet af Deasey Pony;

AN e At P

Therce gensrally northerly along the theead of the outlet brock a distance of ux
theusand three dundred (6300) feel more er less 1o ap existing ¢range jine marking
the abuve menuoned land owned by the Stals af Maine;

2T

BT SR e b

Thenez generally westerly along said State of Maine land and an sxisting blazed line
1 distance af three thousand ose hundred $3100'+) feet more o leds (0 the pomt of
beginaing.

The sbove Zescribed ot contains ore theusand eight hundred forty- fve {1343 acres

mare or less.

Parvel 3 (Stacywilie)

Lots Ne. 49, 50 and 81 inthe nonth half of the Town of Stacyville. Said premises ue
previousty idenrified as the “Mimaterial and School Low”, so-calied. otherwise
oown a5 “Public Lota”™ in the Town of Stacyviile,

Also grantiog 1o Likeville Shores, Ine. and its successors _ 1 nght
A7 a3 i S 1ile, for 28 purposes of 2 way, in commen with East Branch Land
Co., itz successors and assigns, sixty-six (66") feel wide. the centerline of said nght
of way being the center line of the East Branch Read, also known as the Ohd
Maragamon: Vot Road, from the westerly line of Lot 36 generally nonthwasterly to
the towq line berwern Stacywile and Township 3, Range 7 WELS

Further Granting ro Lakevilie Shores, [ne. and its successers, but ot assigns, 3
ozit of way in Township 3. Range 7 'WELS, for all purposes of a way, @ common
with East Branch Land Ca., its suceessors and assigns, sixty-six {96") feet wide, the
centeriias af said nght of way being ihe tenter line of the exisung gravel mads as
depreted on Exhibit A, attached hersto, and exteding from Pest 5 o Pomnt © 1o
Point E to Point F to Pont H, sleng portions of the so cailed Old Matagzmon Tote
Road, Whewstone Road, and the Elbow Rowd and alse rom Point & Pout D, alony
lhe Seboeis omd,




5u7TI6E PmlSe WIE9]

Tae Aghis of wav e 1
Parcel b, Purcel 2, and Parcel 3 herenf The aferssad nghts of way, logether with a
,:!_EE alway to uie the read renning 0 1 generaily norbedy dismetzen fom Point e
Poiot [ as shown on Exiubir A atached Sovoio, sad road bemg kmown as the
Wassatzguoik Road, and 3 mght of way 1o use the road known 15 the Fire Wardens®
Read, fom Point K o Point L 18 shown oo the tiched Exhubea A, may also be used

By Lakeviile SF 3 arhert O Soymme Ton and/ng B £ Inc.
Crermmadier rwitned fo as “Haynes b dioir jusiessers bulact ssi;,u_'ga‘ for the purpasc

afmg«nem wd commercial dmber harvesting on ind owned by paries
other than Haynes providad, however, that said ment of way will sxpire ten years
Som The dare hereof ar 1%er Havnes has moved 30500 sonds of wood across gaid
nghl B2 wWay, wiucncysT event Scours first. -

E dng and Reiervisg for the benefit of Eas Imanch Land Company and itx
successory, byt nol assigng, an ceserment or right of Wiy @ {awnstup 3, Range 7
WELS, for aif purposes of 2 way, in sommon wath Lakeville Shores, Ine., and its
sueessors anl 3wsigns, sixty-six (667 feet wide, the senteriine of said right of way
Being the venter line of the existing grave! roads as depicted an Exhibit & xzached
aereto, and sxiending om Poisl A 0 Poini B to Point T {o Point £, sjong the Oid
Maulzgamen Tote Road nd the Sebosts Road and alse frem Peini £ 1o Poini F o
Pgint H. aiong portions of the so cajled Whetsione Raad md the Elhow Road and
further Trom Point F 1o Point C. along the Trout Fond Rodd so calted.

The rights of way ather hereinbefors granted or zxcepted and reserved, insoiar as
they sxclude wsignz shall not, however, exclude the owners or lessees of now
existing.or hereipatter createsd camp lots located within the property canveyed by ths
deed snd anether deed yiven by Likeville Shores, Inc. to Fast Branch [and Company
af substantially 2vep date herewith, o leng 1s siud Sip Jels e oot used for public
zumbhrg The sghts of way shafl, however, terminate and be of ao funther 2ffect in
e svent the benefitted camp(s) T ased for dged for public ganbing A notics of
right of way i=rmination signed by Eaxt Branch Land Company, its sucesssors and
assigns, and reconded (o the Rewstry of Toeds shall b 2onclusive evidence of the
termination of said sight of way.

A<ing a portion of the same promiscs conveyed by Lawesnee L. Rokinson o East
Branch Land Compeny in 3 deed datad Qcieber [, 1973, and recorded [ e
Penobseot Counry Registmy of Deeds in Book 2449, Page 173, and Ui Waranty
Deed fum Lawrsnee L, Rebinson to £ast Branch Land Company Jated Ceicber |
397E and meordey i oud Registry in Book 2963, Page 214

The Trantes's widress 18 Winn, Maine, 04495
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Ip watiess whereof, Last 3ranch Land Company has caused the foregoing instrument o be
3 21103 cOfporate name nd scxied by 13 undersigred officer, duly wthonsed, dis 28 dapof
mber 060

Aitness: East Branch Land Company
£. Russefl Drechsel, Provdent

FTATE QF MAINE
Aimrincad~ . County Liram fose 2% 2000

Parvanadly appesred the above named I Rusacl) Dirzchsel, Preadent of East Branch Lind
Company, and ackaowledged before me the feregoing macrument io be his Free act nd deed in his
sard capacity and the free act and deed of sud comporagon,

7 é eas7 ( ﬁ i
’ _\gz_.q_i_’_ﬂg{u: J Asiorney 4 Law
L an =t ;U: Bfn Az
Prnt or type name a5 signed
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EASEMENT DEED AND AGREEMENT

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

WEBBER. TIMBER L1.C, 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. Q. 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 “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 producis, 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 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 Basements, reasonable deviations in the location of the Easement being
permitted in order to circumvent natural obstacles.

000872241
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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 County 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, 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, permittees,
heirs and assigns to cross and use the said Easements for access and utility services to other lands
of Grantors, and such uses shall be located so as to not materially interfere with Grantee’s
exercise of rights 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 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 casements, 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
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 of regnlar use
of the Easements,

{2)  Grantee’s use of the Easements shall be at the sole risk of Grantee. Grantee
agrees that Grantors 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 of Grantors, or Grantors’ agents, contractors or employees.

(3)  The Grantes, its successors and assigns shall have the following rights in common
with the Grantors and others entitled thereto (subject to cornpliance with applicable laws,
ordinances and regulations by the Grantee, its 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 difches,
culverts, bridges and other structures within the area of the Easements as may be
necessary or convenient in such construction, improvement, maintenance, repair or
reconsiruction provided that Grantee, its 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)  theright 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
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 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

3
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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 Grantors
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 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 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 performed with reasonable dispatch until fully completed,
and Grantee shall promptly clean up and restore all portions of Grantors’ 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)  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 reserved 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 WHEREQF, Grantors have caused this instrument to be executed by their
duly authorized officers, as of , 2007
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WITNESS: LANGE TIMBER LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY
v .T ea~-Webber Lange
Its Manager

Hereunto Duly Authorized
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WITNESS: PRENTISS & CARLISLE COMPANY, INC.

\/Ltfu MMDC@ By: et Rlofd

Donald P. White

Its President

Hereunto Duly Authorized
STATE OF MAINE
PENOBSCOT COUNTY QUME 12 , 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 ac’Vf said corporation.
. Before me, //
/ aw~ % Gz

Notary Public/ Atterney-at-Law

Print or type name as signed

DOUGLAS M. FLAGG
NOTARY PUBLIC » MAINE
MY COMMISSION EXRIRES MAY 45 2014

SEAL

13
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EXHIBIT B
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 and Five Islands.

