
 

 

 

 

                                     
 

  

 

Other than a frenzy of surveyors seen in the “hood” in June, 
the DOT has again gone silent; the update on pg.4 comes a 
year after the previous update. I’ve combined the 2nd, 3rd and 
4th quarters of 2017 because of the lack of substantive news...  
 

AND—once again—after seventeen years—we still wait... 
 

MDOT’s own documentation decries 2B-2 met only 20% of purpose 
and needs in Apr2009. An identical alternative (2B) was removed 
from consideration in Jan2003 for serious safety concerns and the 
failure to satisfy the system linkage and the traffic congestion needs. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

What is it about  that they don’t seem to understand?? NO

—April to December of 2017— 
Year 17 of the MaineDOT/FHWA 

I-395/Route 9 Transportation Study & 
Route 9 Connector project... 

 

Welcome to another informational 
newsletter for impacted citizens in 

opposition to alternative 2B-2.  
  

highlight or 
your point 
of interest 
here. 

 

• Add a 
highlight or 
your point 
of interest 
here. 

 

• Add a 
highlight or 
your point 
of interest 
here. 
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     (Excerpts from original BDN oped) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

While I don’t necessarily disagree with most of what Representative McLean 

states—I do vehemently disagree with his opinion that the MDOT has gained 

public trust. For those of us impacted by the MDOT selection of 2B-2 for the 

I-395/Route 9 Connector, let me remind everyone that 2B-2 does not satisfy 

the original purpose and needs of the project—specifically the system linkage 

need to connect I-395 to Route 9 at the Eddington/Clifton corporate 

boundary (“east of Route 46”). Let me also remind everyone of the “hostage 

taking” during the March 2016 BACTS meeting where the MDOT came en 

masse to threaten local communities with the complete loss of state monies if 

they didn’t approve the connector project. How is it possible to spend $61 

million on a project that many of us see no need for at the same time that the 

MDOT is complaining about needing another $160 million per year for basic 

maintenance? How is that fiscally responsible and how does that possibly 

build public trust?? (L. Adams 4.26.2017) 

“Because of declining revenues 

and the increasing cost of 

maintaining deteriorating roads 

and bridges, the Maine 

Department of Transportation 

has estimated we need another 

$160 million every single year 

just to keep up with basic 

maintenance. Every year we let 

that deficit grow, we incur more 

risk and lost opportunities.” 

 
“The Department of Transportation has earned our trust by completing 

projects in an efficient and timely manner. The money we pay in fuel tax all 

goes to fix roads and bridges. The department has used new design and 

finance techniques to stretch the dollar further than ever. It has organized 

its planning and construction of projects based on need and economic 

importance through its annual work plan. And, lastly, the implementation 

of the statutory goals set out a framework in Maine law for the progress 

that is needed on our roads and bridges. When asking the public for further 

investment, we have to ensure those dollars are being spent efficiently. In 

my view, the Department of Transportation has earned the public’s trust.” 

 

http://bangordailynews.com/2017/04/26/opinion/contributors/to-fix-maines-roads-and-bridges-we-all-need-to-have-equal-stakes-in-the-outcome/
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With the passage of the FY2018 budget, the City of Brewer will          

 lose $927,576 in tax revenues over the 20 year design-life of 2B-2. 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Community 
impacted  by 
footprint of 
alternative 

2B-2  

DEIS-stated 
approximate 
annual tax 

revenue 
decrease 

 

Tax rate per 
$1,000 of 
assessed 

value at the 
time of DEIS 

 

Property 
values as 

reflected on 
page 140 of 

DEIS 

DEIS-stated 
revenue loss 
over 20 year 
design-life 

of 2B-2  

Presumed 
tax rate per 
$1,000 of 
assessed 

value 

Adjusted 
revenue loss 
over 20 year 
design-life of 

2B-2 

Brewer $37,000 $17.95 $2,061,281 $740,000 $22.50 $927,576 
 
* Note: this table does not reflect current or future property abatements, and/or future changes in property values and tax rates. 

 

CONCLUSION: The DEIS-stated-data (circa 2011) does not reflect the actual 
loss in tax revenues over 2B-2’s 20 year design-life; that projected loss is now 
$187,576 more than the DEIS-stated-loss. It’s not far-fetched to suggest that 
Brewer’s revenue losses will surpass the $1.0 million mark over 2B-2’s 20 
year design-life, especially as future tax rates and abatements are considered. 

 
QUESTION: Mechanisms to offset Brewer’s projected 20 year revenue losses 
and losses in real estate devaluation suffered by impacted residents due to 
proximity effect are non-existent. We are expected to absorb these losses, 
with zero compensation, for a connector that we do not need and vehemently 
do not support—at a time when the state is constantly looking at Maine’s 
communities to balance the state’s budget, no more evident than during the 
recent school budget talks—and, at a time when the state cannot even afford 
to maintain the roads and bridges we drive on every day. What does that 
$927,576 loss in revenues represent? Consider this—that projection would 
have funded the school district with approximately 93% of the extra funds 
requested for FY2018 with only cents worth of an increase in the tax rate... 

The DEIS, issued March 2012, 
does not reflect projected 2018 
rates and property valuation, 
does not anticipate future tax 
rates and property valuation, 
and does not anticipate future 
abatements for property values 
driven down by those in close 
proximity to 2B-2. DEIS-data 
is 6 or more years out-of-date; 
the DEIS is misleading and the 
support data is invalid at best. 
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The first official MaineDOT project update since July of 2016: 

 
 
From: Moulton, Rhobe  
Sent: Thursday, July 06, 2017 1:21 PM 
To: 'townofeddington@roadrunner.com'; 'ben@holdenmaine.com'; 'sbost@brewermain.gov' 
Cc: Foley, Brad; Bodge, Stephen (Stephen.Bodge@maine.gov); Yonce, Luther; Rowe, Laurie 
Subject: Rte 9 connector WIN 18915.00 updates 

  
Good afternoon 
  
I thought it would be a good time to give you an update on the connector. 
  
