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Attached is my testimony and supporting documentation. Thomas Saviello 



Johnson Mt Township Corridor Report 

Update 10-16-21 

 
Figure 1. NECEC CMP Corridor proposed map. Segment 1 located at the top of the map outlined in 
green. Johnston Mt. Township is 9th township from the left. 
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Site 1. Judd Road hardwood stand 

 

 

This is a picture of the corridor on the Judd Rd in segment 1 (Identified as Site 1  attached Figure 2) of 
the NECEC corridor. The person walking in the “taper” zone. Vegetation less than 15 feet is supposed to 
be left standing to protect wildlife, trout fisheries and minimize visual impact. The green vegetation 
around the person in the picture  is the so called  “tapered buffer”. 
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This is an aerial view of that Corridor cut. The two people in the picture are standing in the so called 
“taper” zone. 
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This is an aerial view of the Judd Road Corridor cut. The truck on the road to create a picture scale. It is 
20 feet long. The truck image is superimposed this “scale “ on the corridor cut. 
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This is the  Judd road corridor on  10-9-21. 
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Aerial picture of Site 1 where the Judd Road crosses the Corridor. Site 1  in the middle right hand side of 
the picture just to the left of the wing strut.  
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Site 2 Softwood stand 

 

 

 

On 1-18-21 this was photographed in front of this conifer stand (Site 2 on attached figure 2). It was 
flagged to be cut as part of the corridor.  
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On June 2, 2021 the person is standing in almost the same place. The stand is gone.  

 

 

 

This is the actual cut in that softwood stand. ( Fresh moose droppings observed near the Corridor cut.) 
The person is  am standing in the so called  “taper” zone. There is nothing left standing as the conifer 
trees cut  where all  greater than 15 feet tall.  
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This site is 100 feet wide. 
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Update picture 10-9. No tapering. 
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This is an aerial picture of Site 2. The location of the previous three pictures were taken  at the end of 
short spur coming off the main road.  
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OTHER SCALED Pictures 

 

 

 

Another segment 1 corridor location 
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Another Segment 1 Corridor location 
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We have the coordinates for each of these sites. It is very safe to say the present cut corridor exceeds 54 
feet and there is little if any tapering.  
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State Heritage Fish Water sigh at Little Wilson Hill Pond located in Johnston Mt Township  
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Figure 3. Proposed corridor crossing location on the public lands. Note: Little Wilson Hill Pond on the left 
and  Wilson Hill Pond on the  right.  
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PUBLIC HEARING TESTIMONY: New England Clean Energy 
Connect Project License Suspension Proceeding 
State of Maine Department of Environmental Protection Submitted by Email to 
Ruth.A.Burke@maine.gov on 10/16/21 

Date: October 19, 2021 

To: Members of the Hearing Committee for the  Maine Dept. of Environmental 
Protection 

From: Thomas Saviello, Wilton , Maine 

Re: CMP corridor project with Hydro-Quebec - License Suspension 

Position: Support the immediate full suspension of the permit(s) issued to 
CMP/NECEC 

My name is Thomas Saviello. I live in Wilton, Maine. I am retired after 33 years 
with the forest products industry. Before retiring I serve in State legislature as 
both a Representative and as a Senator. I Co-chaired with my friend now Senator 
Hickman , the special committee on public land in 2016. 

I have three parts to my testimony: 

1. I will testify  to the lack of planning in identifying alternative routes for the 
NECEC by Central Maine Power. 

2. I will testify as to the actual completion of the NECEC clearing on Segment 
1.  

3. I will be testifying as to what is an underground structure is that might cross 
the public lands.  

Lack of Planning: During my last 20 plus years in the forest products industry I 
was the environmental manager at the Jay Paper mill. I was responsible for 
permitting and compliance activities. I cannot imagine a case where I might have 
a piece of pollution control device malfunction resulting in a  call to DEP saying 
this pollution control it is broken and we need months to fix it. Why? Well one it is 
really expensive to buy a replacement and two, we have a big order that will 
increase the mills bottom line. That this order would be jeopardized if we shut 



down until the pollution control device is replaced. I could also argue all the jobs 
and economic benefits to the state would be lost.  

I know the DEP at the time would have laughed me out of the room. 