PENOBSCOT COUNTY, MAINE

- ! Reglste?c;;Deeds %f

15
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CONFIRMATION OF CROSSING RIGHTS

Thig Confirmation of Crossing Rights is made this 24 £ day of sbvgudsA, 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 with a mailing address of P.O. Box 554, 1141
Main Street, Old Town, ME (4468 (“Huber™).

WITNESSETH

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 enciimbered by the Crossing Rights; and

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

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

1. Attached hereto is Page 1 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 1
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 fo
activity on the roadway, as also set forth in said paragraph 6.a..

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

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned parties havg caused this instrument to be
executed by their respective authorized representatives, this 24~ day of uswég® , 2006,
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Signed, Sealed and Delivered

In the Presence of GARDNER LAND ANY, JINC.
W | By: i

Thorhas W. Gardner
Its Vice Pregident
Duly Authorized

STATE OF .

COUNTY OF @nhbs& M 2006

Then personally appeared before me the above named Thomas W. Gardner and acknowledged
the foregoing instrument to be his free act and deed ml'ns said capacity and the free act and deed

of Gardner Land Company, Inc.
m xhc: ‘ ! % .
(Print Name)

" PAMELA A. HOXIE, NOTARY PUBLIC
PENOBSCOT GOUNTY, STATE OF LS
MY COMMBBION EXPIREE 2/4/18

SIGNATURES CONTINUED ON FOLLOWING PAGE
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Signed, Sealed and Delivered

In the Presence of JM. gﬁn CORPORATION
¥:

i VP Dosd (el s

Duly Authorized
STATE OF MAINE - -
COUNTY OF PENOBSCOT Nrsenboo 28 2006

Then personally appeared before me the above named Peter Triandafillou and acknowledged the
foregoing instrument 0 be his free act and deed in his said capacity and the free act and deed of

J. M. Huber Corporation. - .
(RM‘ o

Notary Public

{Print Name) Bonnie 5. Doiron, Notary Public
State of Maine
My Commission Explres 3/23/26C5]
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Schedule B4 #1 of 2 *
Aroostook Timberlands to Huber &

-

PENOBSCOT COUNTY, MAINE Poor Otiginal At
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CROSSING RIGHTS AGREEMENT

“This Crossing Rights Agreement is effective as of November 1%, 2003 and is eatered into
by and between Arnostook Timberlands, LIC, a limited liability company with a mailing
address of P. 0. Box 170, Aghland, Maine, 04732 {*Argostock™) and Gardner Laod Company,
Inr., 2 Maine corporation with a mailing address of P. 0. Box 189, Lincoln, Maine, 04451-0189
{"(Gardner™).

As used herein, “Grantee” tefers 10 Gardoer, its successor or assipns, as holder of
easements granted herennder; and “Landowner™ applies Arcostook or its successor owners of the
land burdened by the eascment hereby granted. Upon sale or transfes of the burdened land,
Aroostook shafl have no continuing obligations hereunder, and the obligations of Landowner shall
be assumed by and be binding upon the successor owner(s) of the burdened tand.

Aroostook hereby grants Gardner the Following described appurtenam easement &nd rights
of way {the "Crossing Rights™):

L. Grant of Fasement and Crossing Rights. Atoostook herchy grants the Crossing Rights 1o
Gardner on land of Aroostook in Township 2, Range 8; and Township 3, Range § described in the
Deed from Great Northern Paper, Inc. to GN Timberland, L.L.C. {Arousiock is the survivor
tollowing 2 merger with GN Timberland, LL.C on August 13, 1999) dated February 23, 1994
and recorded March 10, 1999 in the Penubscot County Registry of Deeds in Bnok 6980, Page
329, collectively hereinafter referred to as the “Property”. The term “Crossing Rights” hereander
shall mean the noo-exclusive right to cross and re-cross for afl purposes of ingress and egress, with
persounel and equipment, the major land menagement or arterial roads (the “Roads™) as they are
shown om Schedule A- | upon the conditions set fonth below,

2, Exercise. The exercise of the Crossing Rights shall be Timited to the Roads on the Praperty
depicied on Schedule A-1 as said Roads may exist now or in the future be constructed or relocated.
The Crossing Rights are to be used in common with the Landowner and any other party 1o whom
the Landowner has granted or tnay grant the right to use the Roads. The Landowner makes no
wartanty of title.

3 Limited Porpos ]

a The Crossing Rights are limited to Gardner and its suceessors and assigns, who may
own all or any portion of the premises in Township 3, Range 8, WELS and Township 4, Range &
WELS, Penobseot County, Maine conveyed by Argostook to Gardner by deed daled November
1, 2003 1o be recorded herewith (“the Berelited Lands). Except as provided herein the Crossing
Rights may not be assigned to any individual or enlity not having ownership on the Bencfited
I.ands identified in Schedule A1 and no Road may be dedicated lor public use without the consent
of the Landowner.

b The Crassing Rights shall be utilized in 8 mannce which does not unreasenably intetfere
with the Landowner™s or any other person's or entity’s lawfial use of the Propeniy, Grantee’s use of
the Crossing Rights shall at all fimes be conducied so as not to materially interfere with the ordinary
conduct of the operation, inanagement, regeneration and harvesting of farestlands and uther pesounces
on lands of the I.andovwmer.
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¢ (rantee agrees that the exercise of the Crossing Rights shall be subject to the
Landowner’s then prevailing road usage rules and regulations, including without imitation, speed
timits, weight limits, fire protection, roud conditions such as mud sepson or other periods of bad
weather, safety and use by other parties and limitations or prohibitions on certain types of vehicles
such as ATV's or snowmobiles. Such rules and regulations may provide for seasotal and
temporary voad ¢losures for construction and maintenance purpeses. The Landowner shell make
reasonable cfforts 1o provide notice of its rules and regulations in the Grantee. Gruntee shall not be
required to observe an amendment to a rule or regulation until ten (10} days after notice from the
Landowner that a rule or reguiation has been amended.

d Nothing herein shall resirict the Landowner’s rigiit to improve or relocate the roads or
portions thereof subject 1o the Crossing Rights, provided that the Crossing Rights shall apply to any
and alt moads or portions thereat as they may from time Lo Lime be relocated.

4. Easement Appurtenant
a. The Crossing Rights are appurtenant t0 the Benefited T.and.

b The Crossing Rights granted hereby shatl be deemed to burden the Property and shall not
terminate upon a sgle ar conveyance of the Property or a portion thereof to another person or entily,
Any transfer of Lhe Property, or portion thereof, shall be made expressly sulject to the terrms of this
Crussing Rights Agreement, but the Froperty shall remain burdened by the Crossing Rights even in
the absence of wsch express reference.

¢. The Crossing Rights are not transferable except as specifically sct forth herein.

5 AgsigamentiSale of Property. The Crossing Rights muy not be sold, set off, assigned, or
ntherwise conveyed except ag follows:

2. Toa third party porchaser of al) or a portion of a Grantee’s Benefied tand.

b, To a third parly who acquires by purchase or exchange an in common and undivided
interest in all or & portion of' a Grantee’s Benefited land

¢ To s morgagee of all or a portion of a Granotee's Benefited land, oc an in common and
undivided interest in a Grantee's Benefited land.

