Hinkel, Bill

From: Edward Muzeroll <eamuzer57@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 02, 2018 12:22 PM

To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: CMP

Hello Bill,

| hope that 145 mile power line does not happen!!! Maine gets nothing but destruction of OUR land and we are all tired
of being used!!!
Edward Muzeroll

Sent from my iPhone



Hinkel, Bill

From: sshores <sshores@fairpoint.net>

Sent: Saturday, August 18, 2018 10:06 AM

To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: Fwd: [No Power Cord Through ME] For anyone that thinks that a mere overhead power...

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE smartphone

-------- Original message --------

From: Kaleb Jacob <notification+yrrmgxxa@facebookmail.com>

Date: 08/18/2018 7:32 AM (GMT-05:00)

To: No Power Cord Through ME <295516257877096 @groups.facebook.com>

Subject: [No Power Cord Through ME] For anyone that thinks that a mere overhead power...

n Facebook

Kaleb Jacob, Todd Towle and 4 others posted in No Power Cord Through ME.

i3 Kaleb Jacob
(8 August 18 at 7:32 AM

For anyone that thinks that a mere overhead power line will not make much of a visual impact.
This is a 5 minute video | made yesterday afternoon.

https://youtu.be/1VxCQm_Xpzk
MooseRiverViewVideo8 17 18

Like Comment Share

View on Facebook Edit Email Settings

Reply to this email to comment on this post.



This message was sent to sshores@fairpoint.net. If you don't want to receive these emails from Facebook in the future, please
unsubscribe.
Facebook, Inc., Attention: Community Support, 1 Facebook Way, Menlo Park, CA 94025



Hinkel, Bill

From: Todd Mercer <penobscotman@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2018 10:51 PM
To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: Power Lines - There has to be another way

I’m sure you are receiving many emails regarding the power lines to move green energy from Canada to Mass. While
I’'m in favor of utilizing this existing resource, there has to be a way to complete the task in a more environmentally
friendly way. Opening the canopy which protects countless native trout streams would be registering to the populations
not only in those streams, but would damage the balance of the Kennebec watershed.

Please consider acting to protect Maines natural resources.

Todd Mercer

Maine Guide (Whitewater, fishing, recreation)
222 Maine Street

Poland, ME 04274

Sent from my iPhone
Sent from my iPhone



Hinkel, Bill

From: Jeremy Miller <millerjr8@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 30, 2018 6:09 AM
To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: Opposition to NECEC Corridor

I'm writing to you to voice my opposition to the NECEC powerline project. This type of development
was already rejected by New Hampshire regulators due to its obvious negative impacts on the
regional environment, as well as the tourism based economy.

There are no long term benefits to the people of Maine or to the forest, wildlife and waterways-based
economy of the region. This plan also includes a COMPLETELY inappropriate crossing of the
Kennebec River Gorge, which was once considered for Wild & Scenic designation, however it was
determined local regulators could adequately protect these qualities. Protecting these qualities is your
civic duty. Please do your part in maintaining the spirit of this decision and the spirit of the Kennebec
River Gorge. If you have never passed through the gorge, | please urge you to do so before making
any decision. It is truly a magical place.

Furthermore, the proposed corridor would fragment one of the largest contiguous areas of temperate
forest in the US. This corridor would daylight numerous trout holding waters, impacting stream quality
and stream temperatures. Protecting both of these factors are imperative to the health of our trout
populations. Maine has been the safe haven of the remaining wild brook trout habitat in the east and
should remain that way in perpetuity.

| have heard the argument from proponents that the area is already industrialized due to logging
activity. However, well planned logging on managed forests beget a new forest of healthy young
trees for the future of the forest, creates habitat and provides recreational opportunities. A powerline
corridor destroys a forest, invites new inappropriate industrial development, invites large scale
chemical spraying and permanent disruption of animal behavior and water quality.

| urge you, for these and many other reasons, to reject this innapropriate development in our great
state. Thank you for your time.

Jeremy Miller

Forester/Registered Maine Guide
Hampden, Me



Hinkel, Bill

From: Kurt Sawyer <kurt@sawyersmaple.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 30, 2018 12:10 PM

To: DEP, NECEC

Cc: Hinkel, Bill

Subiject: No CMP Power corridor

This power line project will ruin the economy of the towns along it route. We survive of of tourism and if
this get installed it will kill the ecosystem and the natural beauty of our beloved countryside and woods.
Our scenic vistas, native brook trout, atv and snowmobile trails, deer, bear and moose, all things that
bring tourists from in and out of state to enjoy are now in grave danger of being lost. If Massachusetts is
so desperate for power than they can go generate some in their own state instead of raping ours.

So NO, do not allow this beastly thing to be installed, do not let the citizens of these communities to be
slapped in the face and trampled on by big corporations from out of the country.

Kurt Sawyer

Owner

Sawyer"s Maple Farm

P.0. Box 270

Jackman, Maine. 04945

Leader Evaporator Dealer

www . sawyersmaple.com

"Maine made, the way syrup oughta bel™




Hinkel, Bill

From: Ryan Reed <ryanreed360@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 30, 2018 10:49 PM
To: DEP, NECEC; Hinkel, Bill

Subject: NECEC Power Line Project

Hello,

I'm writing to you to voice my opposition to the NECEC power line project. This type of development was already
rejected by New Hampshire regulators due to its obvious negative impacts on the regional environment, as well as the
tourism based economy.

There are no long term benefits to the people of Maine or to the forest, wildlife and waterways-based economy of the
region. This plan also includes a COMPLETELY inappropriate crossing of the Kennebec River Gorge, which was once
considered for Wild & Scenic designation, however it was determined local regulators could adequately protect these
qualities. Protecting these qualities is your civic duty. Please do your part in maintaining the spirit of this decision and
the spirit of the Kennebec River Gorge. If you have never passed through the gorge, | please urge you to do so before
making any decision. It is truly a magical place.

Furthermore, the proposed corridor would fragment one of the largest contiguous areas of temperate forest in the US.
This corridor would daylight numerous trout holding waters, impacting stream quality and stream temperatures.
Protecting both of these factors are imperative to the health of our trout populations. Maine has been the safe haven of
the remaining wild brook trout habitat in the east and should remain that way in perpetuity.

| have heard the argument from proponents that the area is already industrialized due to logging activity. However, well
planned logging on managed forests beget a new forest of healthy young trees for the future of the forest, creates
habitat and provides recreational opportunities. A powerline corridor destroys a forest, invites new inappropriate
industrial development, invites large scale chemical spraying and permanent disruption of animal behavior and water
quality.

I urge you, for these and many other reasons, to reject this innapropriate development in our great state. Thank you for
your time.

Ryan Reed
207-441-7114



Hinkel, Bill

From: Connor Phillips <phillycondor@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 31, 2018 8:29 PM

To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: CMP transmission line in Maine

Dear Mr. Hinkel,
Mr Beyer,

I moved to Maine as a recent college graduate some years ago. | work in outdoor education and teach students about
the natural world. Maine’s natural beauty drew me to this special place and | would like it to remain as such. The CMP
transmission line and similar projects degrade Maine’s outdoor wonder. Please do all in your power to ensure that these
transmission lines remain out of our great state. Maine is on the brink of an economic and social boom, with young
residents and college educated folks from away moving to and staying in Maine. “The way life should be” does not
include such projects as the proposed CMP transmission line. Keep Maine beautiful!

Sincerely,
Connor Phillips



Hinkel, Bill

From: Bud <gbudsam@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, September 03, 2018 10:11 PM

To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: CMP's Transmission Line Project (aka The CMP Corridor)

Dear Mr. Hinkel,

I am writing to you in strong opposition to CMP's proposed transmission line construction
from the Canadian border to Lewiston. As a long-time lover and visitor (fisherman,

hiker, paddler, and all-around worshiper of the outdoors) of the regions that will be
directly affected by this project, | am very concerned that there will be severe and
irreversible damage everywhere the transmission line touches. I understand and support
the need for clean energy, but the price to Maine's Northern Wilderness and the
communities through which the line will run is simply too great, the risk to the pristine
environment that so many come to Maine to enjoy is simply too high. We've done
enough damage to northern Maine, let's not make it worse, please.

Truly, there are few if any direct benefits to Maine and Mainers, but I'm sure there are
great profits for a company based in Spain. Yes, there would be a number of temporary
construction jobs---sorry, that just means short-term gain and long-term pain.

I urge you to reject this project entirely and let the folks in Massachusetts figure out
another solution. There are lots of intelligent people down there who can find a good
solution that does not have negative impact their neighbor states.

Thank you for doing the right thing for Maine. We can certainly do better than projects
like this to protect Maine's future.

Sincerely,

G. Bud Samiljan
G. Bud Samiljan
207-688-5234

978-808-2158
gbudsam®@yahoo.com




Hinkel, Bill

From: Lisa Shorey <aprilsong401@msn.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 04, 2018 6:32 PM
To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: NO CMP Corridor

Dear Mr. Hinkel:

| am writing to express concern regarding the CMP powerline corridor cutting through some of the pristine areas of our
beautiful state.

I am a land owner along the western shore of Moxie Lake in The Forks Plantation. My family has enjoyed outdoor
activities in these pristine areas of our beautiful state for generations. Recreation is a driving economic force in this area
of Somerset county. These natural resources, if allowed to be taken up by industrial greed, will never be the same.

At the Spring meeting of the Lake Moxie Campers Association, a spokesperson for CMP presented plans for the corridor
that showed widening an existing powerline. They seemed to have a thoughtful approach that would least disturb the
area around Lake Moxie and the camp owners and visitors who enjoy this beautiful part of the state.

What they failed to share with the group were the plans over the currently undisturbed Kennebec River gorge. | was
appalled to learn of plans to bisect The Gorge with overhead powerlines visible to rafters/hikers/anglers and others who
visit this beautiful wilderness area. | was further appalled to learn of plans to come within 25 feet of existing water
bodies and watershed areas, while private landowners are required to maintain at least 100 feet of natural habitat along
those same waterways. And for whose benefit? Not for the long term benefit of the people of Maine!

I strongly oppose allowing CMP to develop a corridor outside of its existing route and urge you to deny approval of this
CMP powerline corridor through Somerset county. Please protect the interest of the people of Maine in protecting our
most valued natural resource!

Lisa Shorey

513 Troutdate Road

The Forks, ME

Residence: 203 Upper Pond Road, Litchfield, ME

Sent from Mail for Windows 10



Hinkel, Bill

From: Pam Tatham <ptatham@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 05, 2018 7:57 AM

To: Hinkel, Bill

Cc: Beyer, Jim R; Cyrway, Scott; Strom, Scott
Subiject: CMP 145 Mile Transmission Line Through Maine

Below is a copy of our letter to the PUC regarding this important mattter. Any assistance you can give in
support of a NO vote to this proposal will be greatly appreciated. | would also refer you to the Facebook page
by the same name as the Subject in this email where there are many posts in opposition to the proposal.
Thank you.

Attention to Mr. Cryway and Mr. Strom, | look forward to hearing from you and your position on this matter.

"We, along with many other residents of Maine, oppose the CMP Corridor.

Our question for the PUC is why should we be allowing this expansion through our state to provide power to
the residents if Massachusetts? The promises of payoffs to communities and businesses, at the expense of our
environment, is enticing, but not acceptable.

CMP has lost the confidence of their customers in the past year and their business practices are questionable.
Why would you allow them to become part of another endeavor which has been turned down by our
neighboring states? And has no POWER benefit for our state?

The offer to subsidize low income residents of Massachusetts when we have Maine residents who struggle to
pay their energy bills is beyond comprehension, especially when they want the Maine ratepayers to help with
the cost of last year’s storm damage.

Recently CMP offered and paid settlements to homeowners in the Benton area who complained about the
noise created by the new substation in their neighborhood. Will CMP be able to afford more settlement
money when there are issues raised about effects from these high tension wires?

Our request of the PUC is to make the right decision for the people of Maine, and turn down any requests for
this expansion through Maine.

Thank you.

Doug and Pam Tatham, CMP customers in Clinton and East Moxie Township™



Hinkel, Bill

From: Emily Wolf <emwolf505@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, September 05, 2018 11.26 AM

To: rsezak@somersetcounty-me.org; cypj@beeline-online.net; dcray@somersetcounty-ME.org;
ngraf@somersetcounty-me.org; ltrafton@somersetcounty-me.org; DEP, NECEC; Hinkel, Bill

Subiject: Submit Public Comment: oppose transmission line

| have recently become a resident of the West Forks. | moved here for many reasons but the main reason is the natural
and remote environment of The Forks area. | strongly oppose this proposed transmission line for its effect on the
environment, wildlife, scenic views, and the rafting/tourism industry. | also oppose this project for it ineffectiveness
against climate change and the growth of renewable energy. | encourage all elected officials to listen to the majority of
your voters and help stop this project now. | believe all state agencies in this process should deny the permits put forth
for this project.

Thank you,

Emily Wolf
West Forks Resident

Emily Wolf
emwolf505@gmail.com

Sent from my iPhone



Hinkel, Bill

From: Justin Preisendorfer <alpinetraveler@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 15, 2018 8:06 AM

To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: No support for NECEC

Dear Mr. Hinkel and LUPC,

I was deeply saddened to learn of Central Maine Power’s quiet push for a
145-mile power corridor through Maine’s North Woods. While not
currently a Maine resident or CMP ratepayer I feel I have a stake in the
landscape that CMP looks to degrade without regard for its stakeholders
or the region’s valuable natural resources.

My great, great, great, great grandfather Galon Newton moved to Moose
River with his brother Jacob in 1828. Family members eventually spread
into the communities from Dennistown to the Forks and my grandfather
Linwood Moore was born in Moose River in 1930. While I live in northern
New Hampshire I make at least one trip per year to visit the woods, ponds
and rivers that my grandfather grew up in. Every year [ spend time on the
Kennebec River and never cease to be impressed by its beauty. You see,
while I live surrounded by the beautiful White Mountains, there is
something about the upper Kennebec River watershed that is

special. Those qualities were documented in 1982 when the Maine Rivers
Study was released by the State of Maine in coordination with the National
Park Service. They were further documented and protected in 1987 by the
Maine Legislature when they stated that the section of river below Harris
Dam contained “significant river related natural and recreational values”
that “provide irreplaceable social and economic benefits to the people in
their existing state.”

The outstandingly remarkable values that dominate the upper Kennebec
make it a prime candidate for our nation’s system of Wild and Scenic
Rivers. In fact, the river is eligible based on its scenic, recreational and
hydrological values. Central Maine Power has a responsibility to prove



that its proposed actions will not irrevocably degrade these values and
negatively impact the social and economic benefits that they provide.

['ve carried my grandfather’s ashes down through the Gorge on multiple
trips and every time | imagine what it was like when he fished this area as
a boy. I remember asking him what it was like before the Indian Pond
Project and hearing of the wooden dam and the log drives and of course,
the spectacular fishing. The concrete dam tamed some of the wildness
that existed in his youth but anyone who has been through the Gorge since
1954 knows that wildness remains still. A massive powerline will strangle
that wildness and blight the landscape that my family and so many others
have held dear.

[ sit in New Hampshire relieved that we have just said no to our own
massive transmission line but worried about my next trip to Maine. Will
this fall’s birdhunting trip be the last before a swath is cut across the
landscape? Will my next float down the Gorge be marred by overhead
transmission lines? Will CMP come to its senses and pull back from this
damaging proposal? I can only hope so for my children with whom I want
to visit the Kennebec River. | want to share in the awe of the scenery and
tell stories of our family that was raised with this amazing backdrop and
how it taught them a respect for the land and their neighbors. It's a lesson
I hope we can all help teach CMP as well.

Sincerely,
Justin Preisendorfer

Justin



Hinkel, Bill

From: john & Nancy <jrnicholas@roadrunner.com>

Sent: Monday, September 17, 2018 11:.33 AM

To: Hinkel, Bill; DEP, NECEC

Subject: FW: Cold Stream Forest

Attachments: 2. Recorded QC Deed.pdf; 3. Recorded REA.pdf; Cold_Stream_Forest 2018 .jpg
Importance: High

Bill and Jim, enclosed from Sarah Demers, Director of the Land for Maine’s Future is a digitized map and
recorded deeds for the Cold Stream Forest purchase. | received that information pursuant to a written FOI request for
the purpose of understanding how CMP plans to cross or navigate the Cold Stream Forest with respect to the path of the
transmission corridor. Apparently, there was a 700 foot wide tract of land that was retained by Plum Creek on either
side of the Capitol Road, and traversing the bridge that crosses the Cold Stream, at the time of the Cold Stream Forest
purchase.

| do not know whether or not CMP purchased from Plum Creek the land necessary for the transmission corridor
or obtained a right-of-way from Plum Creek. Whichever transaction occurred would be on file in the Somerset County
Registry of Deeds. | believe Plum Creek has retained ownership of the Capitol Road.

Jack Nicholas

From: Demers, Sarah <Sarah.Demers@maine.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, September 4, 2018 3:25 PM

To: john & Nancy <jrnicholas@roadrunner.com>
Subject: RE: Cold Stream Forest

Jack, Attached are the documents you requested. Let me know if there is anything else | can help you with.

Sarah

Sarah Demers

Director, Land for Maine’s Future Program
Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry
28 SHS | Augusta, ME 04333-0028

207-287-7576

From: john & Nancy [mailto:jrnicholas@roadrunner.com]
Sent: Friday, August 31, 2018 9:40 AM

To: Demers, Sarah <Sarah.Demers@maine.gov>

Subject: Cold Stream Forest

Sarah, thank you for taking the time to discuss with me the details of the Cold Stream Forest purchase. As we
discussed, | would appreciate receiving a digitized map of the Cold Stream Forest and a copy of the deed of purchase.

Thanks, Jack Nicholas



Filed for record at the request of and a%

recording return to:
State of Maine Repulby
Department of Agriculture, Conservation, and Forestry,
Bureau of Parks and Lands

22 State House Station

Augusta, Maine, 04333
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QUITCLAIM DEED WITH COVENANT

KNOW ALL BY THESE PRESENTS, that PLUM CREEK MAINE TIMBERLANDS, L.L.C.,a
limited liability company, organized and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware,
formerly known as SDW Timber 1I, LLC, and having an address of ¢/o Weyerhacuser Company,
P.O. Box 9777, Federal Way, WA 98063-9777 (“Grantor™), for consideration paid, GRANTS to
the State of Maine, acting by and through its Department of Agriculture, Conservation, and
Forestry, Bureau of Parks and Lands, with a mailing address of 22 State House Station, Augusta,
Maine, 04333 (“Grantee™), with QUITCLAIM COVENANTS, all that certain real estate located
in the Townships of Johnson Mountain, Parlin Pond, and West Forks Plantation, all in Somerset
County, Maine which is more particularly described in Exhibit A attached hereto and made a
part hereof (the “Property”™) and is shown as the “Cold Stream Forest” on a set of plans entitled,
“Boundary Survey Map of the Cold Stream Forest being the land conveyed by Plum Creek
Maine Timberlands, LLC to the State of Maine Bureau of Parks and Lands” prepared by Maine
Boundary Consultants, dated September 21, 2015 and filed with the Somerset County Registry
of Deeds (the “Registry”) as Plan Nos.Fj ¢ .2¢cil (the “Cold Stream Plan™).