We are still working on gathering ground data and information for our 
designers to work with on establishing the centerline for the connector. As 
you can imagine, there is a lot to be gathered. Once we have that info we can 
proceed to where the actual alignment will be and therefore give property 
owners a more concise answer to who will be impacted and the extent of 
those impacts. Current schedule indicates a late winter/early spring 
preliminary public meeting. 
  
In the meantime, the Board of Realtors has requested to meet with our senior 
property officer so they can better understand the right of way process 
involved. That meeting will happen in the near future. 
  
Thank you for your continued support of this project and don’t hesitate to 
contact me with any questions or concerns 
  
Rhobe  
  
Rhobe Moulton 
Senior Project Manager  
Maine Department of Transportation 
24 Child Street 
16 State House Station 
Augusta, ME 04333-0016 
207-624-3391 
207-592-6058 cell  
rhobe.moulton@maine.gov 
 

 
 

mailto:'townofeddington@roadrunner.com
mailto:'ben@holdenmaine.com
mailto:'sbost@brewermain.gov
mailto:Stephen.Bodge@maine.gov
mailto:rhobe.moulton@maine.gov


A compilation of what happened in the 2nd, 3rd and 4th quarters of 2017 | Larry Adams | Page 5 
 

A BDN article and email to impacted neighbors and community 
leaders points out how the MaineDOT relates (NOT) to the public. 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
http://bangordailynews.com/2017/07/06/news/midcoast/opponents-of-route-1-traffic-fix-in-
wiscasset-allege-disturbing-misinformation-by-mdot/   BDN article posted 7.06.2017 

  
Hark said the MDOT failed to provide an opportunity for “effective public 
participation,” as required by law, and failed to make public that the same 
study was conducted in 1996 and “basically said that what they’re planning to 
do wouldn’t have any significant effect” [on Route 1 traffic]. 

“It seems to us that the MDOT’s version of what effective public participation 
is is limited to what the MDOT wants the public to know,” Hark said recently. 
“We can’t figure out why they’re pushing this project...and it does nothing for 
Wiscasset.  

Wiscasset resident Bill Sutter...said, “Every word that has come out of the 
DOT is that they are paying no attention and...they are not obliged to do 
anything differently than what they intend to do.” 

“...they are not obliged to do anything differently than what they intend to 
do.” 

Sound familiar? The problems in Wiscasset are not unique – we have 
experienced similar problems with the MDOT since first discovering that 2B-
2 was put back in play (December 2011) as the preferred alternative for the 
$61 million I-395/Route 9 connector project. Public participation is 
laughable because in the end, the MDOT will do whatever they want to do, 
with no accountability, and with complete disregard for the people that they 

http://bangordailynews.com/2017/07/06/news/midcoast/opponents-of-route-1-traffic-fix-in-wiscasset-allege-disturbing-misinformation-by-mdot/
http://bangordailynews.com/2017/07/06/news/midcoast/opponents-of-route-1-traffic-fix-in-wiscasset-allege-disturbing-misinformation-by-mdot/
http://bangordailynews.com/2017/07/06/news/midcoast/opponents-of-route-1-traffic-fix-in-wiscasset-allege-disturbing-misinformation-by-mdot/
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are impacting. My personal observation is that the MDOT/FHWA did 
everything they could to minimize my efforts, to include MDOT Management 
essentially calling me a liar, in public, at the now infamous March 2016 
BACTS meeting. Questions promised to be answered in the DEIS (March 
2012) were never answered to my satisfaction and never will; they based the 
selection of 2B-2 solely on a “hard look at Route 9” and it is factual that they 
(MDOT/FHWA) have never shared the data (we questioned if this data even 
existed) to back up their epiphany that after almost a decade of study, 2B-2 
(meeting only 20% of purpose and needs in April/May 2009) replaced 5 
other viable alternatives (meeting 100% of  purpose and needs in April/May 
2009). AND, it is factual and highly disturbing that the FHWA project 
manager advised the MDOT project manager (December 2011) that 2B-2 did 
not meet the study purpose and needs, only to be silenced by both the MDOT 
and the FHWA.  

So, I can certainly sympathize with our friends in Wiscasset, since we have 
experienced most of the same issues with our own relationship with the 
MDOT/FHWA. Again: “...they [MDOT] are not obliged to do anything 
differently than what they intend to do.” 

All of this occurring when the state of Maine cannot even afford to maintain 
existing roads and bridges, and at the same time that TRIP reported just on 
6/27/2017 that 19% of Maine’s rural roads are rated poor (15th worst in the 
nation) and 20% of Maine’s rural roads are rated mediocre with 15% of 
Maine’s rural bridges are rated structurally deficient (10th worst in the 
nation).  

Today’s official MDOT Route 9 connector status report (first project update 
since July of 2016) ends with the new project manager (6th since 2000) 
thanking the impacted community managers for their continued support of 
the project. Really?? Seems like once again, as every other time that a new 
MDOT project manager has come aboard, all prior historical data has been 
erased as if “...they are paying no attention and...they are not obliged to do 
anything differently than what they intend to do.” 

Comment (Beth’s Mum) from the same BDN article: “Hope the residents can 
stand up the MDOT--it seems to me that department has been getting a bit 
too big for their britches in the last decade or so.”   How true... 

Larry 

 

http://www.tripnet.org/docs/Rural_Roads_ME_TRIP_Release_06-27-2017.php
http://www.tripnet.org/docs/Rural_Roads_ME_TRIP_Release_06-27-2017.php
http://bangordailynews.com/2017/07/06/news/midcoast/opponents-of-route-1-traffic-fix-in-wiscasset-allege-disturbing-misinformation-by-mdot/
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http://www.tripnet.org/docs/Rural_Roads_ME_TRIP_Release_06-27-2017.php 

The report finds that rural roads and bridges in Maine have significant deficiencies. Nineteen percent of 

Maine’s rural roads are rated in poor condition - the 15th highest rate in the nation - and 20 percent are 

rated in mediocre condition. Fifteen percent of Maine’s rural bridges are rated as structurally deficient, 

the 10th highest rate in the nation. The rate of traffic fatalities on Maine’s non-Interstate, rural roads - 

1.51 fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles of travel - is more than triple the fatality rate on all other 

roads in the state. 