6. Mainiengnce.

a The Jandowner and Grantee, and their successors and assigns, agree to share the
cosis of maintenance and repair proportional to their respective activily on the Roads The
responsibility for the maintenance and improvement of the Roads and bridges associated with the
Roads is the responsibility of the Landowmer or Grantee if mutually agreed, recognizing that the
Tandawner or Gramtee, as the case may be, may delepate that responsibility to a land management
company, u road association or sisdlar organization formed for that purpose.
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b. Road use fees to recover mainienance costs may be assessed by the party
condpcting road maintenance activities in accordance with the normal and customery practice in
the timber harvesting industry in the State of Maine, Each Grumee is directly responsible to the
Landowner charging user [ees for the payment thereof in proportion to their actual use of the Roads

< The terms “maintenance” and “improvement” shall mean only normal repair,
maintenance and improvement includimg, without limitation, grading, ditching, filling, surfacing or
resurtacing (excluding paving), replacerent or repairs to decking or deck sielace, replacemem of
wheed (rewls and raitings, plowing, sanding, ice removal, refuse and debris removal, and such other
activities as the Landowner, in the Tandowner's sole judgmemt, determines is neceswwy or
desirable. The parties agrae the Roads shall be maintained in 2 comdition providing satisfactary
tansporlalion in accordance with then current timber industry slandards in Maine for the permitted
uses and in compiiance with all applicable laws and regulations so that they may be used and
enjoyed by afl parties entitled to use the Roads. The Tandowner undernakes no obiigation 10
expand, improve, ¢ ¢hange the Roads and specifically undertake no lmbility with respect o the
udequacy ot usage of the Roads

d If the exercise of the Crossing Rights by a Grantee on the Rouds, or any portion
thereod, on a Tandowner’s Property results in damages thereto (except for normal wear and tewr)
ansing [rom accidents, negligence, or use in 2 mammer not consistent with use by a reasonably
prudent Jong-term operator, the Grantee responsible tor the damage shall be solely responsible for
the costs of vepaiting such damage as it may causc,

7. Limitarion of Ligbility. A Grantee’s exercise of the Cressing Rights shall be at the sole
risk of such Grantes. Such Grantee agrees that the Landowner shall not be liable to Grantee for
any claims arising from use of the Crossing Kights by the Grarges, including but not limited to
claims for persongl injury, death, damage 1o propeny or loss of business, except to the extent such
damage 15 caused by gross neglipence or the witlli] misconduct of the Landowner. Each Gramtee
agrees to hold harmiess the respective landowner from (a) any claims and costs and expenses
{including reasonable alorneys’ fees) arising from use of the Crossing Rights by the Grantee,
except 1 the catent caused by the wanton and willful wisconduct of the Landowner, and (b) any
costs and expenses (including reasonable attomeys’ fees) incurred by the Landowner in connection
with curing any default of the Grantee hereunder or enforcing the Landawner's righis under this
Aptesment,

8 Indemnification. The Landowner and Grentee shall indemnify end hold cach other
harmless from any and all claims, actions, injunies, losses, damages, cosis, fines, penalties and
sctilements, including without limitation, attorneys' fees and the costs of investigation, response, and
remesdiation (heceinafter “Claims™), anising from or in any manner related to the respective activities
on the Roads by cach party.

9. Camplianee, The partics vach agree and covenant that they shail comply with all statutes,
ryles and regulations, including, but not limited to, fire laws and land use regulations, and shall
obtain all required permits, licenses and epprovals required by the governmental sgencics of the
State, county or township prior €0 the commencement of the exercise of any aspect of the Crossing
Rights which require such permits, licenses, and approvals.
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10 Minding All of the terms, covenants end conditions heveof shall be binding upoen and imure
to the benefit of the panies hereto and (hei respective successors and assigns.

il.  Jurisgiction. This Agreement shall be construed in accondance with (he laws of the State of
Mine.

12 Coynyerparty. This Agresment may be cxoculed in one or more counterparts, and each
excouted counterpart shall constitute ae criginal instrument, but such counterparts, tngether, shail

constituic onc and the game mstrument.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF 1he parties hereto have signed and sealed this instrument as of the
date beneath their respective signauncs.

D" I . rLe
(e 25 Rtradid S )
Winress

g

Fcr n:o Duly Authorized
/ “f P 8 2. )‘ , ~a
(. "t-u:l //‘d e ?&)\J"f By:# ¢

Iis

L Zar
Hereunto Duly Aufﬁ/mimd
Hsz, ¢ re47

; GARDNER LAND COMPANY, INC.

B}fé& ’/L /5/ W—”
Wliam T.Gardner

15 President

PROVINCE OF NEW BRUNSWICK Y’
SAINT JOHN, ss. lpewlesr £ 2003

Then personally appeared the shove-named Tasnes L4ro.sand - ')- 2-CEmsSsem
who acknowledged the foregoing instrument 10 be (heir free act and deed in said caps.cnm and
the frec act and deed of said corporation,

Before me,

- mEs . R T T S T - mra s m mmen s omad i T 1 Y T S ————— - -
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e %, . Aot

v sty Moay S
MNotary Public

STATE OF MAINE
PENORSCOT, 58 _Oedofaeg . %), 2003

Then personally appeared hefore me the above-named William T. Gardner, it his
cupacity as President of Gardner Land Company, Inc. and ackrowledged the foregoing
instrument to be his free act and deed in his said capacity and the free act and deed of Gardner

[ .and Compzny. lnc.
Before me,

= . o ]

Notary Poblic/Maine Attorney at Law
Printed Name; Eﬂh&&& hﬂﬂ- - ..

s
Pkt
2

BAREARA 8. CROCKEL,

: Public, Maina
My Qommigalon Fu - Avmuinr 1 4, o7
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IEACIVILLE

GUITCLAIM DEND WITEOTY COVEMANT
(NO815
Ralph B, Webbey, Jr., of Dadham, Mamesabusetts,

Jaan W, La of Santn Ana, California, as 'frustes of tha Jean W,
Lange Lp78 Ravesubls Inter Vivoa Trust, as amended,

Prank M. Webber of Coa Cob, Connmatiaunt,

Pleat Bank of Maine, a corporaction with & place of buminsms in

Bangor, Malna, Trustse under an Indenture of Trust antered inks
with Frank M, Wabbar for tha bensfle of Anne W, Wabbar, at al.,
dased Deasnber 24, 1978, . ” .

John' B, Reahs of Bostoo, Massadhuestte, And Samuel 8,
Denmim, 3rd, of Chepcmut Hill, Wassachumatts, Co<Exsoutors under
the Will of ¥, Roscss Webber, 1TI,

Bradbury Wabber of Wayland, Massachusetts,
Crace W. Cuahing af Bangor, Malne,

David M. Cayllsle of Bangor, Haluna, and Danm l?:. Daves of Orono,

Maine, Trumteas under Truat Agreement with Andra E. Cushing, Ir., '
dnl-.a% January 14, 1380, for the bepefir ef Andra B. Cuahing, III,
st nl.,

4, Polrca Wehbaer of Bangot,; Maine,

Jahn M, WebbBer of Bangor, Malpe,

Btaven E. Spatnagel of Atlanta, Gasggla,

Florence N. Ragers of sharman, Connacticut,

Lance D. 2ogars of Sharnan Cemnectiout,

Blasner K. webDer of Sants BArbara, Culifornia, snd Chérles ».
Webber of Sunts Barbara, California, Truatess of the Elasnor E.
and Charles P. Webber Rovocmble Trust, datsd Auquat 4, 1982,

Tleat Bank of Walne, & corpsration with & plecs of business in
Bangor, Maina, Trustea under Indenture of Trust entersd into wich
Charles F. Wabber, dated Hatch 1, 1971, for tha benofit of Diane
Wehbor wallace, .