Pjs.\ﬁﬁ?h3q 32-38 %

The Property is conveyed TOGETHER WITH and SUBJECT TO those certain rights of way
described in that certain Reciprocal Easement Agreement by and between the parties hereto of
even or nearly even date hereto and recorded herewith.

ALSO TOGETHER WITH the benefit to “travel over, along and across” the Central Maine Power
Company transmission Line as mentioned in the deed of Wallingford Timberlands Inc. to Central
Maine Power Company, dated December 24, 1962 and recorded in the Somerset County Registry
of deeds in Book 665, Page 393.

The Property is also conveyed SUBJECT TO the additional rights and easements described on
Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.

The Property conveyed by this deed is being acquired in part with (1) funds from the Land for

#% This document is being re-recorded to correct the Plan page numbers.
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Maine’s Future Fund in accordance with the Land for Maine’s Future Act, at Title 5, Maine
Revised Statutes, Chapter 353, as amended, and P.L. 2011, ¢.696, § 5, as a natural area important
for conservation, water access, outdoor recreation, wildlife and fish habitat; and (ii) in part, with
federal funds from Grant # 14-DG-11420004-224 of the Forest Legacy Program, in accordance
with the provisions of Title XII of the Food, Agriculture, Conservation and Trade Act of 1990 (16
United States Code (“USC™) Section 2103c), as amended, which was enacted to protect
environmentally important private forest areas threatened by conversion to non-forest uses and for
promoting forest land protection and other conservation opportunities. In the event that these lands
acquired with Federal funds under the Forest Legacy Program (16 USC Section 2103c¢) are ever
sold, exchanged or otherwise disposed, the United States shall be reimbursed the fair market value
at the time of disposal in proportion to the original Federal investment. Provided, however, the
Secretary of Agriculture may exercise discretion to consent to such sale, exchange, or disposition
upon the State’s tender of equal valued consideration acceptable to the Secretary.

MEANING AND INTENDING TO CONVEY A PORTION OF GRANTOR’S TITLE as
described in the following three deeds from S.D. Warren Company to SDW Timber I, L.L.C.,
n/k/a Plum Creek Maine Timberlands, L.L.C., dated November 5, 1998, and recorded in Somerset
County Registry of Deeds in Book 2490, Page 228 (Parlin Pond Parcel); Book 2491, Page 67
(West Forks Parcel); and Book 2490, Page 81 (Johnson Mountain Parcel), as affected by
Corrective and Confirmatory Quitclaim Deed made by S.D. Warren Company to Plum Creek
Maine Timberlands, L.L.C. dated July 25, 2014 and recorded in Book 4814, Page 137 (Johnson
Mountain Parcel). SDW Timber II, L.L.C. changed its name to Plum Creeck Maine Timberlands,
L.L.C. as cited by instrument dated November 30, 1998 and recorded September 23, 1999 in Book
2605, Page 151, Recording No. 014193,

fsignatures on following page]
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In witness whereof, Plum Creek Maine Timberlands, L.L.C., has caused the foregoing
instrument o be signed and sealed this _{0™ ™~ day of (Y\&"C/’r-\ , 2016.

b

£
H
H

- ,f'fuiﬁw ;
WITNESS j e By \Ryscest <. Hagen

s Senior VP and CFO
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STATE OFM#HQ‘%
County of K'mr:; , S8 (Y‘\aco{»\ i ®; ,2016

Personally appeared the above named RUSS.Q,L - Heacen, Sonior Vet ¢t ceo of Plum Creek Maine
Timberlands, L.L.C., and acknowledged before me the foregoing instrument to be his free act
and deed in his said capac1ty and the free act and deed of said Plum Creek Maine Timberlands,
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My commission expires: 0lag/201%
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CONSENT OF COMMISSIONER
Pursuant to Title 12 M.R.S. Section 1850 (1) the Commissioner of the Department of
Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry hereby gives his consent to the above and foregoing
Quitclaim Deed with Covenant, executed this _ﬂ day of March, 2016.
STATE OF MAINE
Department of Agriculture, Conservation and
Forestry
.' WalterE Whltcomb
Its Commissioner
STATE OF MAINE Date: 5 |11 L
County of Kennebec, ss. i
Then personally appeared the above-named Walter E. Whitcomb, Commissioner of the Maine
Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry and acknowledged the execution of the
within Consent of Commissioner as his free act and deed in his capacity and the free act and
deed of the State of Maine.
Before me,
SEa

Notary Publlc '. novatFa
Print Name:

My Commission Expires:
Seal:

KATHY L. EASTMAN
Notary Public, Maine
wly Commission Explses March 31, 2049
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EXHIBIT A

Certain lots or parcels of land, easterly of US Route 201, so-called, also known as Canada Road,
so-called, situated in West Forks Plantation, Johnson Mountain Township, and Parlin Pond
Township, in the County of Somerset, State of Maine, being three (3) tracts known as the SOUTH
TRACT, MIDDLE TRACT and NORTH TRACT and being more particularly bounded and
described as follows:

SOUTH TRACT:

Beginning at a point, being on the Northeasterly sideline of US Route 201, so-called, also known
as Canada Road, so-called, said point also being on the Southeasterly sideline of Tower Road, so-
called, and being 50.00 feet, left of centerline Station 1101+49.3, as shown on the “Maine State
Highway Commission Right of Way Map State Highway 267" | dated January 1955, S.H.C. File
No. 13-78, Sheet 4 0f 9, and recorded in the Somerset County Registry of Deeds, in Plan Book 13,
Page 55, and being N 41°54"25" E, and 0.56 feet, from Set P&C, also being N 62°00'15" W,
and 800.70 feet, along said sideline from a found Highway Monument, being 50.00 feet, left of
centerline Station 1109+50, as shown on the said Highway Map, also being N 62°00'15" W, and
398.82 feet, along said sideline from a found 7/8” rebar with cap marked “RLS 4447, as shown on
the “Subdivision of Land The Harrison’s” dated December 20, 2007, by Michael R, Sackett, PLS
1170, of Sackett & Brake Survey Inc., as recorded in the said Registry in Plan File 2008, Page 21,
said Point also being at a coordinate of North 922,008.0238, and East 2,995,333.3864, and being
the true Point of Beginning;

Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is also
on the southerly and westerly sideline of Tower Road, so-called, being a 66.00° wide Right of Way
for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein;

N 41°54'25" E, along said Road, 159.76°, to a point;

N 52°25'59" E, along said Road, 885.33°, to a point;

N 53°29'52" E, along said Road, 851.18’, to a point;

N 56°57'42" E, along said Road, 698.67’, to a point;

N 57°35'34" E, along said Road, 601.66’, to a point;

N 50°09'12" E, along said Road, 436.24°, to a point;

N 23°53'34" E, along said Road, 467.64°, to a point;

N 00°52'05" W, along said Road, 337.39°, to a point;

N 26°07'50" W, along said Road, 391.90°, to a Set P&C;

N 61°43'29" E, along said Road, 513.56°, to a point;

N 87°45'49" E, along said Road, 702.38’, to a point;

S 73°15'25" E, along said Road, 534.60’, to a point;

S 41°01'32" E, along said Road, 677.70°, to a point;

S 31°25'27" E, along satd Road, 1,194.87", to a point of intersection of thc westerly sideline of
Tower Road and the projection of the southerly sideline of Jerry’s Way if extended, said point



being § 74°01'03" W, and 33.8("" from the centerline of said Tower Road, so-called, which said
Tower Road Right of Way continues southerty;

Thence running easterly, crossing Tower Road, so-called, on the following courses along the
remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is also on the southerly and easterly sideline of
Jerry’s Way, so-called, being a 66.00” wide Right of Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of
Way is also being conveyed herein;

N 74°01'03" E, along said Road, 751.08’, to a point;
N 67°41'02" E, along said Road, 394.14°, to a Set P&C;
N 62°01'50" E, along said Road, 410.63", to a point;
N 37°33"28" E, along said Road, 346.72’, to a point;
N 79°11'01" E, along said Road, 532.88’, to a point;
N 59°00'17" E, along said Road, 277.82°, to a point;
N 42°51'30" E, along said Road, 254.27°, to a point;
N 51°4931" E, along said Road, 455.42’, to a point;
N 16°50'59" E, along said Road, 236.54", to a point;
N 38°45'52" E, along said Road, 520.13", to a point;
N 68°3931" E, along said Road, 96.87’, to a point;
S 55°3226" E, along said Road, 137.51°, to a point;
S 30°14'46" E, along satd Road, 240.26’, to a point;
N 83°31'28" E, along said Road, 310.16, to a point;
N 63°33'03" E, along said Road, 188.33", to a Set P&C;
N 25°54'56" E, along said Road, 251.57’, to a point,

N 09°28'13" W, along said Road, 159.75°, to a point;

N 24°00'09" E, along said Road, 539.19°, to a point;

N 33°53'07" E, along said Road, 291.07", to a point;

N 11°08'45" E, along said Road, 421.30°, to a point;

N 11°02'22" E, along said Road, 402.70°, to a point;

N 19°16'00" W, along said Road, 110.63’, to a point;

N 57°06'12" W, along said Road, 200.73", to a point,

N 03°45'47" E, along said Road, 194.88’, to a point;

N 38°15'06" W, along said Road, 150.32°, to a point;

N 71°38'11" W, along said Road, 165.83", to a point;

N 34°57'55" W, along said Road, 170.39°, to a point;

N 13°14'18" E, along said Road, 207.02", to a point;

N 11°32'59" W, along said Road, 138.20’, to a point;

N 45°30°'41" W, along said Road, 230.84°, to a point;

N 25°1124" W, along said Road, 452.93", to a point;

N 20°40'39" W, along said Road, 264.71°, to a point;

N 03°01'50" E, along said Road, 311.54’, to a point;

N 22°54'43" W, along said Road, 311.45", to a Set N&W, at the end of said Jerry’s Way, and being
N67°05'17" E, and 33.00" from end of the centerline of said Jerry's Way;
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Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein;

N 35°08'36" W, along said lands, 3,662.36°, to a Set P&(;

N 02°37'43" E, along said lands, 1,361.52", to a Set P&C;

N 34°4521" W, along said lands, 3,983.31°, to a Set P&C;

S 41°42'25" W, along said lands, 1,284.37", to a Set P&C;

S 48°19'04" W, along said lands, 1,679.33°, to a Set P&C, being S 70°55'47" E, and 46.06°, from
the centerline end of Lower Cold Stream Road, so-called, being a 66.00" wide Right of Way for
Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein;

N 70°55'47" W, along said lands, 2,156.23’, to a Set P&C;

N 62°18'11" W, along said lands, 1,961.27’, to a Set P&C;

N 43°23'44" W, along said lands, 2,486.40°, to a Set P&C;

S 78°22'35" W, along said lands, 296.98°, to a Set N&W, being N 41°33'40" E, and 33.00°, from
an angle point, in the centerline of Brenda’s Way, so-called, being a 66.00” wide Right of Way for
Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein, which said Brenda’s Way
so-called, ends N5&°26'20"W, and 100.00" from said angle point;

N 58°2620" W, along said lands, 927.50°, to a point;

N 57°33'28" W, along said lands, 236.06°, to a point;

N 69°3723" W, along said lands, 510.23", to a point;

N 57°11'16" W, along said lands, 392.66°, to a point;

N 69°05'46" W, along said lands, 401.14°, to a point;

N 79°20'45" W, along said lands, 447.67’, to a point;

N 50°31'50" W, along said lands, 494.95°, to a Set N&W,

N 54°21'43" W, along said lands, 376.257, to a point;

N 22°18722" W, along said lands, 466.10°, to a point;

N 18°39'44" E, along said lands, 568.92°, to a point;

N 26°53'35" W, along said lands, 133.48°, to a point;

N 76°45'34" W, along said lands, 106.86°, to a point;

N 21°28'37" W, along said lands, 564.47", to a point;

N 05°57'43" W, along said lands, 326.67°, to a point;

N 54°2428" W, along said lands, 364.34’, to a point;

S 81°34'00" W, along said lands, 108.14°, to a Sct P&C';

N 45°54'55" W, along said lands, 2,217.97’, to a Set P&C;

N 81°16'24" W, along said lands, 216.58°, to a Set P&C;

N 18°35'11" W, along said lands, 497.45°, to a Set P&C, at the land now or formerly of Central
Matine Power Company, as described in the deed recorded in the said Registry in Book 665, Page
393, being on the southerly side of a 100.00° wide transmission line, also being S 01°32'14" W,
and 102.55°, from a Set P&C, at the southwesterly comer of the MIDDLE TRACT described
herein below;
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Thence N 78°4820" E, along said Central Maine Power Company, crossing Cold Stream, so-
called, and erossing Wilson Hill Road, so-called, being a 66.00” wide Right of Way for Ingress-
Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein, 3,592.95°, to a Set P&C, at the
westerly boundary of the State of Maine Public Reserve Lot, also being, $11°39'26" E, along said
Public Reserve Lot, and 235.60", from a Set P&C, at the Point of Beginning or southeasterly corner
of the MIDDLE TRACT described herein below;

Thence S 11°39'26" E, along said Public Reserve Lot, 1,772.15°, to a found 5/8” rebar with cap
marked “Maine Public Reserve Land™;

Thence S 78°0524" W, along the said the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, and crossing
said Wilson Hill Road, so-called, 307.46, to a Set P&C, on the westerly sideline of said Wilson
Hill Road, so-called, also being, N 78°05'24" E, and 37.17" from an angle point in the centerline
of Wilson Hill Road, so-called;

Thence on the following courses along the said remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is
also on the said westerly sideline of said Wilson Hill Road, so-called;

S 35°48'48" W, along said Road, 140.59°, to a point;

S 03°04'04" W, along said Road, 476.33’, to a point;

S 45°41'48™ E, along said Road, 532.26’, to a point;

S 52°13'50" E, along said Road, 733.76°, to a point;

S 81°43'56" E, along said Road, 289.39", to a point;

S 35°01'31" E, along said Road, 467.71°, to a point, being S 68°07'05" W, and 33.89°, from an
angle point, 1n the centerline of said Wilson Hill Road, so-called;

Thence continuing on the following eourses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein;

S 08°44'18" E, along said lands, 421.71°, to a point;

S 10°25'10" E, along said lands, 529.72’, to a point;

S 10°59'42" W, along said lands, 295.02°, to a Set P&C;
S 52°09'07" E, along said lands, 1,259.22°, to a Set P&C;
N 72°52'03" E, along said lands, 729.42°, to a Set P&C;
S 44°32'08" E, along said lands, 2,658.91°, to a Set P&C;
S 65°53'07" E, along said lands, 3,187.32’, to a Set P&C;

N 38°48'57" E, along said lands, 550.28°, to a Set P&C;

N 21°13'38" W, along said lands, 1,005.38’, to a Set P&C;

N 74°19'16" E, along said lands, 796.62°, to a Set P&C;

N 17°10'44" W, along said lands, 738.77", to a Set P&C, on the southerly sideline of said Wilson
Hill Road, so-called, also being, S 80°06'53" E, and 68.50" from an angle point in the centerline
of Wilson Hill Road, so-called:;
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Thence on the following courses along the said remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is
also on the said southerly, southwesterly, and westerly sideline of said Wilson Hill Road, so-called;

N 71°05'13" E, along said Road, 93.93", to a point;
N 63°53'34" E, along said Road, 228.00", to a point;
N 45°52'24" E, along said Road, 236.78’, to a point;
N 13°56'13" E, along said Road, 229.10°, to a point;
N 25°22'01" E, along said Road, 719.59", to a point;
N 41°10'52" E, along said Road, 573.99’, to a point;
N 16°15'17" E, along said Road, 324.16’, to a point;
N 43°2226" E, along said Road, 535.18’, to a point;
N 20°50'11" E, along said Road, 201.30°, to a point;
N 78°11'04" E, along said Road, 100.92’, to a point;
S 41°32'30" E, along said Road, 89.95, to a point;

S 37°57°09" E, along said Road, 624.44", to a point;
S 84°50'13" E, along said Road, 527.72°, to a point;
S 57°27'14" E, along said Road, 520.75’, to a Sct P&C;
S 32°43'35" E, along said Road, 256.75’, to a point;
S 44°3722" E, along said Road, 273.05°, to a point;
S 29°16'42" E, along said Road, 876.89°, to a point;
S 47°59'55" E, along said Road, 501.14", to a point;
S 54°52'34" E, along said Road, 287.71°, to a point;
S 36°21'39" E, along said Road, 472.63, to a point;
S 60°16'47" E, along said Road, 537.09°, to a point;
S 72°40'47" E, along said Road, 258.40°, to a point;
S 41°44'54" E, along said Road, 242.83", to a point;
N 89°56'59" E, along said Road, 249.24°, to a point;
S 44°24'18" E, along said Road, 341.41°, to a point;
S 50°30'48" E, along said Road, 452.17°, to a Set N&W:
S 52°07'54" E, along said Road, 351.60°, to a point;
S 64°39'33" E, along said Road, 230.07’, to a point;
S 52°21'22" E, along said Road, 341.63’, to a point;
S 61°51'16" E, along said Road, 372.96’, to a point;
S 52°50'16" E, along said Road, 260.65°, to a point;
S 47°39'37" E, along said Road, 575.47°, to a point;
S 25°55'54" E, along said Road, 326.26°, to a point;
S 18°16'26" L, along said Road, 300.46°, to a point;
S 54°33'39" E, along said Road, 315.04’, to a point;
S 38°51'14" E, along said Road, 213.68", to a point;
S 53°25'59" E, along said Road, 822.98°, to a Set P&C;
S 31°11'26" W, along said Road, 178.88’, to a point;
S 45°31'34" W, along said Road, 220.59’, to a point;



S 11°43'49" W, along said Road, 406.36, to a point;

S 20°54'58" W, along said Road, 286.07, to a point;

S 08°3422" W, along said Road, 354.79°, to a point;

S 12°12'55" E, along said Road, 213.38’, to a point;

S 15°26'12" W, along said Road, 448.36’, to a point;

S 05°00'35" W, along said Road, 325.74°, to a point;

S 02°38'30" E, along said Road, 249.77", to a point;

S 35°37'40" W, along said Road, 271.31°, to a point;

S 42°0122" W, along said Road, 494.34°, to a point;

S 08°32'23" E, along said Road, 247.98°, to a point;

S 35°32'00" E, along said Road, 167.17°, to a Sct N&W, at the end of said Wilson Hill Road, and
being $54°28'00"W, and 33.00” from end of the centerline of said Wilson Hill Road;

Thence S 14°08'34" E, along the said remaining lands of the Grantors herein, 2,686.53°, to a Set
P&C;

Thence S 07°53'09" E, along the said lands, 1,290.01°, to a Set P&C;

Thence S 24°51'05" E, along the said lands, 1,706.47", to a point, on the northerly boundary line
of the land now or formerly of Western Mountain Charitable Foundation “Hut Site” as described
in the deed recorded in the said Registry in Book 4435, Page 147, and shown on the “Boundary
Survey of the Kennebec River Gorge Route 201 to the Indian Pond Project (Harris Dam)”, dated
October 6, 2010 and recorded August 30, 2011, by SGC Engineering, LLS, PLS 2147, in Plan File
2011, Pages 77 (shect 6, of 8), said point being SO9°E+, and 10'+, from a Set P&C;