                             

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.tripnet.org/docs/Rural_Roads_ME_TRIP_Release_06-27-2017.php
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Benefit-Cost Ratio of I-395 Extension versus I-395/Route 9 Connector and a 

curious method of rounding up that defies known mathematical principles.  

 

 

 

 

 

The Benefit-Cost ratio (B/C) was 19-20:1 for 
the original I-395 extension project from Main 
Street in Bangor to Parkway South in Brewer.  

FEIS obtained from Google books. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MDOT reports the Benefit-Cost Ratio for the I-395/Route 9 connector is 1.1 
even though, using their numbers, the ratio is equal to 1.00695 or 1.007 or at 
best 1.01 when rounded up and not 1.1. A project must be equal to or greater 
than 1.0 to be assumed beneficial—however—the greater the number, the 
more beneficial and a B/C of 20 is certainly more beneficial than a project 
that merely breaks the threshold by a few thousandths when using costs that 
have been proven to be nothing more than a guesstimate to make the ratio 
favor the project. Wouldn’t 2B-2’s $61 million be better spent on the current 
unmet transportation needs of our state—those that may be more beneficial? 



A compilation of what happened in the 2nd, 3rd and 4th quarters of 2017 | Larry Adams | Page 9 
 

 

  By Michael Shepherd, BDN Staff 

 “AUGUSTA, Maine — A $105 million transportation bond proposal cruised 
through the Maine Legislature on Thursday, but Republican opposition 
stalled a $40 million student debt relief plan from a strange tag-team: Gov. 
Paul LePage and Democrats. 

The transportation bond would devote $80 million to roads and bridges, $20 
million to multimodal transportation and $5 million to culvert upgrades. It 
was the only one of three bond proposals backed by the Legislature’s budget 
committee approved by the full Legislature on Thursday. The money supports 
the Maine Department of Transportation’s work plan.” 

According to the 2017-2019 MaineDOT Work Plan: “This 

year, even with the funding assumptions in this Work Plan, 

(which include new bonding, as well as bonding that has yet 

to be proposed or approved), the department’s highway and 

bridge programs will experience a shortfall estimated at 

approximately $59 million per year.”  

 

Maybe, if the MaineDOT wasn’t promoting another questionable $61 million 

project, such as the I-395/Route 9 Connector, they wouldn’t have to ask for 

yearly bonding AND even after that yearly request for bonds; the shortfall is 

still $59 million per year or $177 million over the life of the plan. 

Maine lawmakers back roads 
bond; GOP stalls LePage-
backed student debt relief 

 

http://bangordailynews.com/author/mshepherd/
http://bangordailynews.com/
https://legislature.maine.gov/legis/bills/display_ps.asp?LD%3D1552%26snum%3D128
http://maine.gov/mdot/projects/workplan/docs/2017/MaineDOTWorkPlan2017_2018_2019.pdf
http://bangordailynews.com/2017/07/20/politics/maine-lawmakers-back-roads-bond-gop-stalls-lepage-backed-student-debt-relief/
http://bangordailynews.com/2017/07/20/politics/maine-lawmakers-back-roads-bond-gop-stalls-lepage-backed-student-debt-relief/
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Is this the current 2B-2 engineering plan?? 

A map of 2B-2 was provided to a city official several weeks ago from the 
current Route 9 Connector Project Manager, the sixth MaineDOT project 
management change since the start of this project in 2000; I was given access 
to that file. I have no idea of the date or even the validity of the file, but it was 
uploaded in May of 2017. It is a 303MB file and I am unable to upload files 
greater than 32MB on this website, hence the only way to share it is through 
screen captures. I hesitated for weeks to give anyone access to this, as there 
are still inaccuracies as can be seen on several of the screen captures. One 
would expect, after all these years and after spending in excess of $3 million, 
that if a road is supposed to meet another road, or a bridge is going over or 
under an existing road, that those should all line up and in some cases they 
do not. SO, use these screen captures at your own peril. An inaccuracy of 
mere feet can make all the difference when you are that close in proximity to 
either losing your home and/or property or abutting 2B-2’s right-of-way.  
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Is this the current 2B-2 engineering plan (continued)?? 
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Is this the current 2B-2 engineering plan (continued)?? 
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Is this the current 2B-2 engineering plan (continued)?? 

 

 

 

DEIS Summary page s.12: 
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Notable Quotables... 

 

 



A compilation of what happened in the 2nd, 3rd and 4th quarters of 2017 | Larry Adams | Page 15 
 

Strong Towns reports: “The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) came 
out recently with its latest biennial report to Congress on the state of the 
nation’s highways and transit systems. According to the FHWA report, capital 
spending on roads by all levels of government increased by 23.5 percent in 
inflation-adjusted terms between 2002 and 2012.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“The areas of highway spending that are increasing the fastest are not 
expansion or maintenance, but interest on debt, which rose at a 7.9 percent 
average annual rate between 2002 and 2012, and bond retirements, which 
increased at an average annual rate of 12.8 percent. In other words, more and 
more of your gas taxes are going not toward building new roads or fixing old 
ones, but rather paying the interest and principal on the highways you 
already use.” 

Is the approval of transportation bonds every November to enable 
spending of $61 million on a highly questionable/deficient 2B-2 
alternative really the best use of our limited transportation dollars?? 