Charles R. Cushing of Pairfleld, Naine,

Alan D. CIbbane of Exeter, New Haspehire, and David N. Carlisle
of Bangor, Waline, Trustees under Imdentufe of Trust with Charles
Riahmond Cushlag, dated December 24, 1478, for the bameflt of
Linde Lea Guahing, et al.,

Andre B, Cushing, Jr. ¢f Bangor, Malue,

Vb b e s

res e bmbh TwmL o A
e ey e e y

- —— L A
'

of e gt =
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Linda.C. WeInernay of Deerfleld, Massachuestts,

" Maroia L. Renzetti of wilmington, Delaware,

wiliiea R. Cushing of Velrfield, Msine,
Charlea 3. cushing of panges, Maine,

Georgs D, Cariisle of Bengor; Malne, Trustee undec TTust £ g
Agrasment with-Grace Wabber Cushing deted Auquet 6, 1972, i O

Ardze E, Cushing, 112 of Rermsn, Maine, ; e
Laura A. cushing of Salem, Massdohusette; and -

Fleet Bank of Malne, Trustse of the G, Pairce Webbar and Florence - '
P. Webbar Charitabia Laad Truet, daced Apvil 2, 1981, ; L

foy conmideration paid; gragt to

Jehn Godsce, Farsonal lte.pnnntieln ‘ot tiae_iltut.. of Lydla A.
ﬂ“'ﬂ?‘ . . ’

.
-

Prentipe & curlisle Company, InG., . Maine corporation with &
placa of business at Bangor, Maina, .

Mcerillls T{mberland, Inc., a Deleware corpormtion witnh a place
of Dusiness gt Sangor, Msinwe, ) B T R
Groentress, Inc,, a Mains corporation with s plase of husiness ab
Bangor, unin-, and A SR

" Banuel 8, Dennla, ird, of fhestnut Hill, Mmesschusstte Trustes -
-7 " Of the Vila B, webner Irrevoosble Trust undar deed dated ot . .
. Degenber 30, -197€, B i .

-
ety

an essament In Stacyviile, Pencbsoot County, M{M. Bore
pareiculerly described as follows: '

An easanent, aixty (60) fast ia Q;'dr.l, for all purposes . - .

¢¢ a vay, -lnol.ud.l.ng but not lindeed to Lagrui and
: egTess for pecple, vehicles and squipment and for
. inseallatios, maintenance, and replscement of utilicias,

' etnduits -and plpea, 'll'otli_or abova ground of underground, . . -

. Whith utilitles, conduits and pipes’ shall ba {satellea’

' 49 4s not ta interfere with customary ;ou-in,oiur-tiou_ . 55

_._’-‘- I '... ..’.__"-. ...‘

. mubT3 r28y - §

2 A wpringy

. s
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or other uses of Grantora’ Groperty, togsther with the
Cight to asslgn similar eassmant rights to any yeility
acmpany, to and from ather laend of the Orantees, theix
Tospactive helcs, Paxactsl Repressntatlives, fuccamaoyy,
and asaigna, ip saymon with sthars who Bow have ar ™Ay
hergafeer acquize similar righto, avar and acresa
certain land is Btacyvills, Penckacot County, Nalns,
boonded on 40k side by a line thirty (10) feat from the
follawling dosoribed centerlipe:

Beginaing at the polnt of intarasotion of the canterlire
of a gravel road (laading to the Katahdln Raglonal
Landfill) wieh the scuthwasterly adge of Moute 13
pavamant, sald polnt baing 8 13 K 408,62 faat frem a
woad pose scribad Wobber; and 5 18° 0qf B g53.2% fant
fram angthar woad poat sorihad Wabbary thanos

8 B4 104 W 144.25 foeh
4 21* 12+ v 134.19 fast
B 42° ga' W 167,19 faet
870" €1' W 106,88 fast
8 71" 39' W €5.71 fent
6 87" 88' W 101.91 faet
N oget 4w 50,03 feat
B B4* 4l W 90,36 feet
8 86% 12 W 111,41 faet
o 5 et gy w 527.490 fent
B EL® 1w 08,66 faer
. Y

]

1

h

,
e

e

N A I
, -

. '
. S
- :

Br e i g  — o —
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" {nvarsection of another gravel rasd) thande ~:nv.lng th

.: read to Matahdin Reglonal Landfill hul mtuaniul

50"
484

EL
og*

300

© RaD

23" ¢’ 200
24" 30¢ 100
00° W - 100

3!
.‘.

11°
1 0

"t

18’
0+
30+
3a*
30
o0

f & X % X % x £ & X = X

200

100
100
100
- 200

) 4 28* 30 W 200 feat .-l . :
EE € 70% 06' W 100 feat . ., - fhe ol
87° 00’ W 200 foar .o o

foat - . :
toet | Do
I
tent .
feat
foot .
feot .
foat

L300 fast’

B6s% 00 W 2188 teee G . S }
L 879% 18w 185 feer | . e
CoENt 200 W 89 fess - L <t i e ; :

8 97* 30 W 08,05 faot T dg s ) il

3.60° 29° W 143,50 feer ' S 1

8 .41% 21° w B8, 44 fost . ' A |

N . B 4" 34° W 92,99 faet ks

§ 25 21' M- 101.54 fear

8 17% 45/ W 119.44 fese

B39° 31 W 152.28 fest T o

B30 36T W 114,04 feee. e

a3t e w 40.80 feet to the . X

"
o

B

.

"o B
o "

1

= .
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‘ BTACYVILLK : “oi s
BUL79 6292 a S Y C b
£ 70880 8 - 100 fem ' RN
B17° 458 200 feet ) o
8 0% 0% E 100 feet 1
814° 00" ¥ 200 fest ) : ) -
B 15° 00" W 300 feet T IR ot I
8 35° 30’ W 100 fest i | .
B23% 30 W 100 feat - , : 3 :
Bee* 13° W 200 faet CorT I
823% 00° ¥ 200 Zeat : : S
B 61° €5/ W 300 feet ) @ . .
& 58% 00 W 100 feét ; ) 1 ; 1 .
8 44 00" W 100 feat ta the =3 )
intarsaction of ancthegr gravel rauds thence mzn'eq . i i ! .
the left amd continning: ) - !
8 25" 4%/ W 304 feot .
B 13% 004 W 100 feet
8 oAt 36 w 200 faat &
800° 302 100 feat 1
8120 00 £ 100 fast i
8 36° 13° ¥ 300 feet : -
816" 30’ & 100 faex : a0 ; l
B 04% 00 £ 100 feet i : : ’
803" 00' W 100 fost :
_ ’ 837° 00' W 100 feat : - . el
' » _ B 7113/ W 200 fqqt crossing & pover ) R | L
line and oontlnuiag ' ' I | « ° _ .
i ‘ 4220 45' W 200 feat | ; S, ]
878° 36' W 100 faat LI F e oy
i '_ y _' : ; i 2 2 1L
A
# o t e e Xoe gy :
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T

intarasction of u mew graval road; thence tnrniig right .. »
and contisuisg on eaid new road: e R
K 64° 43 W 136.0 faot ) ;
R8T 30’ w200 geet e ;o
_ §°87% 00“'W 100 feet to & hridge - ,
. awar & smell streaw) thence EanQinuing along aald ' 7
T gznvai raady i .o ; : E

-'_:i" crosaing) themos

L

200 goot ‘
100 faot . -
200 feot ' B
200 feot - . '-j::‘;u:.
200 gast |, . L - -" :
100 fosot -, I- ) ‘ o ‘ A
400 faet Vo, e '
100" faet

38 15¢
s0* 004
53* 30°
42* 45°
32* 00

19* 10¢
26* 15’
14® o0’
04" o0

T E RN EE N EE
£ £ X X 2 = ¥ x o

100 fast

|
i A F A

- 697436 00° W 240.66 fast e
B 97° 187 02° ¥ 211.36 feet o s
N 66° 45* 30* W 367,28 fest t0 & te)ephone ' .