Thence S 71°56'15" W, along said land of Western Mountain Charitable Foundation, 486.21°, to
a found, 5/8” rebar with eap marked “SGC Engineering PLS 2147”, as shown on said Boundary
Survey of the Kennebec River Gorge, and being at the comer of the other land now or formerly of
Central Maine Power Company as described in the deed recorded said Registry in Book 1416,
Page 127,

Thence on the following courses along the said land of Central Maine Power Company (CMP),
and as shown on said Boundary Survey of the Kennebec River Gorge, and Plan File 2011, Pages
78 (sheet 7, of 8);

S 71°56'15" W, along said other land of CMP, 445.79°, to a Set N&W in a found wood post;

S 44°32'48" W, along said other land of CMP, and crossing Cold Stream, so-called, 1,059.44°, to
a Set N&W 1n a found wood post;

§ 03°06'30" W, along said land of CMP, 700.72", to a Set N&W in a found wood post;

S 23°41"16" E, along said land of CMP, 1,698.08’, to a wood post;

S 41°10'16" W, along said land of CMP, 1,299.55, to a rebar;

S 04°32'20" E, along said land of CMP, 1,600.25", to a wood post;

S 66°55'45" W, along said land of CMP, 355.24°, to a wood post;

S 63°29'37" W, along said land of CMP, 501.64°, to a wood post;
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S 41°5526" W, along said land of CMP, 649.55", to a wood post;

S 27°58'47" W, along said land of CMP, 730.93", to a wood post in a stone pile;

S 10°27'43" W, along said land of CMP, 693.30°, to an angle point;

S 05°00'43" E, along said land of CMP, 1,042.38, to a Set N&W in a found wood post marked
“CMP Co 1060 in a stone pile;

S 30°37'42" E, along said land of CMP, 1,086.65", to a Set P&C at a found rotten wood post in a
stone pile;

S 72°49'02" W, along said land of CMP, 443.97°, to an angle point, as shown on said Survey;

S 53°04'41" W, along said land of CMP, 944.89° to a Set P&C at a found rotten wood post;

S 20°47'20" W, along said land of CMP, 1,129.62", to a Set Cap on a found 5/8” rebar at the base
of a rotten wood post, and being the boundary line of the land now or formerly of the Inhabitants
of West Forks Plantation as deseribed in the Deed recorded in the said Registry in Book 4472,
Page 226, and as shown on the said Survey, and Plan File 2011, Pages 79 (sheet 8, of 8);

Thence N 61°44'41" W, along said land of West Forks Plantation, 730.70°, to a Set P&C in found
stone pile;

Thence S 61°07'37" W, along said land of West Forks Plantation, 758.81°, to a point, said point
being S 49°18'46" E & 6.45" from a Set P&C at the base of a wood post, and being the boundary
line of the land now or formerly of West Forks Property, LLC as described in the Deed recorded
in the said Registry in Book 4114, Page 084;

Thence N 49°18'46" W, along said land of West Forks Property, LLC, 682.56°, to a Set P&C at
the base of a wood post;

Thence S 53°5224" W, along said land of West Forks Property, LLC, 89.05°, to a Sct P&C, and
being the boundary line of the land now or formerly of Hawk’s Nest Property, LLC, as described
in the Deed recorded in the said Registry in Book 4080, Page 350;

Thence N 38°55'40" W, along said land of Hawk’s Nest Property, LLC, 188.85", to a found %"
rebar with plastic cap marked "SD Smith PLLS 1354" in a stone pile and rotten wood post, and the
land now or formerly of William P. McKay and Brenda E. Mckay, as deseribed in the deed
recorded in the said Registry in Book 1414, Page 006, and as shown on the “Plan of §.D. Warren
Company to William & Brenda McKay land in West Forks”, dated December 1987, by M.
Johnson, and recorded in the said Registry in Book 1414, Page 008;

Thence N 58°11'06" E, along said land of Mckay, 216.74’, to a Set P&C in tound stone pile;

Thence N 37°48'16" W, along the land of said MeKay, 775.80°, to a Set P&C in found stone pile;

11
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Thence N 44°09'04" W, along the land of said McKay, 839.89°, to a Set P&C, and being at the
corner of the land now or formerly of William P. McKay, as described in the Deed recorded in the
said Registry in Book 814, Page 233;

Thence N 56°23'33" W, along the land of said McKay, 380,517, to a Set P&C;

Thence S 33°3627" W, along the land of said McKay, 70.00”, to a Set P&C, in found stone pile,
and being at the corner of the land now or formerly of Alan D. Curry and Heidi W. Cushman-
Curry as described in the Deeds recorded in the said Registry in Book 4613, Page 192 and Book
4712, Page 83,

Thence N 56°28'30" W, along the land of said Curry, 328.04°, to a Set P&C, in found stone pile,
and rotten wood post;

Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein;

N 52°52'31" W, along the remaiming lands of the Grantors herein, 983.69°, to a Set P&C;

N 33°51'58" W, along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, 1,084.57’, to a Set P&(';

N 11°16'19" W, along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, 1,095.17°, to a Set P&C:

N 28°15'16" W, along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, 1,075.66°, to a Set P&C;

N 44°58'15" W, along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, 807.12°, to a found %™ rebar
with eap marked “M.R. Sackett PLS1170", as shown on the said “Subdivision of Land The
Harrison’s” dated December 20, 2007, by Michael R. Sackett, PLS 1170, of Sackett & Brake
Survey Inc., as recorded in the said Registry in Plan File 2008, Page 21;

Thence N 12°40'05" W, along said “Subdivision of Land The Harrison’s”, 1,471.06°, to a found
7/8” rebar with cap marked “RLS 444™;

Thence S 76°06'13" W, along said “Subdivision of Land The Harrison’s”, 2,193.19°, to the said
found 7/8” rebar with cap marked “RLS 444”, and being at the said Northeasterly sideline of US
Route 201, so-called, aiso known as Canada Road, so-called, as shown on the said “Maine State
Highway Commission Right of Way Map State Highway 267" , dated January 1955, S.H.C. Filc
No. 13-78, Sheet 4 0f 9, and recorded in the Somerset County Registry of Deeds, in Plan Book 13,
Page 535;

Thence N 62°00't5" W, along said sideline of US Route 201, so-called, 228.87", to a point, being
at the corner of the land now or formerly of Katic Ladd and Jared D. Ladd as described in the Deed
recorded in the said Registry in Book 4642, Page 354, also being S 27°18'41" W, and 1.30° from
a found 5/8 rebar;

Thence N 27°18'41" E, along the land of said Ladd, 114.97°, to a found 5/8” rebar;

Thence N 61°55'51" W, along the land of said Ladd, 100.00°, to a found 5/8" rebar;
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Thence S 29°09'14" W, along the land of said Ladd, 115.12°, to a point, being on the said
Northeasterly sideline of US Route 201, so-called;

Thence N 62°00'15" W, along said sidelinc of US Route 201, so-called, 66.26° to the point of
beginning;

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING a certain lot or parcel of land being a Cell Tower Site, so-
called, within the above described SOUTH TRACT as described in the Corrective Memorandum
of Plum Creck Maine Timberlands, LLC to Maine RSA#1, Inc. dated January 9, 2015 and recorded
in Book 4900, Page 142, and rccorded in the Somerset County Registry of Deeds, which is
approximately 1600 feet, easterly from US Route 201, so-called, also known as Canada Road, so-
called, in West Forks Plantation , Somerset County, State of Maine, being more particularly
bounded and described as follows:

Beginning at a point, being a Set P&C at the most southeasterly most corner of the said Cell Tower
Site, being S 53°0227" E, and 10,389.32° from the point of beginning of the SOUTH TRACT,
described herein above, also being, N24°32'16"E, and 1,932.77" from a Set N&W in a found
37x77x1.2’tall, concrete monument, at or near the northwesterly comer of the land now or formerly
of New England Telephone & Telegraph, as described in the Deed recorded in the Somerset
County Registry of Deeds in Book 696, Page 395, and at or ncar the southwesterly comer of the
land now or formerly of West Forks Plantation as described in the Deed recorded in the said
Registry in Book 3146, Page 271, and on or near the easterly sideline of said US Route 201, so-
called, also known as Canada Road, so-called, said point of beginning of the Cell Tower Site is at
a coordinate of North 915,761.4939, and East 3,003,635.1187;

Thence S 83°25'08" W, along a Roadway Easement for said Cell Tower Site, 9.86 feet, to a point;
Thence S 84°32'44" W, along said Roadway Easement for said Cell Tower Site, 46.76 feet, to a
point;

Thence N 87°10'47" W, along said Roadway Easement for said Cell Tower Site, 43.62 feet, to a
potint;

Thence N 81°18'50" W, along said Roadway Easement for said Cell Tower Site, and being along
the end of the Utility Easement, 50.43 feet, to a point;

Thence N 82°57'06" W, along said Roadway Easement for said Cell Tower Site, 34.47 feet, to a
point;

Thence N 85°14'35" W, along said Roadway Easement for said Cell Tower Site, 16.22 feet, to Set
P&C;

Thence N 06°3320" E, along the land being conveyed to the State of Maine, being the westerly
line of said Cell Tower Site, 202.41 feet, to a Set P&C;

Thence S 83°25'36" E, along the land being conveyed to the State of Maine, being the northerly
line of said Cell Tower Site, 200.00 feet, to a Set P&C:
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Thence § 06°3424" W, along the land being conveyed to the State of Maine, being the easterly
line of said Cell Tower Site, 189.20 feet, the point of beginning,
The Cell Tower Site Containing 40,106 Square feet, or 0.9207 Acres, more or less.

The South Tract containing 3,730 Acres, more or less. (not including Cell Tower Site)
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MIDDLE TRACT:

Beginning at a point, being a Set P&C, in a found stone pile, on the assumed Township boundary
line between West Forks Plantation and Johnson Mountain Township, and N 78°00'00" E, along
said Township boundary line, and, 7,284.64", from a found wood post marked “West Forks 1980
Johnson Mt” near the westerly sideline of said US Route 201, so-called, also known as Canada
Road, so-called, said point also being at the northwesterly corner of the State of Maine Public
Reserve Lot, also being N11°3926" W, along said Public Reserve Lot, 235.60", from a Set P&C,
at the northeasterly most comer of the SOUTH TRACT described herein above, said Point also
being at a coordinate of North 946,096.0990, and East 2,989,887.2710, and being the true Point of
Beginning,;

Thence S 11°3926" E, along said Publie Reserve Lot, 135.60° to a Set P&C, at the land of said
Central Maine Power Company as deseribed in said Book 663, Page 393, being on the northerly
side of a 100.00° wide transmission line;

Thenee S 78°48'20" W, along said CMP, crossing Cold Stream, so-called, and crossing said Wilson
Hill Road, so-ealled, 3,569.55" to a Set P&C, and being N 01°32'14" E, and 102.52", from a Set
P&C, at the northwesterly eomer of the SOUTH TRACT deseribed herein above;

Thence N 14°47'22" W, along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, 2,484.95" to a Set P&C,
and being S 15°32'07" E, across Capital Road, so-called, and 954.58', from a Set P&C, at the Point
of Beginning of the southwesterly corner of the NORTH TRACT described hercin below:

Thence N 36°1537" E, along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, and crossing Cold
Stream, so-called, 1,237.74’ to a Set P&C, on the westerly side of the East Side Spur Road, and
being S 06°48'28" E, across said Capital Road, so-called, and 774.41", from a Set P&C, at the
southeasterly corner of the NORTH TRACT deseribed herein below;

Thenee on the following courses along the said remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is
also on the said westerly sideline of East Side Spur Road, so-called, being a 66.00” wide Right of
Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is aiso being conveyed herein;

S 35°0230" E, along said Road, 277.98’ to a point;

S 18°37'18" E, along said Road, 137.72’, to a point;

S 05°35'47" E, along said Road, 102.03°, to a point, being S 78°41'54" W, and 33.16°, more or
less, from the centerline end of satd East Spur Road, so-called;

Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein;

N 78°41'54" E, along said lands, 55.29°, to a set P&C;
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N 78°41'54" E, (continuing) along said end of Road, lands, and crossing said Wilson Hill Road.,
so-called, 4,601.22°, to a found wood post marked “Scott PL", and being the northwesterly corner
of the State of Maine Public Reserve Lot;

Thence S 15°04'01" E, along the said Public Reserve Lot, 2,641.99°, to a Set P&C in a found stone
pile and wood post, and being the assumed Township boundary line between West Forks

Plantation and Johnson Mountain Township;

Thence S 77°09'14" W, along the said Public Reserve Lot, and being along the said Township
boundary line, 2,143.69", to the point of beginning;

The Middle Tract containing 365 Acres, more or less.
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NORTH TRACT:

Beginning at a point, being a Set P&C, and being N 15°32'07" W, across said Capital Road, so-
catled, and 954.58°, from a Sct P&C, at the northwesterly most corner of the MIDDLE TRACT
described herein above, said point also being at a coordinate of North 948,592.6260, and East
2,985,523.0410, and the true Point of Beginning;

Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein;

N 36°41'48" W, along said lands, 2,045.49° to a set P&C;

N 16°20'03" W, along said lands, 716.78’, to a Set P&C;

N 16°37'51" E, along said lands, 1,529.63°, to a Set P&C;

N 10°24'56" W, along said lands, 3,325.90°, to a Set N&W in ledge;

N 37°14'07" E, along said lands, 2,191.42°, to a Set P&C;

N 38°29'05" E, along said lands, 2,608.35’, to a Set P&C;

N 03°16'24" E, along said lands, 546.86°, to a Set P&C;

N 45°51'39" E, along said lands, 306.58’, to a Set N&W, being $38°47'32"E, and 33.00° from an
angle point, in the centerline of Old Cold Stream Road, so-called being a 66.00" wide Right of
Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein;

Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is also
on the casterly sidcline of said Old Cold Stream Road;

N 51°12'28" E, along said Road, 265.71°, to a point;

N 30°19'38" E, along said Road, 461.72", to a point;

N 49°12'42" E, along said Road, 408.13°, to a point;

N 29°21'45" E, along said Road, 305.51°, to a point;

N 19°24'38" E, along said Road, 353.89°, to a point;

N 42°07'17" E, along said Road, 206.00", to a point;

N 55°30°44" E, along said Road, 209.36’, to a point;

N 26°00'16" E, along said Road, 551.40’, to a point;

N 28°50'34" E, along said Road, 214.42’, to a point;

N 06°21'49" E, along said Road, 186.88’, to a Set P&C, being S 82°55'51" E and 33.00" from an
angle point, in the centerline of Old Cold Stream Road, so-called;
N 07°4629" E, along said Road, 342.07’, to a point;

N 15°11'02" W, along said Road, 315.51°, to a point;

N 03°34'55" E, along said Road, 314.54°, to a point;

N 24°55'43" E, along said Road, 500.54°, to a point;

N 12°49'10" E, along said Road, 302.27’, to a point;

N 01°12"17" E, along said Road, 400.75’, to a point;

N 11°53'31" E, along said Road, 232.53", to a point;

N 09°52'55" W, along said Road, 295.20’, to a point;

N 06°48'15" W, along said Road, 234.43°, to a point;
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N 15°12'36" W, along said Road, 221.39’, to a point;
N 01°39'15" E, along said Road, 470.88’, to a point;
N 20°26'55" E, along said Road, 119.84", to a set P&C, at the end of said Old Cold Stream Road,

so-called, and being S 69°33'05" E, and 33.00' from the end of the centerline of said Old Cold
Stream Road, so-called;

Thence N 01°36'14" E, along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, 3,421.80° to a Set P&C;

Thence N 32°49'00" W. along said lands, 587.55” to a set N&W, being N 32°49'00" W, and 35.26'
tfrom end of the centerline of Cook Stove Pond Road, so-called being a 66.00” wide Right of Way
for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein;

Thencc on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is also
on the northerly sideline of said Cook Stove Pond Road, so-called, so-called being a 66.00° widce
Right of Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein;

S 36°43'04" W, along said Road, 307.73’, to a point;
S 29°18'53" W, along said Road, 476.92°, to a point;
S 67°02'15" W, along said Road, 515.25, to a point;
S 59°1107" W, along said Road, 382.14°; to a point;
S 79°01'23" W, along said Road, 420.69’, to a point;
N 77°50'36" W, along said Road, 512.59’, to a point;
N 68°47'10" W, along said Road, 334.15’, to a point;

N 54°53'42" W, along said Road, 528.85", to a point;

N 70°14'10" W, along said Road, 660.72’, to a point;

S 81°15'39" W, along said Road, and crossing said Road, 274.30°, to a point, in the centerline of
said Road:

Thence S 88°52'16" W, crossing said Road, and along the remaining land of the Grantors herein,
607.14" to said Set P&C;

Thence S 88°4139" W, along said lands, 1,803.24” to a Set N&W, on the southcasterly sideline of
said Cook Stove Pond Road, so-called, also being S 49°59'10" E, and 51.78' from an angle point
in the centerline of said Cook Stove Pond Road, so-called;

Thence N 49°59'10" W, along the said lands, and crossing said Cook Stove Pond Road, so-called,
3,252,057 to a Set N&W, being S 87°09'12" E, and 33.00° from the end of the centerline of Upper
Parlin Mountain Road, so-called, being a 66.00” wide Right of Way for Ingress-Egress, which said
Right of Way 1s also being conveyed herein;
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Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is also
on the easterly sideline of said Upper Parlin Mountain Road, so-called, being a 66.00° wide Right
of Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein;

N 02°50'48" E, along said Road, 553.02’, to a point;

N 28°09"27" W, along said Road, 168.04", to a point;

N 53°29'27" W, along said Road, 145.28’, to a point;

N 23°32'49" W, along said Road, 422.16°, to a point;

N 45°2020" W, along said Road, 263.72’, to a point;

N 07°25728" E, along said Road, 275.84’, to a point;

N 37°06'12" E, along said Road, 239.39’, to a point;

N 22°31'33" E, along said Road, 664.28’, to a point;

N 37°21'09" E, along said Road, 431.96’, to a point;

N 16°00'31" E, along said Road, 358.29’, to a point;

N 31°31'34" E, along said Road, 323.98’, to a point;

N 08°24'52" W, along said Road, 324.93", to a point;

N 24°06'00" W, along said Road, 371.72’, to a point;

N 41°54'37" W, along said Road, 513.85’, to a point;

N 35°28'32" W, along said Road, 244.01°, to a Set P&C, being S 66°14'27" E, and 64.51" from the
centerline intersection of Upper Parlin Mountain Road, so-called, and Small Spur Road so-called,
being a 66.00” wide Right of Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being
conveyed herein;

Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is also
on the southerly sideline of said Small Spur Road, so-called, being a 66.00° wide Right of Way
for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein;

N 82°59'38" E, along said Road, 406.06’, to a point;

N 78°38'31" E, along said Road, 347.99°, to a point;

N 81°33'07" E, along said Road, 301.86°, to a point;

N 39°03"29" E, along said Road, 395.65’, to a point;

N 47°54'19" L, along said Road, 330.84’, to a Set P&C, being S 42°05'41" E, and 33.00° from the
end of the centerline said Small Spur Road, so-called;

Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein;

N 49°34'23" E, along said lands, 3,119.32”, to a Set P&C:
N 32°55'46" E, along said lands, 658.09°, to a point;

N 68°46'44" E, along said lands, 449.26’, to a point;

N 23°10'56" E, along said fands, 197.06, to a point;

N 00°5829" W, along said lands, 174.85’, to a point;

N 03°44'20" W, along said lands, 238.317, to a point;