“More and 

more of your 

gas taxes are 

going not 

toward 

building new 

roads or fixing 

old ones, but 

rather paying 

the interest 

and principal 

on the 

highways you 

already use.” 

https://www.strongtowns.org/journal/2017/1/18/highway-spending-is-eating-the-budget
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/policy/2015cpr/
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“Mainers spend an extra $385 per year, on average, on vehicle 
maintenance because of the poor condition of the state’s 
roads, according to the latest assessment from the American 
Society of Civil Engineers. The group rated 40 percent of the 
state’s roads as being in fair to unacceptable conditions and 
nearly 15 percent of the state’s bridges as structurally 
deficient, much higher than the New England and U.S. 
averages...The Maine Department of Transportation expects 
to use $80 million from the bond to repair and rehabilitate 
highways and bridges.” 

In concurrence with this bond, the DOT actively pursues the 
expenditure of more than $61 million (2011 dollars) for the 
construction of the highly questionable/deficient I-395/Route 
9 connector. The “sky is not falling” if you have $61 million in 
one pocket and claim that your other pocket is empty...   

“The group [ASCE] 
rated 40 percent of the 
state’s roads as being in 

fair to unacceptable 
conditions and nearly 15 

percent of the state’s 
bridges as structurally 
deficient, much higher 
than the New England 

and U.S. averages.” 

https://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/Maine-Report_Card_final_booklet.pdf
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Click here to view Bangor Daily News comments. 

“It is disgraceful, tragic, and 

bordering on criminal that 

the governor and legislature 

abdicate their 

RESPONSIBILITY to 

maintain our infrastructure. 

These items SHOULD be 

part of the regular annual 

budget. The fact that citizens 

must approve borrowing to 

pay to fix past negligence is 

pathetic. Just like our 

schools that crumble 

because they were not 

properly maintained!!! Pay 

me now or pay me MORE 

later!!!” (jalbertini) 

 

“Since 2001 we have voted and passed 9 of these bonds totalling 
$1.86 billion dollars in bond money and fed matching. Where did 
all that money go on top of the DOT budget money? And our 
roads are still failing???” (Brennan Huff) 

 

“Each and every year a larger percentage 

of the state budget goes to cover DHHS 

services like welfare mostly as a result of 

federal mandates. This has been this 

way for a couple decades.  

Each and every year the percentage of 

the budget dedicated to roads and 

bridges declines.                                  

Now we have a bond issue request that 

covers among other things normal road 

maintenance that should be part of the 

budget. On the same ballot we have a 

request to expand Medicaid costing the 

state a minimum of $55 million 

annually. The percentage of money 

going to DHHS rises again.... so we can 

borrow money to fill potholes and mow 

the roadside.                                    

That $385 annually for your vehicle 

maintenance is going to get worse. Make 

a decision.” (Questionyou2) 

 

http://bangordailynews.com/2017/10/24/opinion/editorials/yes-on-question-3-bond-needed-to-fund-transportation-maintenance-improvements/comments/
https://disqus.com/by/jalbertini/
https://disqus.com/by/brennan_huff/
https://disqus.com/by/Questionyou2/
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“Fourteen percent of locally and state-maintained bridges in Maine are structurally 

deficient, meaning there is significant deterioration to the major components of the 

bridge. This is the ninth highest rate in the nation...A significant number of Maine’s 

bridges were built from the 1950s through the 1970s and have surpassed or are 

approaching 50 years old, which is typically the intended design life for bridges built 

during this era. The average age of Maine’s bridges is 52 years. The cost of repairing and 

preserving bridges increases as they age and as they reach the end of their intended 

design life.”  

  

http://www.tripnet.org/docs/ME_Bridge_TRIP_Report_2017.pdf 

  

http://www.tripnet.org/docs/ME_Bridge_TRIP_Report_Appendix_2017.pdf 

  

http://www.tripnet.org/docs/ME_Bangor_Bridge_TRIP_Release_11-01-2017.php 

  

QUESTION: How many bridges could be rebuilt with the $61 million cost of 2B-2?  

  

ANSWER: At an average of $1.24 million per bridge, using data within the DOT Work 

Plan released in January 2017, 49 bridges could be rehabilitated!! 

  

How is it possible and does it make any sense that the DOT continues to promote the 

controversial I-395/Route 9 connector when those dollars could fund the repair of 49 

structurally deficient/functionally obsolete bridges?  

  

Wouldn’t 2B-2’s $61 million be better spent on Maine’s unmet transportation needs? 

  

Larry  

http://i395rt9hardlook.com/ 
  

  
  

 

 

 

http://www.tripnet.org/docs/ME_Bridge_TRIP_Report_2017.pdf
http://www.tripnet.org/docs/ME_Bridge_TRIP_Report_Appendix_2017.pdf
http://www.tripnet.org/docs/ME_Bangor_Bridge_TRIP_Release_11-01-2017.php
http://i395rt9hardlook.com/


A compilation of what happened in the 2nd, 3rd and 4th quarters of 2017 | Larry Adams | Page 21 
 

 

 

 

FIFTEEN PERCENT OF BANGOR AREA BRIDGES AND 14 PERCENT OF STATEWIDE BRIDGES ARE STRUCTURALLY 

DEFICIENT. NEW REPORT IDENTIFIES BRIDGES IN BANGOR, SOUTHERN MAINE, AND CENTRAL MAINE THAT ARE IN 

NEED OF REPAIR OR REPLACEMENT (excerpt)  
 
Bangor, ME – Fourteen percent of bridges statewide and 15 percent of bridges in the 
Bangor region are structurally deficient according to a new report released today 
by TRIP, a Washington, DC based national transportation organization. A bridge is 
structurally deficient if there is significant deterioration of the bridge deck, supports or 
other major components. 
 
In the Bangor region, which includes Penobscot and Piscataquis Counties, 53 of the 360 
bridges (20 feet or longer) are structurally deficient.  Bridges that are structurally 
deficient may be posted for lower weight limits or closed if their condition warrants such 
action. Deteriorated bridges can have a significant impact on daily life. Restrictions on 
vehicle weight may cause many vehicles – especially emergency vehicles, commercial 
trucks, school buses and farm equipment – to use alternate routes to avoid weight-
restricted bridges. Redirected trips also lengthen travel time, waste fuel and reduce the 
efficiency of the local economy. 
 