389,53 foat -

N 61° 37T seh W, -
M 87% 33 234 W 37922 foet a2
NG 327 057 W 1011.33 feet. ,
‘N 431 387 477 W 1840.34 feat ':;'i . i .
W46 B2 4T W - 1020.42 feub A L
MO39 6 B2° W .1148.43 feet: - 'r Lo [
LA LR CUR TL R O I S S, ;

L B g |
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of an sxlsting gravel road; thanse 8 88° 00’ 00* Why

.and alorg sald rownd 100.20 feet to the centar of an

exfsting woaden bridge avar vhe Raat Brangh of gwift
Broak; thance by and along sald enisting gravel road;}

H 70% 137 Qe w 935,10 feat

N 67% 44* 41 W 692,83 faar

M 77 4% B3 W 203,04 foat '
N 54" 48’ 22" w 196.34 Cant

N 387 e4’ Lo*'W 233.54 fest

N19® 217 24° W 1203.12 feat

N o4® 417 ssr W 108.01 feat

N 04" 32¢ O1* £ 1004.39 fwot

W O15% 22 23" W 730.18 fast) thanos

leaving the said exlating gravel road snd procesding W
31® 42¢ 21" w 314,71 feat) thouca :

M O36* 447 o0 W i06.04 faer

N 46" 80/ go* w . 300,00 Zest

W OBE® SBY 49" W B10.71 Paat to the oenter

" =1

e Yl
#TACYVILLE
1 exbty79 rE29 , g

Wogd® 37 1w 376,09 faat .
BTt 847 S W 730,98 faex
¥ o8t 10 gov w 404,32 fenc; thenoe

crosslag an existing read and aontinuingt
M BA% 30f 0o W 050.00 fest
W 60% 13 00 w 700,00 fest
W 1Lt 80 00* W 200.00 faet
N 08" 087 00 W 200.00 fast ;
A 81* 067 Qa° W 300,00 foat o the Aebtar -

P 9/18
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5 h ) oﬁ an existing. graval rosd; thenca N B6* 00’ 00' W .
!Sl 3 feet to the canter of sn sxiating wooden bridge . ’ . ' .
; i owr tha Middla Braoch of lw.l.if. Brook; thance along nl& T 2 2
% M 08® 35° 00" W 382.63 foer e N |
. 097 544 48 W - 851,28 feot) thence T e -
_ e deaving said gravel rosd aud cantinuingt . - ‘ '
¢ L mtesr mtw 20246 feer el
' N M £0% 137 00" W 200,00 faet o - )
T N0 300 00 W . . 300.00 Zest s 3 A
N27% 30- o W ‘600,00 faer . . . Y.
o MoaLe 1sc oom w 300.00 faat o Lot :
: © W35V 00' 00" W 800,00 faet s N e
P N 40% 43¢ 00" W .'700.00 feer c S SEY W
5 M 447 00’ 00° W 500.90 feet : e
N 32 40 00" W 300,00 feet K { o
N 66° 134 00° W  :700.00 faet T RV
W 79% 30 €0° W  100.00 feor e TR
c R U6 30¢ 00" W 200,00 Feat to tha U T w |
- ' sasterly shore af the Weat Branch of puwif nrwx; thenca ’ A B o
| 07' 43¢ 00' W and crossing safd brook 206 !nt.; tlum ':_ S 7
ST L mant 0t 00* W 1000 feat L i., hl S ML ©
ComeTl W% 48% 000 W - 200.0 feer b s W v Sl ‘
T : oM 26 134°60% W 200,08 faer ‘ o g ',-b '
¥ 83% 30¢ 00' W © 20,0 foak - ORI %
_ W ¥1° 260 00" W ' 100,0 feae . . 5 . i
& M 804280 000 W . 200,0 faas B b 3 53 . o
‘ = ; _ B
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M 40° cor Qo w 304.0 fest '

M a8t 307 90' % 100,0 fest to the center f s &
of un exiwting gravel raad; thenss croselng sald rosd
autting scross 4 eharp bend Ln sald rond ¥ 43% o' W 208
fast to the gantor of snid roady thance ® 734 38+ 4as w g
‘ $87.82 feet by and aleng aald road eo o point on the h
Town Line between mtaayvilla and Towaship 3 Rangs 7 1 !
WELS) sald poine Paing 1480 fest, mors ar legs, ' :
southarly of the southasst corner of the Public Lot P :
located 18 the northeast corner of m-hip. 3 Range 7,

end 1,3 milas, more or lass, seutherly of ths toTthvest o
oorner of OtAoyvilla.

The aBdova deqeribad riqhe of way ls depicted sn the Plan

datad January 23, 1883, by gllbart s, Viltala, R.L.8., sntivisd
Right aF Way Exchanga for Wabber, Godace hatza, ot a),, Gheat 1 -

'of 2 and Sheat 3 of 2, and yecorded {n Panobscat County Reglitry
of Dueds fn Mep File DI2-d9 ang Map Vila B33-835.
Tha Granters, ekalr hailgs, Dersonal Representntives,

successors And aselone shall havs no obligation to repalr or

salntain waid right of way, Grantees, by zaceptance of thip

Doud, covenant and agree ta ba respousible zt all times end in
4ll places for pyoper maiatonance and upkesp of any utliielss,
pipes and conduita Grantees may {netall on,

OVeZ O AQroNs the
right of way, and In the avent of damage to the roadway caused by
" Orantser gr Granteea’ agenty,

to restora saild romdway to tha

condition Lt was {n just prier to Grantess’ ure, In the sveat of

obundqmnt: Or other mon use of such utilities, pipos or gonduicy

b b e e e gans
.
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©. 1983,

WITNESSES

"

. (171) aczs‘;

for m continucus pericd of tweive :nm:l:hs. then the grantaad

The use of
said right of vay shall 'ba subject to reasonsble rules ralating.
to safety un& ma{ntanance of the roads, in¢ciuding too:d upe fans

‘herein shall remove maid utilitiow at their expenas,

" as may from tine to tine be imposad tpon the umars of the road by .

Any party responsible for the maintenanca of the rgadw or righc
of ways, ‘
Thé TonvayAhce of cademant rights herein described daes nat
l.n_' any way constituta s dedication to public use of sald roade, ,'
I1f thia ssezensnt aheuld ba convayad by fixantesp, their Nedrs, .

Personal Representmtives, wuccessora, or awslgne, ab any futuze -

date to aay quﬁammut.a]. antity, than this easemsnt phatl be of
ua futthér force or effact. ’

Granteas’ malling xddraas isr 0/f0 Prantias & cardiila
Hatagampant Company,
Maina 04401,

IN WITNESS WAEREOF, the Grancora vo mmna thia f{rar uun
ta ba lim and ml‘d as o tul # of pﬂ&‘ r¢ ol

Tha., 107 Court Btreet, P.0. Box 637, Banger,

.