N 66°35'17" E, along said lands, 112.88’, to a point;
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N 52°21'47" E, along said larids, 289.05°, to a point;

N 42°37'01" E, along said lands, 178.07°, to a point,

N 73°37'16" E, along said lands, 228.26°, to a point;

N 33°37'07" E, along said lands, and erossing Lone Jack Road, so-called, being a 66.00° wide
Right of Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way s also being conveyed herein, 342.73",
to a point, on the easterly sideline of said Lone Jack Road, so-called,;

Thence N 32°00'22" W, along said Road, 181.16°, to a Set P&C, being N 57°59'38" K, and 33.00°
from an angle point in the centerline of said Lone Jack Road, so-called;

Thence along the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein;

N 44°24'11" E, along said lands, 1,937.62°, to a Set P&C;
N 06°1520" E, along said lands, 576.06°, to a Set P&C;
N 16°54'40" W, along said lands, 445.04°, to a point;

N 03°21'08" W, along said lands, 501.45’, to a point;

N 04°29'57" E, along said lands, 411.58”, to a point;

N 08°06'00" W, along said lands, 278.33°, to a point;

N 25°48'11" W, along said lands, 465.92°, to a point;

N 28°11'22" W, along said lands, 192.20°, to a Sct P&C;
S 73°34'56" E, along said lands, 160.38°, to a point;

N 73°09'02" E, along said lands, 229.68’, to a point;

S 70°25'55" E, along said lands, 202.77°, to a point;

S 89°58'57" E, along said lands, 299.94°, to a point;

N 64°44'58" E, along said lands, 557.68°, to a point;

N 36°49'44" E, along said lands, 233.15’, to a point;

N 10°1025" E, along said lands, 244.11°, to a point;

N 07°15'02" E, along said lands, 323.93’, to a point;

N 29°03'32" E, along said lands, 225.54°, to a point;

N 80°19'48" E, along said lands, 82.47, to a point;

S 55°31'58" E, along said lands, 404.77°, to a point;

N 80°21'57" E, along said lands, 423.72, to a point;

S 80°46'47" E, along said lands, 290.13", to a point;

N 71°02'05" E, along said lands, 308.51°, to a point;

N 32°57'17" E, along said lands, 216.22°, to a point;

N 18°32'17" E, along said lands, 218.89°, to a point;

N 50°25'32" E, along said lands, 158.51°, to a point;

N 45°45'30" E, along said lands, 489.47’, to a point;

N 87°06'47" E, along said lands, 281.19° to a point;

N 57°56'45" E, along said lands, 226.56’, to a point;

N 80°30'32" E, along said lands, 359.01°, to a point;

N 86°54'05" E, along said lands, 206.31°, more or less, to a point, in a beaver flowage, and on the
assumed Township boundary line between Misery Township and Parlin Pond Township,
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being a point, N14°38'56"W and 110.97’, from a Set P&C on the south side of the beaver flowage,
said point, is S72°E+, and 497+, from a Sct N&W in a 24 beech tree, and 40’ more or less, East
of the end of a logging road;

Thence S 14°38'56" E, along the said Township boundary, and being along other lands of the
Grantors, and crossing the beaver flowage, 110.97" to a Set P&C;

Thence continuing S 14°38'56" E, along said Township boundary, and being along said other lands
of the Grantors herein, and 2,995.75” to a set P&C, at the Moosehead Region Conscrvation
Easement granted by Plum Creek Maine Timberlands, L.L.C. to Forest Society of Maine and to
State of Maine through the Department of Conservation, Burcau of Parks and Lands, dated May
14, 2012, and recorded in the said Registry in Book 4523, Page 222, which boundary line is
mentioned on Section 2, Line 25, d) “Cold Stream Pond” (sec Page 278);

Thence along the following courses along the said remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which
is also along the said Mooschead Region Conservation Easement, and being straight meander lines
generally at least 500° from the high water mark of Cold Stream Pond,;

S 31°0026" W, along said Conservation Easement, 843.91°, more or less, to a Set P&C;

S 15°27'45" E, along said Conservation Easement, 640.22°, to a Set P&C;

S 19°38'40" W, along said Conservation Easement, 1,234.19°, to a Set P&C;

S 61°07'56" W, along said Conservation Easement, 903.81°, to a Set P&C;

S 19°14'17" W, along said Conservation Easement, 1,101.20°, to a Set P&C;

S 47°37'14" E, along said Conservation Easement, 664.88°, to a Set P&,

520°1726" W, along said Conservation Easement, 1,650.00°, to a point;

S 73°04'49" E, along said Conservation Easement, and crossing Cold Stream, 907.91°, 1o a Set
P&C;

N 69°17'11" E, along said Conscrvation Easement, 884.06°, to a Set P&C;

S 73°21'05" E, along said Conservation Easement, 579.41°, to a point;

N 44°14'51" E, along said Conservation Easement, 578.81°, to a Sct P&C;

N 33°48'06" E, along said Conservation Easement, 767.12°, more or less, to a Set P&C, on the
said assumed Township boundary line between Misery Township and Johnson Mountain
Township;

Thence S 13°02'10" E, along the said Township boundary, and being along other lands of the
Grantors, and crossing Cold Stream Mountain Road North, so-called, 567.61°, to a Sct P&C, being
S 13°02"10" E, and 51.55° from the end of the centerline of said Cold Stream Mountain Road
North, so-called, being a 66.00” wide Right of Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way
is also being conveyed herein;

Thence S 04°31'28" W, along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, and crossing Cold Stream
Mountain Road North, so-called, 4,898.67°, more or less, to a Set P&C,
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being S 39°5027" W, and 57.09" from an angle point in the centerline intersection of said Cold
Stream Mountain Road North, so-called,;

Thence along the following courses along the said remaining lands of the Grantors herein;

S 18°10'35" E, along said lands, 280.34°, to a point;

S 25°35'14" E, along said lands, 252.557, to a point;

S 01°21'44" E, along said lands, 267.49°, to a point;

S 11°22'07" E, along said lands, 323.30", to a point;

S 28°15'03" W, along said lands, 270.69°, to a point;

S 57°23'48" W, along said lands, 363.09’, to a point;

S 68°10'09" W, along said lands, 367.14’, to a point;

S 39°11'35" W, along said lands, 538.88’, to a point;

S 45°39'00" W, along said lands, 465.79°, to a Set P&C;

S 60°01'29" W, along said lands, 2,059.12", to a Set P&C;

S 41°40'17" E, along said lands, 1,001.78’, to a Sct P&C;

S 04°38'42" E, along said lands, 1,703.93", to a Set P&C, being N 08°3622" E, and 33.00° from
the end of the centerline of the Cold Stream Mountain Road South, so-called, being a 66.00° wide
Right of Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein;

Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is also
on the southerly and westerly sideline of said Cold Stream Mountain Road South, so-called, being
a 66.00" wide Right of Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed
herein:

N 81°23'38" W, along said Road, 84.62", to a point;
S 73°38'31" W, along said Road, 400.75”, to a point;
S 10°15'53" W, along said Road, 289.70’, to a point;
S 10°04'11" E, along said Road, 209.39°, to a point;
S 19°5124" W, along said Road, 206.00°, to a point;
5 01°06'55" E, along said Road, 230.96°, to a point;
S 20°32'35" E, along said Road, 209.56°, to a point;
S 18°40'09" E, along said Road, 544.77°, to a point;
5 09°41'21" E, along said Road, 733.93", to a point;
S 06°2924" W, along said Road, 511.32°, to a point;
S 12°26'49" E, along said Road, 488.96°, to a Set P&C;
S 00°19'02" W, along said Road, 196.01°, to a point;
S 32°59'31" W, along said Road, 250.27", to a point;
S 15°23'09" W, along said Road, 260.28’, to a point;
S 03°1720" E, along said Road, 434.86°, to a point;
S 08°2532" E, along said Road, 347.41°, to a point;
S 20°06"25" E, along said Road, 407.54°, to a point;
S 15°48'49" W, along said Road, 532.79°, to a point;
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S 14°34'03" W, along said Road, 336.44°, to a Set N&W;

S 12°40'02™ W, along said Road, 596.54’, to a point;

S 05°47'40" W, along said Road, 403.62, to a point;

S 10°29'38" E, along said Road, 400.47°, to a point;

S 09°34'19" W, along said Road, 286.26°, to a point;

S 05°06'48" W, along said Road, 230.73’, to a point;

S 05°21'50" W, along said Road, 221.60°, to a point, being N 68°47'48" W, and 34.30° from an
angle point at the end of the centerline of the Cold Stream Mountain Road South so-called, and
the intersection of the end of the centerline of the Mountain Brook Road, so-called;

Thence on the following courses along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, which is also
on the westerly sideline of said Mountain Brook Road, so-called, being a 66.00° wide Right of
Way for Ingress-Egress, which said Right of Way is also being conveyed herein;

S 37°02'33" W, along said Road, 176.30°, to a point;
S 63°49'01" W, along said Road, 291.17’, to a point;
S 70°41'16" W, along said Road, 179.16°, to a point;
S 50°44'03" W, along said Road, 227.46°, to a point;
S 46°35'08" W, along said Road, 420.48, to a point;
S 66°17'50" W, along said Road, 367.23’, to a point;
S 47°29'22" W, along said Road, 529.24°, to a point;
S 33°42'44" W, along said Road, 293.86, to a Set P&C;
S 26°54'57" W, along said Road, 194.42°, to a point;
S 31°48'44" W, along said Road, 372.56’, to a point;
S 55°05'03" W, along said Road, 474.81°, to a point;
S 69°12'37" W, along said Road, 261.10°, to a point;
S 56°58'05" W, along said Road, 620.77°, to a point;
S 35°14'48" W, along said Road, 359.07°, to a point;
S 55°5427" W, along said Road, 272.54°, to a point;
S 27°36'54" W, along said Road, 361.86°, to a point;
S 43°26'41" W, along said Road, 483.15, to a point;
S 49°34'04" W, along said Road, 303.09’, to a point;
S 25°38'53" W, along said Road, 220.36°, to a point;
S 05°43'02" W, along said Road, 548.00°, to a point;
S 30°35'34" W, along said Road, 364.93", to a point;
S 23°33'05" W, along said Road, 417.48’, to a point;
S 55°37'56" W, along said Road, 251.61°, to a point;
S 28°34'31" W, along said Road, 79.69°, to a Set P&C;
S 06°51'01" E, along said Road, 503.70°, to a point;
S 19°22'24" E, along said Road, 737.36°, to a point;
S 00°30'17" E, along said Road, 428.77°, to a point;
S 05°41'53" W, along said Road, 210.73’, to a point;
S 22°05'25" E, along said Road, 179.52°, to a point;



S 21°46'53" W, along said Road, 143.55°, to a point;

S 18°02'44" E, along said Road, 284.92°, to a point;

S 01°10'14" W, along said Road, 240.66, to a point;

S 70°05'39" W, along said Road, 351.84’, to a point;

S 12°40'48" W, along said Road, 566.96’, to a point;

S 07°24'22" E, along said Road, 252.50’, to a point;

S 35°16'54" E, along said Road, 215.59°, to a point;

S 17°37'01" E, along said Road, 295.16 °, to a point;

S 38°14'53" E, along said Road, 673.47°, to a point;

S 33°02'52" E, along said Road, 296.80’, to a point;

S 85°57'55" E, along said Road, 349.16", to a point;

§ 59°31'02" E , along said Road, 273.88, to a point;

S 56°42'54" E, along said Road, 160.82°, to a Set P&C, being N 41°10'12" E, and 33.32’ from an
angle point at the centerline of said Mountain Brook Road, so-called, and being N 06°4828" W,
across said Capital Road, so-called, and 774.41", from a Set P&C, at the northeasterly corner of
the MIDDLE TRACT described herein above;

Thence S 46°35'36" W, along the remaining lands of the Grantors herein, and crossing Cold
Stream, so-called, 1,233.12’ to the point of beginning;

The North Tract containing 4,064 Actes, morc or lcss.

The total area being conveyed for the SOUTH TRACT, MIDDLE TRACT, and NORTH TRACT
(excluding the Cell Tower Site) is 8,159 Acres, more or less.

The basis of bearing for this description is GRID NORTH based on the Maine State Plane
Coordinate, also known as the, Maine State Coordinate System West 1802 Zone, NAD 83 (Cors96)
Epoch 2002, using a Trimble GeoExplorer 6000 GNSS (GPS) receiver. The 2014 magnetic
deelination was found to be 16°t west of Grid North.

All said “Set P&C” are 5/8” rebar with a 2 aluminum cap marked “BOUNDARY MARKER ME.
BUREAU OF PARKS & LANDS PLS 1303™.

All said “Set N& W are %" nails set in a drill hole of ledge or boulders and a 2" aluminum washer
marked “BOUNDARY MARKER ME. BUREAU OF PARKS & LANDS PLS 1303”.

This description is based on the “Boundary Survey Map for the Cold Stream Forest Project Being
the Land Conveyed by Plum Creek Maine Timberlands, LLC to the State of Maine Bureau of
Parks & Lands for the The Trust for Public Land” dated September 21, 2015, prepared by Robert
A. Yarumian 11, PLS 1303 of Maine Boundary Consultants, Moderation Center, 8 River Road,
P.0. Box 67, Buxton, Maine, 04093, and conforms to the Maine Board of Licensure for
Professional Land Surveyors, Rules, of April 2001, Chapter 90, Standards of Practice.
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EXHIBIT B

The Property is conveyed subject to an easement in the public for any public roads
heretofore laid out or established and now existing over, along or across any portion of the
Property; and to all additional easements, reservations, restrictions, encumbrances and water
rights, if any, apparent or of record; and further

SUBJECT TO:

(1) liens for taxes, assessments and other governmental charges which are not
yet due and payable;

(i1) all land use (including environmental and wetlands), building and zoning
laws, regulations, codes and ordinances affecting the Property;

(it}  any rights of the United States of America, the State in which the Property
is located or others in the use and continuous flow of any brooks, streams or other natural water
courses or water bodies within, crossing or abutting the Property, including, without limitation,
riparian rights and navigational servitudes;

(iv)  ftitle to that portion of the Property, if any, lying below the mean high
water mark of abutting tidal waters, navigable rivers and/or great ponds;

v) all easements, rights-of-way, water rights, licenses and other such similar
encumbrances apparent or of record;

(vi)  all existing public and private roads and streets and all railroad and utility
lines, pipelines, service lines and facilities;

(vii)  all encroachments, overlaps, boundary line disputes, shortages in area,
persons in possession, cemeteries and burial grounds and other matters not of record which
would be disclosed by an accurate survey or inspection of the Property; and

{vii) any loss or claim due to lack of access to any portion of the Property; and
further

SUBJECT TO all easements, rights-of-way, and other encumbrances of record at the time
of Grantor’s acquisition and, for the access and utility easements noted therein, that certain
Memorandum of Lcase made by Plum Creck Maine Timberlands, L.L.C., as Landlord, and
Maine RSA #1, Inc., as Tenant, dated June 18, 2010 and recorded in Book 4292, Page 203 in the
Somerset County Registry of Deeds, as corrected by that certain Corrective Memorandum dated
January 9, 2015 and recorded in Book 4900, Page 142 ot the Somerset County Registry of
Deeds.
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Filed for record at the request of and after

recording return to:

PLUM CREEK MAINE TIMBERLANDS, L.L.C.
c/o Weyerhaeuser Company

P.O. Box 9777, Mailstop CH 1J25
Federal Way, WA 98063-9777
Attn: Paul Hill

File No. 914-19.14-0010

RECIPROCAL EASEMENT AGREEMENT

This Reciprocal Easement Agreement (the “Easement”) is made as of this .5 day of
March, 2016, by and between PLUM CREEK MAINE TIMBERLANDS, L.L.C., a Delaware
limited liability company with its pnincipal office located at 33663 Weyerhaeuser Way South,
Federal Way, Washington 98003, hereinafter referred to as “Plum Creek,” and the State of Maine
acting by and through its Department of Agriculture, Conservation, and Forestry, Bureau of Parks
Lands, hereinatter referred to as “Owner.” (Collectively Plum Creek and Owner may be referred to
as “Party” or “Parties™)

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Plum Creck owns and/or has transferred on near or even date herewith
property located in the Townships of Chase Stream, Johnson Mountain, Long Pond, Misery, Parlin
Pond, Sandwich Academy, Sapling, and West Forks Plantation, all in Somerset County, Maine as the
same was described in three deeds from S.D. Warren Company to SDW Timber II, L.L.C., n/k/a
Plum Creek Maine Timberlands, L.L.C., dated November 5, 1998, and recorded in the following
three deeds in Somerset County Registry of Deeds in Book 2490, Page 228 (Parlin Pond Parcel);
Book 2491, Page 67 (West Forks Parcel); and Book 2490, Page 81 (Johnson Mountain Parcel), as
the Johnson Mountain Parcel was affected by Corrective and Confirmatory Quitclaim Deed made
by S.D. Warren Company to Plum Creek Maine Timberlands, L.L.C. dated July 25, 2014 and
recorded in Book 4814, Page 137. SDW Timber 11, L.L.C. changed its name to Plum Creek Maine
Timberlands, L.L.C. as cited by instrument dated November 30, 1998 and recorded September 23,
1999 in Book 2605, Page 151 (the “Plum Creek Land™);

WHEREAS, Plum Creek conveyed a portion of the Plum Creek Land located in the
Townships of Johnson Mountain, Parlin Pond, and West Forks Plantation, all in Somerset County,
Maine shown as the “Cold Stream Forest” on a set of plans entitled, “Boundary Survey Map of the
Cold Stream Forest being the land conveyed by Plum Creek Maine Timberlands, LLC to the State
of Maine Bureau of Parks and Lands” prepared by Maine Boundary Consultants, dated

##This document is being re-recorded to correct the Plan page numbers on
Page 2,

P



September 21, 2015 as Plan Nos. File 201l (the “Cold Stream Plans”) to Owner (such
property, the “OWNER Land”); ?35, Sar—=>4  32-38 %%

WHEREAS, after the conveyance of the Cold Stream Forest, Plum Creek retains
ownership in the Plum Creek Land not conveyed to Owner as described above (hereinafter be
referred to as the “Plum Creek Remaining Land™)

WHEREAS, Plum Creek reserved to itself from the conveyance of the Owner Land, that
certain approximately 40,106 square foot, or 0.9207 acre, parcel of land shown on the Cold Stream
Plan as the “Cell Tower Site” (the “Cell Tower Site”);

WHEREAS, Plum Creek and OWNER have agreed to convey to each other rights to use
right-of-ways over roads on their respective property all as more particularly set forth herein, on
the terms and conditions set forth herein; and

WHEREAS, OWNER has agreed to convey to Plum Creek an easements for ingress, egress
and utilities to the Cell Tower Site.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of one dollar ($1.00) and other good and valuable
consideration paid, the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, the parties hereby
agree as follows:

NOW, THEREFORE,
1. Location of Easements.
The Easements are all shown on the Cold Stream Plan:

A. that certain existing road shown as Capital Road (the “Capital Roadway™) which
crosses a portion of the Plum Creck Remaining Land located in the Township of Johnson
Mountain, Somerset County, State of Maine, which runs easterly from US Route 201, so-called,
also known as, Canada Road, so-called, southerly of Marshall Yard, so-called, across Cold Stream,
past Mountain Brook Road, so-called, East Side Spur Road, so-called, Wilson Hill Road, so-called,
and Cold Stream Mountain Road South, so-called, for about 2.8 miles, and ends fifty feet, beyond
Cold Stream Mountain Road South, so-called said easement being fifty (50°) feet on each side of
the centerline of the existing Capital Roadway (the “Capital Road Access Easement Area”™);

B. those eighteen (18) certain existing roads (the “PC Roadways”), which cross a
portion of the Plum Creek Remaining Land located in the Townships of Johnson Mountain, Parlin
Pond, and West Forks Plantation, all in Somerset County, State of Maine, said easement being thirty-
three (33°) feet on each side of the centerline of the existing PC Roadways further described as
follows:

1) TOWER ROAD: A Right of Way which runs easterly and southerly from
US Route 201, so-called, also known as, Canada Road, so-called, along the
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boundaries of the SOUTH TRACT, for about 1.6 miles, to Jerry’s Way, so-
called.