MaineDOT’s current funding for state bridge repairs is $105 annually, but a 2014 
report found that the state should be spending $140 million annually to maintain 
bridges in their current condition and $217 million annually to make significant progress 
in improving the condition of the state’s bridges.  Early findings from an updated bridge 
analysis being conducted by MaineDOT indicate that the annual cost to maintain the 
state’s bridges in their current condition has increased significantly from the 2014 
estimate. 
 
A significant number of Maine’s bridges were built from the 1950s through the 1970s 
and have surpassed or are approaching 50 years old, which is typically the intended 
design life for bridges built during this era. The average age of Maine’s bridges is 52 
years. The cost of repairing and preserving bridges increases as they age and as they 
reach the end of their intended design life. 
 

http://www.tripnet.org/
http://maine.gov/mdot/pdf/kobs2014.pdf
http://maine.gov/mdot/pdf/kobs2014.pdf
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The chart below details the 10 most heavily traveled structurally deficient bridges in the 

Bangor region. 

 

The following 10 structurally deficient bridges in the Bangor region have the lowest 

average rating for the condition of the deck, substructure and superstructure (carrying a 

minimum of 500 vehicles per day).  Each major component of a bridge is rated on a scale 

of zero to nine, with a score of four or below indicating poor condition. If a bridge 

receives a rating of four or below for its deck, substructure or superstructure, it is rated 

as structurally deficient. A list of the 25 structurally deficient bridges in the Bangor 

region with the lowest average rating for the condition of the deck, substructure and 

superstructure is included in the report. 

 

 

Click here to view complete report. 

 

 

 

http://www.tripnet.org/docs/ME_Bangor_Bridge_TRIP_Release_11-01-2017.php
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MAINE BRIDGE CONDITIONS  

Fourteen percent of locally and state-maintained bridges in Maine are 

structurally deficient, meaning there is significant deterioration to the major 

components of the bridge. This is the ninth highest rate in the nation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.tripnet.org/docs/ME_Bridge_TRIP_Report_2017.pdf
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Key fiscal components direct from the TRIP report: 

Repairing and replacing poor bridges and preserving bridges that are 

in fair and good condition requires adequate and consistent funding. 

The current replacement cost of Maine’s state-maintained bridges is 

$8.2 billion.  

MaineDOT’s current annual bridge funding is $105 million per year 

from 2016 to 2018. This level of annual investment is slightly lower 

than the $112 million per year from 2009 to 2013 that resulted from 

the authorization of $160 million in TransCap bonds. 

The report, “Keeping our Bridges Safe 2014,” found that an annual 

bridge investment of $140 million was needed to maintain the state’s 

bridges in their current condition.  

An annual investment of $217 million in the state’s bridges would be 

needed to maintain the entire bridge system and substantially meet 

service, condition and safety goals. 

The average age of Maine’s bridges is 52 years. The design life of 

most bridges is 50 years, though bridges have life spans that are 

dependent on factors such as materials, environment, level of use, 

and level of maintenance. Current design guidelines and 

construction materials may raise the expected service life of new 

bridges to 75 years or longer. 

 

http://www.tripnet.org/docs/ME_Bridge_TRIP_Report_2017.pdf
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Bonds are not free!!! 

“The bond [Question #3] would cost nearly $29 million 

in interest over the 10-year payback period.” BDN 11.06.2017 

Question: What does that $29 million represent? 

Answer: 23 deficient and currently unfunded bridges 

could have the needed rehabs funded with the bond’s 

interest payment, using the average cost of $1.24 million 

per bridge rehab in the current DOT Work Plan. 

 

Don’t forget how the MaineDOT acted in this study: 

Significant changes in the original I-395/Route 9 connector 
study’s purpose and needs, a decade into the study without 
consulting or advising the Public Advisory Committee (PAC) 
and/or releasing those critical changes to the public for over 
32 months from the last and final April 2009 PAC meeting 
until discovery in December of 2011, ended with the covert 
selection of a deficient $61 million 2B-2 alternative that met 
only 20% (one in five) of the original study purpose and needs 
in April 2009. Lack of transparency and the failure to include 
the PAC, impacted citizenry and their community leaders in 
the decision-making process of a controversial, questionable 
$61 million project at the same time that our immediate 
infrastructure needs go unmet, begs to question whether 
these actions meet the department’s efficiency and cost 
effectiveness as promised by Mr. Bernhardt during his 
February 2011 confirmation. 
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11.10.2017: I added the following comment on 11.09 in response to the 11.07 BDN article 

and this morning that same comment has magically disappeared. Not sure why, as my 

comment was 100% factual and not combative or addressed to any other comment; 

comments are now closed. Never had a comment in over 5 years deleted and I hope it 

was accidental and not a form of censorship; what ever happened to free speech?? 

During questioning at his [February 2011 confirmation] hearing, Bernhardt said the administration 
would oppose raising the gasoline tax as well as any new bonding initiatives. "We have to leave no 
stone unturned," he said, responding to questioning from Democrats on the Transportation 
Committee. "We need to be able to tell the people, the department is as efficient and cost -effective 
as it can be, I believe, before we can go out and ask for more additional funding than we already 
receive."   http://www.pressherald.com/2011/02/09/lepages-nominees-for-farm-agency-dhhs-
confirmed_2011-02-09/ 
 
During Commissioner Bernhardt’s watch, the DOT has supported several controversial and highly 
questionable projects as the $120 million Presque Isle Bypass, the $61 million I-395/Route 9 
Connector, and the $20 million Caribou Bypass whilst today: 

1. An annual -$59 million shortfall exists in the Core Highway/Bridge Program. 

2. MaineDOT cannot afford to even maintain our existing roads and bridges. 

3. 40% of Maine’s roads are rated as fair to unacceptable. 

4. 15% of Maine’s bridges are rated as structurally deficient. 

5. 15% of Maine’s bridges are rated as functionally obsolete. 
 