12/18
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- . ' . " PLEBT BANX OF MAINE

U e "' PLEET BANK OP MATNE,

SR ol TAUSTEE UNOZR AN INDENTURE OF - - ||
e : TRUST ENTERZD INTO WITH-FRANE - .. |
e ' N. WEBBER POR THE BENEPIT OF — .. - -
. ANNE W. WEBBER, ET AL., DARED - '~ . 5
- DECEMBER 28, 137§ P
Y A 7/ ¥
V52 b

Ita l’h@; ?“‘f!w

T = A . i
) TRUSTEE UNDER INDERTURE OF . ~.°° B {- .
% .~ ' 'TAUST ENTERED.INTO NITH b e TR
... CHARLES P, WRBBER, DATED T |
’ MARCH 1, 1371, rFoR THR BEMEPLP & . . E
OF DIANE WEBBER WAL

1ts Vist P'.SJM‘ T ‘ L

FLEET BANK OF MAINR, <
TRUSTEE OF THE G. BEIRCE -
WEBBER AND PLORENCE P. WESBER 4
CHARYTABLE LEAD TRUST DATED = iy
ARRIL 2, 1981 "
. y
/L./s.f /;7, Gﬁ.{ By:. )

‘ng'ﬁg KUSTRE UNDER - of B
" WITM GRACE WEERER - - .. § 0 %
| BUBNING, DATBD AUGUET 8, 1972 . -. v f° .

i ¥ e
To L :
e , a3 :
Ve i G e " i
! - Gk e B G e e T ¥ ” i
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" aKB479 #6300 fE

- TRUATEES WWDER TRUAT AQAEDNENT
WITH AMDRE E. CUSNING, JR.,
DATED JANUARY 14, 1980, POR
THE BEMEPIT OF ANDRE &,
CUENING, 111, ET AL,

_,4aﬁu;4ﬁ2K:;;l4;41__Wﬁgﬁggggggéggggga:____ | :
_chuaﬂlEELhﬁEisnL___.E%g%qgigégé%;;%ﬁﬁgﬁi__.'I | ;I

TRUSTEES UNDER INDENTORR OF
TRUST WITH QMARLES RICHMOWD
CUSHING, DATED DECEMBER 24,
1978, POR THE BENEPIT OF LINDA
LEE CDIHING, BT AL.

é%#%%%%ﬁéﬁ%é%ﬁﬁﬁ“

hﬂhgg;§:g|g;j;1;;= Mo Y. (::;§§g=£§ :

DAVID M. CARLISLE, TRUATEE

P £
Al
.
~
1 ]
bl
. &y . .
- - % . a '
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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 | 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 EPL.

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 TS 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 72 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 2 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 RS 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.
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EASEMENT DEED AND AGREEMENT

LANGE TIMBER LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY, 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;
MeCRILLIS TIMBERLAND, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company;
GREENTREES INC., a Maine corpotation; and

PRENTISS & CARLISLE COMPANY, INC. a Maine coréoration;

all having a mailing address of P. O. 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 fransportation 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 TSR7 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

Prenﬁss & Carlisle Company, Inc., et al. to Lakeville Shores, Inc. dated June 20,
2005, and recorded in Book 9943, Page 275 of said Regisiry 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, permittees,
heirs and assigns to cross and use the said Easements for access and utility services to other lands
of Grantors, and such uses shall be located so as to not materially interfere with Grantee’s
exercise of rights hereunder.

GENERAL PROVISIONS AS TO ALL EASEMENTS

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

(2)  Grantee’s use of the Easements shall be at the sole risk of Grantee. Grantee
agrees that Grantors 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 Eagements 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)  theright 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

3
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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 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
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 particular 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 portions thereof, road
surfaces, bridges, culverts, ditches or other appurtenant facilities or structures ina 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 scle 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

4
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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.

(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.

(7)  All work done shall be performed with reasonable dispatch until fully completed,
and Grantee shall promptly clean up and restore all portions of Grantors’ and altered or damaged
in connection with Grante¢’ s construction, maintenance and repair o the same condition as it
exisis 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 reserved 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, seeklng an appropriate
remedy in conjunction with such rights,

(10) Therights, title and privileges herein granted or reserved shall be binding upon
and inure 1o 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: LANGE TIMBER LIMITED LIABILITY

COMPANY
W %@’L By: h‘ﬂ_\ Q\D r _gh/—y‘
v’ Jean ber Lange ~
Its Manager '

Hereunto Duly Authorized



§ )jwf’v\/ﬂ«f‘e Vi = Dmr%/&‘/



Bk 11031 Pg 260 #23562

Webber/L.SI ROW Exchange
Patten
521-07
WITNESS: PRENTISS & CARLISLE COMPANY, INC.
M&@ BY:M
_ Donald P. White
. Iis President
Hereunto Duly Authorized
STATE OF MAINE A
PENOBSCOT COUNTY Jome 12 L2007

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 frec act and deeg/@! said corporation.

Before me, W

Notary Public/ Attemney-at-Law

Print or type name as signed

DOUGLAS M. FLAGG
NOTARY PUBLIC » MAINE
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES MAY 15, 2014 -

SEAL

13
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EXHIBIT B
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.

FENOBSCOT Counry o
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From: Ross, Molly

To: lucas st.clair
Subject: Re: PEW report
Date: Thursday, August 13, 2015 6:53:54 PM

L ucas, thanks so much for sending the attachments. Based on a quick look, | agree they are
helpful. Please don't hesitate to share any other relevant information (including the Mclntosh

report).

Thanks so much, aswell, for yesterday's tour. It provides aterrific foundation for thinking
through the possibilities.

Molly
On Thu, Aug 13, 2015 at 8:02 AM, lucas st.clair <(b) (6) gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Molly,

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

Lucas St. Clair

C.(b) (6)
0. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org



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 Moally,

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

Lucas St. Clair

C.(b) (6)
0. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org
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.~ OVERVIEW

In July 2010, The Pew Charitable Trusts (Pew) was provided
agrant 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 Quimby’s stated goal is to achieve federal protective
status by 2016, the 100th 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. EPT 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.

This 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
Institute’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-year 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 EPIlands to
NFPS 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 EPT’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.

THE PEW ENVIRONMENT GROUP
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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. It congists 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 are in the Northern Forest Ecoregion, as
defined in Bailey's ecoregions, 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-ecoregion. 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 unrepresented.

EPT’s land includes 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 of EPI land covers
about 74,000 acres and is adjacent to and east of Baxter State
Park. Itincludes 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.
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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 PARK AND CONSERVATION
INITIATIVES IN MAINE

Current public attitudes toward the Maine Woods are
strongly influenced by the history of land 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 righ ts of access for ]wnting, fisl‘u'ngJ 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 Forestin 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, itis
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 securinglandscape-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
orwilderness. 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
of 70 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. CrRiTiCAL ISSUES IN THE NORTH WOODS:
THE ECONOMY AND JOBS

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
EPT’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 of land 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
REITSs 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 TIMO/
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 TIMOs 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
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“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 of EPI 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 of EP1land 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 of limiting 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.

THE FEW

5

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 of leadership 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 111th 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 112th 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 will 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 politics, it is quickly evident
that the northern part of the state—sometimes defined as the
area north of Route 2 (“the Volvo line”)—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-1970s.
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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 Quimby’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 Wildlife 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
EP]J, although, as the AMC has learned, use of public funds
creates certain obligations for public access that may not be
desirable from EPT’s perspective.

GROUP



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 A1T'Vs because of the
damage they cause and the significant costs of repair. Land
use decisions to ban AT'Vs 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
KME. 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 of EPI 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 TIMOs 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 go, and whose
interests are not as clearly aligned with community economic
development needs. Major TIMO/REIT players include
Plum Creek, GMO Renewable Resources and the Forestland
Group. JW. 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 TIMOs and REITs
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 EPTs 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 EP1 and could be important it future
acquisitions are a component of EPT’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 Quimby consider opening a dialogue with Lynn
Tilton, whose private equity firm purchased the paper mill
in Old Town with the goal of producing biofuels.
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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 EP1
not involve this group in discussions about the disposition
of EPI lands, saying the MFPC has difficulty embracing
new ideas. It was suggested that, 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 of biodiversity
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 of lands in the region. NRCM continues to
support the idea of a 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 of EPTlands; 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 of EPL

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. AMC'’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 of EPI initiatives if its support is part
of a broader stakeholder consensus.'

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 Downeast Lakes Land Trust,
the Chewonki Foundation and the Trust for Public
Land (TPL). TNC owns a substantial amount of land
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 of EPT’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, federalization, access, and process and public
relations considerations.