JERRY’S WAY: A Right of Way which runs easterly and northerly from
Tower Road, so-called, along the boundaries of the SOUTH TRACT, for
about 1.9 miles, to the end of the improved road.

LOWER COLD STREAM ROAD: A Right of Way which runs easterly
from US Route 201, so-called, also known as, Canada Road, so-called, past
Brenda’s Way, so-called, for about 1.9 miles, to the SOUTH TRACT.
BRENDA’S WAY: A Right of Way which runs northerly from Jerry’s
Way, so-called, for about 1.1 miles, to the SOUTH TRACT parcel described
herein, and runs along the SOUTH TRACT for only 100 feet.

EAST SIDE SPUR ROAD: A Right of Way which runs southerly from
Capital Road, so-called, for about 430 feet, to and along the MIDDLE
TRACT for about 550 feet, to the MIDDLE TRACT.

WILSON HILL ROAD: A Right of Way which runs southerly from
Capital Road, so-called, for about 0.5 miles, to the MIDDLE TRACT, then
within the MIDDLE TRACT, for about 0.7 miles, to and across the Central
Maine Power Company Transmission Line, then within the SOUTH
TRACT, for about 0.4 miles, then southeasterly, for about 0.5 miles, along
the SOUTH TRACT for about 1.6 miles, then northeasterly and
southeasterly along the SOUTH TRACT for about 3.4 miles, to the end of
the improved road.

MOUNTAIN BROOK ROAD: A Right of Way which runs northerly from
Capital Road, so-called, for about 274 feet, to and along the NORTH
TRACT, easterly of Cold Stream, for about 2.7 miles, to COLD STREAM
MOUNTAIN ROAD SOUTH, so-called.

COLD STREAM MOUNTAIN ROAD SOUTH: A Right of Way which
runs northerly from Capital Road, so-called, past Mountain Stream Road,
so-called, for about 1.5 miles, to Mountain Brook Road, so-called, and to
and along the NORTH TRACT, easterly of Cold Stream, about 1.6 miles,
which ends about 1124 feet, past the intersection of the snowmobile trail
which leads to the bridge crossing of Cold Stream.

MOUNTAIN STREAM ROAD: A Right of Way which runs northerly
from Cold Stream Mountain Road South, so-called, for about 3.7 miles, to
Cold Stream Mountain Road North.

10) COLD STREAM MOUNTAIN ROAD NORTH: A Right of Way which

runs easterly from Mountain Stream Road, so-called, for about 0.6 miles, to
the NORTH TRACT.

IT)PARLIN MOUNTAIN ROAD SOUTH: A Right of Way which runs

northerly from US Route 201, so-called, also known as, Canada Road, so-
called, (south of Parlin Pond) past Cook Stove Pond Road, so-called, for
about 1.4 miles, to Upper Parlin Mountain Road, so-called.

12) COOK STOVE POND ROAD: A Right of Way which runs southeasterly

and northeasterly from Parlin Mountain Road South, so-called, for about
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1.8 miles, to the NORTH TRACT, for about 0.9 miles, then after looping
around Cook Stover Pond, along the NORTH TRACT, for about 0.8 miles
to end of the improved road.

13) UPPER PARLIN MOUNTAIN ROAD: A Right of Way which runs
easterly and southerly past Small Spur Road, so-called, and along the
NORTH TRACT, for about 1.6 miles, to the end of the improved road.

14) SMALL SPUR ROAD: A Right of Way which runs easterly from Upper
Parlin Mountain Road, so-called, along the NORTH TRACT, for about 0.3
miles, to the end of the improved road.

15) PARLIN MOUNTAIN ROAD NORTH: A Right of Way which runs
southeasterly from US Route 201, so-called, also known as, Canada Road,
so-called, (north of Parlin Pond), for about 1.5 miles, to Hawk Road, so-
called.

16) HAWK ROAD: A Right of Way which runs easterly from Parlin Mountain
Road North, so-called, for about 1.9 miles, to intersection of Smith Pond
Road, so-called, and Lone Jack Road, so-called.

17} LONE JACK ROAD: A Right of Way which runs southerly from the
intersection of Smith Pond Road, so-called, and Hawk Road, so-called, for
about 0.9 miles to the NORTH TRACT.

18) OLD COLD STREAM ROAD: A Right of Way which runs northeasterly
from US Route 201, so-called, also known as, Canada Road, so-called,
(north of Capital Road, so-called) from about 1.6 miles to the NORTH
TRACT, then along the NORTH TRACT about 1.3 miles the end of the
improved road.

The total miles of Right of Ways that cross the remaining tand of Plum Creck as described
in Paragraphs 1.A. and 1.B. above and provide access to the SOUTH TRACT, MIDDLE
TRACT, and NORTH TRACT are 39.8 miles (the “Plum Creek Access Easement Areas”).

C. Those four (4) certain existing roads (the “Owner Roadways”; the Capital
Roadway, the PC Roadways and the Owner Roadways being referred to collectively as the
“Roadways”), which cross a portion of the OWNER Land located in the Townships of Johnson
Mountain, Parlin Pond, and West Forks Plantation, all in Somerset County, State of Maine, said
easement being thirty-three (33”) feet on each side of the centerline of the existing Owner
Roadways, said Right of Ways arc generally described as follows:

1) WILSON HILL ROAD: A Right of Way through the SOUTH TRACT and
MIDDLE TRACT, which starts about 0.5 miles southerly of Capital Road,
so-called, and through the MIDDLE TRACT, for about 0.7 miles, to Central
Maine Power Company Transmission Line, and then through the SOUTH
TRACT, for about 0.4 miles.

2) COLD STREAM MOUNTAIN ROAD NORTH: A Right of Way through
the NORTH TRACT, which runs westerly, northerly and easterly, from a
point about 0.6 miles westerly of the end of Mountain Stream Road, so-
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called, past Old Cold Stream Road, so-called, for about 1.8 miles, and ends
at the Misery Township boundary line.

3) OLD COLD STREAM ROAD: A Right of Way through the NORTH
TRACT, which runs westerly from Cold Stream Mountain Road North, for
about 0.5 miles, to Lone Jack Road, so-called.

4) LONEJACK ROAD: A Right of Way through the NORTH TRACT, which
runs northerly from Old Cold Stream Road, so-called, for about 1.2 miles.

5) COOK STOVE POND ROAD: A Right of Way through the NORTH
TRACT, which runs northerly, easterly and southerly around Cook Stove
Pond, for about 0.9 miles.

The total miles of Right of Ways conveyed over the Owner’s Land included over the SOUTH
TRACT, MIDDLE TRACT, and NORTH TRACT are 6.9 miles (the “OWNER Access Easement
Areas”; together the Capital Road Access Easement Area, the Plum Creek Access Easement Areas,
and the OWNER Access Easement Areas shall be referred to as the “Access Easement Arcas™).

D. that certain existing road crossing a portion of the OWNER Land located in West
Fork Plantation, Somerset County, State of Maine, beginning at where Tower Road intersects
Jerry’s Way, which runs southerly and westerly for about 0.7 miles, to the Cell Tower Site, labeled
as part of Tower Road, said easement being thirty-three feet (33°) on each side of the center line
of existing Tower Road (“Cell Tower Access Easement Area™); and

E. That certain utility easement located in West Fork Plantation, Somerset County,
State of Maine, beginning on the border of the Owner Land adjacent to the land of the Inhabitants
of West Forks Plantation and running northward to the Cell Tower Site, labeled Proposed “Utility
Easement,” said easement being twenty feet (20°) wide “Cell Tower Utility Easement Area”).

2. Easement Grants,

A. Access Easement Grant. Plum Creek hereby grants to OWNER, and its successors and
assigns, and OWNER hereby grants to Plum Creek, and its successors and assigns, a permanent
non-exclusive easement and right-of-way, for ingress, egress, use and maintenance of those Access
Easement Areas, all pursuant to the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth (the “Access
Easements™).

B. Cell Tower Site Easement Grant.

(1)  Cell Tower Access. OWNER hereby grants to Plum Creek, its lessees, licensees,
contractors, agents, successors, and assigns, a non-exclusive easement and rnight-
of-way, for ingress, egress, use and maintenance of the Cell Tower Access
Easement Area, pursuant to the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth (“Cell
Tower Access Easement™).

(11)  Cell Tower Utilities. Owner hereby grants to Plum Creek, its lessees, licensees,
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contractors, agents, successors, and assigns, a non-exclusive easement for
installing, repairing and replacing utilities in the Cell Tower Utility Easement Area,
pursuant to the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth (“Cell Tower Utility
Easement,” the Cell Tower Access Easement and the Cell Tower Utility Easement
being referred to together as the “Cell Tower Easements™).

C. Purpose.

(i)  Access Easements. The Access Easements are for all purposes of vehicular (but not
including unregistered vehicles, ATV, snowmobile, bicycle or horse) travel, and for the
public to use for recreational vehicular (but not including unregistered vehicles, ATV,
snowmobile, bicycle or horse) purposes, to access the lands of the Parties located as shown
on the Cold Stream Plan. Each Party shall notify the other Party before using the Roadways
for commercial activity involving heavy trucking, so that the parties can agree upon the
condition of the Roadways before and after such commercial activity and that maintenance
costs due to a party’s commercial use can be allocated appropriately under the terms herein.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, commercial guides including, without limitation outfitters,
traditional outdoor guides, commercial sporting camps, non-profit camping and
educational and scientific institutions, and rafting companies, and their respective
customers, may use the Roadways for commercial recreational purposes without prior
notification.

(1)  Cell Tower Access. The Cell Tower Access Easement is for all purposes of
vehicular (but not including unregistered vehicles, ATV, snowmobile, bicycle or horse)
travel to and from the Cell Tower Site for so long as the Cell Tower Site is used by Plum
Creek, its successors and assigns, for a communication tower or similar use of substantially
the same impact.

(1)  Cell Tower Utilities. The Cell Tower Utility Easement is for the purposes of
installing and maintaining utilities to serve the Cell Tower Site for so long as the Cell
Tower Site is used by Plum Creek, its successors and assigns, for a communication tower
or similar use of substantially the same impact.

D. Relocation. Each Party reserves unto itself, its successors and assigns the right at its
expense to relocate any Roadway located on its land subject to the condition that, except for
distance and curvature, such relocated Roadway provides the same type and quality of Roadway
as exists at the time of such relocation.

E. Road Crossing. Each Party reserves unto itself, its successors and assigns, the right at all
times and for any purpose to go upon, cross and recross, at any place on grade or otherwise, the
Access Easements and the Cell Tower Easements (collectively, the “Easements™) and to use the
Easements in a manner that will not unreasonably interfere with the rights granted herein. Each
Party and 1ts successors and assigns shall have the right to use the Easements in accordance with
this grant, provided that such use shall not unreasonably interfere with the other Party’s timber
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operations and off public highway hauling of timber or, as applicable, Cell Tower Site operations.
Each Party’s (and, with respect to the Roadways, the public’s) use of the Easements shall at all
times be in compliance with applicable laws, ordinances and regulations.

F. Gates and Closures. It is the intent of the Parties to afford recreational vehicular access
along the Roadways described herein at all reasonable times, but each Party retains the right, at its
discretion (at any time and from time to time), to temporarily post, gate and close a Roadway for
any purpose associated with its timber management operations, including but not limited to public
safety or environmental concerns. Prior to Closure, each Party shall notify the other Party of the
reason and anticipated duration of any such posting, gating or closing. OWNER, if it is the State
of Maine, shall have the right to limit public access under this Easement for the purpose of limiting
damage to the Roadway and adjacent property and resources, to protect public safety and in the
interest of recreation management.

3. Third Parties. Either Party may grant to third parties, by easement, lease, license or
otherwise, upon such terms as it chooses, any or all of the rights reserved by it herein, including
but not limited to the right to vehicular access for commercial purposes in addition to those
expressly permitted above; provided that such grant shall be subject to the terms and conditions of
this Easement and shall not unreasonably interfere with the rights granted here.

4. Maintenance. The Parties recognizes that the Roadways have been constructed and
maintained for logging and other administrative purposes. Either Party’s exercise of the rights
granted hereunder shall not interfere with the other Party’s forestry or other operations. Each Party
shall each be entitled to maintain the Roadways, but no Party has an obligation to maintain the
Roadways for the benefit of any other public user of the Roadways. Each Party is responsible for
performing such maintenance as relates solely to that party’s own use, if any, of the Roadways.
Each Party must obtain the approval from the other Party prior to conducting any maintenance,
construction or reconstruction activities.

5. Construction and Improvement. Unless the Parties hereto agree in writing to share
the cost of improvements, including maintenance, construction and reconstruction, to the
Easements in advance of such improvements being made, the costs of said improvements shall be
borne solely by the improving party. Nothing in this Section may be construed as relieving either
party of its responsibility, as set forth herein, to perform such maintenance as relates solely to that
Party’s own use, if any, of the Easements,

6. Right-of-Way Timber. Each Party reserves unto itself all timber now on or hereafter
growing within the Easements described herein.

7. Commercial Use of Easement. Each Party must first notify the other Party prior to
using the Roadways granted herein for any commercial purposes. (OWNER acknowledges that
Plum Creek uses the Easements for commercial timber operations and operating a communications
tower.) Upon such notification, the following commercial insurance requirements shall apply.
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A. Commercial Insurance. Prior to any commercial use of the Roadways
granted herein, the Party using the Roadway shall obtain and maintain, throughout the
period of such commercial use, liability insurance issued in a form and by an insurance
company acceptable to the other Party. Coverage requirements shall be as follows and have
an AM Best’s Key Rating Guide of B+ VI (financial class) or better rating:

1. Commercial General Liability Insurance to include minimum
limits of $1,000,000 per occurrence and $1,000,000 annual aggregate Combined Single
Limit Bodily Injury, Death and Property Damage. Extension of coverage to include
Comprehensive Form, Premises and Operations, Contractual Liability, Products and
Completed Operations, Independent Contractors, Personal Injury, Broad Form Property
Damage, Cross Liability, and Pollution arising out of heat, smoke or fumes from a Hostile
Fire. Additionally, the policy shall not exclude X, C or U (Explosion, Collapse, or
Underground).

il Comprehensive Automobile Liability insurance covering
owned, non-owned, hired and other vehicles, with a combined single limit of $1,000,000
per occurrence Combined Single Limit Bodily Injury, Death and Property Damage.

1it. Employer’s Liability Insurance, for employee bodily injuries
and death, with a minimum limit of $1,000,000 each occurrence. In the event the Party
using the Roadway has no employees, such Party shall not be required to carry Employer’s
Liability Insurance.

iv. Worker’s Compensation Insurance, with statutory limits as are
required by the Workers” Compensation Law in the State in which work is being performed
hereunder. If the Party using the Roadway qualifies for a state exemption from workers’
compensation insurance as an “‘owner/executive/partner” and if the other Party consents to
such exemption prior to the execution of this agreement, such Party may elect to be
exempted from such coverage; provided, however, such Party shall obtain and maintain
during the term and any extension hereof, workers’ compensation insurance in an amount
of not less than statutory limits for any and all employees of such Party. 1f such Party loses
such exemption or otherwise fails to comply with applicable workers’ compensation law
during the term of this agreement, that Party shall refrain from exercising its rights under
this agreement until the required workers’ compensation insurance is obtained.

V. The policies specified above shall include an endorsement which
shall name the Party upon whose land the Roadway is and if that Party is Plum Creek, it
shall also name Weyerhaeuser Company, together with its subsidiaries and affiliates
(collectively the “Weyerhaeuser Companies”) as additional insureds on a primary basis for
the term of this agreement. The additional insured endorsement must be [SO CG20 10 11
85 (or other form with like wording).

vi. The policies specified above shall include an endorsement which

Y
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shall provide that the covered party, at the address above, will be given a 30 - day written
notice prior to cancellation, coverage modification or other material change in the policy.
No such cancellation, modification or change shall affect the obligation of the Party using
the Roadway to maintain the insurance coverages required by this agreement.

vil.  All liability coverages must be on an “occurrence” basis as
opposed to “claims made.”

viii.  All such insurance shall be in a form and company acceptable to
the Party in whose benefit the insurance runs and sufficient to protect the Party using the
Roadways, contractors and its subcontractors, to the extent that they are involved in the
work, and protecting the Party in whose benefit the insurance runs from and against the
claims of third persons, and to cover claims by either Party, their contractor and
subcontractors for which such Party has assumed liability under this easement agreement.

ix. Prior to any commercial use of the Roadways herein granted,
such Party shall furnish to the other Party a certificate of insurance dated and signed by a
stated, authorized agent for the insuring company or companies, in a form acceptable to
that Party and containing a representation that coverage of the types listed herein is
provided with the required liability limits and the stated endorsements. The Party in whose
benefit the insurance runs reserves the right to require a certified copy of the policy(ies) or
to examine the actual policy(ies). Said certificate(s) of insurance shall be issued to the Party
at the address above.

X. If either Party retains the services of any contractor, that Party
shall cause each contractor to maintain insurance coverages and limits of liability of the
same type and the same amount as are required under this Easement. That Party shall
obtain, prior to the commencement of the contractor’s services, the required certificates of
insurance and additional insured endorsements.
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xi. All persons using said Roadways for any purpose shall obtain
and maintain a policy of Automobile Liability Insurance in a form generally acceptable in
the State of Maine and customary in the area of said Easement and right-of-way.

In the event that the State of Maine is or becomes a party to this Easement, the other
Party agrees that the insurance provisions under this Paragraph 7 (other than
Paragraph 7(x), which will apply), shall not apply as the State of Maine is self-insured;
provided, however, in the event this Easement is later assigned to any other party, the
entirety of Paragraph 7 will be enforceable against such party. The remaining
provisions shall remain in full force and effect.

8. Indemnification. Each Party shall assume all risk of, and indemnify and hold
harmless, and at its expense defend the other Party from and against any claims, loss, cost, legal
actions, liability or expense on account of personal injury to or death of any persons whatsoever,
including but not limited to such Party, their employees, agents, or contractors, or damage to or
destruction of property to whomsoever belonging, including but not limited to property of the other
Party, their employees, agents or contractors, or any fire, resulting partly or wholly, directly or
indirectly from the exercise of the rights herein granted; provided, however, that either Party’s
undertaking herein contained shall not be construed as covering personal injury to or death of

persons, or damage to or destruction of property resulting from the gross negligence or willful
misconduct of the other Party.