So now come here comes CMP… They have a compliance issue at hand. They 
cannot cross the public lands.  They are telling you , If DEP revokes/suspends the 
NECEC permit they won’t be able to meet the required operational deadlines. 
Temporary jobs will be lost. Property taxes will not be paid. They are saying “lets 
continue to cut the corridor… let us put up the 100-foot poles. Let us continue to 
impact the 1200 streams and brooks. In other words, let us continue to destroy 
the environment while we sort all of this out”… I hope DEP will also laugh them 
out of the room. 

You have asked CMP the right questions. I will focus more on the “alternative” 
routes as I believe CMP should have been looking for these routes long before the 
commissioner asked the question. I do not plan to go into the details of each 
important action. I have provided the links to support my statements.  

 

1. CMP has known this is an issue since 2-18-20 when LD 1893 An Act to 
Require a Lease of Public Lands to Be Based on Reasonable 
Market Value and To Require Approval of Such Leases for 
Commercial Purposes. The legislative Joint Standing Committee for 
Agriculture, Forestry and Conservation voted unanimously that the lease issued 
by the Bureau of Parks and Lands (BPL) to allow public lands to be crossed by 
the Corridor was illegal. This was memorialized in a letter to the BPL Director. 
Unfortunately, a vote was not taken as the legislature adjourned due to Covid.  
 

2. The lease was appealed to the Court on 6-23-20. 
 

3. CMP and the BPL renegotiate the lease and signed a new lease on 
6-23-20. BPL made it very clear this new lease was to circumvent the 2/3’s 
constitutional requirements. “With input from Andy Cutko, we’ve characterized this as 
an “Amended and Restated Lease,” and added a provision in Sec. 23 that specifies this 
Amended and Restated Lease expressly supersedes the 2014 Lease.  (As opposed to just 
signing a new Lease and signing a separate agreement to terminate the 2014 Lease.)  
Idea is to help show that this 2020 Lease does nothing to “substantially alter” the 



leased premises now, while still providing a new lease agreement that is being executed 
after the 2019 CPCN.”  

 
4. In September 2020 a citizen-initiated referendum was started that 

included the public land lease legislative constitutional vote. 
Successful signature gathering and certification was been done . This 
referendum will be before the Maine Voters on November 2, 2021.  
 

5. In the 130th Legislature LD 471, An Act to Require Legislative Approval for  
Certain Leases of Public Lands was introduced. This bill directly addresses the 
significant alteration of public lands in question. The ACF Committee passed it on 
a vote of 12-1. (This bill may have been considered to be a competing measure 
for the upcoming November referendum, thus was held over.) 

 Summary (maine.gov) 
 
 

6. In the 130th Legislature LD 1075, An Act to Protect Public Lands was 
introduced. This bill directs the Department to do major substantive 
rulemaking to determine when a parcel of public lands would be 
substantially altered. Again, this bill indirectly addresses the significant 
alteration of the public lands in question. The ACF Committee passed it on a vote 
of 12-1. (This bill may have been considered to be a competing measure for the 
upcoming November referendum, thus was held over.) Summary (maine.gov) 

 
 

7. During the legislative session the Joint Standing legislative Committee for 
ACF sent multiple letters to the Department making clear that the 
Committee determined the public lands in question were substantially 
altered thus requiring a 2/3’s affirmative vote by the sitting Legislature.  

 
 

8. The 130th Maine State Legislature passed SP 594, Joint Resolution, 
Expressing the Sense of the Legislature Regarding the Use of Public Land 
Leased by the State.  It resolved: “That We, the Members of the One Hundred 
and Thirtieth Legislature now assembled in the First Special Session, on behalf 
of the people we represent, express our sense in accordance with the 
Constitution of Maine, that the lease provided to CMP to cross the public 
reserved lands in West Forks Plantation and in Johnson Mountain Township 
constitutes a substantial alteration of those lands, requiring a 2/3 vote of all the 
members elected to each House of the Legislature.” The Joint Resolution also 
memorialized all the information previously presented in this letter. This 
Resolution passed in the Senate 28-6 and in the House 66-52.  

 

http://legislature.maine.gov/LawMakerWeb/summary.asp?ID=280078697
http://legislature.maine.gov/LawMakerWeb/summary.asp?ID=280079551


9. Justice Murphy vacated the lease in August 2021.  
 

10. CMP appealed this decision to the Maine Supreme Court on 8/10/2021. 
Please note: CMP did NOT ask for an expedited hearing before the Court. It 
seems to me if they are worried about time tables, they would have asked court 
to act expeditiously.  