A. THE ECONOMY AND JOBS

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 EPIis 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
J- 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
EP1 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
arca) 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
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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 EP1lands 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 thatifa 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 of EPI 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 parkis 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. This 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 of EPI 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 EPIlands 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 EPIlands 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 EP1 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 Gowv.
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 EPIlands
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 EPT’s purchases of land east of the East Branch as

“very smart” and providing substantial flexibility in ensuring

access. MSA’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 EPT’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 EP1in 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.
AT Vs 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 of EP1 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.
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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 of hunting as current guides retire. TNC'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 of large 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 of EPIlands 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 EPIlands
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 EPT’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
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that Roxanne Quimby’s small working group initiative—
composed of George Smith of SAM, Bob Meyers of MSA
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 EPT’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,, a respected land manager in

the region, has also added to EPT’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 Quimby 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 T'V 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 if EPT’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 EP1 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 EP1
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 of EPI 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
EPIlands 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 of EPI 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 AMC'’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 provides a review of the wide range
of potential federal designations that are managed by the
National Park Service and discusses how EPI lands might
qualify. This includes:

» Identifying potentially applicable kinds of National Park
System designations that may be applied to the EPI lands

in whole, in part or in combination.

» Determining 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 National
Park System units that can inform the considerations that
EPI must make in terms of real experience.

This segment describes the various NPS 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. In 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 natural 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. Nor
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 California and Nevada
(3.4 million acres)—Death Valley protects colorful
badlands, snow-covered peaks, beautiful sand dunes,
rugged canyons, and the hottest, driest and lowest spot
in North America.

- 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 the 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 Park in 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 of 2009,
there were 75 national monuments administered by the
National Park Service.

Some examples of national monuments:

« Bandelier National Monument in New Mexico (33,000
acres)—DBandelier 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
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ancient ruins, including the cliff dwellings and Tyuonyi
village of Frijoles 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, del 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 ofa
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 (1.1 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
Pinelands 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 10 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 of local 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 1 million
people. Blackstone River has no unit of the National Park
System associated with it.

For land use types associated with these designations, please
refer to Table 1.
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TABLE 1

Designation Land Uses

Logging Hunting Trapping Snowmobiling Road Building
Prabably prohibited, except
National Park Prohibited Prohibited Prohibited possibly in limited areas Could be allowed
and numbers
National Monument | _" e t0 be Prohibited | Prohibited | Could be allowed Gauld be-aowsd,
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 proclamation; 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:

« Itis 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.

« Itretains a high degree of integrity as a true, accurate and
relatively unspoiled example of the resource.
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Suitability and Feasibility

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. [t 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 EP1 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.

1. EPllands treated as one unit: All 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 EPTlands 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 parts of both scts of lands
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 EPI holdings is considered separately,
with emphasis on the Appalachian Trail and Iron Works/
Benson Lakes blocks becoming a part of the Appalachian
Trail, as discussed next,

. 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 of limited 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.

. 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
if EPI wishes to consider additional major acquisition
of land 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.

. Lands adjacent to 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.

. 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.

. 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.
Hlustrative 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 EPIlands 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.
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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 unit. 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. KeEY 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 EPTlands 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.

» ‘lhe EP1land 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 Quimby. 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 Quimby
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
Maines North Woods or any new federal designation for 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 organizations 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
February 2010, 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
aset 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 Quimby 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 EP1is 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
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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 Quimby’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 of EPI’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.

¢. 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
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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.

Formally Engage Stakeholders

EPI and Quimby personally 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 advisnry committee. One approach to
formalize and enhance the process thatis 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]ands.

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
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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.

. 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 Quimby 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 thatamuch 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
anew 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.

Quimby 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. Quimby 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.

What Quimby 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 Danowitz

Jane Danowitz joined the Pew Environment Group in 2002
as a senior oflicer 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 2% 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 through 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 than 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 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.

Robert Stix

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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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 Futures 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 diplomatin 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
anew UN. program overseeing $4 billion in compensation
awarded to restore ecosystems damaged during the 1991
Persian Gulf War.

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 [E 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 OST’s outreach eflorts 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
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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
forest 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 J. 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
superintendent 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; amember 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
LaGasse Conservation Award recipient and fellow with
the American Society of Landscape Architects. He holds a
bachelor’s degree from Towa 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 US. 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 seemsto rely on a2011 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 <(b) (6) gmail.com> wrote:
Still working on all the doc's that he sent to DOI.

Here is something else that | just found.

Lucas St. Clair

C.(b) (6)
0. 207-518-9462

Luc elliotsvilleplantation.or
www.katahdinwoods.org



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 al the doc's that he sent to DOI.
Here is something else that | just found.
Lucas St. Clair

C.(b) (6)
0. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org



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 %2 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. Itis 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 %-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 EPIin 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 19t
Century the two valleys were used as the major access routes for the early exploration of
Katahdin. Throughout the 19t 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 19t 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 18t 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 20t 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 1-95 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 20t 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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*Paddle Sports
*Trails
«Camping
*Fishing

TWO Rivers:
— East Branch Penobscot River (22 miles)
- 5 sets of rapids
— Woassataquoik Stream (13 miles)
= Y2 mile of rapids at Orin Falls

* Ponds:

— Little Messer
— Messer

— Hathorn

— Big Robar

— Little Hathorn
— Moose

— Deasey

— Unnamed




Hiking:
— On EPI: 7 named peaks >1300ft

= Kelloch (1368°), Wassataquo:k (1368’), Barnard
1558"), Deasey (1942’), Lunksoos (1 62)
aihom (1470) lllﬁsh {1601 )

- Big Robar Ribbed Moraine
— Nearby: East Turner (2385’) and Hunt (1480’)

Cross-country Walking:
— Telos Tote Road
— Wassataquoik Tote Road

Mountain Biking along designated tote
roads

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




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

* |AT Lean-to:

— Katahdin Brook near Rocky Pond 3

— Wassataquoik Stream near Katahdin Brook

— Lunksoos Mountain

— Grand Pitch

* 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
skiing




» Tent-only, accessible in winter:
— Sandbank Stream
— Wassataquoik Stream near Orin Falls
Upper East Branch
Stair Falls
Haskell Deadwater
Pond Pitch
— Hathorn Landing
* |AT Lean-to:
— Katahdin Brook near Rocky Pond
— Woassataquoik Stream near Katahdin Brook
— Lunksoos Mountain
— Grand Pitch

-Paddle Sports
*Trails
«Camping
*Fishing
*Hunting




¢ Bodies of Water
— Seboeis River (9.2 miles)
— Kimball Deadwater
— Twin Ponds

* 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




+ 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
: T

* Big and Small Game Hunting Opportunities:
— Moose i
— Bear '
— Deer
— Snowshoe Hare
— Turkey
— Ruffed Grouse
— Waterfowl
— Woodcock




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 will be provided by private
campgrounds outside the Multi-Use area

Access via three major routes:
— Stacyville
« Swift Brook Rd
+ Sheman 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
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» Snowshoeing:
— Peaked Min (820’)
— Many miles of gravel roads

» Cross-country Skiing (Groomed and
Backcountry):

— Many miles of gravel roads for backcountry skiing
— Potential for groomed trails

* 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




« Permanent snowmobile trails \ L~
along the Interconnected Traili i A lh\ i
System (ITS)

* Fishing « Snowmobiling -« Trails
 Hunting « Camping

10



Pre-17t Century: Native Americans
traveled the Wassataquoik and East
Branch

« 17020t Century: Changing land
ownership and logging practices

- 19" Century: Wassataquoik and East

Branch valleys used in exploration of
Katahdin

« 19t & 20t centuries:

— Intense harvesting & river drives
— sporting camp establishment

— Naturalist-Artists-Conservationists
Audubon

Church

Thoreau

Roosevelt

Baxter

« 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

11



* 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

» 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

12



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

13



» 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

Resdearch, Mapping, and Clearing of vista overlooks along the loop
roa -

Trail mapping with GIS
— Trail sign making and installation
— Maintaining Trails and Trail Signs

* Park Employees
— Administration
— Rangers
— Maintenance

* Tourism

Guides & Ouffitters

14



+ Park Looi) Road_
— 18.3 miles

— 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

» 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 Park




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

. Boat access and parking - Lunksoos and Seboeis River (Philpot)

. Grade the American Thread Road (4-miles)

. Picnic tables (3 or 4) at various east-side pond and stream locations
. Establish Maine Conservation Corps program

. Continue artist and writer in residence

. Commercial use requirements - permit and liability insurance

gk WM

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, showmobiling,
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.