In the event that the State of Maine is or becomes a Party to this Easement, the provision
under this Paragraph 8 shall be unenforceable. Provided, however, in the event this
Easement is later assigned to any other party, this provision shall be enforceable against such
party. The remaining provisions shall remain in full force and effect.

9. Liability for Public Use; Termination of Easement. In the event the State of Maine
is a Party to this Agreement, the other party hereto claims all of the rights and immunities against
liability for injury to the public to the fullest extent of the law under Title 14 M.R.S.A. Section
159-A, et seq. as amended and successor provisions thereof (Maine Recreational Use Statute),
under the Maine Tort Claims Act, and under any other applicable provision of law and equity.

At any time that the other Party reasonably anticipates that it will, or reasonably
determines that it has, become subject to liability arising from the exercise of rights granted under
this Easement by members of the public which is greater than such liability as it existed as of the
date of execution of this Easement, such Party shall notify the State of Maine in writing, describing
the nature of the change in liability (and if prospective, the expected date of the change). Until
such time as the State of Maine, or a third party is able to provide protection from liability that is
equivalent to that which existed at the time of the execution of this Easement, the other Party may,
by advance written notice to the State of Maine, limit the rights granted herein to use of the
Roadways by the State of Maine for commercial forestry (subject to the terms and conditions
contained herein) and administrative purposes only, and the other Party may prohibit vehicular
access across such Roadways by the public from the date of such notice until such time as such

10
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equivalent protection is afforded to such Party. Within 60 days following the notice,
representatives of the Parties hereto shall meet to discuss mutually agreeable arrangements that, if
implemented, would result in reduction of such liability to the level that existed as of the date of
execution of this Easement. [f agreement cannot be reached within a reasonable time regarding
such arrangements and their implementation, the parties will participate in non-binding mediation
with a neutral third party selected by mutual agreement. If the parties remain unable to reach
mutual agreement within five years after the initial written notice, the rights granted in this
Easement for the State of Maine to allow members of the public to use the Roadways shall
terminate upon the recording of a notice of termination in the Registry of Deeds, but not with
respect to the State of Maine’s rights for administrative purposes.

10.  Liens. Each Party shall use good faith efforts to keep the other Party’s property
free from mechanics or materialmens liens arising in any manner out of the activities of such Party
and shall promptly discharge any such liens that are asserted.

11. Rights and Obligations. The rights and obligations hereunder shall inure to the
benefit of and be binding upon the successors and assigns of the parties hereto.

12. Notices, All notices or other communications made pursuant hereto shall be in
writing and shall be deemed properly delivered, given or served when (i) personally delivered
against a receipted copy or (ii) mailed by certified or registered mail, postage prepaid, to the
following addresses (or sent by facsimile and then delivered in above-described manner within
forty-eight (48) hours):

Plum Creek Plum Creek Maine Timberlands, L.L.C.
49 Mountain Avenue
Fairfield, Maine 04937
Attn: General Manager
Telephone: 207-453-2527
Facsimile: 207-453-2963

With a copy to: Plum Creek Maine Timberlands. L.L.C.
c/0 Weyerhacuser Company
P.O. Box 9777, Mailstop CH 1J25
Federal Way, WA 98063-9777
Attn: Director, Law
Telephone: 206-467-3600
Facsimile: 206-467-3799
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~ Owner: State of Maine

Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry
Bureau of Parks and Lands,

n 22 State House Station, Augusta, Maine 04333-0022

fa Attn: Commissioner

2 All notices so mailed shall be deemed received seventy-two (72) hours after deposit in the

United States mail. Either party may change its address for the purposes of this paragraph by

v giving five (5) days prior written notice of such change to the other party in the manner

@ provided in this paragraph.

13. Governing Law. This Easement shall be interpreted, construed and enforced
according to the laws of the State of Maine.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties hereto have executed this instrument as of the day and
year first above written.

1
i
T
s
o

[Signatures on following two pages]
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Plum Creek:

PLUM CREEK MAINE TIMBERLANDS, L.L.C.

By: \
Name: Quscetl S. Hucen
Title: _Semer VP and TFO

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

STATE OF WASHINGTON )
COUNTY OF KING )ss

On this iDun‘ day of March, 2016 before me personally appeared Russell S. Hagen to
me known to be the Senior Vice President and Chief Financial Officer of Plum Creek
Maine Timberlands, L.LC., the limited liability company that executed the within and
foregoing instrument, and acknowledged the said instrument to be the free and voluntary
act and deed of said limited liability company for the uses and purposes therein
mentioned, and on oath stated that he was authorized to execute said instrument on behalf

of the limited liability company.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the

day and year last above written.

\\\\\\\\\;m ity Notary Public in and for the
= Q%ﬂ‘ﬁkm_“iﬁff{" ¢ , State of Washington
= ,;;»*’“; ‘555:5"’ &, % '%, Residing at: Seattle
Z T 2% T 3
= E5 s a, 2% '{g My commission expires: 10/29/2018
Zwi Tt~ wi = Printed name: Paul A. Hill I
'?, “;’ J{’, C’ek\ﬁ _;:é EE
% e nSagad SO F
s‘ £ Mt e q_f-“‘

i g

Hug \\\\\\\\

/
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GOL L P e
OWNER:
STATE OF MAINE
[ Department of Agriculture, Conservation and
Forestry
]

STATE OF MAINE Date: 3117 (L.

County of Kennebec, ss.
g Then personally appeared the above-named Walter E. Whitcomb, Commissioner of the Maine
. Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry and acknowledged the execution of the

within Consent of Commissioner as his free act and deed in his capacity and the free act and
deed of the State of Maine.

Before me,

MLL 5 b SEaL

Notary Publlc -ttom*ey“at"{:
Print Name:

My Commission Expires:
Seal:

KATHY L. EASTMAN
Notary Public, Maine
My Commission Expires March 31, 201¢
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Mile Ten Owners Road Association
C/0 Jeff King (President)
367 Bar Harbor Road
Trenton, Maine 04605
Telephone 207-667-5045
jeff@kingelectricme.com

September 19, 2018

To whom it may concern,

The Board of Directors of the Mile Ten Owners Road Association has voted on a resolution in opposition
to the Central Maine Power New England Clean Energy Connect (NECEC) proposal. The Mile Ten
Owners Road Association has 70 members, all of whom are private landowners between Mile 5 and Mile
10 of the Spencer Road near the proposed powerline construction corridor.

As an association we are compelled to oppose this project for the following reasons:

1.

2.

Massachusetts and Canada are the main beneficiaries of this project, rather than providing
clean, more affordable energy for Mainers.

The environmental damage created by clearcutting thousands of acres in one of the last
remaining contiguous forests in the United States east of the Mississippi River is irreversible and
opens the door for future large-scale projects.

This project would have a negative impact on our members property values. Most of our
owners enjoy pristine wilderness views that will be obstructed with a direct line of sight of the
proposed project.

The cost of this project could suppress new investment in clean, renewable energy (ie. wind or
solar) in Maine.

The 140-mile project would be harmful to native brook trout habitat and other wildlife as it
clears thru 263 wetlands, 115 streams, and 12 inland waterfowl/wading bird habitat areas.

We as a board endorse this resolution to oppose CMP’s NECEC proposal and join groups such as
Maine’s Environment and Natural Resources Committee, Maine’s Energy Utilities, and Technology
Committee, the Natural Resources Council of Maine, and many other property owners in the area.

Jeff King President

Ed Bailey Vice President
Andrew Hanf Sec/Treasurer
Ken Vining

James Michaud

Adam Newcomb

Bill Bennett



Signed,
Duane Hanson

T5 R7 BKP WKR

Here are links our photos and videos on Facebook taken from this area by my wife Sally Kwan.

View from No. 5 Mountain, photo
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=687490151619543&set=a.355579474810614&type=3& xts_ %5B0%5D=
68.ARD4fZVTKF099mLIBYBQ-2kgvRaXmIXYj_BDsLOFk92d5EjucV60XpnmngdgQMKaP_k8-yZTP2S9FYIXMzBImv4-

EJUOxeS4WvHyXz2aX1pFgf3oycYEXUESZfXgQtQiEvdjHUQhgpnYclZzaOQ3InuARMgXh9-
NCGD8PBIFGNcCQaXUge8Hv& tn_ =EHH-R

No. 5 Mountain from Whipple Pond, photo

https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fhid=672086203159938&set=a.672083993160159&type=3&size=2000%2C1332

Cow Moose on Whipple Pond, photo

https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=308144212887474&I=399f3cae02

Spruce Grouse, photo

https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=319852481716647&I1=1f5603b98b

Wood Turtle at Bitter Brook, photos
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fhid=686162295085662&set=a.355579474810614&type=3&size=1944%2C1458
and

https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fhid=686162265085665&set=a.355579474810614&type=3&size=1944%2C1458

Duane holding a Brook Trout, photo



Native Fish Coalition
PO Box 332
Windham, ME 04062
NativeFishCoalition.org
info@NativeFishCoalition.org

October 15, 2018

Maine Department of Environmental Protection
17 State House Station

28 Tyson Drive

Augusta, Me 04333-0017
NECEC.DEP@maine.gov

Re: Comments Regarding Proposed Central Maine Power Transmission Line Construction
Dear Maine Department of Environmental Protection,

I am writing on behalf of Native Fish Coalition. Our intent is to provide comments on Central Maine Power’s
New England Clean Energy Connect, a proposal to build a 145-mile, high-voltage, direct current transmission
line through the state from the Maine/Quebec border.

Native Fish Coalition (NFC) is a non-profit conservation organization whose mission is to protect, preserve and
restore native fish. We are a 501(c)(3) national organization incorporated in Maine. The Maine chapter has a
Board of Directors and Advisory Council as well as members, partners and volunteers. Native brook trout are
a focal species for Maine NFC.

The Maine chapter of Native Fish Coalition opposes the proposal as submitted based on the following:

1. The project path as proposed creates a new 53-mile transmission corridor through the heart of Maine’s
native brook trout country in Somerset and Franklin Counties, including passing through the newly
acquired Cold Stream Forest public land, home to seven State Heritage Fish waters; the Kennebec
Gorge, the most significant brook trout river fishery east of Rangeley; and near Beattie Pond, a remote
pond on Passamaquoddy tribal lands and a designated State Heritage Fish water.

2. The proposal would also require new vegetative clearing and expanding transmission line development
within 92 miles of existing corridors, much of which will negatively impact native brook trout habitat.
In aggregate, the proposed 145-mile line will be built across 263 wetlands and 115 streams, many of
which contain native brook trout.


mailto:info@NativeFishCoalition.org

3. Creating new transmission lines, widening existing lines and building access roads will require
deforestation that will degrade coldwater habitat and water quality required to maintain native brook
trout populations by eliminating shade trees and causing bank destabilization in riparian zones.

4. Maintaining adequate riparian buffers is critical to the protection of water temperatures, water quality,
and inputs of coarse woody debris necessary to support conditions required by brook trout and other
aquatic life. The minimal buffer proposed in the plan will not be adequate to protect coldwater
resources.

5. Spraying of herbicides to facilitate vegetation clearing threatens native brook trout populations by
degrading water quality and imperiling aquatic ecosystems as chemicals wash into streams and ponds.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on this proposal.

Sincerely,

Emily Bastian
Maine State Chair, Native Fish Coalition
CC: Maine NFC Board and Advisory Council



RECEIVED

| OCT 15 2018
582 Franklin Street LUPC - A
Cambridge, Massachusetts UGUSTA
02139-2924

October 7, 2018

Philip A. Curtis

LUPC

22 State house Station
Augusta, Maine 04337

Dear Mr. Curtis,

As a taxpayer in the Forks Plantation, | have heen apalled to watch the
unfolding plans to route the CMP power corridor over the Kennebec.

The area in question is one of the last undeveloped scenic stretches of
wild river in the State of Maine. It seems crazy not to route the power line over
the existing dam at Indian Pond.

The amount of money needed for this diversion sounds large, but taken in
the overall scheme of things it amounts to less than pennies on the dollar,
especailly given the long amortization of the costs of a project like this.

The industry can afford it, and future generations would be grateful,
instead of asking "What were they thinking?”

I hope the LUPC is able to assert itself in this matter to save as much of
the unspoiled beauty of this area as possible.

Sincerely ,
Fred Scholz
Ve S

Piscator Corporation
The Forks Plantation
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0CT 15 2018
582 Franklin Street y
PG - STA
Cambridge, Massachusetts -PC - AUGUST.
02139-2924

October 7, 2018

Everett Worcester
Chair LUPC

22 State House Station
Augusta, Maine 04337

Dear Mr. Worcester,

As a taxpayer in the Forks Plantation, | have been apalled to watch the
unfolding plans to route the CMP power corridor over the Kennebec.

The area in question is one of the last undeveloped scenic stretches of
wild river in the State of Maine. It seems crazy not to route the power line over
the existing dam at Indian Pond.

The amount of money needed for this diversion sounds large, but taken in
the overall scheme of things it amounts to less than pennies on the dollar, |
especailly given the long amortization of the costs of a project like this.

The industry can afford it, and future generations would be grateful,
instead of asking “What were they thinking?”

| hope the LUPC is able to assert itself in this matter to save as much of
the unspoiled beauty of this area as possible.

Sincerely ,
Fred Scholz

Piscator Corporation
The Forks Plantation




TOWN OF MOOSE RIVER
P.O. BOX 267
JACKMAN, ME 04945

October 14, 2018
To whom it may concern,

The citizens of the Town of Moose River and Board of Selectman have voted to
oppose the CMP NECEC project due to our grave concerns about the projects impacts.

If approved, the New England Clean Energy Connect (NECEC) corridor will
forever impact our region, our environment, our tourist industry, our forest products
industry, our economy, our families’ future, our seasonal residents’ future, and our very
way of life. This region continues to attract generations of visitor because they want to
experience the natural beauty of the upper Kennebec and Moose River Waterways, and
the surrounding wilderness of western Maine. This region offers a unique respite from
the challenges and stress of life in the city, and we want it to stay that way for future
generations of residents and visitors.

Some local sightlines will be spared, but the proposed transmission towers and
lines will be visible from nearly every summit of nearly every peak in the Moose River
Valley. They will cross some of the region's most pristine wilderness numerous times,
hang over brooks, streams, rivers, and seasonal waterways crucial to all species of
wildlife. The herbicides used to maintain the corridor will leach into the region's
waterways, aquifers, and water tables. Our water is drawn from Big Wood Pond and it
is fed by the Moose River. We do not need any more Herbicides than we already have
polluting our drinking water. The environmental impact of the permanent
deforestation component alone should alarm you as leaders of our town. Loss of
oxygen to the valley, loss of shade to the fish, loss of canopy for birds and wildlife, loss
of habitat for birds and mammals including deer yards and the loss of the unscarred
views that make our area so special.

The NECEC project will have potential impacts on the safety and security of The
United States of America. The project will leave a wide open 150-300 foot hole in the
northern border of our country requiring additional resources to guard to prevent
illegal activities. The project will also make us less energy independent and more reliant
on a foreign country for our energy needs. Giving foreign countries control of our
power supply is not responsible nor in the best interest of our country.



This project will inevitably lead to more powerlines, an unknown number of
wind turbines and other future developments that are industrial in nature and
detrimental to our area and its' wild untamed charm that keeps us here and brings in
tourists and future residents.

Our area is not logistically equipped to handle the scope of the proposed
project. The short term economic gains will be outweighed by the long term losses to
our economy. The limited lodging, gathering places, eateries, and fuel pumps will be
inundated by out of area workers, leaving little to no room for our longtime residents
and tourists will look for alternative places to ride, boat, fish, hike, hunt, snowmobile,
ATV, and get away from it all. Many of them will not come back once they find new
places to recreate.

Another major issue is the current level of healthcare available to the workers
during this multi-year project. The remote region of the corridor presents its own
unique rescue challenges, and the level of medical treatment available may prove quite
inadequate in the event of simultaneous traumatic injuries to multiple workers and
residents. This would be an additional financial burden on our taxpayers. The remote
locations could lead to a potential loss of life or property if the Fire Department and
Ambulance are unable to respond to multiple calls simultaneously. There are no
licensed nurses to support the one physician and one physician's assistant covering the
clinic.

These impacts along with many others show how this project will be an
economic burden on us that will have no lasting benefits to our citizens, only benefits for
out of state and foreign companies while we are negatively impacted.

Respectfully submitted,

The residents and Selectmen of Moose River



. Rod Nadeau, Ph.D.
o » *:W’ e

N

October 31, 2018

From:

Rod Nadeau, Ph.D.

65 Smithwood Drive

North Yarmouth, ME 04097

To:

Maine Land Use Planning Commission
22 State House Station

Augusta, Maine 04333-0022

Re: New England clean energy connect project case# 2017-00232

I am writing this letter to express my concern and opposition to the new AVANGRID (CMP) 145 mile
transmission line corridor that is proposed to be built over the Western Mountains region and across the
Kennebec River in the West Forks area in Somerset County}

Professionally, I’ve been a registered Maine Guide since 1987 and I hold designations in Whitewater,
Recreation, Sea Kayaking, and Commercial Boat Operation. I’'m now in my 20" year working full time as an
Adventure-Based Counselor having led countless wilderness adventures over the years. Personally, being born
and raised in Maine, I’ve been enjoying our wilderness since the 1960’s when I lived in Farmington. As a
Maine Guide and a resident of Maine, | have a thorough understanding and appreciation for the Maine
wilderness. | therefore have serious concerns over the pending risks and perils that may destroy the wilderness
if this 145-mile transmission line is allowed to be built.

I echo the concerns numerous folks have already testified their deep concern over the negative impact the
transmission line would have on both the environment and Maine’s economy. However, for sake of brevity, |
will testify solely on my primary concern: the devastating negative impact the transmission line
would have on the therapeutic value of the Maine wilderness.

As an Adventure-Based Counselor, | purposefully take my clients into the Maine wilderness to expose them to
the therapeutic nature of wilderness settings. Human contact with nature offers a range of health benefits. So, if
you scar the Maine wilderness with this 145-mile-long powerline, you will diminish our opportunities to reap
the health benefits of a vast region of wildness. We, therefore, need to save our Maine wilderness to preserve its
therapeutic value.