Changes in the original I-395/Route 9 connector study purpose and needs, a decade into the study 
without consulting or advising the Public Advisory Committee (PAC) and/or releasing those critical 
changes to the public for over 32 months from the final April 2009 PAC meeting until discovery in 
December of 2011, ended with the covert selection of a deficient $61 million 2B-2 alternative that met 
only 20% (one in five) of the original study purpose and needs in April 2009.  
 
Voters have sanctioned transportation bonds almost every year since Mr. Bernhardt’s confirmation. 
Lack of transparency and the failure to include the PAC, impacted citizenry and their community 
leaders in the decision-making process of a controversial, questionable $61 million project at the same 
time that our immediate infrastructure needs go unmet, begs to question whether these actions meet 
the department’s efficiency and cost effectiveness as promised by Mr. Bernhardt during his 
confirmation. 
 
Where is the accountable to Maine taxpayers? Have they turned all the stones over? 
 
Shouldn’t our existing roads and bridges be repaired or replaced before allocating our limited 
transportation funds to any new project? 
 
Wouldn’t that $61 million be better spent on Maine’s current, well-documented unmet transportation 
needs? $61 million would fund the rehabilitation of 23 bridges (using average repair costs in the Work 
Plan) that are presently unfunded. 
 
That $61 million also represents 76.25 percent of the requested $80 bond for roads and bridges in 
Question #3. 
 
The “sky is not falling” if you have $61 million in one pocket and claim that your other pocket is 
empty... 
 

http://bangordailynews.com/2017/11/07/politics/transportation-bond-vote/
http://www.pressherald.com/2011/02/09/lepages-nominees-for-farm-agency-dhhs-confirmed_2011-02-09/
http://www.pressherald.com/2011/02/09/lepages-nominees-for-farm-agency-dhhs-confirmed_2011-02-09/
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http://bangordailynews.com/2017/11/29/news/midcoast/wiscasset-sues-state-to-stop-building-
demolition-for-route-1-traffic-fix/ 
  
“They [MaineDOT] have been very intransigent about continuing the conversation.” I love that 
comment. 
  
http://www.pressherald.com/2017/11/29/wiscasset-sues-state-to-block-controversial-route-1-traffic-
project/ 
  
http://www.boothbayregister.com/article/towns-ask-dow-withdraw-bill-wiscasset-traffic-
plan/94860?source=mp 
  
“At a Wiscasset public hearing in October, [Senator] Dow announced plans to propose legislation 
which “would slow the process down” and take another look at Option 1, which doesn’t eliminate Main 
Street parking.” 
  
Senator Dow is apparently going to offer this bill up today in Augusta. Our own personal experience 
with legislative action, Archie’s attempt to stop 2B-2 via LD 47 in February 2015, proved that the JSC 
on Transportation, which has the jurisdiction of DOT oversight for Maine’s citizens, behaved more like 
an arm of that department - Senator Dow’s bill has no chance and will promptly be shot down. I do give 
the Senator kudos for standing up for his constituency. 
  
It’s too bad that our DOT civil servants do not and/or will not listen to the people that they are sworn to 
serve!!  
  
Hope everyone had a great Thanksgiving!! 
  
Larry 
  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://bangordailynews.com/2017/11/29/news/midcoast/wiscasset-sues-state-to-stop-building-demolition-for-route-1-traffic-fix/
http://bangordailynews.com/2017/11/29/news/midcoast/wiscasset-sues-state-to-stop-building-demolition-for-route-1-traffic-fix/
http://www.pressherald.com/2017/11/29/wiscasset-sues-state-to-block-controversial-route-1-traffic-project/
http://www.pressherald.com/2017/11/29/wiscasset-sues-state-to-block-controversial-route-1-traffic-project/
http://www.boothbayregister.com/article/towns-ask-dow-withdraw-bill-wiscasset-traffic-plan/94860?source=mp
http://www.boothbayregister.com/article/towns-ask-dow-withdraw-bill-wiscasset-traffic-plan/94860?source=mp
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Wiscasset sues state to block controversial Route 1 traffic project 

  By Colin Woodard 

 

(Excerpt below from original article) 

The town of Wiscasset has sued the Maine Department of Transportation seeking to block a 
controversial project aimed at improving the flow of traffic through its historic village. 

At issue is the state’s plan to widen the section of Route 1 – which is Main Street in Wiscasset – that 
passes through the village and gets clogged in the summer with motorists traveling up and down the 
coast. The project would take parking places in front of local businesses, add traffic lights and turning 
lanes, and require the demolition of a 1916 building that once housed Maine’s first Ford dealership. 

The lawsuit, filed late Tuesday in Lincoln County Superior Court, says the project would “adversely 
affect the historic character and viability” of the village and does not comply with town ordinances or 
state law. The town has asked the court to order the transportation department not to begin work on 
the project until it complies with local regulations and reaches an agreement with town officials on how 
to pay long-term costs. 

“The Town looks forward to seeing the process through and is hopeful that MDOT will comply with the 
Town’s requests,” said Town Manager Marian Anderson sin a written statement. “We look forward to 
continuing to work positively with MDOT to resolve the issues.” She did not respond to messages from 
the Portland Press Herald. 

Opponents of the $5 million project – which will receive no federal funding – have argued that it would 
ruin the town center’s character and drive out businesses without making any meaningful improvement 
to the traffic problems, which result in miles-long backups in both directions approaching the village 
and on the bridge over the Sheepscot River. 

“At least we are headed toward a conclusion of this controversy one way or another,” said Bill Sutter, a 
resident who is a vocal opponent of the plan. “They have been very intransigent about continuing the 
conversation.” 

A spokesman said the transportation department was disappointed to learn of the lawsuit. “The 
Department recently met with town representatives and was continuing to work in good faith to 
address public concerns about certain project features when it was told of the lawsuit,” Ted Talbot said 
via email. 

The Portland attorney representing the town, Peter Murray, did not respond to a request for comment 
Wednesday. 