 
I provide this chronology as it clearly shows CMP was put on notice the public land 
lease at Johnson Mt and the West forks was in jeopardy. Waiting until now to explore 
and permit alternative routes is frankly poor planning and arrogance on the CMP’s part. 
 
NECEC clearing on Segment 1. I personally have visited Segment 1 of the 
NECEC six times and flown over it twice in 2021. I have attached a report I generated 
that includes my observations on the corridor cutting. My observations clearly contradict 
CMP’s comments much the corridor cutting is complete.  
 
The permit allows the NECEC to develop 150f oot right of way for the poles and wires. 
To date about 90-100 feet have been clear cut with in the permitted area. This includes 
the 54 feet in the corridor center and the first forest taper zone of 16 feet on either side 
of the center cut. The remaining 64 feet which includes the next two taper zones or the 
next 32 feet on either side has yet to be cleared. This gives a total of 64 feet. Therefore, 
42% has yet to be cleared. I have attached a report called the “johnson Mt . report that 
clearly demonstrates these observations.  
 
Vacating or suspending the permit in Segment 1 will ensure this area does not need to 
regenerate. Thus, protecting this part of the forest in the event CMP cannot secure an 
alternative route or succeed in the Maine Law Court.  
 
Underground Structure: Today, the Pierce Atwood attorneys took the position that 
a conservation easement prohibition on structures doesn’t apply below ground.  As the 
Press Herald reported (link to article: Maine regulator hears arguments over whether to 
suspend lease for power line - Portland Press Herald): 
  
The NECEC attorney, indicated that the restrictions applied to structures above ground, 
and that drilling below conservation land would be “a logical alternative.” 
  
But the Attorney General, who is statutorily charged with certain enforcement and 
interpretation authorities for all conservation easements in the State of Maine, recently 
took a contrary position.  The Attorney General has moved to intervene in a case 
against the City of Belfast where the Attorney General opines that water pipes that will 
be buried underground are “structures” within the meaning of a conservation easement 
that prohibits structures in the intertidal zone.  The Attorney General’s motion to 
intervene (which is attached) itself attaches a letter from Assistant Attorney General 
Lauren Parker to the City of Belfast, which letter on page 3 takes the position that the 
term “structure” when used in a conservation easement should be read consistently with 
the Land Use Planning Commission’s definition of structure to include “anything 

https://www.pressherald.com/2021/10/19/dep-hears-testimony-on-power-line-public-lands-debacle/
https://www.pressherald.com/2021/10/19/dep-hears-testimony-on-power-line-public-lands-debacle/


constructed or erected with a fixed location on or in the ground”. (Emphasis added). The 
Attorney General’s motion has not yet been acted upon by the Court, but if granted, the 
Attorney General has filed, together with its motion to intervene, the attached Complaint 
that they propose to file if their intervention is granted.  In that Complaint in paragraphs 
16-18, the Attorney General of the State of Maine takes the position that underground 
pipes are “structures” within the meaning of a conservation easement’s prohibition on 
structures.  
  
The Maine Department of Environmental Protection should credit the interpretation 
expressed by the Attorney General of the State of Maine of the meaning of the word 
“structure” when used in a conservation easement, and should not credit the contrary 
interpretation advanced by the attorneys for CMP, which has no basis in law or in 
fact.  Constructing a high impact transmission line under conservation lands is plainly 
something “constructed or erected with a fixed location on or in the grounds”  that, in the 
view of the Maine Attorney General, is prohibited by a conservation easement’s 
prohibition on “structures” within the protected property.   
  
In conclusion:  
 
1. All construction must stop until an alternative route is identified and successfully 
permitted. 2. The permit voided or suspended needs to done now to protect the 
remaining part of the Corridor in segment 1 that has yet to be cleared. 3.It should be 
noted a buried line is in fact a “structure” per the Attorney General.  
 
 
It is so clear to me that the DEP needs to void or suspend this permit now.  
 
 
Tom (please consider this my electronic signature)  
 
Thomas Saviello 
Wilton Maine  
Drtom16@hotmail.com 

207-645-3420 
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