The health benefits via contact with nature:

A recent comprehensive review of the literature by Frumkin, et al. (2017) provides an excellent evidenced-
based summary of the health benefits of human contact with nature. This study not only outlines the health
benefits of exposure to nature, it also provides supporting research for each health claim:

1. Reduced stress
2. Better sleep
65 Smithwood Drive., North Yarmouth, ME 04097 Rod@maine.rr.com  207.653.2131
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3. Improved mental health
a. Reduced depression
b. Reduced anxiety

4. Greater happiness, well-being, & life satisfaction

5. Reduced aggression

6. Reduced ADHD symptoms

7

8

Increased prosocial behavior & social connectedness
. Lower blood pressure
9. Improved post-operative recovery
10. Improved birth outcomes
11. Improved recovery from congestive heart failure
12. Improved child development (cognitive & motor)
13. Improved pain control
14. Reduced obesity
15. Reduced diabetes
16. Better eyesight
17. Improved immune function
18. Improved general health in adults, children, & cancer survivors
19. Reduced mortality
20. Improved asthma & allergies

Furthermore:
*  Folks who walk/run in natural settings report less anger & sadness directly after activity in comparison
to those who walk/run in built environments (Bowler, 2010)

» Participants in a study reported that being in nature made them feel more alive — beyond the effects of
activity & social interaction (Ryan et al., 2010)

* The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation website lists eight similar health
benefits from exposure to forests (https://www.dec.ny.gov/lands/90720.html)

Nature Deficit Disorder:

e Louv (2005) suggests there’s an increasing number of youth suffering from nature deficit disorder — the
notion that spending less time outdoors contributes to a wide array of behavioral problems.

o Other research has found that children who report more time outdoors are more physically active and
less sedentary, and show enhanced psychosocial health in comparison to kids who spend less time
outdoors (Larouche et al., 2017)

The implication here — we need to preserve our aesthetically beautiful Maine wilderness in hopes that we can
lure kids into the wild for sake of their physical and mental health. If we scar the wilderness with a transmission
line it will be less appealing for kids (and adults) to venture into wild places and it will diminish the therapeutic
value of the region. While participants are in a wilderness setting the therapeutic benefits are tangible as they
are away from technology and you can see the positive changes in vivo. However, on numerous occasions, |
have witnessed a diminished therapeutic experience during wilderness excursions when we encountered a built
structure such as a powerline, logging road, or building. Unfortunately, during a therapeutic wilderness

65 Smithwood Drive., North Yarmouth, ME 04097 Rod@maine.rr.com  207.653.2131
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adventure, as soon as participants interface with the built environment, you can see them transported instantly
back into their dysfunctional way of life back home with involvement with social media, substance use,

criminal activity, etc. In essence, the pro-social therapeutic change process comes to a screeching halt while
participants relapse into the older dysfunctional patterns that were problematic and the impetus for them to
escape into the wild in the first place. Hence, if you allow this 145-mile transmission line to be built, you will be
ruining the therapeutic potential for the Western Mountains region of Maine.

Green Space:

» There is increasing evidence demonstrating many benefits of exposing children to nature including
reduced stress, greater physical health, more creativity, and better concentration in the classroom
(Novotney, 2008).

* A national study found that “green” outdoor activities reduced attention-deficit hyperactivity disorder
symptoms significantly more than activities in built outdoor and indoor settings (Kuo & Taylor, 2004).

Conclusion:

If you scar the Maine wilderness with a 145-mile transmission line corridor, the Western Mountains region will
lose its therapeutic value. Please don’t be short sighted and sell our wilderness for a short-term gain only for a
long term devastating loss. Once you carve up the wilderness, it’s lost for generations, if not forever. My
sincerest hope is that you keep Maine wild, scenic, and therapeutic for generations to enjoy by NOT scaring our
wilderness with a145 mile transmission line corridor. Please oppose the New England clean energy connect
project case# 2017-00232

Respectfully,

Rod Nadeau, Ph.D.

65 Smithwood Drive., North Yarmouth, ME 04097 Rod@maine.rr.com  207.653.2131



Rod Nadeau, Ph.D.
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Hinkel, Bill

From: Melany McAllister <melrmc58@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 19, 2018 8:55 AM

To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: [EXTERNAL SENDER] Say No to NECEC

Dear Bill, I am writing to let you know | oppose this proposed project. The more | learn about CMPs project,
the more apparent it becomes that the only thing green is the $$$. As it's been stated before, and bears repeating;
We became a state in 1820, the Great State of Maine. Part of what makes us great is our love 9f nature and the
great outdoors. Our wilderness mentality! We are not beholden to Mass. So let them take this project to
Vermont. Leave our way of life alone. Maine, the way life should be. I am the daughter, niece, and cousin of
men who served this State and this area as Maine State Game Wardens, Department of Inland Fisheries and
Wildlife. | find this project appalling. Thank you. Sincerely, Melany R McAllister 9 Coburn East Apt.#1
Jackman Maine 04945



Hinkel, Bill

From: grams29@tds.net

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2018 11:15 AM
To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: [EXTERNAL SENDER] Letter to the Editor

From reading my letter to the editor you can probably tell how concerned | am about this proposed project. |
have gotten the following letter published in three newspapers perhaps four.

Thanks
Marilyn Rogers-Bull

To the Editor:
This is the letter that | sent to the Editor last week.

Would like to thank the people who have written letters to the Editor, that do not want to have a CMP
Corridor through Maine.

| am one of a few, from the Dead River, Flagstaff area, who can remember about getting driven from our
land and homes by CMP sixty nine years ago. Their project that time was to build a dam and flood the area,
which they did. It had been talked about for years, but finally in the 40's officials from CMP came to the homes
of people in Dead River and Flagstaff to buy their land and homes, and told they would have to move. No one
was happy that this was happening.

But CMP won that time and flooded the area, | have pictures of the tops of the houses of those who had
refused to sell, sticking out of the new lake. | have many sad memories of the whole process. Many men were
called there to cut all the trees, and fires got started , we were surrounded by raging fires on more than one
occasion, it was not pleasant!

According to the map in todays paper, that shows where this corridor will go through Maine, it will pass
near where one of my sons and two of my brothers have camps on Flagstaff Lake. | cannot explain the peace
and quite that is in that vicinity that passes all understanding.... Perhaps it is because it is near to where | grew
up in Flagstaff, but I call it "Up in God's Country!

And so my small voice for the wilderness begs you, Please, don't let this CMP Corridor become a reality
in our beautiful, special State of Maine!

Marilyn Rogers-Bull Phone number 643- This is the second letter | have sent, the first one was
on Sept. on September 8th, 2018.

Solon, Maine My hometown was Flagstaff, Maine



Town af Yackman 369 Main Street
Jackman, Maine

04945

207-668-2111

Maine Land Use Planning Commission
43 Lakeview St.,
Greenville, ME 04441

December 14, 2018

To whom it may concern,

Pursuant to a vote of the citizens of the Town of Jackman at a Special Town Meeting on
November 28, 2018, which was called on by a petition of the voters, the Selectmen were
authorized to submit a letter of opposition to the CMP, New England Clean Energy Connect, 145
Mile Hydro-Transmission Line Project from the Quebec border through the State of Maine.

Under Article 2 of the Warrant for that Special Town Meeting, to see if the Town will vote to
oppose the transmission line project, the vote was 78 in favor of the vote to oppose the project

and 11 not in favor of the vote to oppose the project.

The Selectboard recently chose to become an intervenor with the MPUC in order to be notified
of related ongoing actions so that the selectboard may in involved with discussions and

decisions that affect the Greater Jackman area.

Respectfully,

Ul D Fonbos

Victoria D. Forkus

Town Manager - Jackman, Maine
369 Main Street

Jackman, ME 04945

0:207-668-2111
F: 207-668-4125



Hinkel, Bill

From: Godsoe, Benjamin

Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 8:05 AM
To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL SENDER] comment

Hi Bill, I think this may be relevant to the NECEC process. -Ben

From: Steven Rice [mailto:srice@rsul8.org]

Sent: Friday, January 04, 2019 10:49 PM

To: Godsoe, Benjamin <Benjamin.Godsoe@maine.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL SENDER] comment

I'm not sure how the people of Maine or the leaders of Maine could let this happen. | understand that as a Mainer my
state taxes will not be reduced because the state will not benefit monetarily. As a CMP customer my bill will not be
reduced. As an outdoor enthusiast my options will be reduced.

When the Kibby Mountain wind turbines were going in | remember hearing Mainers will benefit. The project will
provide jobs to the local economy. One weekend | was driving the dirt roads to see the progress of a tower and was
stopped by a security truck. The guy was nice and polite. We got to talking and it turns out he was from
Massachusetts. Not sure how that helped provide a job to a Mainer. As with any large project, after a few years it will
be done and money to local shops will stop. Not good for long term growth.

[ think you could break this down on a smaller scale and think of 3 neighbors living next to each other in the order of
1,2,3. Neighbor 1 has 100 high-bush blueberry plants they harvest and sell. Neighbor 3 sells baked goods out of the
home. Now neighbor 1 and 3 figure if they work together they could make a pretty good profit if Neighbor 1 didn't have
to pack the blueberries put them in the vehicle and drive them down the road to neighbor 3. So they decide to ask
neighbor 2 for a pathway through the backyard that connects neighbor 1 and 3. The pathway wouldn't seem

big because the backyard is so big already. However, it would solve the distance problem since it would be much
shorter than the roadway. They also tell neighbor 2 that the pathway will be barren and even though it is on the
property, neighbor 2 will lose control of that part of the yard forever. To top it off they tell neighbor 2 that if they want
some of the blueberries or baked goods they are welcome to come by and purchase them at any time.

| think if any member of the PUC was neighbor 2 they would not go for the deal!

Not sure if that was a good analogy or not but that is how | feel we get treated as a state at times. Don't forget the
brilliant East-West Highway Plan, gas pipelines that do not service the people of the towns they go through, or any other
large product that does not benefit the people of Maine in the long term.

Massachusetts has a great deal of potential for producing their own power off shore or through solar and wind. They
should not be relying on Maine after almost 200 years of separation to provide a pipeline of barren land for their needs.

Good luck in your resistance to big business and profit as you protect the people of the state of Maine
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Maine Forest Products Council

The voice of Maine’s forest economy

Companies represented
on the MFPC Board

American Forest Mgmt.
Baskahegan Co.

BBC Lands LLC

Cross Insurance
Family Forestry

Farm Credit East
Fontaine Inc.

Hancock Lumber

H.C. Haynes

Huber Resources
Innovative Natural
Resource Solutions
J.D. Irving

JM Cote Co.

Katahdin Forest Mgmt.
Key Bank

LandVest Inc.
Limington Lumber

Louisiana Pacific

Maibec Logging
Nicols Brothers

Pingree Associates
Pleasant River Lumber
Prentiss & Carlisle
ReEnergy

Richard Wing & Son
Robbins Lumber

Sappi North America
Southern Maine Forestry
Stead Timberlands

TD Bank

Timber Resource Group
Timberstate G.

Verso Paper
Wadsworth Woodlands
W.T. Gardner & Sons
Wagner Forest Mgt.

Weyerhauser

DATE: January 18, 2019
FROM: Executive Director Patrick Strauch, Maine Forest Products Council
TO: Susanne Miller, Maine DEP; Nick Livesay, Maine LUPC

RE: Comments regarding Central Maine Power Co.s proposed NECEC transmission
line project

The Maine Forest Products Council (MFPC) is a not-for-profit trade association
formed in 1961. We represent about 300 member companies from all segments

of the state’s forest industry, including logging contractors, sawmills, paper mills,
biomass energy facilities, and wood manufacturers, on behalf of about eight million
acres of commercial forestland in Maine.

CMP’s proposed transmission line would cross large tracts of private working
forestland where public access is a privilege, not a right. These working forests are
the backbone of Maine’s $8.5 billion forest economy.

The Council is not taking a position on the CMP project, but in reviewing the
comments posted online, we were concerned about recurring themes, such as

“our access roads,” “pristine wilderness,” “miles of ‘untouched by man’ woods &
mountains,” “destroys scenic views,” and “The land is our heritage, and it should
belong to all Maine residents.” One person went so far as to say, “These are not just

roads for logging trucks to use”

Such comments indicate a serious misunderstanding of the nature of a working
forest and also of a unique state tradition. In Maine, landowners have traditionally
allowed members of the public to use their private property for a wide variety of
recreational activities, free of charge. In most other parts of the nation, private
landowners either limit access or charge a fee for uses of their lands. This Maine
tradition is supported by strong landowner liability protection laws.

However, the type and extent of recreational use allowed on private land is at

the discretion of the landowner. Uses must be safe and compatible with timber
harvesting. Landowners make their decisions about access based on their own
policies and activities, the location of their land, and the history of public behavior
on their proper-ty. Compatible uses might range from none, to limited non-
motorized low intensity, to unrestricted.

To accede to public comments that call private roads and private forests “ours,”
and that claim a right to main-tain present views from those private lands, is both
incorrect and dangerous. Logging roads and bridges are pri-vate infrastructure, paid
for and maintained by landowners to facilitate the movement of forest products to
the mills. The roads are built and maintained for timber harvesting, and it costs a
lot of money to keep these roads ready for logging trucks. Recreational use of these

535 Civic Center Drive, Augusta, Maine 04330 207-622-9288 www.maineforest.org



roads and other private lands are a secondary benefit, not the purpose of these lands.

Similarly, any evaluation of effects on the scenic character of private land from a proposed development should
give maximum weight to the landowner’s position if the landowner has no objections to the proposed use. To
reach any other conclusion would be to grant public rights on private property. MFPC members do not want
regulators to consider views from their land in deciding whether the CMP project will have an adverse effect on
the scenic character of the members’ land.

The Council’s fundamental concern is that the rights of private landowners will be limited in order to fulfill the
desires or meet the demands of recreational visitors seeking a “wilderness experience.” These lands are actively
managed as working forests. It is wrong to consider views (including photo simulations) from those private
working forest lands without the consent of the landowner, because that could limit the opportunities for land-
owners to either develop a site or sell a conservation easement, and thus could lead landowners to limit public
access.

Fortunately, many recreational users now understand that public use of private land is a privilege and not a

right, so they are working more closely with landowners. They recognize and respect the sights and sounds of
sustainable forest management, because they understand how crucial the forest products industry is to our state’s
economy. Working forests and their environs are not — and should not be - stagnant or forever “pristine.” So

too, the views from those lands should not be considered in a way that requires those views to remain forev-er
unchanged.

Landowners also recognize the importance - not only to Maine’s economy, but to our quality of life — of keep-
ing private land open for public recreational use. With 91 percent of Maine’s land in private hands, it would be
a small world if Mainers could only hike, hunt, ride recreational vehicles, take photos or watch wildlife on their
own property. We have a unique system of access that has worked remarkably well for generations. Let’s not
break it. To consider in permitting proceedings the perceived impacts on public users’ views from publicly ac-
cessible private lands would pose a grave threat to that system if it is allowed to override the landowners’ opin-
ions of the significance or lack of significance of the impact on those scenic views.

While growing and harvesting timber is the primary objective on these forestlands, there are many other com-
patible uses and goals, including protecting wildlife habitat, allowing recreation, and encouraging renewable
energy. Our members believe that transmission lines can be located in, within, and within sight of their private
working forest without disturbing these compatible uses of the land.



Hinkel, Bill

From: Godsoe, Benjamin

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:19 AM

To: Hinkel, Bill

Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL SENDER] Oppose CMP Corridor

I think this was intended to go to you.

From: Magili Quinn [mailto:chapmama@maine.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 22, 2019 7:49 PM

To: Godsoe, Benjamin <Benjamin.Godsoe@maine.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL SENDER] Oppose CMP Corridor

Dear Mr. Godsoe,

| am writing to express my opposition to the proposed transmission project by CMP. | do not want Maine’s natural
beauty and wildness disrupted by this project. | support the development of renewable energy and this project is not in
alignment with this end. | urge the committee to reject this proposal and save Maine’s wilderness for what it was
created for, a home for its natural inhabitants and thriving ecosystem that fuels our state.

Thank you,

Magili Quinn, DO
Scarborough, ME

Sent from my iPhone



OLD CANADA ROAD NATIONAL SCENIC BYWAY, INC.

Bill Hinkel February 5, 2019
Regional Supervisor

Land Use Planning Commission

Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry

Dear Bill,

Planning it seems is generally directed at forecasting use and demand on a number of resources for
maximum and lasting use. Much time is spent on models and surveys to determine the future needs. In
the case of NECEC, the applicant included only one- half of the purchased corridor width as they
maintained that they did not know what they might do with it and as such did not include it in the
application. Since the initial application they have conceded that it will be for a second transmission line
carrying AC current (Freye matrix of 2"¢ Kennebec Crossing). This will cause clearing and herbicide use of
the remaining 150 feet, in the near future. In our planning process, why can’t the entire 300 feet be
included in the visual assessment? We know it will happen. The fact is that it will be impossible to deny
once the first transmission line is constructed, as wetlands do not have linear boundaries. The view shed
of the 300-foot strip will be more than double that of the 150 feet. Drawing a set of “buffer trees” at a
fixed distance apart and then another set twice as far apart and drawing a line over the top of one
buffer tree to the bottom of the other in each set reveals that one angle is twice the other. This
correlates to being able to see into the bottom of the corridor from a much greater area with the same
buffer height. In this case, there will be no mandatory buffer- we know this will happen. Just because it
is not in the application does not mean the second corridor will not have a tremendous additional visual
effect- by applicant design with no possible regulation to prevent it. This must be taken into account
with the initial application. What mechanism would an intervenor use to expand the corridor width
request to 300 feet... or deny the second line prior to application? This would require the NECEC project
be located in the center of the purchased corridor or require the applicant to purchase additional buffer
land.

Sticky wicket | know but the approval, based on 150-foot photo simulation is erroneous- by design.
Thanks for tackling this critical issue.
For the Old Canada Road Board of Directors,

Bob Haynes, Coordinator



| am Elizabeth MacKenney. 55 Grand Army Road, Whitefield, Maine, 04353. 207-549-3683.

| give Sandra Howard permission to submit my letter.

| am opposed to the NECEC CMP corridor. Here a few of the reasons | oppose this:

We don’t need a power company that maximizes shareholder profits at its customers’ expense.

The PUC can only grant CMP its permit if the project meets a public need. This project isn't
about meeting any real public need. It's a money-making scheme for a company that can't be
trusted to meet the real public need to provide reliable service to its customers.

* Mainers don't need or want this project.

* Maine needs more in-state renewables, but this line will actually hurt Maine-based renewable
projects

* Experts say this project can harm existing and potential renewable energy projects by clogging
up transmission lines, and flooding the power market.

* Maine needs to tackle climate change pollution, but this line won't help and may even hurt
those efforts.

* Hydro-Quebec will not build any new clean power generation facilities to provide the power to
send over this line.

* Experts expect Hydro-Quebec will need to buy fossil-fuel based energy from other markets in
order to sell their hydroelectricity to Massachusetts through the NECEC. That means that
Maines North Woods would be harmed, but there would be no benefits to the climate.

* Maine needs a power company that cares about Mainers (or its customers), but this power line
is all about CMP making money for its shareholders instead.

* CMP stands to make about $60 million a year from this project.

* Any short-term benefits for Maine won't last and are likely to be offset by losses from energy
and tourism jobs.

* In addition, the deal sends $ billions to Canada for power, instead of investing in clean power
in the northeast US.

* Maine needs a strong tourism economy, especially in Franklin and Somerset counties, which
this project threatens. This power line will harm the clean waters and natural places Maine loves
and depends on.

* This project harms wildlife like brook trout and deer, and threatens the outstanding recreational
resources of the Kennebec River Gorge.

* CMP has tried to downplay and ignore the costs to Maines environment and economy, putting
this project together on the cheap to win in Massachusetts. Maine should not be the cheap date,
and pay the price.

* CMP's exaggerated claims about electricity ratepayer and job benefits from this project have
been discredited by the PUC's own expert.

This transmission project is a bad deal for Maine.

-Elizabeth Berry MacKenney



Sandra Howard has my permission to submit my statement as part of sworn
testimony

Sept. 13, 2018

To Whom It May Concern;

| am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed energy corridor passing over
the Kennebec River gorge. | am a second-generation whitewater raft guide
currently guiding on the Penobscot River. Many young Mainers leave the state
seeking economic opportunities elsewhere, but | have chosen a path in state,
getting my Recreation guide license and working for 10+ years in the outdoor
recreation industry. | am appalled at the idea of industrial development over the
Kennebec River. Projects on that large of a scale do not go simply away when
the economy changes, and the natural areas destroyed do not just come back
when we decide we need them. | will leave the economic arguments to the
economists, the scientific arguments to the scientists, but outdoor recreation and
tourism runs deep here and | trust the land and water a hell of a lot more than |
trust Hydro-Quebec with my interests.