The town’s lawsuit claims the Department of Transportation is in violation of state laws requiring it 
comply with local zoning, which requires it get permission from the town’s historic preservation 
commission before demolishing the Haggett Garage. It also alleges that the state broke its commitment 
with the town to draft an agreement that would spell out how ongoing costs associated with the project 
– like the maintenance of sidewalks, parking lots and landscaping – will be covered. 

In his statement, Talbot said the department couldn’t comment in detail because the matter is now in 
litigation. But he did say it is considering delaying the demolition of the former garage as it works on an 
agreement with the town. 

““They [MDOT] have been very 
intransigent about continuing 

the conversation.” 

 

http://www.pressherald.com/2017/11/29/wiscasset-sues-state-to-block-controversial-route-1-traffic-project/
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How does the MaineDOT deal with the public? 

“They [MaineDOT] have been 
very intransigent about 

continuing the conversation.”  
Bill Sutter | Wiscasset resident | Portland Press Herald 11.29.2017 

 

“The people further find that the 
decisions of state agencies 

regarding transportation needs 
and facilities are often made in 

isolation, without sufficient 
comprehensive planning and 

opportunity for meaningful public 
input and guidance.” 

Title 23: §73. Transportation policy 

When the DOT’s uncompromising actions make their way into State Statute, 
it should be obvious that the DOT is indeed “intransigent about continuing 
the conversation”. The Public Advisory Committee (PAC) and community 
leaders within the I-395/Route 9 Connector study area were not included in 
the decision making process or even advised of critical changes over a 32 
month period that started with 2B-2 meeting only 20% of study purpose and 
needs and ended with 2B-2 selected as the preferred alternative... 

http://legislature.maine.gov/statutes/23/title23sec73.html
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Wiscasset wins a temporary battle against the MDOT: 

 

Wiscasset cuts deal with state to delay 
razing garage for Route 1 traffic fix 

By Charlotte Boynton, Lincoln County News • December 4, 2017 4:16 pm  
 
(Excerpt of original article :) 
. 

WISCASSET, Maine — An agreement between the Maine Department of Transportation and the town 
of Wiscasset will delay the demolition of Haggett’s Garage until at least February. 

The MDOT plans to demolish the building at 36 Water St. to clear the way for a new parking lot, part of 
a $5 million downtown traffic improvement project. 

The agreement follows the town’s filing of a complaint against the MDOT in Lincoln County Superior 
Court on Wednesday. 

“In the face of growing concern about the downtown viability without on-street parking and the 
uncertainty of (the MDOT’s) willingness to honor the town’s ordinance process, the town of Wiscasset 
filed a complaint today in Lincoln County Superior Court,” Wiscasset Town Manager Marian Anderson 
said in an email to local reporters Wednesday. “The town looks forward to seeing the process through 
and is hopeful that (the MDOT) will comply with the town’s requests. We look forward to continuing to 
work positively with (the MDOT) to resolve the issues.” 

Along with the complaint, the town’s attorneys filed a motion for a temporary restraining order to block 
the demolition of Haggett’s Garage. 

The town and the MDOT reached an agreement outlined in a court order by Superior Court Justice 
Michaela Murphy on Thursday. 

The order blocks the demolition of Haggett’s Garage and any “actual project construction” absent 
another court order or a written agreement between the parties. 

The MDOT can continue “design and other activities” in connection with the project and can request 
bids for construction. The department can also “secure the building” with signs and “temporary 
barriers.” 

An evidentiary hearing on the town’s request for a preliminary injunction will take place at 9 a.m. Feb. 
2. 

The town’s lawsuit ultimately seeks a court order to block the project until the MDOT complies with all 
state and local laws and regulations, obtains a certificate of appropriateness from the Wiscasset 
Historic Preservation Commission, and obtains a municipal-state project agreement from the town “or 
at least makes a good faith effort to obtain such agreement” before it begins construction. 

http://bangordailynews.com/2017/12/04/news/midcoast/wiscasset-cuts-deal-with-state-to-delay-razing-garage-for-route-1-traffic-fix/
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 The 2018-2019-2020 DOT Work Plan should be 

released during the first week of January 2018. 

 Last year’s DOT Work Plan (1.03.2017) set aside 

$7.25 million for alternative 2B-2’s final project 

design and to initiate eminent domain activities. 

 I have no direct knowledge of any homes or 

properties that have been seized to date; I have no 

direct knowledge where the engineering stands, 

but they seem to be taking an awful long time to 

engineer a highway that was engineered enough 

to be jammed through the EIS process. What 

were those preliminary engineering plans dated 

in August 2011 and April 2013, if not detailed?  

 Only when the new work plan is released next 
month, will we know what to expect in 2018 and 
beyond, and if any of the recent bond money has 
found its way into this project. Many wonder 
where the MaineDOT found the $7.25 million in 
2017 when the state doesn’t have enough money 
to even maintain our existing infrastructure. 
Many say that alternative 2B-2’s $61 million 
construction cost should be reauthorized to fund 
Maine’s existing, unmet transportation needs... 
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LOCAL & STATE 

Posted 4:00 am | 12.10.2017 
BY COLIN WOODARD STAFF WRITER  
(Excerpt of original article.) 

 

Conflict erupts in Wiscasset over 
state’s decisions about Route 1 project 

 

 

The state government’s latest effort to mitigate one of Maine’s most notorious summertime traffic 
bottlenecks has bitterly divided this town of 3,700, triggering lawsuits, accusations of duplicitous 
dealings by Maine Department of Transportation, and heated disagreement between opponents and 
supporters, including Gov. Paul LePage, who has said he’s had enough of the townspeople’s complaints 
and would like to build a viaduct right over the area. “I have given MDOT full authority to fix this 
nightmare with or without working with Wiscasset,” LePage wrote a constituent in August. “After 65 
years of trying to work with Wiscasset, the time has come to move on.” 