From: Ross, Molly

To: lucas st.clair
Subject: Re: Bob Mcintosh report
Date: Friday, August 14, 2015 11:03:54 AM

L ucas, 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 t.clair <(b) (6) gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Molly,

| found the report. Here you are. | will also reach out to Bob to seeif he thinks that he can
help going forward.

| hope your drive back to Lovell went well. It was great to spend the day with you!
Best,

Lucas St. Clair

c.(b) (6)

0. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org



From: Ross, Molly

To: lucas st.clair
Subject: Re: Bob Mcintosh report
Date: Friday, August 14, 2015 10:53:11 AM

Thanks, Lucas! | 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! | 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 t.clair <(b) (6) gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Molly,

| found the report. Here you are. | will also reach out to Bob to seeif he thinks that he can
help going forward.

| hope your drive back to Lovell went well. It was great to spend the day with you!
Best,

Lucas St. Clair

C.(b) (6)

0. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org



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 thisversion.

Lucas St. Clair

C.(b) (6)
0. 207-518-9462

Lucas@elliotsvilleplantation.org
www.katahdinwoods.org



View from Lunksoos Mountain
Photo: Bill Bufty

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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East Branch Penobscot River
Photo: Mark Picard
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i "“Eést Branch of the Penobscot River
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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 ¥2-mile setback from the east side of the East Branch Penobscot River as shown on
the EPl-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 resburces.
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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:
e [tis an outstanding example of a particular type of resources.
e [t possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the natural or cultural
themes of our nation’s heritage.
s [t offers superlative opportunities for public enjoyment or for scientific study.
e [t retains a high degree of integrity as a true, accurate, and relatively unspoiled example of a
resource. National significance for cultural resources will be evaluated by applying the National
Historic Landmarks criteria contained in 36 CFR Part 65 (Code of Federal Regulations).

The following is a summary response to the 4 criteria for national significance.

e [Itis an outstanding example of a particular type of resources.
The proposed park is envisioned at an estimated 75,000 acres east of Baxter State Park in the sparsely
populated northern section of Penobscot County, Maine. Acquired over time starting in 2003, the land
includes portions 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 north, the proposed park will
protect the East Branch valley ecosystems, views to and from Baxter State Park and provide varied
opportunities for outdoor recreation four seasons of the year (see Map 4).

The segment of the Penobscot East
Branch, which the proposed park
encompasses, is characterized 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

o Mountains

Wassataquoik Stream, among its A-
ranked rivers, declaring the system to be one of the least-developed watersheds in the Northeast. The study
observed that the watershed has a significant population potential for the restoration of ocean-run Atlantic
salmon, and is also notable as a high-quality native brook trout fishery.
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The region is characterized by rich biodiversity,
from hilltops and barrens and steep slopes to ravines G
and coves, floodplains forests, and wet basins. The Ei
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. An
inventory conducted from 2004 to 2008 recorded
exemplary blueberry lichen and spruce-heath
barrens, two communities considered imperiled in
Maine, and purple clematis and fragrant fern, two
rare plants in Maine. among other uncommon plant
species. Dwarf shrub bogs and boggy fens are home
to dwarf heath shrubs, sedges, and orchids, as well
as rare dragonflies and butterflies. The matrix forest
that covers most of the rest of the area is part of
TNC's highest priority for conservation.

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, found the presence of the federally threatened Canada
lynx. Using aerial photography captured in 2010, EPI has since mapped some 13,000 acres of lynx

foraging habitat, namely early successional spruce-fir forest favored by the snowshoe hare, the primary
food for lynx, and is developing a lynx habitat management plan for the area. Moose, bear, deer, coyotes
and 78 avian species (nesting) also populate the landscape (see Map 5).

The area of the proposed park is an outstanding example of a transition forest between the southern
broadleaf deciduous forest zone and the northern boreal forest zone. The proposed park would become the
largest and most northern natural resource park in the NPS Northeast Northern 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 Bailey” (see Map 6).

The adjacent Baxter State Park encompasses 200,000 acres of wilderness and public forests. From the top
of Katahdin, privately owned land is a short 5 miles to the east. Long term, 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 of Katahdin and the Great Basin are
spectacular. These are the same views witnessed by the early explorers and artists. From Katahdin the
views to the east would be uninterrupted woodlands with no pin-points of light interrupting the night sky.

e It possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the natural or cultural
themes of our nation’s heritage.
The area of the proposed national park encompasses the lower 13 miles of Wassataquoik Stream and the
22 miles of the East Branch of the Penobscot River starting approximately 1.25 miles down river from the
dam at Grand Lake Matagamon. Except for logging, the area has no development and remains virtually
unchanged, providing an area of exceptional value and quality to interpret the natural and cultural history
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, archival or oral evidence that
permanent Native American settlements were established along these watercourses within the proposed
park boundary.3 During the latter half of the 19th century the two valleys were used as the major access
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routes for the early exploration of KatahdiThroughout 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.

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! Dl@merous 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 thhoug 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 histofyjThe 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 slaté.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 DeWolf's ecological survey of the East Branch properties East of Katahdin, a
resource for much of the information provided here.'

Grand Pitch
Photo: Unknown

The majestic landscape of valleys and woodlands east of Katahdin inspired two important 20®-century
conservationists, Theodore Roosevelt and Percival Baxter. In 1878, Roosevelt. a junior at Harvard
College, visited the area 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."" 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 early
journey shaped his character and formed. in part, the foundation for his life long endeavors in
conservation.” 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." 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
Legislature resolved to accept his donation of land and established, in 1933, Baxter State Park.*
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From an 18"™-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 paper 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 20®-century land conservation in the
United States.

o [t offers superlative opportunities for public enjoyment or for 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 primary 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 nature education will be welcomed on
improved and backcountry trails. In the winter, opportunities for cross-country skiing and snowshoeing
will replace hiking and mountain biking. An extension of the Appalachian National Scenic Trail, the
International Appalachian Trail (TAT/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. Automobile access into the
proposed park may be provided on existing roads from the north, 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 constructed at NPS LEED standards and would be completely off the grid.
In addition to providing a wayside to enjoy the commanding vistas and associated short nature trails, 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 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 (see Map 7).

Park rangers on walking, hiking or river
trips can interpret the natural and cultural
history of the area. 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 views of
Katahdin and the valleys of Wassataquoik
Stream, Sandy Stream, the Seboeis River,

and the East Branch of the Penobscot Deasey Mountain Fire Tower
- 'Photo: Bilk Gelle! and Jim Logan

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.

» ltretains 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 1-95 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 EPl-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 opportihifiesding 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"thad 8arly

20" 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 FTE

($million)

Great Sand 85,900 289,000 2.3 24
Dunes
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 Faes $ 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 t
EPI Traditional Multiple-Use Area and the permanent location of the snowmabile Interconnected Trail Syster
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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