Maria McMorrow
15 Sparrow Hill Rd
Freeport, Maine 04032



September 13, 2018

Thomas Michaud & Deanne Munich-Michaud

281 Danville Corner Road

Auburn, Maine, 04210

207-740-7618 e-mail dmichaud35@roadrunner.com

We would like this letter to be included into the public record and authorize Sandra Howard to include it

in her testimony on our behalf.

LUPC Members,
We have been paying very close attention to this project and are opposed to the NECEC proposed by
CMP for a number of reasons.

1)

We do not believe there is a need associated with Maine for this project. This project is a
merchant line that has no benefit to Maine rate payers. In fact, we believe there will be greater
detriment to Maine rate payers due to the suppression of other renewables, most notably solar
which CMP is lobbying against.

We believe property values, ours included, will be negatively impacted by this proposed line.
We believe Maine’s tourism economy will be negatively impacted. People come to Maine for it’s
scenic beauty. This proposed project harms this scenic beauty. We also feel that the selection of
the route directly over Coburn Mountain is just plain wrong. In our opinion being so bold as to
go directly up and over any mountain is a mistake.

We have concluded based on our research that CMP has significantly down played the negative
impacts to tourism, the environment, and property values. One of many glaring examples of this
is CMP’s submission to the PUC of the Visual Impact Survey that failed to include the actual
towers and transmission lines. At every turn we see CMP providing half truths and as this VIS
was presented directly to the PUC, it appears you are seeing half truths also. Please continue to
be vigilant with peer review.

We have also concluded based on our research that CMP is inflating the tax benefits to cities
and towns along the proposed route. Cities and towns along the route listened to CMP’s facts
and figures early in this process. Many are reviewing what they have been told by CMP and
either have already rescinded any support for this project or are considering doing so.

We believe CMP is also inflating the information on jobs associated with this project.

While not big fishermen ourselves, we do believe that anything that would impact the native
trout population should be given the highest consideration. We are happy to see Trout
Unlimited as an intervenor. We are confident that herbicides spread along this route can only be
detrimental to the native trout population.

New Hampshire Regulators thoroughly reviewed and then rejected Northern Pass. Northern Pass is

similar to NECEC in almost every way. NH Regulators determined the proposed project in NH was not

beneficial for NH. We see no significant reason why this project should not be rejected by Maine

Regulators for all of the same reasons. Thank you for consideration of our findings and concerns.

Thomas and Deanne Michaud



October 14, 2018

| grew up in Maine and we had moved away from our home state of Maine 18 years ago to be
close to our grandchildren. Coming back home last summer brought back so many wonderful
memories. A trip to the beautiful Forks area was just what | needed. The tranquility and
unspoiled scenery was breath taking. It had been so long since | experienced nature at its very
best. To take that away by allowing the CMP corridor would certainly be a crime. Saying NO to
NECEC.

Sincerely,
Connie Minervino

Hudsonville, Michigan

Sandra Howard will deliver this for me.



10-11-18

This letter expresses my opposition to the proposed CMP power line as it pertains to the
Moose River area. We recently completed our vacation there last month (one of many
over many years) | was saddened to see the projected path of the lines. It is in one of the
most beautiful areas in the state of Maine. Opening this area to a commercial venture of
this magnitude which is opposed by the majority of the affected people would be in my
opinion & many others a travesty of the environmental policies so many of us believe in
& adhere to. The construction of these lines would be devastating & FOREVER mar the
landscape of this beautiful area & every area in which it is projected. We strongly urge
you to serve the people of Maine who want no part of it. Your vote is crucial to maintaining
to what they hold dear & our future generations deserve.

Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Daniel V Parsons
108 Cat Pond Rd
Corbin City, NJ
08270
609-602-5047

PS. | give Carol Howard permission to send in this letter.



Fish and Wildlife Department Critical of CMP Plan

Maine’s Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife has stepped up big time to criticize
Central Maine Power’s proposal to construct a massive new transmission line through Maine
to move electricity from Quebec to Massachusetts. The good people of New Hampshire
rejected CMP’s proposal, so they’ve moved it to Maine.

“Clear and compelling information is necessary demonstrating New England Clean Energy
Connect’s efforts to avoid and minimize unreasonable adverse impacts to natural resources,”
wrote Robert Stratton, DIFW’s Fisheries and Wildlife Program Support Section Supervisor, in a
June 29 letter to CMP.

DIFW identified lots of troubling things in CMP’s plan and issued a lengthy list of changes that
would have to be made to protect fish and wildlife and the habitats they depend on. And even
after listing lots of specific concerns, Stratton wrote that “This is certainly not a comprehensive
list, thus MDIFW recommends that CMP further assess the proposed transmission corridor for
similar issues and opportunities to avoid or minimize impacts in the proposed corridor and to
identify possible impact mitigation (restoration) opportunities in the existing co-located
corridor.”

For example, DIFW reported that the line will go through several important deer wintering
areas which are critical in protecting deer during our snowy and cold winters. And CMP plans
to provide only a 25-foot buffer around all streams along the Project. “It is MDIFW’s position
that this minimal buffer will not be adequate to protect coldwater resources,” they wrote.
DIFW is insisting that 100-foot buffers be measured from the upland edge of stream or
associated fringe and floodplain wetlands.

“As proposed,” wrote DIFW, “without the protection of 100-foot buffers at all streams, the
quality of fisheries and habitat in these watersheds will be impaired. This is also critically
important for the other stream-dependent species of concern noted earlier in this document.”

They also reported that 724 water bodies would be intersected by the NECE transmission line
corridor, 184 of which will be spanned by construction access roads, which will involve a
tremendous amount of clearing.

The department also reported that “it is likely that State-listed Endangered, Threatened, and
Special Concern Species are resident or transient in the Project area based on location,
habitats present, and life history requirements of the individual species present.” And DIFW
offered a detailed list of recommendations for specific species.

The department also had asked CMP for information on vernal pools that would be disturbed,
but did not receive that information.



The four chairs of our legislature’s Committees on Environment and Natural Resources and
Utilities and Technology expressed their strong opposition to this project in a May 4 letter to
the Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities. Republican Senators Tom Saviello and David
Woodsome and Democratic Representatives Ralph Tucker and Seth Berry presented very
compelling arguments against the project.

They noted that the project will not reduce and may actually increase total greenhouse gas
emissions, may result in lost jobs, tax revenue, and energy investment in Maine, and does not
offer meaningful financial benefits to the people of Maine. They noted that experts from our
PUC report that CMP inaccurately inflated projected benefits to Maine.

They reported that the project will suppress existing and future renewable energy generation
in Maine due in part to increased congestion on the transmission line. In their letter, these
legislators also expressed one of my key concerns, the negative impacts on wildlife, forests,
and clean water.

We’ve already lost too many deer wintering areas in the north woods, creating severe
problems for our outdoor industries including guides and sporting camps. We’ve gone from
more than 300 to about 3 dozen of our traditional sporting camps. While working on a book
about Maine’s sporting camps for Down East Books, | asked camp owners what their greatest
challenges are, and most said the loss of hunters and anglers. CMP’s project will only make
that problem worse.

And of course, this project will drive many tourists out of western and northern Maine,
another cruel blow to sporting camps, guides, and rural Maine businesses and towns.

| love the Kennebec Gorge, a magnificent unspoiled section of the Kennebec River in the Forks.
Our legislators correctly described the Gorge as “a world-renowned whitewater rafting and
fishing spot.” I've rafted the Gorge numerous times and even took Linda on a guided fishing
adventure in the Gorge one time. CMP proposes to stick their line right over the Gorge, a truly
horrible idea.

New Hampshire rejected this proposal due to overstated economic benefits and
underestimated environmental risks. Why would Maine find any of this acceptable?

With permission to submit by George Smith, author



Maine Stream, June 6, 2018, 638 words, CMP

It’s hard to imagine a worse project than Central Maine Power’s proposal to construct a massive new
transmission line through Maine to move electricity from Quebec to Massachusetts. The good people of New
Hampshire rejected CMP’s proposal, so they’ve moved it to Maine.

They did change one thing in their plan. They promised New Hampshire $200 million for community
betterment, economic development, clean energy innovation, and tourism promotion. No such offer has been
made to Maine. Earlier, when they sought to build their project in Vermont, they promised that state $372
million.

Yup, CMP thinks we’re a cheap date. And they are hoping we won’t realize that the project won’t
reduce greenhouse gas emissions, will cause great harm to our north woods, and will suppress Maine’s
development of solar and wind projects, among other problems.

The four chairs of our legislature’s Committees on Environment and Natural Resources and Utilities
and Technology expressed their strong opposition to this project in a May 4 letter to the Massachusetts
Department of Public Utilities. Republican Senators Tom Saviello and David Woodsome and Democratic
Representatives Ralph Tucker and Seth Berry presented very compelling arguments against the project.

They noted that the project will not reduce and may actually increase total greenhouse gas emissions,
may result in lost jobs, tax revenue, and energy investment in Maine, and does not offer meaningful financial
benefits to the people of Maine. They noted that experts from our PUC report that CMP inaccurately inflated
projected benefits to Maine.

They reported that the project will suppress existing and future renewable energy generation in Maine
due in part to increased congestion on the transmission line. In their letter, these legislators also expressed
one of my key concerns, the negative impacts on wildlife, forests, and clean water.

Maine’s Department of Inland Fisheries and Wildlife has expressed strong concerns and objections to
the proposal. DIFW reported that the line will go through several important deer wintering areas which are
critical in protecting deer during our snowy and cold winters.

We've already lost too many deer wintering areas in the north woods, creating severe problems for
our outdoor industries including guides and sporting camps. We’ve gone from more than 300 to about 3
dozen of our traditional sporting camps. While working on a book about Maine’s sporting camps for Down
East Books, | asked camp owners what their greatest challenges are, and most said the loss of hunters and
anglers. CMP’s project will only make that problem worse.

DIFW also expressed strong concerns about the project’s impacts on streams and fish. | have worked
for decades to recognize and protect our native brook trout, and CMP’s project would be disastrous for them.
“Maintaining adequate buffers along coldwater streams is critical to protection of water temperatures (and)
water quality,” said DIFW.

CMP is proposing only a 25-foot buffer along all streams. This is terribly inadequate, and DIFW insisted
that a 100-foot buffer must be maintained along all streams including perennial, intermittent, and ephemeral
streams.

| haven’t even written about other concerns including impacts on vernal pools, endangered wildlife,
rare ecosystems, and plants.



And of course, this project will drive many tourists out of western and northern Maine, another cruel
blow to sporting camps, guides, and rural Maine businesses and towns.

| love the Kennebec Gorge, a magnificent unspoiled section of the Kennebec River in the Forks. Our
legislators correctly described the Gorge as “a world-renowned whitewater rafting and fishing spot.” I've
rafted the Gorge numerous times and even took Linda on a guided fishing adventure in the Gorge one time.
CMP proposes to stick their line right over the Gorge, a truly horrible idea.

New Hampshire rejected this proposal due to overstated economic benefits and underestimated
environmental risks. Why would Maine find any of this acceptable?

With permission to submit by George Smith, author



10/8/18
Dear Commissioners,

| am against this Avangrid transmission line from the Quebec Line to Lewiston. It will destroy
beautiful land and environmentally sensitive areas and will not benefit the State of Maine and
benefit Massachusetts. Many areas that rafters, hikers and recreational users will have to see
these monstrosity transmission lines. Many towns are opting out of this deal and Maine should
as well, we need to look at more ways to reduce electricity consumption by using more solar
and other forms of renewable sources. Please do not ok this line, the majority of the people of
Maine do not want this!

Thank you,

Tony Sousa

80 M. Vernon Street
Gardiner, ME 04345
tmsreb5061@gmail.com
207-215-2238

P.S. | give Carol Howard to submit this letter for me.



Oct. 5, 2018

My family has made a tradition of rafting on the Kennebec every year. The Kennebec
Gorge is my favorite part of the river. We can relax in pure beauty. We laugh about what
happened in the rapids, who fell out, who went flying, who got a rapid in the face and
my favorite, how did | not feel that snake napping on my leg! We also get to listen to the
guides tell stories, history and tell their love for the river. Our chaotic lives don't exist for
a few hours and we just get to enjoy the peaceful nature. We have been lucky enough
to have always had guides who love being out on the river, ones who this is a way of
life, not just a job. We can hear it in every story, every laugh and every smile. We
become family for a day with people we have never met. That only adds to how special
this time is. The hustle of our everyday lives disappears for a few hours. My daughter
saw her first eagle. This whole thing makes me sad. The power line crossing will take a
piece of the experience away.

Sincerely,

Tracey Terreri

Turner, Maine
traceyterreri@gmail.com

* NOTE: | give Sandra Howard to permission to submit this letter.


mailto:traceyterreri@gmail.com

Moxie Pond East Homeowners Association
Troutdale Campowners Association
C/O Scott Thrasher
650 Russell Road
Madison, ME 04950

October 17, 2018

The Moxie Pond East Homeowners Association, which includes the Troutdale Campowners Association,
OPPOSES the Central Maine Power New England Clean Energy Connect (NECEC) powerline proposal.
The Moxie Pond East Homeowners Association/Troutdale Campowners Association includes 29 camp
owners on the east side of Lake Moxie, in East Moxie Township.

As an association, we oppose this project for the following reasons:

*This project will diminish members’ property values. The proposed powerline will be in view
directly across Lake Moxie from members’ camps and property. The project would mar the
scenic landscape.

eMassachusetts and Canada are the main beneficiaries of the project. Maine benefits little to
none.

*The environmental damage caused by creating a new and widened corridor is irreversible.
There are alternatives to bringing Canadian Hydro power to Massachusetts via overhead
powerlines, such as Vermont’s New England Clean Power Link, where their proposal is to bury
the electric supply cable underground.

eThe NECEC could suppress new investment in renewable energy.

The 29 members of the Moxie Pond East Homeowners/Troutdale Campowners Association have a great
deal invested in their properties and stand to lose greatly if these powerlines are expanded. As property
owners and tax payers in East Moxie Township, we urge the Maine PUC to deny approval of the NECEC
project.

Scott Thrasher
President, Moxie Pond East Homeowners Association
Secretary/Treasurer, Troutdale Campowners Association



Sandra Howard has my permission to submit my statement as part of sworn testimony.

9-12-18

| offer my vehement rejection of CMP's proposal of the Quebec-Mass corridor.

Environmental: This project does not add renewable energy to the region: merely reallocates
hydropower from one place to another. The added draw to the grid could be fulfilled with any
energy source: coal, oil, natural gas, nuclear...

Occupational: The 1700 "promised" jobs are not promised to Mainers. Similar projects always
bring in experts from away; | do not believe CMP and Hydro-Quebec will utilize locals as
employees, except in the minimum wage, short term jobs.

Transparency: Hydro-Quebec has not been to any of the local meetings to answer our
guestions. What are they hiding?

Wildlife and Wetlands: The Natural Resource Council and the Sierra Club are both concerned
about the irreparable damage the new corridor will bring to our vernal ponds, trout streams, deer
shelter and feeding areas, golden eagle habitats, and air quality.

Health: The ill-effects of living under high tension power lines are still debatable. However, the
WHO and the CDC both acknowledge increased Electromagnetic Field (EMF) to increased risk
of cancer, abnormal heart rates and biorhythms, stunted growth, fatigue, rashes and anxiety.
Why should the residents of Maine have to shoulder his added health burden to provide power
to Massachusetts?

Tourism: The partnership with Western Mountains and Rivers Corporation does not accurately
represent the beliefs and requests of the majority of the residents and tour guides in The Forks
area. Most guides, even those employed by the founding members of WM&RC, reject this
proposal. Many feel betrayed by this partnership.

Wilderness: There are few areas left with the pristine, untouched wilderness that this corridor
will carve and gut.

History: New Hampshire recently rejected a similar proposal. Our western neighbors researched
and vetted this well. Let's learn from their diligence and follow with the same decision.

Respectfully submitted,

Julie C. Tibbetts

358 Hidden Lake Road
Otisfield, ME 04270
207-539-4130
riverjules@juno.com
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June 24, 2018

President
Central Maine Power MAIKE PUBLIC
Edison Drive UTIL. COMM.

Augusta, Maine
Re Proposed Transmission Line across Kennebec Forks

Once again, you are allowing another transmission line to benefit another statel New
Hampshire turned down the request twice.

In your agreement to let the overhead line to be constructed, you once again are disturbing
pristine areas with poles, equipment and lines to go overhead with lines 200 feet above the
gorge. This is the same mistake you made over the Saco River near Fryeburg, Maine. When is
the last time you upgraded your transmission line system to modern methods?

There is a transmission line being constructed from the Vermont/Canada border going to New
York City UNDERGROUND! If we have to supply Massachusetts with more power, put it
UNDERGROUND like the Vermont to New York City line! For years CMP has said underground is
too expensive ~ but in the long run, it has little maintenance, no land taking {run along public
highways) and doesn’t have impact on the environment.

More than 40 years ago the then Boston Edison in Massachusetts tried to run a high voltage
transmission over the scenic Concord River, over an Indian Burying ground and through high
priced residential neighborhoods. Towns united, engineers were involved, court appearances
were made. The opposition to the overhead system proposed that the line be installed
underground along public streets. It took about 15 years before Boston Edison succumbed and
put it underground and found a shorter route for it.

People who live here In Maine, enjoy the rivers and streams along with the scenic drives and
beautiful landscape. Tourists flock to Maine to enjoy all the environment that is offered. Why
should one corporation take that away, one high tension transmission at a time and spoil
Maine?

| hope the Maine Public Utilities Commission thinks as | do and reviews the application one
more time and gets CMP to go underground.

ACT NOW BEFOREIT IS TOO LATE!
e P
Ld//L’ Z’? ;2L/VQ;Z\/%4L/

Estelle W. Wellman
10 Peninsula Drive, Kennebunk ME 04043



September 14, 2018
Dear Maine PUC,

| strongly OPPOSE the NECEC. As a proponent of Maine (hosting a Maine based travel
adventure series "From Away”) Is explore this state from end to end telling the stories of its
people and local trades. | have been gifted to be able to meet and show the world what an
extraordinarily unique place and experience we have in the northern woods. People watch my
show or go to the North woods because it is so completely different than the world they know.
It is our duty as Mainers and stewards of the land to protect special places like these on an ever
changing and shrinking world. There are of course many other reasons. The absolutely limited if
any impact to Maine energy payers. The still unanswered questions of where exactly this power
is coming from and if it is completely new sustainable energy or are they simply diverting it
from one place to the next. The tremendous environmental impact from a 400-foot-wide
corridor 53 miles long over several sensitive habitats the questionable at best way CMP started
and funded the WMRC which CMP admitted to not involving the entire community and only
wanting a specific group of people to talk with that they have had previous relationships with to
ultimately mitigate a sum of money that did not reflect the voices of the community it will be
impacting. As well as doing it at a time where those businesses are most busy running raft
companies and other tourist based activities. | have video evidence of these claims, not opinion
based.

| give Sandi Howard permission to submit this at the hearing.

Teagan Wright

9 Dunlap St

Brunswick, ME

Email ID: wright.teagan@gmail.com
Phone No.: 207-841-2429
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