Residents and the select board were initially supportive of the plan, but majorities of both now oppose 
it because they say the state has not upheld its end of the bargain, breaking key promises. In 
June, residents revoked their support for what they considered an altered plan in a town referendum 
400-323, and the select board did the same, 3-2. The town filed a lawsuit against the DOT on Nov. 
28 to stop work from commencing. 

Bill Sutter, a Wiscasset native who worked for the DOT for 30 years, became alarmed when he heard 
the agency had quietly dropped plans to use federal funds to cover 80 percent of the project costs 
shortly after receiving initial approval from the town in June 2016. Sutter knew the move exempted the 
project from having to follow federal historic preservation and environmental rules as the department 
had promised when pitching the project to residents. 

EMINENT DOMAIN ACTION FURTHER ERODED TRUST 

The department lost additional trust when it reversed prior assurances that it would not use eminent 
domain to execute it. The Haggett Garage – a 1916 structure that was owned by Coastal Enterprises 
Inc., the community economic development nonprofit – was under contract to be sold to its current 
tenant, the Midcoast Conservancy, when the DOT intervened to acquire it by eminent domain, 
intending to knock it down to make way for substitute parking. 

DOT spokesman Ted Talbot responded that the department had “hoped and relayed that eminent 
domain would most likely not be necessary,” but he also characterized CEI as “a willing seller” to the 
state, an assertion Phillips disputes. 

Phillips wrote to LePage this June in the hopes of saving the building and preventing the year-round 
tenants and their nine employees from leaving downtown. He got a blunt email response from the 
governor, who has to cross the bridge to get from the Blaine House to his Boothbay home. “We are 
moving forward because we are convinced Wiscasset has no interest in working with the state to resolve 
this drastic issue,” LePage wrote June 26. “Next step is doing what was done in Bath – we go over the 
downtown and by-pass Wiscasset altogether.” 

“The MDOT can’t 
really tell you the 
truth because the 

truth doesn’t work.” 
Ralph Doering | Wiscasset Resident | 12.2017 

“They are just hell-bent to get done what they have all planned,” says 

Katharine Martin-Savage, one of the select board members who voted to file the suit. “ 

http://www.pressherald.com/2017/12/10/conflict-erupts-in-wiscasset-over-states-decisions-about-route-1-project/
http://www.pressherald.com/2017/09/19/despite-criticism-mdot-project-shows-no-signs-of-slowing-in-wiscasset/
http://www.pressherald.com/2017/06/28/wiscasset-traffic-improvements-to-move-forward-despite-loss-of-local-support/
http://www.pressherald.com/2017/11/29/wiscasset-sues-state-to-block-controversial-route-1-traffic-project/
http://www.pressherald.com/2017/11/29/wiscasset-sues-state-to-block-controversial-route-1-traffic-project/
http://www.pressherald.com/2017/04/20/state-improvement-project-to-force-tenant-out-of-building-in-wiscasset/
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PREDICTED ‘SEVERE IMPACTS’ REMOVED IN EDITED REPORT 

Meanwhile, village business and commercial property owners have charged the DOT is intentionally 
concealing the effect that the loss of on-street parking will have on the downtown. 

Ralph Doering, a seasonal resident whose family owns several commercial properties on and near Main 
Street, hired an attorney and traffic engineer to review project documents acquired from the 
department via public records requests. They discovered the department had removed language in its 
own traffic consultant’s report prior to releasing it to the public that predicted “severe impacts” to local 
businesses. The Maine Sunday Telegram obtained and reviewed the documents. 

That draft report by HNTB Corp., the global engineering powerhouse that designed the Maine 
Turnpike, identified Orono as the best comparison for the effects of removing on-street parking. 
“Businesses that survived (banks, convenience store, Town offices) had own off-street parking,” the 
report said. “Nature of Business changed. Several replaced front door with rear door.” 

DOT personnel removed most of this language, leaving an upbeat version that suggested everything had 
gone fine in Orono. 

“You don’t have to be a real estate professional to know that if you take parking away from Main Street 
it’s really detrimental, as businesses will close or they will go out of town to locations where parking is 
more readily available,” says Doering, whose lawsuit to stop the project was rejected by a lower court on 
largely technical grounds and is currently on appeal before the Maine Supreme Judicial Court. The 
MDOT can’t really tell you the truth because the truth doesn’t work.” 

Greg Paxton, the organization’s executive director, says it is also concerned about the department 
eschewing $4 million in federal funds and the associated historic preservation requirements. “That’s a 
lot of money to pay to avoid a standard review,” he says. 

In a written response, DOT’s Talbot acknowledged the department is avoiding using federal funds but 
said it is doing so to reduce red tape and delays. “Federal processes, reviews, and associated approvals 
can add months to project delivery timeframes,” he said... 

A document on the department’s website dated July 17 states that the HNTB report was edited to 
remove wording “in areas that went beyond the assigned task” and were part of the “normal process of 
finalizing studies and reports.” 

TOWN ALLEGES STATE BROKE ITS COMMITMENT 

The town’s lawsuit claims the department is violating state laws requiring it to comply with local zoning 
and ordinances and asserting it needs to get local permission and permits before it can demolish the 
Haggett Garage, which the department initially intended to begin taking down last week. The town also 
alleges the state broke its commitment with the town to draft an agreement that would spell out how 
ongoing costs associated with the project – such as the maintenance of sidewalks, parking lots and 
landscaping – will be covered. It is scheduled to be heard in February. 

Public documents show the DOT has instructed would-be contractors not to apply for local permits to 
undertake the demolition. Talbot declined to comment on the issue on account of the lawsuit, but the 
department has previously maintained that it does not need local approvals. 

“They are just hell-bent to get done what they have all planned,” says Katharine Martin-Savage, one of 
the select board members who voted to file the suit. “I really wish they would be serious enough to sit 
down and really discuss a compromise of some sort that allows parking on both sides of Main Street.” 
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“Everything 2B-2 for 2018” cover page for website: 

 

 As we go into the 19th year of this study, DOT remains silent... 


