
Mr. Ben Condon 
Maine Bureau of Transportation Systems Planning 
Maine Department of Transportation 
16 State House Station 
Augusta, ME 04333-0016 

Planning.mainedot@maine.gov 

August 18, 2015 

Dear Mr. Condon, 

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed connector between I-395 in 
Brewer to Route 9 in Eddington. My property lies within about 100-150 yards of the 
proposed connector, and additionally I have lived within this neighborhood for over half 
of my life. I am primarily concerned with changes to my quality of life, as the subdivision 
I reside in is very quiet and serene. I also question whether this project represents the 
best use of scarce transportation dollars; Maine DOT leadership has gone on the record 
explaining the shortage of funds to meet the maintenance needs of the current 
infrastructure. Additionally, the project has been changed since its original inception, 
and the most recent alternative unequivocally will not meet the original criteria for the 
project. Connecting to Rte. 9 anywhere west of Rte. 46 defeats the purpose of the bypass, 
yet this is exactly how the current alternative is configured (after being dismissed on two 
separate occasions). 

I have been watching developments in this project closely over the last 10+ years. 
Significant changes have been shepherded through by one organization or another, 
whether it be the Army Corps of Engineers, Maine DOT, EPA, etc. The current 
alternative 2B2 has been tossed out two separate times with good reason; it does not 
meet the project needs. The manner in which this alternative resurfaced has fractured 
relations between municipal governments in Brewer, Holden, and Eddington and the 
Maine DOT, to the point where Brewer wants no part of it and Eddington’s only vocal 
supporter at the town government level seems to be State Rep. Peter Lyford (who 
coincidentally resides on Rte. 46, and is my representative as well (his district includes a 
tiny slice of Brewer)). So I have a State Rep who is conflicted - he wants the connector 
built so that truck traffic moves off his road - but shifts the burden to others in his own 
district. I asked him to recuse himself from the committee testimony in Augusta a few 
months back because of the obvious conflict; instead he was given an open microphone 
from what I saw on the news report that evening. I have written to him and all I get in 
return is “thank you for your message”.  

I do travel Rte. 46 between Rte. 9 and Rte. 1A regularly, and I agree it is not an ideal road 
for 18 wheelers because it is narrow. Whether the truck traffic is “heavy” is debatable. It’s 
not Newark, NJ or some other urban area though. I do think more could be done to 
make that road more pedestrian friendly. What I have not heard or seen in any of the 
reports is a plan for the No Build option, which includes upgrading Rte. 46. I feel there 
are other alternatives to the 2B2 which would cost less and improve safety on Rte. 46. 
How about lowering the speed limit to 30 mph? I bet trucks would just continue down 
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Rte. 9 to I-395 in Brewer. Otherwise if this goes through you’re just shifting safety issues 
from Rte. 46 to the portion of Rte. 9 between Rte. 46 and Chemo Pond entrance/exit. As 
I look at the map, I see so many other possibilities that seemingly would impact fewer 
homeowners who stand to lose their property or see their environment negatively 
impacted. I do not believe the statement that 2B2 was the only environmentally 
sufficient alternative out of the original 79 options. Mathematically it seems that the 
probability of that statement being true is very unlikely. Also, there are large tracts of 
land off Mann Hill/Levenseller Rd that are for sale, and have been for years! Old 
abandoned railroad bed as well right near I-395 in Brewer. Why not leverage some of 
these options instead of cutting through Brewer.  

Rte. 46, Rte. 9, Rte. 1A - those are all state routes where 18 wheelers are known to travel. 
In my mind, anyone who has chosen to live on those roads knows that increased truck 
traffic is a possibility. So while I agree that Rte. 46 is not an ideal road to take a stroll 
with the kids on, has it ever really been ideal in the last 50 years? No. On the other hand, 
if you live in a subdivision like I do, you certainly don’t expect a highway to be built in 
your backyard - in Brewer, ME no less.  

Indeed, as I understand that the design was changed from a 2 lane highway to a one lane 
access road, the current study is not sufficient. All 79 other alternatives need to be 
studied under the same exact criteria, but from what research of my neighbor shows is 
that procedure has been violated and prior Maine DOT employees have been less than 
forthcoming. I understand everyone has a job to do, but following the public’s wishes 
should be top priority. Clearly the majority of public support is in opposition to this 
project. I feel as if Maine DOT is trying to get ANY connector built just to build a new 
road and create more jobs. Let’s fix the roads we have and use other methods to solve 
any connectivity issues between Rte. 9 and Rte. 46. How about a connector that parallels 
Rte. 46 to the east? Much less populated, and there are some makeshift junkyards back 
there that should be cleaned out for public protection anyway. 

The situation is fluid as well in terms of alleviating current traffic volumes. All the prior 
studies by Maine DOT have overestimated traffic growth (so the project years have 
simply been shifted - which is not a best practice and unprofessional frankly). 
Empirically I hear from folks that truck traffic is decreasing in the area since the Verso 
mill in Bucksport was scrapped (literally). Fresh traffic studies are needed as prior 
estimates have been off significantly and the business environment is changing. I hate to 
say it, but the need to truck wood everywhere will continue to decline as mills shut down. 

In closing, please consider public opposition as well as how the public has been treated 
historically by Maine DOT when it comes to this project. The people have spoken, yet I 
feel as though we have not been heard and this is just a formality at this point. I’d ask 
you to drive around the affected areas yourself - pick the busiest times of year from prior 
traffic studies, and judge for yourself whether truck traffic is so heavy that this new road 
is needed. Also, I encourage you to consider unintended consequences. The road could 
attract substantially more truck traffic, creating dangerous situations on Rte. 9 or even 
resulting in more 18 wheeler traffic on Rte. 46 (assuming they are not barred from 
using). 



Thank you for your consideration. I hope you consider the views of the dissenters like 
me. I have lost trust in government basically throughout this process; the only thing that 
would restore it were if the project study was started over from scratch, and done fairly, 
consistently, and transparently. FOA requests have shown issues with vernal pool 
studies, lack of notification to the public and municipalities impacted, and some shady 
behavior among department heads. Bring everything out into the public eye, and actually 
answer the hard questions. To quote Maine DOT, take another “hard look” at the issues. 

Sincerely, 

Bill Butterfield 

Brewer 


